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; ?:L'Thz Committee appointed to examine the Phyficians who have attended His Majeity

' during his lllnefs, touching the prefent State of His Majefly’s Health ; and to re-
& port fuch Examination forthwith to the Houfe ;

AVE, purfuant to the Order of the Houfe, proceeded to examine the faid Phyficians. They alfo pros
ceeded to fome length in examining, with refpeét to the fitvation in which Dr. Jony WiLLis has
ptended his Majelty ; and from fuch examination are of opinion, that he comes within the order of refer-
nce to this Committee : but as his examination might bave greatly protrafted their proceedings, and as
liey have reafon to fuppole Dr. Willis, fenior, fully informed of every particular necellary to the ohjeét of
hieir enquiry, which could be ftated by Dr. John Willis, they have forborne to examine the latter, con-
eiving that it is of the utmoft importance thar their Report thould not be any longer deferred,

‘The examination of the Phyficians is as follows; and thar part of it which relates to Dr. John Willis, is
dddced at the end of this Report,

Mercurity, 3° Die Januarii, 17389

Sit- L. © A S PEPY.S, colled in ond examined,

L™ .

- fﬁrH'ETHER, in his opinion, the ﬂa!aﬂfhitMajﬂﬂ.‘j"lil The hopes I now entertain are founded exadlly
ealth does, or does not, continue to be fuch as to||upon the fame ground upon which they were when I
vender his Majefty incapable either of coming to Par- formerly gave my opinion.

dament, or of attending to public bufinefs ?

Can Sir Lucas Pepys now form any judgment, or
q&t certainly continues fuch as to render him incapa- ||Probable eonjefture, of the time that his Majefty’s ill<

either of coming to Parliam £ attend nefs is likely to laft ?
ublic bufinefs. - el b L i B I can neither form judgment or probable conjeture
- : : 3 of the time that his Majefty’s difeale is likely ro laft,
| -?‘”“-‘ hopes does Sir Lucas Pepys now entertain of Whether, in his Majelty’s diforder, ir Titich
| Jelty’s resovery ? Pepys fees any prefent figns of convale(cence 2
: B
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On the 27th of December, in the evening, I faw
his Majefty in fuch a calm, and approaching rowards
a rational flate, 1 was in hopes, had it continued, figns
of convalefcence would foon have appeared; thofe

1

morning,either Sir George Baker or Dr. Warren ecomes
to Kew, vifits his Majefty, and confults with the phy=~
fician who has remained there all night, and Dr, Wils
lis, and ufually rémains thereaboutan hour.
Whether there are any other medical perfons that

good fymptoms appeared only for an hour; fince
which iv have feen no figns of approaching convalel-
| cence,

Are there any aftual fymptoms at prefent, which
lead Sir Lucas Pepys to entertain more or lefs favour-
able hopes of his Majeity’s recovery than he has hi-
' therto had during his attendance ?

I think his Majefty is more eafily controuled, and
' therefore 1 fhould hope that he was advancing towards
recovery, though no aftual fymptoms appear.

Whether it is not ufual for perfons in the fituation
| of his Majelty, to become more eafily controuled
| when they are put under the care of perfons ufed to
| attend patients in that diforder?

Certainly :—But he is more eafily controuled now
than he was a fortnight ago, when under the fame
care.

Whether this does not happen often, independent
of any advancement towards recovery?

As controul is the principal means ufed for reco-
very, I confider patients fubmitting to it more readily,
as a mark of {fome fort of ground being got.:

Does Sir Lucas Pepys confider the circumftance of
his Majefty being more eafily controuled, as being in
itfelf fuch a clear fymptom of the abatement ufgtht
diforder, as induces Sir Lucas Pepys, from that caufy,
to entertain ftronger hopes of his Majefty’s fpeedy re-
covéry, than when Sir Lucas Pepys was laft exa-

* mined ?

Not ftronger hopes of his Majelly’s fpeedy reco-
very, but hopes of his more {fpeedy recovery.

Whether, in Sir Lucas Pepy’s judgment, manage-
ment, or medicine, is the more operative caufe of re-
covery in cafes of this {ore ? i

1 think without both, patients. are not fo likely to
recover, as under either ; neither would have egc&
fingly. :

oes Sir Lucas Pepys think, that the perfons who

ufually have the controul and management of perfons
in his Majefiy’s fituation, are berter'or worfe, judges
of the true inference arifing frem the fat of quier fub-
miffion to fuch controul, than phyficians who have not
made this diforder their particular ftudy ?

I think they are better judges.

What is the degree of attendance of the phyficians
who are not confiantly with his Majefty ? !

Either. myfelf, Dr. Gifborne, or Dr. Reynolds, are
at Kew, in rotation, from Four o’clock every day,
till Eleven the next morping ; at Ten o’clock every

astend his Majelty ?
Two furgons and two apothecaries.

Whether accounts are not received from them res
{peéling his Majefty’s fituarion ?

No regular account is given by them, but they are
frequensly afked, .

Whether thofe furgeons and apethecaries, or any of
them, are perfons who have made this diforder their
particular ftudy, or who have ufually had the controul
and management of perfons in his Majefiy’s liru=
ation ? '

I cannot fay whether they have made this particular
diforder their “particular ftudy.—I conclude they oc-
cafionally fee patients in this diforder, though they
may not have the controul and management of
(| them.

. Whether you think them gapable of relating faéls
with accuracy and integrity #

| > I would truft the judgment and integrity of any of
| theim.

| Whether thofe furgeons and apothecaries have the
fame opportunity of obferving the particular fituation
of his Majefty as Dr. Willis has ? £

‘Not the fame opportunity as Dr. Willis has, but the
{fame opportunity as any other of the three phylicians
have who attend in rotation,

Whether Dr. Willis is prefent with the King often,
or for any confiderable length of rime, when fome on
of thofe furgeons and apothecaries is not prefent ? — *

Very frequently, and for a confiderable length o
time, when none of them are prefent: :

Are not fome of them prefent at times in which Dr
Willis is not prefent ?

Sometimes, but not often.

When Dr. Willis takes reft, who is it that attend
|| the King ? ;e

A page, and one of Dr. Willis’s men, _

Do no phyfician or apothecary ever come in at fuc
times ? L ;

There is a pofitive order that nobody fhall go in
his Majefty's room without Dr, Willis"s leave. '

Who gave that order?
 J.don’t knows—it is written up in the outer room.

- Did you never afk who gave that order?

I never afked. 0

What do you mean by the eafier fubjeétion to
troul ? \ ?

u

I mean a flighter degree of intimidation,




&
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yproduced by atual abatements of the di prder, or do
ou only confider it as facilitating the management
‘which may effélt the care ? ;

1 conceive itas an aétual abatement of the diforder
'gs far as that goes. _
 Whether perfons who have been for any length of

‘time under a degree of aftual controul, do not, from
that circumftance, more eafily fubmit to controul, in-

é&'ﬁ:ndtnt of any abatement of the diforder ?

... I think not, as I have feen patients under ;the

u’!'_t' dng:ﬂc degree of coercion for months together, who

_have not been, at the end of that period, more under
controul than they were at firft.

~  Whether you have tot known patients who, after
‘having been under coercion for fome time, have be-

““tome more manageable without any f{ymptoms of re-
covery appearing ? :

~ Certainly without any fymptoms of recovery, but
“not without fymptoms of an abatement of the diforder.
. Whether or no you have not knowa {uch fymptoms

~wof abatement in confequence of controul to have ex-

Lifted, without any recovery having followed ?

Certainly. &

'\ Whether afier his Majelty has been fubmiffive to

| ‘tontroul, as by you flated, he has not afterwards

grown lefs manageable ? -

= Certainly—but not [efs manageable than he was be-

H “fore coercion was ufed. .

1 When was it laft found neceffary to ufe coercion ?

. The middle of laft week, as far as I can fpeak from

" my own obfervation. 1 underftand it has been uled
fince.

4  Whether, before Dr. Willis came about the King,

1 ‘the fame modes of coercion were ufed ?——=Nao.

" Whether there is not a greater probability of reco-

Yery where fymptoms of abatement of the diforder

\Em appeared, than where the diforder has remained

_for the fame tine without fuch fymptoms of Abate-
.~ ment ?
.« The probability of recovery is always in proportion
‘Jto the frequency and degree of abatement of the dif-
i order, except in cafes of fudden recovery. ;
= Does the majority of perfons in his Majefty’s fitu-
! @tion, with irs prefent fymptoms and appearances, re-
| " €over i——Tt is my opinion that they certainly do.
‘Whether you confider the chance of recovery in a
'[i?_rfup who has paffed ten weeks without fymptoms of
1 I_E,I‘ITH.[}:[EEHCE, to be equal to that of a perfon who has
11 pafled only fix weeks without any fuch {ymptams ?
® . Ithiok the difference berween fix weeks and ten
¢ meeks perfeftly immaterial in cafes of this fort; the
41 peiod 15 fo fhort,
e . B2

" {: the eafier fubmiffion to controul, in your opinion,|

g )

ficted with that diforder at that time of life do ordo

Do you mean the majority of perfons in :ncra‘!J
have recovered, or do you mean the majority of thole
whoare about the {ame age as his Majeliy ?

I cannot fpeak from any obfervation of my own,
nor do I know that any fuch obfervations have been
made by others, whether the majority of perfons af-

not recover, % 14 _

Do you confider his Majefly’s prefent chance of re-
covery (all the circumflances of his Majefly’s cale
that have fallen within your obfervation being acended
to) as being greater, or lefs, thap it was when you
was laft examined here, oras being equally good ?

From the circumftances which I faw on the 27th of
December, I thmk I can fpesk with more certainty,
when I fay that I conclude his Majefly will recover,
than I did when I was lalt examined.

Was Dr. Willis prefent on the 27th of December,
at the time you oblerved the Circumflances you al-
lude to ? .

Only for a very few minutes, and thofe at the end
of thetime; but his fon was there the whole Time.

Sinee Dr. Willis has attended his Majefty, whether
either Dr. Willis or his Son has always been prelent,
when you attended, during the whole Time » _

I have fometimes been with his Majefty alone, more
commonly in the prefence of Dr. Willis or his fon.

Have you obferved any difference in' his Majefty
when you have {een him alone, and when in the pre-
fence of Dr. Willis or his fon ?

Sometimes his Majelty is more irritable when either
Dr. Willis or his fon is prefent, and at other times the.

contrary. . ’
Whether-on the 27th of December his Majelty

fhewed any confcioufnefs of the fituation he then was, .

or had been in ?

There was no confcioufnels fhewn at that time of
his then prefent fituation ; but he fpoke of his having
been delirious at Windfor, and was furprized on my
telling him, that his dglirium Had continued above
three Weeks.

Whether there has been any direft or indireft at-
tempt made by any of the Phyficians, &t any time to
controul or influence you with refpect to the account
to be piven of his Majefty’s fituation ? '

Certainly not. oy B

Have not {ymptoms of irritation in_his Majefty’s
cafe been frequent lince you was laft examined here ?

Very frequent. : " . 5

Whether the means of coercion have not been more

'fr:‘qu:ntl{y reforted to fince thar period tham before ?

More frequently.

- ﬁ'sfheahtr |
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Queflion wepeated,

No ; certainly not
. Whether means of ft
fince jour laft examinatien than before ? -
| Certainly a more firm coercion, but not fo teizing to the
_patient, and therefore afed. . .
" Whether you can now inform the Committee, or can
by to-morrow enable yourfelf o inform them, when, _*“d
 how often, coercion has been ufed fince your laft examina-
- tion ? ;
1 believe I conld not ; 1 will endeavour to do it, but 1
" have no idea that [ can. a8
" When did you laft ufe means of coercion to your parient?
Either Saturday or Sunday, I do not recolledt which,
.~ Whether there has been any direft, or indireét atvempt
. made by any of the phyﬁcims. at any time, [o Funtmul or
. influence you with refpect (o the account tobe given of his
. Majefly's fituation ?
1 have once or twice refofed to fign the certificate, think-
ing his Majefty was better than the certificate implied.
Do you mean that you did not fign ?
1 perfifted in the refufal till it was sltered, and then I
* did fign it; but latterly I have f{carcely read it over, and
~did not mind whether it was exaftly agreeable to my opi-
" mion or not, rather than have any words.
~ Did you, in the inflances to which you refer, differ in

—

~ opinion from all the other phyficians atrending ?

