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PROM THE LONDON STAR, 
« . , IMPEACHMENT OE . 
HENRY LORD VISCOUNT MELVILLE. 
RiGH COURT OF JUDICATURE, WESTMINSTER 

HALL, | 
(coxTiNuED FROM OUR LAST.) 

Do you know, of your own kuowledge, whether the 
Paymafler of the Navy ever makes fmall cath paymeril§ to 
the pavees, or that be makes them, by the cuflom of the of- 
fice, through the fub-accountants ? Excepting the payment 
of fees upon money received from the Exchequer, the pay- 
after makes no other pavments but in large round {ums 10 
the fub-accountants. 

Defcnibe what the nature of the Exchequer fee money 
\ % as contradiflinguithed from the other public meney of 

the office? I have no further knowledge of it than this, 
that it has always been the praflice of the office ever fince 
I belonged 10 it, that certain fums of money, amounting to 
goool. ata ume, have been iffued from the Exchequer, and 
placed in the hands of the Paymafler, for the purpofe of 
paying thofe fees upon money received at the E uer. 

Have you ever vourfelf had the cufledy of the Exche- 
quer fee money ? Yes. | bial 

Did you derive any profit or advantage from that cufto- 
dy ? I certainly did. B | 

~ What was the average amount of the balance left in 
your hand of Exchequer fee money ? It never could amount 
w 6ocol. | 
gh not the advantags upon the’average be computed 

at or about gool. a-ycar? I donot think ut pollible Bu 
could amount to fo much, 
When was the Exchequer fee money delivered over into 

your cuflody ? I [peak upon conjefture, but I believe fome 
time about the year 1800. 
How long did ut conunue in your collaty'X Until the 

Treafurer(hip of Mr. Canning, when I paid over the ba- 
lance of Exchequer fees into his Pay mafler’s hands, 
Who did you receive the Exchequer fcc money from ? 

Mr. Trotter, 

Had Mr. Trotter had it, to your knowledge, a confider- 
able time previous to the period you laft mentioned ? 1 pre- 
fume Mr. Trotter had it from the ume of his becoming Pay- 
malfter of the Navy. | a 

Did Mr. Trotter waive the cuflody of that Exchequer 
fee money. exprefsly for your benefit? I prefume hat he 
‘did ; he certainly derived an advantage from it himfelf, and 

I made the fame ufe of it that lie did. 
| Are any payments made out of that fund, except for fees 

of ane defcription or another, according to the cousle and 

- praétice of the Office? None that I 'kuow of, 

Did you ever converferwith Lord Melville upon the bu- 

_finefs of the Office ? I do not recollett that I ever did. 

Crofs-examined. 

You have been afked refpeélinga tranfaéhion in the year 
, 1996, of a fum of 40,000l. that was drawn from the bank, 

paid to Mr. Pitr; 1s that the fame {um of money which 

was aftcrwards the fubje& of public inquiry in the Houle 

of Commons ? I believe fo, 

* You have faid, that you were in the habit of laying out 

fome of the public money for Mr. Trotter's private emolu- 
ment; 1 defice to know, whether in any infltance of your 

haviag dome that, it was ever done with the privity. and 

knowledge of Lord Melville? I folemnly believe not. 

To feveral queflions by the Lords, whether Lord Mel- 

ville was acquainted with the truft repofed in him by Mr. 
Trotter, he replied, in fubflance—1I cannot {wear on 

knowledge that it was fo, becaufe no converfation ever pal. 

fed between Lord Melville and me upon the {ubjedt. 
Had you the fame truflt repofed in you by Mr. Trotter, 

“during the other Treafurerihip of Mr. Rydet, Mr. Bathurfl, 
and Mr, Canning? I certamnly had. | 

Have you any reafon to know, or can you (wear char 

thefe gentlemen were unacquainted with it ? I cannot fwear 
to it, Pecault I never had agy converfation with thefe geu- 

tlemen upon the fubjett, | 

"Was the draft for 40,000!. upon the Bank of England 
» exaflly for that fum? I cannot anfwer that queflion. 

If you had not had blank drafts from Mr. Trotter, how 

could you have got that fum from the Sank of England ? 
I prefume that | bad drawn a much larger fum from the 

Bank of England and placed it to the account of Mr. Trot- 
ter, at Mr. Couutts’s houfe, 2nd from thence I had drawn 

Are you certain that the 40,000l, or any part of it, was 

drawn from Mr. Coutts’s houle, and not directly from the 

Bank? | cannot {wear to that, but I believe from Mr. 

