St JOhn. Se

16th, October 1810,

Sir,

The Society of Merchants hzve through their
Committee to acknowledge the receipt of your Excellercy's
letter of the 4th, instant, acquainting them that you
had not been instructed to make any encuiry into the
cherge preferred lcst Year égainst the Chief Justice,
end submitted to the Lords of the Committee of Council
for T_ade tnd Foreign Plantstion through the medium of
of Adniral Holloway, lzte Governor of this Islend,
The Society cannot Sir, but exypress
regret ¢t the silent indifference with which charges
of such & nature asaingt an Officer presiding o ver
the evecution of the Laws h ve been treated, more
especislly when it is considered thazt those c harges
have been m-de, not by a solitary Individyal but by
@ Society of Merchants engaged in & hazirdous and
importent Branch of conmerce, to whom thous:nds look
up for support.
The pure and impartial administration of

the Liws zre essential to the liberty and security

and



and of the subject, a2nd it becdmes the imperious duty

of this Society, as Englishmen to complain of injuries,
to 2ssert the richts secured tc them by the Laws and
constitution of their Countiry and to resist and expose
avery attempt of Men in Office to tyranize and opp ress
by perverting the Liws of their own private views,

From the period in which we made the
rerresentation in qu~stion to the moment, we have
discovered nothing in the conduct of the Chief Justice
thet ¢an induce us to derart from the sentiments
exrrecsed therein, on the contrary w2 have witnessed
on meny occasions the same arbitrary disposition to
convert his will into Law, and if thisg weshall now
rroceed to give the mosi incontrovertible proofs, in
the course of which wé shall produce a case which
hopeis without a precedent in the British Administr: tion
of Jucstice,

For the scke of method we shall reduce
the additional charges we have now to urge cg-inst
the conduct of the Chief Justice to three heads, and
accompony each with such observation as we conceive
may be deemed necessary.

Firgt , arlitrary, Megcl a2nd unconstitutional
exercise of the functions of a Judge, in a case of High
importance. 3

Second,
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Second, illegcl and pertial interference in the man -

agement of zn insolvents effects.
Third, the strong asvpearance of design
to conceal & document of importance to the prejudice
of & Widoe ¢nd her fimily.
The first head of these
chzrges, in which every Englishman most feel i-terested,
involver consideraticns of the greatest consequence,

-~
Nneane

1y the chiste administretion of the Laws and the

<

rirhts of the subject,

To shew this charge in 2 fair
point of view, we cell your Exccllercy's zttentjon
to the records of the Supreme Court of the 8th, Janucry
lest, upor thzt record will be found the institution
and isaue of z civil actimmr said there to be brought

by John Rennell cgeinst Gecrge Lilly in this actiom

~

Renne:l is =zlledged to be suing Lilily for = debt
cortracted in a most ingenious manner, and which the
record will in pert explain,
The leiters of our lzte

Governor from the princirel rert of that record, cnd
the intention of the Chief Justice in giving them so
consricious 2 place can hardly be mistaking.

whenever peruses this case will

scarcely conceive thzt Rennell, in bringing such an

zction

R U——————— Y



action could have any other object t“an to record

himself a Pool. The commences by seyine Lilly owes him
nothing to ¢ person unacquainted with the circumgtances
of the ctse in question, the metter uyon record nust
arpezr ¢ mystery, which the following <t: tement will
unravel,
Some time in thes month of December the Chief

Justice directed 2 Writ to issue from the Suprem~ Court
at the suit of John Renneil agzinst George Lilly for_
the sum of one hundred pounds =znd upwards, zlthough
these rersons were ignorate that they stcod in the
different relztions of Plaintiff znd pefendant, Rennell
being informed he was Plaintiff dekied his title, said
he had no claim zpaingt Lilly, the named Defendant
and shnald plead to no Writ, when the Chief Justice
insisted that he Rennell, w:s and should be Plaintiff,

Thus it will z-pear that the
Plaintiff in his case was no Plaintiff at all, but that
the Chiéf Justice wees Plz ntiff Befendznt, Judge, =nd Jury,

On the 8th. Janucry last this
mocx trail ceme on, and the menner in which it was
conducted will shew that the rrincipal object of the
Chief Justice was to threw contemp upon the part taken
by the late Governor, as the record will Ppove, indoing
which he arrears to have fobgotten that he was acting
witkout the surport of Law,

Upon this occasion he seems

whats .