The two phyficians prefent | differed from ; there aré bor ||

“two attending in the merning to fignit, excest my fon,

- Do you mean that this was foch a difference of opinion
thar frequently happens among medical men wpon the fare
" of the parient.

~ Wery frequently; but more likely in this cafe, where
i the other two phyficians have fcarce feen a patient in this

()

" way for an hour together; and I have attended various pa- |

tients in the fame houfe, and known the efleft of method
. and medicine every hour.
What means did you ufe to perfuade the phyficians ro
" alter the account, and adapt yoor opinion ?
" That if 1 had a patient at home that had paffed fo ma-
= ny hoors in fucha tlate, I thould conclude that patient was
i better.
g
‘that kind ; did he hold 'out any idea of pleafing, or dif-
* pleafing, confiderable perfogs ? No; none at all.
Are yoo fure, that on Friday laft, the 2d of Januoary,
. you did not ufe {uch argoments 2
I will not be fure that I might net fay the alteration
- that was {ent down by a certain perfonage was not worth
while difputing, and at the fame time that I thoughe it
nearer the troth ; for Dr. Warren did hold ouory that he
“fhould think no perfon better, till they were perfefily
* well, under fuch an indifpofition. I afked the Doftor, if a
perlon, fo indifpofed, (hould not fay one fenfible word in
24 hours, and the next 24 hours {ay but one word, that he
‘would ‘not fay, if he was not indifpofed, whether he
would not think him better ; and he (0ld me——DNo.

Did Dr. Willis ufe any other means than arguments of |

ronger coercion have not been ufed

rl

i

An your memory the circumilance vou have mentioned ?

1 had not; 1 do not kpow that I certainly did fay it
but I thought ity and very Lkely might fay it.

‘Wherther thofe alterations, (ent down by a certain perfos
nage, were, or were not, fuggeited by vou ¢

They certainly were not; they were brooght down b
two ladies, The paper, as fent vp, was concerte
among the phyficians then prefent ; was carried up,
belicvey by General Gordon, and was returned by the T
Ladies, I believe. ;

Do you recolleft whether the alterations were made o
the fame paper on which the account was drawa up by th
Doétors, or on different paper fent down 7

As well as T remember, it was not altered at all; bu
propofed by the Ladies to be altered. 1 believe the alterd
tions were not adopted———IF am vor fure, but I think nor
I believe- the account went to St. James's in the fam
form.—=1I really do not charge my memory withit; 1
was not worth while for me to remember.

Whether the converfation you ftate to have paflfed b
tween you and Dr. Warren, paffed when you were alon
or hefore witne(les ?

Before thofe Ladies and the Phyfician, and one of th
Surgeons, I do not remember which, and my [on.

Whether Dr. Willis does not conceive the account fen
te St, James’s to purport to contain the true and exaft opi
nion of the phyficians who fign it, vpon the ftate of hi
Majefty's health 2

Yes ; as well as three can agree in opinion,

Do you mean to {ay that you figned your name to an
ftatemént of the King's ftoation to which you do re
agree ¢

If it was not fo favourable as I thon
rather than have any difpute.

Then, in point ni" fadl, have you figned accounts of th
King’s hralth, which in your own mind and confcienc
you did not believe to be correfl ?

I believe no three phyficians ever writ a prefcription for
a patient thar was exattly conformable toecach of their
wilhes. E

Whether you confider the account fent to St. James*s‘as
a Prefcription, or as a flatement of fadls ?

As a flatement of fafls, as near as we could agree. |

Do you mean to fay, that iv s ufval for phvficians to
fign their names to flatements of fafls, which they are not
fure are true and corredl, for the fake of agreement ?

I have been told, by the phyficians here, tha: the ofti=
nion of one thould give way to the other two; and thae
they were furprifed I fhould hehtate about it,

Do you mean by $he phyficians now attending his Ma=
jelty 2 Yes, - |

Name the phyficians from whom you received that ine|
formation ¢ ! ' I

Sir Lucas Pepys and Dr. Warren.

Are the Committee to underftand that the public have
been, in any meafure, deceived by thele accounts fent to
St. James's, as far as the authority of Dr. Willis's nam:‘

When you anfwered the laft queftion but one, had yn]

ght, T figned ir

was concerned ?
I hay



:
*i-_

i &1 have done my- utmoft to prevent their being deceiv-
ll: A
| What do ‘you mean by having done your utmoft ?
| Targued with the ph ficians ‘as much as I could for |
| other words to be put in, but in vain.
|| Do you recolle& whether the alteration, which yon fat-
| edto Dr. Warren not to be worth difputing, was a material
Cenc? If T had thought it worth difputing I fhould Have
' thought it a material one. :

Do yoi remember what the alteration was ?
1 cannot anfwer that, but it may be known.
. Whether yon have, at any time, made any complaint or |
| proteft to any perfon in authority about the King, or to any
' of His Majety’s Minifters, upon the fubjeét of the accounts

P

-

ik

( 10 )
I Doftor RICHARD WARREN

I = . -
. fent1o5t, James's, or given them information that fuch ac-
Ii counts were hok to be depended upon as correét, as far as
| your name was cencerned ? ]
| ” 1donot remember any thing at all about it.
!" How many hours in a day .is it ufoal for you tobein
| perfonal attendance on his Majefty ? - .
1 cannot tell—Four or fix hours, perhaps, according as
his Majefly is employed.
‘Who are the other medical perfons that are ulually in
conftang attendance on his Majeliy ¢ :
No medical perfon fits up with his Majefiy——one of
the pages, and one of my_fervants, are in the room with
him ; and in the Anti-Reom, one of each, who change
every two hours, if they find it convenient.

What is his Majefty’s fiate this day ?

R e

called in, and examined.

 WHETHER, in his opinion, the ftate of his Majefty's -
health does, or does not, continue to be fuch as to render
his Majefty incapable either of coming to Parliament, ot
of atrending to public bulinefs ¢ Incapable. .
What hopes does Dr. Warren now entertain of his Ma-
jefly’s recovery ? i
. IEI y hopes of his Majefty”s recovery ftand opon the fame
foundation as they did when I was examined before, ez~
cepting that a little more time has paffed, which does not
add to my hopes, but is fo litcle that it hatdly ought to
fubtraét from them.

Can Dr. Warren now form any jedgment, or probable
conjeflure, of the time that his Majeity's illnefs is likely
to ladt ? No.

Whether, in his Majefty’s diforder, Dr. Warren fecs
any prefent figns of convalefcence } —— No. -

Whether there has been any ceffation of the King's
diforder at any tie fince its commencement ?

No, as far as I can judge. I vific his Majefly every
other morning, converfe with him as Jong as 1 think it ae-
ceffary, and form a judgment of the then ftate of his Ma-
jefly from the knowledge which I obtain from mmn_rﬁn’z
with him :~= The reit of my kuowledge of his Majefiy’s
ffate is obtained from the information given by the Phyfis
cian who has attended from four o'clock in the afterncon
| till thetime Iger to Kew, and from Dr. Willis and his
fon, and from the informatien of Mr. Charles Hawkins,

I have not [een him fince the moroing ; he had a very
good night, and was yefterday better than ever 1 faw him,
and was calm this morning.

Do you mean that there was 2 greater appearance of ra-
tional “interval yefterday, than at any other time ?—Yes.

than before 2
attended 1o reading for

R S S T T

Was there Jefs irritation yefterda

A great deal lefs——=he rcad an
an hour togecher.

Do you now confider the irritation to have in a great
meafure fubfided ? 3

Hec is ftill extremely irritable.

Whether you wrote to the Prince of Wales, yelterday,
any account of the King's ftate ¢
' I believe I did on Monday.

Whether you donot confider the fubfiding of the irrita-
tion, as a neceffary prelude to fymptoms of convalefcence

1 do.———His Majefty is not now fe irritable as he
wis, nor does the confequence of the irritabiliry continue a
tenth part fo long——not nearly fo irritable as at the
time of my laft cxamination. :

' YWithdrew.

e g e S i e

o

—

|| Thefe gentlemen

Mr. Keate, Mr. Dundas, and Mr. Battifcombe, oneor
other of whom are conftantly in the hobfe in attendance.
From the knowledge thus acquired, and information thus
obtained, 1 conclude that there has been no ceflation of
his Majelly’s complaint-

Whether Di'{ Warren thinks that the information he
gathers from thofe gentlemen is material to the forming
of his judgment & . _
have attended his Majefty from the
beginning of his illvefs till this minote, were about him
before he was ill, and are perftly well acquainted with
his Majefty, ;and are very intelligent perfons :— From
thefe circamBances T conclude that they are very compe-
tent judges how fir his Majefty’s prefent fate deviates
from his former,

Do you confider them as competent judges of the pro=
grefs of his recovery }———— Yes.

Whether oF not Dr. Warren has underftood from Dr.

Willis, or others, that his Majefly bas been in a ration
i

ftate f———— No. .

Does Dr. Warren know, whether themajor R' of thafe
who, at his Majefty"s time of life, have been a ifted with
the diforder his Majefty labours under, have recovered ?

I have been making an enquiry lately, in order to fatisfy
my own curiofity refpefting this queftion ; and 1 believe
it will be fill two days before Ican give a fatisfaftory

anfwers
3 Where



(

Whereare you making that enguiry ? !

By e:ini':hﬁrg the hmgs of Beéthlehem Hofpital. :

What circu mitances, in your judgment, would confli-
tute a ceflation of his Majefty’s complaint, as contra-dil-
tingaithed from a cure ? i 1 g

* My rule of judging whether a pexfon in this fiteation s

recovering, is as follows :— If the patient recovers his
reafon, of becomes himfelf again, nn}; for an hour, 1 pro-
nounce that the complaint has ceafed, and that he is
mending ; if the next day, or any fhort rime afterwards,
the interval becomes two hours, I prenounce him better ;
if the interval becomes longer and longer, 1 pronounce
him advancing in his cure. :

* Whar circumfangés, in Dr. Warren's judgment, form

& cure ? !

* The patient remaining perfeflly himfelf, without any
- retorn of his former complaint. - :

Ifthe patient appeared to be perfeétly himfelf for a fmal-
Jer term than an hour, would Dr. Warren confider him in
a flate of amendment ?

\ Certainly I fhould, if the fate of the patient during
i that time could be accurately alcerrained.

" Whether thofe circum flances, which in your judgment
 would form a ceffation of his Majefty’s complaint, ought 1o
" be confidered, in yoor judgment, as figns of convalefcence 2

* Certainly.

. Whether the gentlemen you have named, namely, the

phyficians, apothecaries, and furgeons, are perfons who,

;I your judgment, have made this branch of Phyfick, their
I do not know that they have,
Withdrew.

_particular ftudy i
1

Doflor WARRE N called in again, and defires to
' add to his anfwer to the laft queition but twe, thefe
words— ¢ But if the interval does not increafe, no
~ % fireis muft be laid vpon it ar all.”
IF a patient in his Majefiy’s diforder did not foon reco-
* xer under Doflor Warren's care ( Doétor Warren receiving
~his informatiow, as to the fafts of his patients cafe, from
'gentlemen whom he did rer know to have made this
§  branch of medicine their particular fiudy) would not Dr.
" Warren think it his doty to call in perfons whom he did
“Know to have made this branech of medicine their particu-
{Jar fiudy ?

~ No, not on that account. Doftor Warren, and all other
| phyficians, aro obliged to receive their accounts of fafls
I,E,'ﬂln nuffes, and other unicientific perfons ; and if they
i are people of common {enfe, they are able to givea very
|"good account of fafts ; from the ?;Eh:. as related by them,
| ! the phyfician moft form bis judgment, afifted by the know-
! Iedge which he acquires by wvifiting and examining the
| patient himfelf. 1
| " Whether, in point of falt, where perfuns in the diforder
' wnder which his Majefiy labours, have not foon recovered
' wnder Doftar Warren’s fole care, he has net always, or
| generally, called in perfons who made this branch of me-
¢ @ieine their particular ffudy ?