Couitts’s houfe, j 

Had you authority to draw upon any other account than 

“for Mr. Trotter's private ule? Cenainly for the public 

* fervice. | 
"Had you any other purpofe than the public fervice ?— 

"Yes, Mr. Trotter’s private account, 

i ' Nor in effet did you ever draw any except for the pub- 

Cc lervice, or for the private ufe of Mr. Trower? Never, 

the belt of my recolleflion, unlefs it was on account of a 2 
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into whofe hands I he 

“any thing which I did 

Bp ! 

In what manser did you enter that fum of 40,000l. i 
your account PI kept no account of it myfelf. . 
The witnels was direfted to withdraw. 

fifiy years in the Navy Pay Office; bave you, during any 

ed 10 you, except in the 
pole ? Not till of late years, 

ave yon kept any part of it of ate"year: 
of Meflrs. Coutts? That was the only : 
made ufe of. * 

quired it of me, - 
Were you willing fo 10 do? It was done refuftantly. 
Did you find any convenience refulting from having the | 

money at Mr, Coutt’s 7 None as all. 
Did you find it produced any confufion in your accounts ? 

In two inftances I was rather perplexed about w, 
Crofs-examined. : 

‘Queflion by Coanfel.—~Whether this delice of Mr. 
Trotter to you to keep your money at Meffrs, Coutts’s was 

, a defire to which Lord Melville was to your knowledge 

privy ? I do not know that he was. 
The witnels was direfled 10 withdraw, | 
Yhe accounts made out for the Commiflionérs of Naval 

Foquiry, of balances of public money im the hands of the 
Treafurer of the Navy and kis Calhiers and Sub- Account. 

ants, made up to the gift of December in each year fince 
1790 to 1802, with the fums flanding in the Treafures’s 
name in the Bank at fuch periods, were now. given in; al 

{o a fimilar account from 1984 to 1789, inclufive. 

The Right Hon. G. Fictney, who entered into the of- 
fice of Treafurer of the Navy in the cnd of 1803, flaicd, 

that at ficll he employed Mr, Trotter as his Paywafler, and 

afterwards Mr. Latham ; that a very confiderable alteration 
took place almoft immediately upon the appoiniment of Mr. 

Latham, an alerauon for which.-he was indebted to a fug- 
gefhion of Mr. Trotter. 
He defcribed iv as follows : Heretofore it had oeen the 

cuflom for the Sub- Accountants to wait upon the Paymal. 
ter in the morning, flating what fum they fhould probably 
want in order to carry on the curient (ranfa&lions of the day, 
and upon this reprefentation a draft was drawn upon the 
Bank and Meflciigers difpatched with it, who came back 
bringing home the money, which was delivered to the Sub-. 
Accountant ; the alteration I made was this, that when a 

Sub- Accountant applied to the Paymafler for a {um of mo- 
nev, no fuch proceeding took place as a draft being given 
by the Paymafler upon the Bank of England ; the mode to 

obviate that neceflity adopted by me was this, that four dif. 
ferent accounts were raifed at the Bank in the name of the 
four priacipal clerks who had the payment cf the money, 
and thefe accounts being {o raifed in the bank books inflead 
of their being put in cath by the Paymafler’s draft, the Pay. 
malfler wrote to the Bank an order, Rating, wnie off from 
my account to the account of the Sub-Accountant in quef- 
tion, the fum which he had Rated 10 be neccllary for carry. 
ing on the cidinary payments. 

| Crofs-examined., 
Afier the alteration took place, did it flill continue to be 

the ufage of the Office 10 make mall payments in calh at 
Somerfet Houfe ? 1 appre that new regulation, which 
I have endeavoured to deféribe, crzated no alicration what- 

ever in the praétice of the Office, but only effefied the mode 

of bringing money from the Bank to the Office. 
Do you know that fmall payments to a confiderable 

amount were made daily at the Office at Somerfer Houle 

in the depatyments 7 I know it as well as I can know 
Fog which abtually fee. 

is not the leafl doubt upon the fubjeét, but-not having {een 
the attual payments made, I cannot undertake to {wear to it, 

Y ou age underflood to fay, that you gave. a power of at- 

torney fiflt to Mr. Trotter, and afierwards 10 Ms. Latham, 
to execute the duty of Paymalter, and to a&t as your depu- 

Were you Paymafler to Mr. Tierdey whill he was 
Treafurer of the Navy ? 1 was, 

Did you aft in all the official concerns of the Tteafures- 
hip of the Navy under a power of auoracy given you by 

Mr. Tierney ? I dud. | 
Did yos make any f perfoually as Pay. 

the money to the Sub- Ac- 

countants for that ? I never made any perfonal pay- 

ments 
all 

tents ; 1 always iffued money for that purpofe 10 the 

Accountants, , 
Was the cath balance during your Paymafterihip in the 

Bank of En ot {VEC a 

to any body clfe 7 Never. ¥ | 
Did you prattice the mode of carrying money from yous. 