" X4, il the patients conld afford it

T
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| as can reafonably be expeéted,

Whether, in cafes where the patients could afford it,
Do&tor Warren has not oftener left the patients to the
lcare o f perfons who have made this branch of medicine
‘their particnlar fludy, than be has attended in conjunc=
tion or confultation wich fuch perfons; if they have not
foon recovered under his fole care ?

\  Yes, oftener.

Whether, as Dr. Warren has anfwered the laft que-
\ition affirmatively, he has not been determined fo to afl, by
.a convi@tion that, where the circumftances of a patient
‘would admit of thar. mode of treatment, that fuch mode
of treatmenr was the beft which his confcientions jodz~
iment could diftate ?

This mode of treatment  has often arifen from neceffiry,
as it was requifite, for the good of the patient. that he
thould be removed to a diftance from Town, where ic was
impoffible for Doftor Warren to attend with regularity,
confiflent with his dfual bufinefs : this removal was necefs
fary “for the fake of quiet and other conveniences, which
the patient could not have in Town : fometimes from the
necellity of coercion, which Doftor Warren has no means
of applying ; fometimes for the fake of particular nurfes
and keepers, which Dr. Warren does: not fernith ; and
from that difidence which Dr. Warren ought always to
have in himfelf when his patients do not recover as foon

Has that difidence led Dr. Warren to place patients,
who have not'foon recovered, under the care of perfons who
have made this branch of medicine their particular ftudy 2

Sometimes.

Does Dr. Warren mean to fay, that perfons who have
made this branch of medicine their particular Audy, and
who follow that branch of medicioe principally, are .not
better judges of the diforder, but have only better conve-
niences for the management of perfons labouring under it,
than phyficians who praélife medicine generally, without
particular application to this branch of it

Provided theirparts and intelleflual powers are equal to -

their bufinefs, they will become more expert in the coring
of this complaint than other p'hr?ﬂﬂilﬂi i otherwife they
will deferve no preference but for the conveniences they
provide for their patients.

Whether the fame would not be the cafe with phyficians
who have nor made that branch of medicine their vartico=
lar fludy, if their parts and intelleftual powers Tare not
equal to their bufinefs? Certainly.

Whether, if nine perfons out of teny placed vnder the
care of a perfon who had made this branch of medicine his
particalar fludy, had recovered, if they were placed under

his care within three months after they bad begon to be
afflidted with the diforder, Dr. Warren would not deem
fuch perfon, either very fkilful or very fuccefsful ?

* 1f he was a fenfible man Ifhould deem him fkilfal, iE
he was not, I fhould deem him fuccefsfol. \

Whether Dr. Warren has not underfiood from Sir‘Lucas |

Pepys, that fince his former examination, he thinks his
Majelty more likely to recover, than he did at the time of

that examination ? - )
2 ‘There
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Thére was one evening, lefs than a fortnight fince, that

{3ir Lucas Pepys {aid, he oblerved that his Majefty talked
more likea reafonable man, but this appearance was fo

I

torally gonea few hours afterwards, that 1 had no doubt

of its being a mifapprehenfion in Sir Lucas, arifing from
is zeal.
* Has Dr. Warren any reafon to believe, that Sir Lucas

]:Ptpjfs is ftill under what Dr. Warren calls a mifap-

g-r:prr'htnﬁnn in this

g

refpedt.
" Ido not know what Sir Lucas now thinks of his opinion
of that night; but his opinion yefterday, when we were

Ugogether at Kew, was, that his Majelty was no better.

Has Dr.

Warren communicated to Sir Lucas Pepys, his

E;rul'ans for thinking the opinien of Sir Lucas Pepys a mif-
!.;-ppr:hznﬁun :

A
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1 do not know whether I gave him any formal reafons on

| the fubjedt, but I know that I expreflfed my doubts about it.

Whether Dr. Warren has not underftood from Drr. Whl-

lis, that he was more confirmed lately, in his hopes of his ||
. Majefty’s recovery, than he was at the time of his former

examination before the cammittee ?
Dr. Willis fjoke very fanguinely of a fpeedy cure, foon
afier the time of his former examinaticn; he has held the
er fince, bot {poke in fironger terms of
ually cbtained lalt week, than at any

12 )

Warren ever heard from Mr. Hawkins, Mr.
¥ eare, Mr, Dundas, and Mr. Battifcombe, thar his Ma-
jefty is in a ftate of altual amendment as to intelledt 5 and
that the probability of his recovery is greater now than at
the time Dr. Warren. was laft examined ? Wa.

Has Dr. Warren underftood, on the cantrary,
or all nf thefe gentlemen, that his M jefly is not in anac-
tual fate of amendment as to intelled ; and that the pro-
babiliry of his recovery is not greater now than at the time
e, Warren was laft examined ? :

From fome of them 1 have heard that his Majefly 1s not
i a (Fate of amendment; bur I have not talked tothem vpon
the probability of cure, my difcourfe with them being
chirfly confined to fafts.

Elss Dr. Warren ever heard from any of thefe pgentle-
rmen, that there hasat anv time been ﬁn:.-' return of realon
jn his Majelty fince the commencement of his diforderi—

Haz Dr.

Has Dr. Warren known any inflance of any phyfician,
or other perfon attending on his Maijefly, fending any writ-
ten account of his Majefty”s fituation, ftating his Majefty
“to have been in acalm and amended flate, at a time when
be (Dr. Warren) had reafou te know that his Majelty’s
firvation and (late were the reverle?

‘Dr. Willis has written letters to the Prince of Wales,
exprefling his Majelty to be moch berter than T apprehend-
ed his Majefly to be at that time, declaring progrefs in

eure that 1 could not difcover.

Has Dr. Warren had any difcourfe, or difference af opi-
nion, with Dr. Willis; refpeéting any other letter, of the
fame defeription, toany other perfon ? ;

I was informed that Dr Willis wrote fuch a letrer, at

- pwelve olclock at night, the day of thrgchit: in the Houfe

from any ||

of Commons; I fpoke to Dr. Willis on the fubjeft of this
letter the next morning, and told him that he did wrong ta
write fuch an accoont, when' it wasnot true: 1 afterwards
enquired, and could net find thar the Doflor had written
fuch a letter, and told him that I had done him an injory
in charging him with it, as I could not prove it.

Does Dr, Warren recollet to whom that letier was fup=.
pofed to be written 2 1

The report was, that it was written to Mr. Pitt.

Does Dr. Warren recolleék from whom he received that
informarion ?

There was a report current throughout the town that Mr.
Pitt had read fuch a letter at Whiic's, at five o'clock in
the morning. .2

Does Dr. Warren recolleét only the current report, bet
not any particular perfon from whom he heard it? :

Indeed I cannot recolleft any particular perfon.

Does Dr. Warren recolleft what was flated to be the {ub-
flance of that feppofed letter?

In general terms, that his Majelty was greatly bettery
and was Likely to be fpeedily well.

Daes Dr. Warren recolleét in what terms he ftared to
Dr. Willis his difapprobation of his writing fuch a letter,
or the fubflance of them ?

That, as his Majefty was remarkably bad, and under
coercion that night, he could confider it only as a political
letter, which he thought wrong from 2 phyfician.

When did Dr. Warres tell Dr. Willis, that be had done
him an injury in charging him with bavieg wriiten fuch
a letter?

To the befl of my recolleftion, it was the west fime of
my going to Kew after 1 had charged him with writing
it, which, if fo, mufl have been the fecond day after the

*

charge. .

Had Dr. Warren then bad an opportunity of feeing the
original letters written 1o Mr. Pitt on the day of the debate
to which he alluded, and on the followirg day? !

I had feen a letrer, written, as I thosght, by Dr. Wils,
lis's fon, dated at half an bour after five in the afternoon
of the day of the debate—1 do not know whether liawa
letter wrirten the day afcer or not. 1 believe 1 might have
done o if I pleafed.

Whether the letter which
rain 2 juft defeription of his Majefl
to Dr. Warren's opinion _

When 1 came to Kew the morning following, T was ine
formed by Dr. Willis that his Majefly had had a violent

Dr, Warren did fee, did con=
y's Gitwation, according

paroxyfm thataight, which came on at feven o'clock the
I evening preceding; bt how his Majelty cxaétly was at
half an hour after five, I do not know.
W hether the letter, dated at half an hour after five, gave
a favourable account of his Majefiy ? ,
To the beft of my recolleftion itwas a favourable account,
Whether Dr. Warren had any information given him

of the time when this [etter was received ? i

I do not remember thar I bad. ,
Did Dr. Warren underitand, from any of the other ate

tendants on his Majefty, that his Majefty had been, in any

part of that day, in 2 prrtioular amended ftate  — 'ﬂi’l'd
i
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. Did Dr. Willis makeé any reply, when Dr. Warren tald
ham he had done wrong to write fuch'a letter, when it was
pot troe?
Dr. Willis, by his behaviour, appeared to me at that
‘time to own it.
Why Dr. Warren thooght it neceflary to acknowledge
‘afterwards to Dr. Willis that he had done him an injury ?
Becaufe Dr. Willis complained that I had charged him
“with a faét that was not true. I made all the enguiry 1
could to find out thetruthy and difcovered that a letter had
been written at half an hour after five, bur could nor dif-
cover that a letter had been written at twelve at night, and
confequently concluded that there had been an crrer with
refpeét to the time; and therefore that I had done him
‘wrong in charging bim with writing it at twelve, and took
* the firlt opportunity of retraéting what I had fa:d.
What enquiry’ did Dr. Warren make, in order to find
out the troth ?
The Lord Chancellor informed me of Dr. Willis"s com-
‘plaint, and faid he would write to Mr. Pitc for all the let-
ters he had received from Dr. Willis on that day; Mr.
Pitt fent them, and the Chancellor fhewed them to me.
Did Dr. Warren fee Mr. Pitt's anfwer to theChancellor ?
Yes.
Dors Dr. Warren underfland, upon recolleflion, that the
eircomftances which fatisfied him that the letter had not
been written as fuppofed, were produced in confequence of
his enquiry, or of an enquiry madein his name, or in con-
fequence of Dr. Willis's reprefentation on his uncafinefs
ppon what had pafled with Dr. Warren ?
* Ifuppefethe letters were produced in confequence of my
wilh 1o afcertain the trath.
* When complaint was made to Dr. Warren, on the part
of Dr. Willis, did Dr. Warren make any enquiry into the
fruth of the faft of thole perfons from whom he received the
Mformation that fuch faét exified? ;
The Chancellor faid, the only way to find the truth,
mray to fend to Mr. Pice for the letteiss 1 do not know of
whom 1 received the information.
" Whether Dr. Warren ever faw any paper, purparting to
. Be a copy of this letter fuppofed to be written at twelve
0'clock at night, and if he did, by whom the fame was
dhewn to him?
. 1 donot recolleét that T ever faw a paper, purporting to
a copy of ir,
" Can Dr. Warren take upon himfelf to fay, that he nevar
did fee any paper, purporting to be a copy of a letter fup-
poled to be written at twelve o’clock at night ?
Ney Ido oot recolledt thae | did.
Did Dr. Warren ever hear any perfon, whofe name he
+ could mention, fay that he bad a copy of theletter fuppofed
to be writren by Dr, Willis to Mr. Pitt, at'twelve oclock
! thzt night ?>—No.
Dr. Warren having {aid, that a letter of Dr. Willis's to
! the Prince of Wales contained a more favourable account
' than he thooght his Ma'efty’s fituation juftified. does Dr.
Warren mean to fay, that fuch letter contained a more
favourable account than Dr, Willis believed to be true ?

Cag )

It &5 impofiible for me to fay what Dr. Willis belisyes,

Dr. Warren having faid, thatin a cafe where nine o
of ten patients placed under the care of a phyfician, wh
has applied himfelf to a particular branch of medicine
within three months from the commencement of their dif]
order, have been cured, he fhould deem fuch phyfician fkil!
fuly, if he was a fenfible man, and if.not, fhould think bi
only fuccefsful; whether, if fuch fuccels had attende
that phyfician®s praftice for twenty-eight years, he thoul
afcribe it to good fortune only ?

‘There is no other way of judging but by fuccefs; ye
it does not follow, that that judgment is right ; it can ne
ver be fuppofed, that an ignorant man has knowledge,
that a man who has no rule to go by can aét (yltematically
be his fuccels what it will.

Whether, in order to induce Dr. Warren to beliew
thar, for twenty-feven years, nine perfons out of ten ha
been cured, he would not require fome other evidence tha
the affertions of the man pretending to have performed fuc
cures ? I certainly fhould. -

Whether there has been any dire@ or indire attemp
made by any of the phyficians, at any time, to controul o
influence you with refpeét to the account to be given of hi
majefiy"s fitoation ?

Dr. Willis, on Friday laft, made a very unwarrantabl
ule of the name of a great perfon; T call it unwarrantable,
becaufe I cannot believe thar he could have authority to
ufe it to influence me, wh L: the report to be fent to Sr.
James's was compoling. :

Will Dr. Warren relate the circumftances of that tranf-
aétion ? -

The report propnfed to be fent was written thos:—
“ His Majeliy patfvd yefterday quietly, has had a very
zood night, and 15 calm this morning.” Dr. Willis des|
hired that fome expreffion might be made vfe ofy indicating
that his majefty was advanced fince the day before in his
cure; I objefled to this, becavle I had ample reafon, from
my converfation with his majefly, and [rom the informa-
tion which 1 bad received from Mr. Chavlgs Hawkins, to
think the contrary true Dr. Willis then faid, ¢ a cer=
tain great perfon will not fuffer it to go fo, and it will
fall upon you."

Are you fure you are corret in thofe words?

I believe I am; I teok the words down as foon as I

came home——Dr. Reynolds was prefent when the werds
were fpoken.——1 made no obfervation to Dr. Willis on
thofe words; but, after talking with him a little mere on
the fubjeft of his majefty, compofed, rogether with Dr.
Reynolds, the following report : * His majefly pafled
yefterday much in the fame manner as he did the day be-
fore; has had a very good night ; and is this morning as
he was yefterday.”” Dr. Reynolds; Dr. Willis, and Dr.
Warren, figned this report; it was fent up ftairs, and waa
returned, with an order to charge the words, “ as he was
ycﬂcrdly," into ¢ continues to mend.” Dr. Warren
defired the honour of an acdience ; and, upon ﬂa:ing hiz
reafons why no amendment had taken place, the words,
¢ continues to mend,” were given up ; and the fentence,

¢ is this morning in a com[ortable way,” was fubftituted
in their place.
When
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ID §°r Locas Pepys ever endeavout to induce Dr.
Willis tafign any report fent to St. James"s, refpect -
g the King® health, which report Die. Willis aflirmed to
be contrary to the true fiate of the King’s firuation?

" The only conveifarion which appeared at all like alter-
Scation, refpedting the account fear to St James’sy was,
®whether the words * very good night™ infivad ‘ot * good
Spight.” fhoold be puotin.

%.'Jirl you u:rwll D, Willisthar it was vfual for phyfi-
 lciand to fign' their names to Matements of fadls, which
Sthev are not fure are true and corredt, for the fuke of agree-
i rL? .

Certainly never;——bot wpon fach trifles a8 above men-
Stinned, I Rated, thar it was the ulval cultom, when two
Sout of three were of the fame opinion, for the third 1o

uiefcr. :
3 c%Dnr.-, Sir Lucas Pepys mean, that thar opinion of his was
iennfined to fuch tritles as rilited to the wording of nearly
the fame o6, fnion?
0 At whar time it related merely 1o thofe woidsy and
“hoogh 1 uwnderfland differences of opinion have arifen
' wording the account fent ro St. Jumes's, yer when I
“bavebeen prefent none have arifen, s
& Did Sir Lucas Pepys ever inform Dr. Willis, thar the
Sgpinion or medir:irjudgmrﬂt, connedted with any fatement
“ef faft of one phyfician, thould give way to the other twe,
"#nd that he was furprized that Dr, Willis fhould hefitate
oot i1?
| Unlefs the word “ very™ above mentioned, may be con-
Midered as connefted with o medical fa&, I'know of no other
~converfation upon the fubjeét.
5 1id Sir Lucas Pepys on that occafion, employ any ve-
‘hément perfuafion, fz as to bring on words or altercation
with De. Willis, fo as to induoce Dr. Willis to fign fuch
_'_:‘h‘;:g:’inﬂ his judzment, in order to avoid fuch alter-
E.Lion
5 1 was writing doring the whole time ; and fo far from
. Bfing vehement words, 1 advifed him, inthe quicreft man-
“ifer 10 avoid allaltercation aboot trifles; and thoush Sir
" SGeorge Baker and I were two opinicns againft one, finding

g. Willis was anzious to retain the word * very,” Sir

- George Baker gave opthe point, and the report went as Dr.
CWillis had defired it.

"% Whether Sir Lucas Pepys does not hold himfelf réfpon=
L

E

1'21& in his charafter to the public for the truth of the re-
| port feat to St James's, to which he figns his name ¢
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| ¥¢ hope tends to a cure,” Sir Luca: P-pys would have thooghe

Fanuarii, 1789.

, again called in, and cxamined

Cartainlyy not for the whole troth; as we cn_nﬁdtred it 2
unneceffary to wonnd the feelings of hee Majefly and t
reft of the family, by faying more than was ablolutely
ceffary. } :

“"ll:_m her you do not hold yourfelf bonnd to fet- ¥
name to no account which coniains any thing which yo
think nat troe? by

I certainly do. 6

Whether, if Sir Lucas Prpys lappened to be'of opitiio
upon any morning, that the words °* continues to mend,
would be an aptdefeription of his Muyelty's cafey and D
Warrea and Sir George Buker theuld think the words b
Majeity is in a comfortable way,"” more proper, Intimatin
at the fame time, that they hoped thar that had a tenden
| to acurey Sir Lucas Pepys would think heafted unwarran
| tably in giving up the words ¢ continuves to mend,” an
|ngr:ring to the words ufed by the other two phxﬁcmns
| namely, “his Majefty is in a comfortable way,"" thofe
| werds be'ng fo explained as to their tendency #

It is impofiible that thofe worde, ** comfortable way,’
and “ continues to mend,” could have the fame tendency,
and he of the fame imoore.

Whether, 1f De. Warren had ufed thole words, # his
¢ Majelty is in a comfortable way this morning, which I

he afted unwarrantably in ufing thofe words in conjanétion
with the other phyficians, fo explaining in faét their {enfe
of them. ' '

I (hould have thought T had afted uowarrantably in fign-
ing my name to fuch an explanation, which could never
be an explanation of #¢ conrinues to mend.”

Was Sir Lucas Pepys of opinion, the day before yefter-
day, that he ovght to have no better hapes of his Majefiy's
rtcu-.r;-.r}r than he had when' he was formerly examined
hers '

I:ftated yefierdayy that the hapes of recovery muft be
ftill on the fame ground wpon which 1 bad flated them to
be at the former examinatidu; fory though I faw occafional-
Iy abatement of (ymptoms, 1 faw no {ymptoms of approach-
ing convale{cence.

Doces Sir Loucas Pepvs:.continve to think this morning as
he did yetterday, that all the circomBancds of his Majelty's
cafe being doly attended to, hé can ‘conclude with more
certa:nty that his Majefty will recover, than he could whea

he was examined before the former Committee ?

Caz Though
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| | Though the hopes of recovery muft have been the fame, || tendance upon him, unlefs Dr. Willis's fon, the clergyman,
 yet.£ rom the confideratin of the abatement of fymptoms, I || may be confidered as {uch.
Teontinue in the opinion that I was ‘yefierday, that I can Is that fon a phyfician ?

g‘fpﬂk with more certainty of thé profpeft of his Majefiy’s Nea.
f¥ecovery. Whether you have not obferved that patients vnder this

! Whether, il there has been any error or imperfeftion in || malady may enjoy a ftate of confiderable bodily health, the
the accounts fent to St. James's, Sir- Lucas Pepys conceives || free ufe of ailtheir bodily organs, and of all the bodi-
it to have confifted in reprefenting his Majefty’s State 1o || Iy funflions, and yet fill labour under a mental dif-
Fhe worfle than itis? temper?

& Direftly the contrary.——1I have always endeavoured to Undouobtedly.

‘yeprefent his Majefty’s froation in the moft favourable || Whether in this malady there may not be a temporary
i light. and partial ufe of underflanding, when at the fame time,
' Whether Sir Lucas Pepys confiders it to be his duty to || the general mental faculries continue much deranged ?
take care, asfar as depends on him, that the report fent o Cerrain'y. s
/St. James's fhall convey fuch an account as may not tend Whether or no the perfons who are ufed to the difcipline
" to miflead the public, refpe@ing the ftate of his Majefiy’s || employed in this malady, and to the means of coercion, are
{9 health ? not known to obtain a confiderable dominion over the per-
" Till after the examination before the Privy Cuuncil, || fons under their care? ————Certainly.
sf“ every account was [!-uTFn‘i‘el{;T‘lﬂ'I-rd., to give the public ne Whether you have not obferved, that the favourable cir-
* fort of information of his Majefly's fitvation. Since tha cumftances which occur in one day, have frequently been

K

. period we haveendeavoured as much as poffible, toieprefent i " e Btk
Y his Majefty’s fituation as favourably as poffible, confiftent overtarned in the next ¥
E :;ith truth, though without mentiening particular circum- Withdrew.
’ nees. ;
|':" Whether, under any explanation of the words #f conti-
T L

I #¢ nues to mend,” Sir Lucas Pepys would think himf{elf
i warranted to fign a report cuhtlihiil%thbft words, if he was
| mot convinced cither by his own obfervation, or the infor-
mation of others, th:{ there had been previous fAgns of SIR GEOR GE BA KE R
amendment as leading to convalefcence ? : 3 tnd :
Nothing could induce me to fign the words #¢ continues | Called in, and examined,
4. omend,” unles T had from my own obfervation di‘cover-
ed evident figns of gradual approaches to convalelcence,
under any explanation whatloever.

When Syi.r Lucas Pepys faid there was an endeavour to re- ;
prefent the King's fitvation in a favevrable light,did he " tending to public bufinefs ;~——Certainly. . _
fpeak of the reports figned by the other phyficians, or What hopes does Sir George Baker now entertain of his
more particolarly of thofe figned by himfelf, Majefiy"s recovery ¢

Iam fatisfied, from repeated converfations on the fub- My hopes of his Majefty’s recovery ftand vpon the fame
jet, that the refl of the phyficians concurred with me in || grounds they did when 1 was here laft.

always endeavouring to give the molt favourable account. Can Sir Grorge Baker now form any Juﬂgmsnt,_nr ro=

hether you know when the order mentioned by you || bable conjeéture, of the time that his Majefty’s difeale 18

yeflerday, that no perfon fhoald be admitted withoutthe | likely to lafi? d 1
deawe of Dr. Willis, was firft made ? 1 can form no judgment, or probable conjeéture, with re-

I cannot jufily fay, whether it was five, fix, or feven || fpeét to the c?nlinpante_u!‘tl.m difeafe,

days ago, but fomewhere thereabouts, As far as I ean re- Whether, in his Majefly's diforder, Sir George Baker
. colle®, it muft have been on Friday laf—1 never faw it || fees any prefent figns of convalefcence 7——DNone.

till T was down the time before laft—it was when I came Can you inform the committee, whether a majonty of

dowp at four o'clockon Friday. perfons, who have been afflited with this malady at his
Do you recolleét the terms of the order? Majefly’s time of life, have recovered? X
The purport of it is, that it is ordered that no perfon I can only anfwer that I:(y conjefture ; 1 believe not.
fhall go into His Majefty’s apartment, without the leave Docs Sir George Baker ;:!I the_-:*ul_':mgﬂantﬂ of his Ma-
of one of the Doftor Willis's. jefiy’s cafe, which have falien within his npftrv{tlun; be=
Whether, to your knowledge, any improper perfons, || ing duly atteoded to) think the chance of his M;jl:ﬂ‘_'ﬁ sre
cither by means of the phyficians, or of others, had ob- || covery greater, or lefs, than it was at the time he wl:: ex=
tained admiffion into his Majefty’s apartment, to make the (| amined before the former committee, or equal to what it
was, in his judgment, at that time ?

iffuing fuch an order neceflary ¢ - ' : - . e .
I know of no perfon having been admitted into his In my judgment it is precifely the fame. Whether

Majcfty's apariment, except thefe who are in  wfual ate

© md Em

Whether, in his opinion, the Rate of his Majely’s health
does, ot does not, continue to be fuch as to render his Ma<
jefty incapable, either of coming to Parliament, or of at=
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Whether you confider the continuation of the malady
ffour weeks longer, without lng figns of convalefcence, as
gmaking any difference with refpeét to the chance of recc-
wvery ? ,

My experience leads me to anfwer, that it makes no dif-

Jiference.