feif wo the Sub- Accountants 7 I dd: 

rent braoches of Navy, the Viiualling, and Pay? Nat 

had the Sub. Accountant the full controul over all the mo 

and 

. the notes ; the bankers were (o good 

 deration of 20,000l. was the flock which formed 

“with which the 14, 500!. made 1 
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Did it -bappen to yon to or abfent duri 
time ? To bave been abfens rbrrlbos ane o> 
my family for about a week., ~~. : 

~ Wha did the bufioefs for you during that week 7 What 
it was necelfary to attend to Mr. Tierney officiated fur me 

ny r— Re 

F 

in my ableace; the drafts were fent to me to my houle in 
part of that ume, kept an awry no woney entrufl- | Book | 

. Had you no other interruption from attending. v 
duty, except that week's ficknefs? Never, that | & ely 

was written off to the Sub-Accountant, 

ney fo written-off at the Bagk ? He cersainly bad, 
.. An order; bgned by Lord M. defiring Mellrs, Coutts 
Co, to put certain fums of flock at the difpolal of Mr. 

Mr, Sprot was again called in, .. *. > 
- You were alked yellerday to give the Court information 

33 tothe value of a draft which you received from Mr, 
Alexander Trouer, to the amount of 1,427l.; you fod | 
srg left your banking book behind ; now look at that 

which is put into your hand, can you afcertain from 
that book that you received that fum? Yes, 1,427L and 
there were odd fliilllings and pence, which I put in my 
pocket; I received it in bank notes, I have been fince 
was examined by. the Cermmittee to my bankers and traced 

as to look over the notes, 
and 1 found the bank’ notes numbers, with which I furnifhe 
ed the Committee, fo that I received this money from Mr, 
Trotter, I prefume ; but I cannot fay. JEP 
Then an indorfemnent on the back of the letter of the 16th 

May 1800; from the Vifcount Melville to Meflrs. Coutts 
and Co. was fhewn to the witnefls, and he was atked, look 
‘at that aper ; is the fignature at the bottom of it your wrie 
ung? kis my hand-writing. . 
The witoels read it as follows: | . 

ge © London, 21 May, 1800, 
Meflrs. Thomas Coutts and Co. 1 write this 10 dcknowse 

ledge your having transferred the fums of flocks mentioned 
on the other fide, agreeably to the direétions given you by 
me, and I have received the produce of the fakes, which [ 
haye paid into your bands, mounting to 20,452}. 4°. 5de 

CT | MARK SPOTT. 
Now refer to the other fide of that paper, and flate wh 

ther the flock there mentioned and diretted to be transferred 
to you by Lord Melville, conflituted apart of the feguriry 
upon which you made the advance of 51.500. to the joint 
fecurity of Mr, Robert Dundas? I prefume that it was} 
but I have no flladow of recolleétion of it, 1 have read 
this paper, and I declare that I have no more recollettion 
of it than the child unborn, ’ 
Do you know that the flock for which you figned your 

name as having received, and for which you paid the confi- 
part of the 

fecurity, together with that of Mr. Robert Dundas, for the 
loan you advanced ? I fee, from this paper, that certainly 
this flock muft have been fold by me, and Cenfols bought, 

amount of the fum wh .a 
I len: Mr, Robert Dundas; but } have no recolletlion of 
that paper as all. 

If you have any memo 
flock was then fold out or not? Certainly 

ry of the tranfaftion, whether the 
the flock was 

| fold out, and 1 prefume by myfelf; for I remember per- 

fetily well that I would not lend the Hongrable Robert 
Saunders Dundas upon Loyalty, <becaule other was a 

heavy flock, and that I would lend it upon Confols, but 
not upon that | 

Queftion from a Lord.—Had you any interview with 
Lord Melvii'e in Scotland ? Not a fhadow; 1 have not 
feen his Lor/fhip thefe four or five years nil I faw him in 
this Court; nor with his fon the Hon. Robert Saunders 
Dundas; I have neilier feen the oné nor the other, nor had 
hy communication nor communication direftly or indireéily. 
The remaining evideace of this day was very uninterefling, 

TENTH DAY, SATURDAY, Max io. 

The fisial account of Lord Melville's Treafurecthip from 
fl Janvary to seth April 178g @ audited oy the Com- 

interell had been charged on ii to the amount of . 5 
but Losds of ‘Treafury, on application made wo them 

nuary 1986 wo Apnl 1896, for ¢ ov 
nh de Toth) & 

© Mr. Wairsrsap having informed the Cours that the 