: uhnugh: the fafl was ! e—————Certainl

Do youo not hold yourfelf refponfible in your charater to
tthe public for the truth of the reports fent to St. James's, to
ywhich you ﬁ.gulynur name }

- I havenever figned my name to any thingthat I had not
tthoughr true, or very near true: we have always taken it
iin the moft favourable lighr.

Whould any argument or motive have induced you to fign
syour name to a lefs favourable account of his Majeiiy's fitu=
1ation than, in your own convition and confcience, you
not.

Did you ever endeavour to induce Dr. Willisto fign any
saccount of his Majefty’s health, which he (Dr. Willis) de-
eclared not to be correft, or {ufficiently favourable, accord-
ving to Dr. Willis's opinion Never.

Did Sir George Baker ever inform Dr. Willis that it was
gufual for phyficians to fign their names to fatements of
ffaéls, which they were not fure were true and correét, for
tthe fake of agreement?

Never. I fuppofe T know what that alludes to,

To what does that allode?

It alludes to this:——one morning, when the report was

z:
%

]

tto be fent to St. James's, his Majelfty was reported to have
{{lept four or five hours, T think r. Willis infifted that
vthe report fhould run, ¢ his Majefty has had a very good
snight.” Sir Lucas Pepys, who was there, and myfelf, faid
bthat we were very willing to fay it was a good night.—vr
IDr. Willis peremptorily infilted that 't fhould be written
W€ A very good night;” otherwilo fie would not fign it,
I1 faid to Dr. Willis, upon thar occafion, I never knew an
sinftance, before the prefent, when, in matters of no im-
pportance, one phyfician did not yield totwo; however, 1
#will have np difpute with you, I will allow it to be a very
ggood night.
Then you confine your opinion, that one phyfician fhould
syield to two in matters of little or no importance ? I do.
. On whofz report and authority did yoo form your judg-
ament, with refpet to the manner in which his Majefly had
ppafied the night 2
On the report and authority of the pages, the medical
satiendant, and Dr. Willis.

 Whether Sir George Baker does not conceive, thar if the
Ffaft of the manner in which his Majefty pafitd that night
wwas difputed, the medical atrendant, and others, from whom
58ir George Baker received his information, would be the
pperfons who could give the moft correét account of that fack
L e this committee ? Certainly.

Do you recolleft whether the medical attendant, or other
rperfons attending, orany of them, faid that his Majeity did
| pafs a very good night ? e
 Ireally cannot recolleft——there is fo little difference
tbetween agood night, and a very good night, that I did not

- |!Ithink it worth charging my memory.

Sir George Baker then cannot fay, upon recolle@ion, that
0

17 )

they did not {ay that his Majefly had pafied a very good
nighe ? g ]

I do recolleét that Dr. Willis's fon did fate, that it was
avery good night; as tothe others, I cannot recolledt.

Did Dr. Willis's fon fit up with his' Majefty 2

I really do not know. .

Is it ufual for his Majefty to be attended by Dr. Wil-
lis’s fon through the night ? No.

Does Sir George Baker conceive, if the medical attend=
ant, and the other perfons whom Sir George Baker under-
ftood aftually to have attended his Majefly throvgh the
night, hadreported to him, that his Majefly had had a very
good night, that he fhould have hefitated to have fo fated
it in the accoant ?

I muft oblerve, that the medical attendants do not fit up
with his Majefly, fothat our report depends upon the pages
and Dr. Willis's men.

Whether the medical attendants are perfons who could
give the moft corret information to this committee, of the
fadt how his Majefty paffed the nighe ?

Certainlyy——if the medical attendant did not fit up, he
could not.

Whether you do not think that thofe four medical at-
tendants on his I‘.'I;j:l"cr are capable of giving information
refpefting his Majefly’s fituation, worthy the attention of
this committee, in addition to the information they receive
from his Majefty’s phyficians ?

The four medical attendants are very fenfible men ; each
of them flays in the houfe twenty-foor hours in his turng
and I think each of them capable of giving this committee
fatisfaftion with refpeft to any queltions they may afk.

Whether thofe gentlemen have not frequent accefs to his
Majefty when the phyficians are not prefent ?

They have.

Whether they do not examine into the ftate and manner
in which his Majelly paffed the nighr, previous to the ar-
rival of the phyficians?

They ufed to do fo till lately.

How long have they ceafed todo fo, and upon what ac-
count ?

I think it was laft Satorday merning, that I faw a paper
ftuck up over the chimney of the pages room, with an order
tothis effet;  No one, except Lthe pages, i3 allowed toro
‘¢ 1o his Majefly, escept introduced by one of the two Dr,
¢ Willis's.” ;

When was vou at Kew before that time 2

That muft be Thor{day.

Was the paper not there then ?

1 did not fee or hear of it.

Does Sir George Baker conceive that he muft have heard
of it, if any fuch order had been then iffved #

1 conceive that I moft have heard of ir.

Does Sir George Baker know of any inflances of impro-
per perfons having been introduced to his Majefiy's apart-
ment, either by the phyficians or others, to caufe the iffuing
of that order }———No.

By whofe avthority was that order iffued ?

1 atked Dr. Willis ; he faid that he wrote ir, withory
any further anfwer, :

Did

- S
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[Dr. HENRY REVELL REYNOLDS,

s called in and examined,
"T hether, in his opinion, the Rate of his Majelty’s
sealth does, or does not, continue to be fuch as to
lender his Maje v ncapable of either coming to Parli-
ment, or of at ending 1o public bufinefs ?
It does render him incapable, unqueftionably.
“Whar hopes does Dr. Reynolds now entertain of
asMajefty’s recovery ?
I think there are the fame hopes now that there were ]
tfore, not lefs, certainly. i
Can Dr, Reynolds now form any judgment, or pro-,
IL bl conjefture, of the time that his Majelty’s illnefs |
likely to laft ? No, I cannot.
i_h.:thl:r in his Majefty’s diforder, Dr. Reynolds
s any prefeut figns of convalelcence ? {
E. is Majefly is more quier, more obfervant of the
niuun of his medical attendants, in perhaps a
'E'I" ter fate of general health, which are favour-
lile circumftances, and which, Ikope, lead to amend-
ent ; but I cannot fay that thereis any atual amend-
enie at prefenc in his Majeity's principal complaint.
";__;- Thether, in Dr. Reynolds’s judgment, the chance
t t_-_'.t Majcfty’s recovery (all circumftances that have
JJilen within his cblervation being duly atiended to)
Rgreater, or lefs, than it was at the time Dr. Reynolds
s examined before the former Comr mirtee ? or whe-
iy 1n his judgment, the chance of his Majefty’s re-
sfpuery is as good as it then was
8fiThe chance of his Majelty’s recovery is certainly
feood now as it was then, in my opinion.
i fDoes Dr. Reynolds conceive that the durarion of his |
APRgiey’s illnels up o this time (all circumfances of |
‘I'H: ajefty’s cafe being duly attended to) does, url

. *3-1 not decreafe the chance of his Majefiy’s re-|
g

F
i
)

g The dur:al:im! hitherto certainly does not militate
Jspiinlt his Majefiy’s recovery; few recover fo foon
Ty uch maladies. .

Whether, from Dr. Reynold’s obfervation, his Ma-
_j'j-al)lli or does pot, appear to be more ealily con-
3 ol ed now than he was a fﬂrtnight ago, under the

._ s {pecies of care and management ?
) :J_i;mk his Majefty is more eafi'y controuled,

_#ifn the judgment of Dr. Reynolds, and according to
' slvobfervationsin cafes of this kind, is the circum-
~ face thar a patient is more eafily controuled, a fa-

. |*rable circumftance towards his recovery.,

"

19 )

Whether itis ufual, incafes fuchas his Majefty’s,
for phyficians, who have not made fuch cafes their
particular fiudy, to call in the aflifance of phyficians,
who have made thofe cafes the fubjeét of their parti-
cularattention ?

That depends very much upon the particular cir-

cumftances of the patient in many refpects ; in the
firlt place, the pecuniury circumftances of the patient
influence you in propofing a confuliation with another
phyfician : In the next place it will depend upon the
fymptoms of the particular patient; if no reftraint or
coercion is neceffary, from the particular circomftances
of the cafe, every phyfician of experience will, LThave
no doubt, think himfelf competent to conduét a ‘pa-
tient in fuch a cafe ; I mcan at the fame rime to be
underfiood, thatin that cale, as in every other, na li-
beral man will have any objection to a confuitation, if
called for.
If, in this diforder, refiraint and coercion does be-
come neceflary, whether phyficians of gencral prattice
do not ufually call in the affiftance of phyficians
who have made this branch of medicine their parti-
cular fiudy ?

It is ufual, and for thefe reafons amongh others—
that gentlemen who have dedicated themfelves to that
particular objeét of praftice, have ufually houfes of
reception for patients fo circumftanced, which they
fuperintend 3 from them, therefore, proper affiftance
can be procured ; and, as it is necellary to avoid all
caufes of emotion in fuch paticnts, it may be proper to
remove thofe patients from their own families, thac
the objeéts which are moft apt to excite thole emotions,
may be kept from them,

. Dr. Reynolds fays, that it is ufual, for thele rea-
fons, amonglt athers; What are thofe other rea-
fons 2

I cannot recolleét all thofe reafons immediately ;
fome of them are, perhaps, points of etiquette. We
fhould be glad to have the benefit of the experience of
of fuch phyficians in cafes of this kind.

Whether fuch phyficians, who have made this
branch of medicine their particular ftudy, do noty
from their conftant opportunities of making obferva-

||tions upon the cales of perfons fo difordered, acquire
|the habitof judging better upon the probability of the

recovery of patients, than other phyficians who have
not made that branch of medicine their partcular
ftudy, and who have notthe fame conftant opportu=
nities of making the like obfervations ?

That muft ina great meafure depend upon their
selative capability of obferving, and upon their fide-
lity in recording what they obferved ; thofe being

+1s frequently a previous ftep toin

l:qual, the greatedt experience muft have the preference.
Would
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Would Dr, Reynolds think a perfon, who has made

ty-eight years, and under whofe care nine out of ten
of the perfons who have been put under that care
within three months after they had begun to be af-
flited with that diforder, had recovered, a perfon
fkilful in fuch cafes

Yes, if I could believe the faét,

Whether, to induce Dr. Reynolds to believe fucha
faét, he would not require fome further evidence than
the affertion of the perfon who ftated himfelf to have
been fo fuccelsful ?

I ceitainly fhould require further evidence than the
;_ﬂ';; tion of any man, to induce me to believe fuch a

afh, ;

" Does Dr. Reynolds confider an affertion made be-
fo e this Committee, though not upon oath, as made
under an obligation, on the part of the perfon ma-
k ng it, to fpeak the truth, equal to an affertion made
upon oath ?

I confider myfelf under the fame obligation.

If a phyfician of long experience aﬂ‘s;‘tcd, that he
had from eight to ten patients ufually at a time, for
five vedrs 10zcther, in a houfe, ard uever had more
than four patients who were not cured within the year,
a1d coitinued well, as far as he ever knew ; and
that, if any of thofe perfons had relapfed, he believed,
from the partial opinion of their families, he fhould
have heard of it: he would require further evidence
of the truth of that faét :

I fhould not be fatisfied without further evidence
than affertion ; though I do not mean to impeach the
credibility of anv one. .

Whether, in De. Reynolds’s opinion, his Majefty’s
bodily firensth has increafed, or declined, during the
laft month ?

His Majefty’s bodily ftrength certainly has not de-
clined ; I am nce competent to judge nf}
of it, for it is not put to any exertion ; he appears to
be alert and aét ve.

Whether Dr. Reynolds thinks his Majefty’s bo-
dily health thriving or declining ?

I think his Majefty’s general health is improved
within the laft month.

Whether Dr. Reynolds now entertains hopes of

his Majefty’s more fpeedy recovery from his pre-
fent malady tha: when he was laft examined ?
It is impoffible to afcertain the time ; I cannot ven-

ture even to h zard a conjeflure.
Whether, alter it has become neceflary to

to that particular mode of coercion applied by per-

fons particularly converfant in that branch of medi-
is to be confidered as || proceeded to confider what report

cine, the patient {o coerced,

affefted with the diforder in a greater degree tham )
before fuch coercion became neceflary ?

incapacitates a perfon fiom tranfafting bufn.fs as
the turbulent ftate which does require coercion.

fpect of a fpeedy

has been turbulent, ceafes to be fo, he may be faid
o ke in a ftate more favourable to recovery tham
while he continued in that wrbulent ftate. —

of informing the Committee, whether the m:j iy e
perfons afflicted with this malady, at his Majeﬁjf )
time of life, have recovered? 1

tion.

co-exifting with a complete mental diforder, a verylj’
good fymptom towards recovery of the mental dil-§
order ? ;

haps a year, afflifled with the mental diforter, whig
diIFl::rd-.-r remains without diminution, 1 fhould nof!
cnfider perfe€t bodily health as piomiflory of rece
very from the mental dilorder. :

out any proportionate improvement o .
becomes a probable fymptom of mental convale{ceace

has not often fuccreded a ftate of irritation, and
ftate of irriration a ftate of quiet; and what was thif
difference obferved in each ftate, with regard tf

any increafe |

refort || him, After Dr. Warren had wai

)

There is a ftate without turbulence, wh‘:rl:]:-qu;]-:}

In which of the two ftates is there a greater pros
recovery ? i .
When a patient afifted with this malady, who

Whether Dr. Reynolds knows, or has any gmun’il'; i

1 have not fufficient grounds to anfiver that quef: I_

Do you confider a perfeét fiate of bodily health

If a patient fhall have been feveral months, per .'

health, wit

- YWhether the improyement of bndil}r
mentas! (anie

In a recent cafe I think it is.
Whether, in the cale before us, a ftate of quic

mental fanity in this cafe ?
There have been frequently fuch viciflitudes, an
there have been nearér approaches to reafon in 2 ftagg:
of quiet than in a ftate of tnrbulenze; but I think ndg
invariably fo : this is to the beft of my recollectiof
at preflent. 1 '
Was Dr. Reynolds prefent at 2 difcuffion whic
took place on Friday, the =d. inftant, te:ween D
Willis and Dr. Warren, refpefling the account whic
was that ddy fent to St. James’s I was.
Relate what paffed upon that occafion ? 3
When Dr. Warren came down to Kew on Fridg®
morning the 2d Inftant, I faw him before he vifitg
his Majelty,and told kim how I had found his Ma'E :
the evening before, and that morning when I vifirdg:
ted on his Majeft
he came into the room where we ufually confult, -ar

ofter aprecing upon the prefeription for the day, it
55 to cond we fhould fend 0.8
James"§*



""-"'i:mes':; there were then prefent in the room, Dr.
Warren, Dr. Joha Willis, and myfelf; and, as
“mearly as 1 can recollefl, Dr. Warren and 1 agreed
““upon” this report: ¢ His Majelty paffed yefierday
¢ guictly, has had a very good night, and is calm
& this morning.” I wrote it, read it over, and Dr.
;.%hhn Willis obje&ted to ir, alledging that it was not
pot deferiptive of his Majefty’s amendment, for, that
*he certainly was much better, having, on the prece-

R ¢
| I heard Dr. Willis fay to Dr. Warren,

;;ép'd rational things. Dr. Warren contended, that fe-
“veral things faid propeily proved nothing ; but that
“fome things fard immediately afterwards improperly
| were d:a:ilﬁ*:. Dr. Joha Wilkis contended, that ami-
“figation of fymproms was amendment. Dr. Warren
"did not confider that any smendment could take place,
“ill there was an interval of an hour, or more, of rea-
fon and jndgmenr. While they were in this argu-
sment, Dr. Willis, fen. came in, was fhewn the re-
“port intended to be fent to Sr. James’s, and did not
st firll reading it difapproveof it; but upon Dr, John
4" Willis’s obferving, that it did not contain {o favour-
J:able an account of His Majefly’s fituation, as the re-
4 rt which had been fent on the preceding day, he ob-
: ed to it, comMending that there wasa material a-
‘| mendment, which ought to be reported,—Dr. Warren
Jeand myfelf, not fecing his Majelty’s ffate in the fame
ghe, thought that the report held out fufficient hopes
y .-"'th: public. Doétors Willis’s 1 think both, but Tam
*Jecertain Dr. Willis, fen. obferved that the Queen wuug
Jinoe (offer it 1o go fo; and I cannot exadtly recalle
il swhat words immediately followed, bur Dr. Wilhs,
o Her. addrefling himfelf to Dr. Warren, faid, *¢ that
1 it would fall upon him 2 That expreffion I par-
“Yericularly remember.—We talked again upon the fub-
Hiject, and drew up the following report : “ His Majefty

s
L

% paffed yefterday much in the fame manner as he did

g .
\¥I%4 the day before, has had a very good night, and is
1% this morning as he was ye@terday.” TEis report,
“wwas carried up ftairs, and when returned, it was ac-

greompanicd with a deiire that we would add to the end
“Fof the laft fentence, continuing mending :** 1 [peak
4 “§40 the beft of my recollection.—This feemed to Dr.
S WWarren and myfelf more than the ftate of his Ma.

. .-'-' authorized us to fay. Doftor Warren therefore

fdefired the honour of an audience of her Majefly,
i hwhich was granted : and when he returned, the laft
¢ #hoart of the report was altered as follows: ¢ and is
ity his morning in a comfortable way,” inflead of is
{#T £ this morning as he was yefterday.” I fpeak from

#pnemory—I have no notes. Dr. \J’ﬂlil continued ar-
2 Meuivg warmly with Dr. Warren, whileI was writing
P beE thiree reports—they were in the next room to that
#n which 1 was writing—the door wide open ; and

‘ding day and on that morning, faid many pertinent ‘

¥ .
amongft othet
expreflions of difagreement with him in npinipu,_thal
if Dr. Warren held the opinion which he maintained
that it impeachsd his common fenfe, or fomethin
elfe 7 to which Dr. Warren made no reply, only de
fired the perfons prefent, among whom were d
Harcourt, Lady Charlotte Finch, and General Gor
don, to obferve that Dr. Willis had made ufe of fuc
an expreflion. Dr. Warren conduted him felf,
through the whole of this unpleafant bufinefs, withi
admirable tem per.

Does Dr. Reynolds recolle fufficiently the conver=
fation which pafled between Dr, Warrenand Dr. wil-
lis upon that Friday, to take upon himfelf to fay po=-
fitively, whether the following circuinftances occurs
red between thofe perfons at any time that days;
namely, Whether Dr. Willis afked this queltion of
Dr. Warren,. or any queftion” to this effeét: « If a
¢¢ Perfon in fuch an indifpofition as his Majelty,
« fhould not fay one fenfible word in twenty-four

¢ hours, and in the next twenty -four fhould fay but |

¢ ope word, that he would not fay if he was not in-
« difpofed, whether Dr. Warren would not think
« him better.” If any fuch queltion, or any quel-
tion to that effeft, was afked by Dr. Willis, whether
Dr. Reynolds can fay pofitively, that Dr. Warren did,
or did not, anfwer *‘ No,”” or what other anf{wer he

gave to it?

1think I recolleft that fome fuch Queftion was pro-
pofed by Dr. Willis to Dr, Warren, but I do mot
remember that Dr. Warren faid *¢ No;” as he ad-
mitted, that if a perfon in the ftuation of his Ma-
jefty, was for the fpace of one hour, or more, like
him{elf, that he fhould think him mended. I remem-
ber thig obfervation made by one of the Dr. Willis's
to Dr. Warren, or fomething to this purpofe, * Yon
¢ will not allow a perfon in this ftate to be better till
« he is well :"—* Yes, ‘1 will,” faid Dr. Warren,
¢ when I fee him have an interval; for the fpace of
¢ an hour or two, of reafon and judgment, but not
¢ till then.” This is as nearly as I can recollecl.

Does Dr. Reynolds recolleft what were the words
which Dr. Warren had ufed immediately before one
of the Dr. Willis’s faid to him, ** You will not allow
¢ a perfon in this flate to be better till he is well

No, I do not.

Is the Committee to underftand, that Dr. Warren
did not anfwer to Dr, Willis in this argument,  that
¢¢ he fhould think no perfon better till they were per=
“ feltly well 2"

Dr. Warren did not fay that in my hearing.

Did he fay, in Dr. Reynolds’s hearing, * that he
¢ fhould think a perfon better if he was himfelf for
€ an hou ror two Jee=—=Yes, he did

I Doe
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. .Does Dr. Reynolds hold himfelf refponfible in his

/ ichnmé’trr to the public, for the truth of the accounts

% fent to St. James’s, and figned with his name ?

2 1 havealways withed to give, inthatreport, as fa-|

% vourablean accountof his Majefty’s health as I could
'gonfiftent with truth.

Did Dr. Reynolds ever endeavour to induce Dr.l
Willis to fign any account of the King’s fituation, by
any vehement argument or difpute, which Dr, Willis

" declared to be contrary to his opinon ? Never.

_ Did Dr. Reynolds ever inform Dr. Willis, that it
' was ufual for Phyficians to fign their names to ftate-

ments of fafts, which they are not fure are trueor |

corre&t, forthe fake of Agreement!—I never did,

Did Dr. Reynclds ever tell him, tharin fuch mat-
ters the opinion of one fhould give way to the other |
two, and that he was furprized he fhould hefitate about

22

it § ——No.

Should not Dr. Reynolds confider the figning his
namte to any account fent to St. James'’s, which tended
to miflead the public into a lefs favourable opinion of
£ His Majefty’s {tate than the fat warranted, as equally
'~ culpable in him, as the giving. untrue information to
. this Committee ?

1 fhould think it highly culpable to do fo.

When did Dr. Reynolds firlt hear of the order, that
no perfon fhould be admitted into his Majelty’s apart-
ment, without the permiffion of Dr. Willis, or his fon ?

1 firlt obferved that written order fixed above the
chimney, in the pages raom, on Sunday laft.

Does Dr. Reynolds know when it was firft putup ?

1.underfiood it was put up on Friday laft; it was
not put up when 1 was laft in that room on Friday.

Was that the day on which the difference of opinion
happened between Dy. Willis and Dr. Warren ?

I was,

Did Dr. Reynolds or Dr. Warren in any mealure
ground the opinien, which ind uced them that day to
differ from Dr. Willis, upon information received
from Myr. Charles Hawkins, or other of the atzend-
ants who were then perminted to have accels to his
Majelty's apartment ?

I formed my opinion
ferved in his Mujefty.

Did Dr. Reynolds hear Dr. Warren guote the Au-
thoruy of Mr. Hawkins's reprefentation of the fate
in which the King had heen in, in fopport of his ob-
jeftion to figning the alicred report i—

I did hear him.

Does Dr. Reynolds know,

from what I perfonally ob-

mitted,. ibto his Majefty’s apas

or did he ever hear, of |

any improger perfuns havieg intruded, or being ad- |
; ; oment to.make the iu- |

)

1 do not know any.thing that has made that prohi=
bition neceffary or proper. g
By whar authority did Dr. Reynolds underftand |
that notice or order to have been Exed wp in the page’s f|

room ?

As it did not feem to me to be figned by any perfon
of authority, 1 paid no attention to it myfelf, and §
made no other enquiries about it, except who put it
there ; and was told Dr. Willis ; but I'took a copy of B
it. Idid hear Dr. Willis to day, in the outer room
here, faythat it was put up by the authority of the
Lord Chancellor, which I did not hear before; he
faid fo in my prefence, and, I think in that of De.
Gifborne, '

Whether, in Dr. Reynolds’s opinion, the four
medical affiftants, who are in conflant attendance on
his Majefly, are not competent to give information
worthy the attention of this Committee, in addition o
that of the phyficians ? .

I thiok them all men of fenfe and judgment, and
believe them to be men of integrity.

Idn what ftate did Dr. Reynolds leave his Majelty
to-day ?

'Frzn}' much, I think, in the fame flate as when I
faw him the time before—a ftate of compofure and
quier, but potin a mended fate refpeéting his mind.

Whether the four medical perfons do nor, from
time to time, report to the phyficians the feveral cira
cumftances of his Majefty’s cafe, in order to cuable
thoft phyficians to form their judgment vpon his Ma-
jefty’s cale?

The phyficians form their judgment from what they
hear of his Majefty in their ablence, and from what
they perfonally oblerve when they have the henour to-
wait upon him.

Whether the phyficians do nat receive infarmation,.
with refpedt to what pafles in their abfence, from the
reports of thefe medical gentlemen; or fome of them 2

They do receive information from them, and re=
quire it from all who they think are capable of giviog
them ufeful information. :

Dr. Reynolds having faid, thar the chance of his-
Majelty’s recovery is certainly as good now, in his upi- §
nion, as it was when hie was torme rly exanmined before
the cther Committee—Is that Dr. Reynolds's opinion,
afrer giving due attention to all the circumitances
which he has mentianed in his examination this dag,,
and all other circumftances which have fallen under
his oblervation, and norwithfianding any difference of
n;—;}ninn \‘r‘lﬂtl'l. may havk ﬂ-llrl.ﬁ berween anj’ Qf hi'
Majelty’s phyficians i It is my opiniin..

Wihdrew,.

ing of that prohibition necellary ¥




HETHER, in his opinion, the ftate of his
'Y Majetty’s health does, or does nor, continue
1o be fuch as to render his Majefty incapable, either
% coming to Parliament, or of attending to public

bafinefs ?
Tthink him incapable of coming to Parliament, or
1 of attending to public bufinefs. :

. ‘What hopes does Dr. Gifborne now entertain of his
‘Majefty’s recovery?
~ + I think as before,
| Majefty’s recovery. 3

~ Can Dr. Gifborne now form any jud
E‘Imhahl: conjedture, of the time that Lis
ialinefs is likely to laft }—

" No, Tecannot, -

. Whether in his Majefty’s diforder Dr. Gifborn fees
;@ny prefent figns of convalefcence ?

- T think the ftare of his MajeRty’s bodily health is
[ better than it was three weeks 5go, and that he is
{ more quict ;—Iit may therefore be hoped, that thefc
| poffibly may be the prelude to further amendment.

Whether the flate of his Majefty’s bodily health 1s
mow perfeétly good, or has been at any time fince the
v commencement of his prefent diforder ?

‘T think thar can hardly be {aid.

Whether his Majefty’s particular malady arifes from
 the flare of his bodily health, to which Dy. Gifborne
salludes }——No, I think not,

Whether you have ever endeavoured to

—— e

that there are ftill hopes of his

ent, or
ajcﬂ}r’s

R T UL R S i g e B AL

influence or

v of his Majelty's health, countrary to his, Dr. Willis’s
ju%mmt upon it f——DNever.

a5 7

Veneris, 9% Die Fanuarii, 1789.

Dr. THOMAS GISBO R N E called in, and examinedy,

werfuade Dr. Willis to join in any report of the fate ||

—

s health, which

{:m did not
to be fubftantial

ing the ftate of the King’
y true?

in your confciencebelieve
Certainly not.

Should you not confider the figning
an account of that fort, tending to miflead the Public
‘hto a lefs favourable opinion of his Majefty’s ﬁa:e{
than the fa& warranted, in the fame point of view as
iving information to miflead this Committee =Y es.

Whether, if there has been any errors or imper=
fefion in the accounts fent ro St, James’s, you con=
ceive it to have confifted in reprefenting his Majefty's
{tate to be worfe than it is ? '

I know of noerror; and Iwas everas cautious as
poffible, that the hopes or fears cf the public fhould
not be mifled. :

Whether the report fent to Sr, James’s does always
contain a fall ficte of his Majefiy’s real fituation ?

I think it impoflible that it fhould.

Has it ever mentioned his Majefly’s malady at all?

1 think his Majefty’s malady is eafily to be collefted |
from it.

Is there any thing in fuch reports that tends to give |
the public any idea of his Majelty’s convale{cence |
| from, or growing worfe in the fymptoms of, /his

peculiar malady ? |

There have hitherto
d to be rold.
ot fee or hear of the order that no per-
{on fhould be admitted into his Majefty’s apartments |
without the leave of Dr, Willis or his fon? ‘

%ﬂ‘ﬂt’ name to

|

hardly been any Symptoms of 'i

either kin
Whendid y

Do you knotv, or have you ever heard, than any
improper perfons have been admitted into his Ma=

o you know any other Phyfician that has i—No.
Did you ever inform

Dr. Willis that it was ufoal

I forget ; I belicve aboura week ago.

jefty’s apartment, to make that order neceflary ?
No ; I know of no improper perfons.

I forph;,r

t—==No,

i thre fake of agreemen

up]  Did you ever tell

—1 « opinion of one fhould give way to two, and that you |
.t Lmra;! furprifed he fhould hefitare about fuch mateers ? \
| 8 o

gument induce you to fi

Would any moetive or ar
es's, refpe

* your name to the account fent to St Jam

b }u:'ians to fign their names to flatements of
| fafls, which they are not fure are true or corred, for

him, that in fuch marters, the

i

ol

By what authority do you ‘underftand that order I:

to have been iffued ? -
I was told it was put up at Dr. Willis’s defire. :
Whether you ever learnt what authority Dr. Willie
had for putting up that order? :
[ 1Hink I lieard him fay he thoughttoomany people
went in to the King, and that the Chancellor advifed |
him to do that, or fomething elfe, to prevent it. |
125+ g



- Had too many orany improper people been admit
| ied, to your knowledge ?
¥ Not to my knowledge ;—1I was not conflantly there,
s fherefore cannot tell, .

Woere not three perfons of° Dr. Willis’s own
@ Tamily, himfelf included, of the number of thofc

| tvho weat in to the king ! Yes.

. Is there not one of that family who is no medical
atrendant 2

L]
1

ot call himfulf a phyfician.
Does Dr. Gifborne know whether any perfons have
' gonein to his Majefty at improper times ;

' No; Idonot.

. Does Dr. Gifborne know whether his Majefty has,
 br has not, been prevented from {leeping by the cir-

- tumftance of any perfons going into his room ?

' No—I1do not know that.

- Has he been prevented from fleeping ? Ido not know.
' Did Dr. Gifborne underftand by that order, that
the Phyficians themfelves were not to be permitted 1o
fee the King, without Dr. Willis’s or his fon’s per-
miffion,

The words of the paper are, that no perfons, ex-
cept the pages, fhall be perminted.

hen you did underfiand it 1o extend to the phy-
. kcians Yes.
~ Does Dr. Gifborne, when he goes to Kew, make
~ enquiry of all or any of the four medical artendants
. who are in conflant waiting on his Majetty, to aflift
~ himfelf by their information, in forming his opinion
. on the King’s ftate ? Yes, I do.

Does Dr. Gifborne conceive that he fhould be de-
prived of the means of material information, if all
* thole gentlemen were excluded from accefs tp his Ma-
jefty’s apartment J——=Yes.

Did Dr. Gifborne hear of any difpute, or material
% difference of opinion, which had arifen on Friday, the
¥ 2d. inftant, berween Dr, Willis and Dr. Warren #

None, relative to the treatment of his Majefty.

Did you hear of any fuch difpute, or diffcrence of
spinion, relative to the ftate or condition of his Ma-
i. ;Eﬁ}’." No.

.~ Whether, in Dr. Gifborne’s opinion, the four me-
' Jical affiftants who are in conftant attendance on his
: Majefty, are not competent to give information wor-
" hy the attention of this Committee, in addition re
- bat of the phyficians? Yes, furely. :
Whether any medicine is adminiftered to the King,
sy the prefeription of Dr. Willis, unknown to the
~ sther phyficians ? Wo. oA
. Whether there has been any particular medicine, at
" he fuggeftion of Dr. Willis, and foon after his arri-

:

=

4 1 One of them is a clergyman, angd, I believe, does:

i
4

e

Not without confultarion of the reft, thatI know ofi
Does Dr. Gifborne recollet Dr, Willis having re«
commended any particular medicine, in order to meet
and counteralt what he, “Dr. Willis, conctived to be
the caufe of his Majefly’s malady ? :

I do not think I underfiand the queftion, :

Does not Dr, Githorpe imagine, from this account
given by Dr, Willis,- viz, ¢¢ That-from the particulag
4 dctai?uf his Majefty’s mode and manner of life for
“ 27 years, I do imagine, that weighty bufinefs;®
¢ fevere exercife, and 100 great abftemioufnefs, and
¢ lictle reft, has -been too much for his conftitution.
“ It is very early to give an opinion, and I mnﬁ‘_ _
“ be miftaken; but I am the more inclined to think,

“ myfelf right, becanfe the medicine that has been
‘ given his Majelty ever fince Sunday morning, and,
was intended to meet and counteraft thofe caules,
¢ has had as much effe€t as 1 could wifth,”* that Draf
Willis refers to fome medicine recommended by hime
felf ?——I fuppofe he does. &

What was that medicine which had the effeft Rated
by Dr. Willis, ia counteraling thofe caufes. of his
Majefty’s malady, namely, * weigh:y bufinefs, fe=_
‘¢ yere exercife, too great abflemioufnels, and litle
¢ reft, for a courfleof 27 years?

I have not the recipe in my pocket, ] 5

Does Dr. Gifborne rn:ullmg: whether there was any
thing peculiar and new in the medicine ? i

The medicine was approved of in confultation by,
us all, L

Have you no reeolleétion what it was, it having
produced, as Dr, Willis ftares, as much eflett as he,
could wiil, and counteraéling all rhofe caufes 2

I think thefe are queftions for De, Willis alore 1o
anfwer,

Had the ‘medicine, in your judgmenr, any effelt imy
meeting and counteraéting thofe caules 2 ;

1 think none of our medicines have had the efleft to -
be wifthed, .

Was his Majefty gradually better, from the firft fix
hours alter he took ir, to the rime of your former ex=
amination before the Committee ? ¢

Mot materially, that I know of,

Whether, fince the order alluded to, Dr. Gifborne
continues to have every means of obfervation and in-
formation which he deems neceffary to direét his judg=
ment upon the aftual ftace of his Majelty’s health ?

Yes, I have. .

Whether Dr. Gifborne obferves any material dif- .
ference in his Majefly, at fuch times as he vifits him
in the prefence of Dr. Willis or his fon, and at fuch
times when neither of thofe gentlemen are prefent ? :

I think he is more quict when they are prefent.
_ Does




( 25 )

{rDoes Dr. Gifborne know that any of the four me-

beal affiftants have, at any time, been refufed ad-

#fion to his Majefty, and thereby prevented from
scuring the information neceflary to be laid before
 phyficians ? I really do not know,

#Has Dr. Gifbarne ever hieard them complain of any

b refufal ? I have not heard them complain.

YWhether, before that order, any of the medical

leendants faw his Majefty early in the morning, be-

. ';ani: of the phyficians, or fat up with him in

nighe ?

|.'+:._- hey have, I believe, got up to him in the

b he I believe they never fat up with him—they have
an him early in the morning before the phyhicans.
Whether, fince that order, they have heen permit-
| to. fee him as ufual, withour Dr, Willis or his
‘being preflent 2 I don’t kmow,

iSince that order, in what manner, wheo thole me-

H:_.} gentlémen are called wpon by the phyficians,

‘they make thit repors ?—Do they make it in the
kfence of Dr, Willis and his fon, or by themfelves ?
It 15 ‘accidental—whether they are prefent or not,
IDr. Gitborne having obferved, that in the prefence
1Dr, Willis or his fon, his Mapfly is more quier,
thinks—Whether Dr. Gifborne apprehend: that
: reducing a patiene, labouring under his d forder,
w0 a ftate of quiet, is, oris not, likely to be one of
s means of bringing abour his recovery ?

11 think quiet to be good for fuch patiests.
Whether, if the effet of Dr. Whiliiv's pr;ﬂ‘nct is
render his Majelty more quirr, it does not mak
by judgment formed of the fae of his Majefty’s
nd at that rime more uncertain ? No,

Whhether Dr., Gifborne does not  think thar the |

dgment formed of the ftire of his Majefty's mind,
- a phyfician feeing his Majufty in the prefence ol
2 Willis, might " be 'different from that which he
form if Dr. Willis was not prefent ?

MNat if he were a phyfician of judgmenr,

Whether Dr. Gifb rne, in his confcience, thinks,
duly atrending w all the circumftinces of his
Ajefty’s cale, which he has related to this Commit
y and t all the circumftacces of his Majefty’s
€ which have fallen under his obfervation, or come
this knowiedge, and notwithftandipg any difputes
wich may have taken place between his Majelty's
flfh.'iini, or any of them, eiher relative ro his
@jefly's cafe, or other fubjefls, that his Majefts’
ance of recovery 1s greater, or lefs, than it was, or
pgood as it was, when Dr, Gifborne was examined

by the former Commitiee ?
i Lite time elapfed is fhort, and therefore I think the

e Withd““rt

e —

The Rev. Dr. FRANCIS WILLIS,
again ealled in, and examined

Whether, the feveral circumitances of his Majefty’s
cafe, which have falien within your obfervation, or come
to your knowledge, being duly atended to, yoo, in your
confcience, think that vhe chance of his Majefiy’s re-
covery is greater, or lefs, than, or as good as, "It Wwas
when you was examined belore the former commirtee 7

Much greater.

When Dr. Willis fiys, that the chance of his Majefiy's
recovery is much greater, does he foond his idea that the
chance is much greater upon his obfervatien that, in his
M jelty’s cafe, fuch circemflances have occorred as he has
ufually obferved in the cate of perfons who have laboured
ander the fame malady and afterwards recovercd ? .

Certainly. Yes.

Does Dr. Willis confider his Majefty's age as making a
material difference in the chance of his Majefly’s re=
covering or not recovering, after duly attending to all the
circumftances of his M jeliy’s cafe which have fallen with-
in his obfervation, and come to his knowledee ? -

1 do not judge that the age is of any ﬁg‘l‘lfﬁn‘."itiul‘l, unlch
rhe Fatl.l.'"t bad been affl fted before with the fame ma.hdr_

Dr. Willis having ftated to the committee, that his
Majefly, a fortoight ago, would take up books and could
not read a line, but that he will now read feveral pagesy
and make, 0 his opinion, very good remarks upon the fub-
jeet; Does Dr. Willis"s obfervation and experience of
w hat has happened in other cafrs, enable him to fay that
ek a circumitanee does, oF dors not, afford him a more
folid grourd of hope of his Maicfty’s recovery, than he had
when he was examined before the former committee ?

Ceortainly a more folid ground of hope of his Majefty's
rl.‘:::nﬂ.'r}"

Is that haope the effeét of the Doftor’s judgment, formed
apon his experience of 27 or 28 Years 2——Certainly.

In the judgment of Dr. Willis, who has fard that his
Majefty 's verey irmirable, is his Majef'y more or lefs fre=
q[-.lmwhr in an aftual Mate of irrration than he was abour
the time when Dr. Willis was exam:n-d before the former
u]mlﬂlllrra

Nothing near {0 frequently irritated ; and when irritated,
the irritariondo: s not laft a renth part 1o long.

Has D Willis, in hig obfervacion and experience, or
has he not, remarked. thar a change of tiie fame natore hag
l.lrl.la”jf taken ||!.u'1: in the cale of parents whe have afier=
wards recnvere | feem-Yes.

Dr. Willis having laid, in his examination before the
former committer, that his Majetiy®s irritation had then io
a great meafure fubfided ; did Dr. Willis mean, when he
in ra;prrﬂ'ld himlr:]",, that the irritation was st that t:me lels
than it had been when he firft Dow has M-ljrﬂ}’: or did he
mean to foggeft, that the irritation had then fublided in
fuch a degree as to make what Dy, Willis calls firm coers
cion woneceffary ? ;

1 was at that Lime In hnpes. that the irritahilily would-nae
be fo great as to require any firm coercion; and perhaps,

Had




had there besn'no blifters ied to- his jefty?

which had an effeft upon h'r:I:\‘F::Tﬁﬂm fyl:’lrzmhfa?:?ghilh\g:;
not aware aly from being told' that his Majefiy was fcarce
fenfible of thie bliflers that had been applied at Wind{or,
there never would have been any vecafion for fuch coercions
but his Majelly’s blifiers not operating Kindly, had a very
extraordinary effeft, as I thoughty vpon his whole {yftem,
and made me {enfible that we were wrong, in appl ing the
bliflers—though perhaps inthe end they may not have re-
tarded a cure: forthe fame medicines that 1 apprehend had
abated his Majefty’s irritability at that time, have been
continued ever fince, except about eight days; and I have
reafon to think has had the intended effeét

‘Whether, in point of fat, when Dr. Willis was exa-
mined before the former committee, his Majefty’s irritation
at that time had in a great meafore fubfided ?

It had {ublided greatly, in comparifon to what it was
when I firlt came, and firft faw his Majefty, and gave me
great hopes that the medicine was given with a proper in-
BCNLIDN.

What did the medicine, which has had the effeét you
fpeak of, conlift of ?

The bark and faline medicines occafionally, The bark
fometimes every four hoursyand (ometimes a faline draughr.

Whether any pills were part of this [yltem of medicine ?

We thought it neceflary to give occafionally, within thofe
q‘i?;'ht :ia;s_, alterative pills, with a very tnfling part of
ealomel.

Whether his Majefly had not taken bark before you pre--

fcribed for him ?

1 underfood his Majefty had at Windfor, for one day or
two,—but 1 do not know; upon enquiry, it was thought
his Majelty was calmer afterwards.

Whether the medicioe which you mentioned in yourex-
amination before the former committee, as having been
given his Majefty fince the Sunday preceding that examina-
tion, was, aceording to the accounts which you had receiv-
ed, vnderftood to be different from the medicine which his
Majefty had been inthe courfe of taking for fome time be-
fore that Sunday ? -

Very differenr, to the beft of my memory and informa-

tion; indeed it was mentioned to me, that it was intended |

to give his Majefty thac medicine, if they had not expeéted
my coming.

- Whether you, when you firft attended his Majefty, did
not look over the file of prefcriptions made before you came
to attend his Majefiy ?

I did not, bot had a general accownt from Dr. Warren,
as we weur down to Kew, what medicines had been given.
D Willis having faid, in his examination before the
committee, that he kept a hoofe for 28 years for the recep-
' tion of perfons afiliéted with this diforder; whether he can
give to the committee an account of the grols number of
peefons entertained in his houfe, from his firl admitting
foch patients, to the prefent time?—I can give no account.
If you can give no account at prefent, have you no
means; by cenfulting ;.ruur papers, of giving that informa-
tion to the committee ?
Not any; I have not kept any accountat all,

:

| the diforder, had recovered ?

@

Can you inform the committée what number of perforll
have been difmiffed from your houfe a3 radically coredl
from the beginning of your endertaking this bufinefs?

I can give oo account; nor have I been confined to arfl
houfe or ten houfes, becavfe I put the patients To |
places as fuited their pecuniary circumfiances, ey *

Having faid that this bufinels was not confined to one, b
to many houfes, whr.r.herfyau can give any account upolh
the whole of the number of perfons radically cured ? '

Not at all.

If you can %ivl: no account to the committee of the whollh
number of perfons that have been received at yoor | .‘h
and no account of the number of patients that have bl
difmiffed from your houfes as radically cured, upon while
ground did you fay, in your former examination, that yoll
do not think you fhould fpeak falfe, if you faid, thar m
our of ten, of thofe that had been put vnder your care, wit
in three months aftex they had begun to be afflifted wi
o r.

My firft calculation and obfervation, corce ning th
numbers cured, was from my remarking that the el hitee
were cured; and I had often recoll upon retrofpe
tion, thatten had gone together, and that I very rare
miffed curing any that I had fo early under my care;
mean radically cored. : B

Whether, from =211 the circemftances Dr. Willis b
ftated, in hisanfwersto the preceding queilions, relarive
the aflual flate of his Majefly’s huhqh, he bas reafon
entertain hopes of his Majefty's more fpoedy recoveryytl
wh{rn he was examined before the former commitiee?

es. . -
Upon what particular grounds are thofe hopes founded:

Becaule every bad {ymptom is abated, and his Majef
will attend to any fubjeft, in a moch better manoer than
ever hoped he would do within this period of time. ™

Whether, in thofe patients who have been compleatilhy
cored within five or fix months, a confiderable progrefs tdie
wards adts of convalefuence hasbeen generally made wii:
the firlt month ? No. 1

Has the progrefs now made in his Majefty's cafe, bacll
as great, or greatery than has been vfually made within tk
fametime in {uch cafes? I think greater.

In Dr. Willis’s an{wer to the fecond queftion put to
when he was laft examined before this committee, why b
he fpeken lefs pofitively of the certainty of his efly
cure, as at prefent fitnated, than he would of a patie
ander the fame indifpofition in his houfe?

On acceunt ofhis flation in life, which requires moreagy
tendance, ahd more perfons to fee his Majefty: aifoy b
Majefty s ideas of who he is, and the feelings that hit ‘
fent indifpofition may occafion.

Whetlier patients labcuring under this indi
‘while under Dr. Willis's care, are ufually under. foch
degree of controul in his prefence, as to influence the
eonverfation and behaviour ? Very frequently.

Whether a perfon, who has not particolarly dedicatel
himfelfto this branch of medicme, is able 1o form a cérls
jodgment of the flate of the mindof a patient fo :ﬂ_llﬂstuﬁ'

211
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singand converfing with fuch patient only in the prefence
%! Dr. Willis, or of any ather perfon who has acquired the
“Jeme degree of infloeace over the patient ? )
1 ¥es, if they converfe with them for a length of time
_§4d frequently. :
1 Dr. Willis having faid that he can give no account of
i i gumbers who have been under his care, he is defired to
"Yeform the commities, as well as he can from memory,
Bhat the number may have been ?
{1 They r.-i:rui.nlﬁimnunt to many hundreds; I have at-
aded many in Nottinghamihire and Yorkihire, who were
"%t in my houfe. ] :
4 ,‘-:f'-_;‘, having faid that his firft fifteen patients were
‘§ered, and had often recollefted, on retrofpedtion, thatten

"§éd gone togecher ; does ke mean to fay, that he had ofien

M collefted one inflance of ten going together, or that ke
" recollefted many inflances of ten going together?
“Y8Several inftances of ten going away fucceffively.

Does Dr. Willis mean that ten perfons, who had come
zeeflively one after another, had all gone away cured,
fequently that no one of thole ten had remained un-

i . I mean that. - :
Y From Dr. Willis's obfervations vpon hiz Majefty fince
ii amination before the former committee, i= he con-

smied or altered in his opinion, that weighty bufiuefs,
feere exercife, too great abliemionfnefs, and little reft,
"we contributed to occafion his Majefly"s prefent ‘com-
t%iint '——VYes, cosfirmed.
Fiom whence do you derive this confirmation of your

iﬁ o1 ! =———F rom quiet and the effedt of tonic medicines.

W nether thofe circumftances which Dr, Willis has par-
eularly mentioned, in ﬂatiH;fthc ground of his more fa-
':-—: hopes of his Majefiy's recovery, have been com-

ificated or known to the other phyficians ?
have told the phyficians my opinion, aud gave my rea-
s for it, and have kept nothing a fecret from them,
_ur.herrhe pills you mention to have been given his
jefly wichin thefe eight days, have besn given upon
r fuggeiiion? Yes.
P¥bether you recolleét if any pill, with 2 portion of
®omel in it, had been given a Little before the time of
e former examination ?
CP¥es ; it was the firft night I came, I believe it made
papills; and itwas thought right that his Majefiy thould
o Wi cathartic draoght the morning after, in order to
fpaare him for the bark. ‘
Whether the Calomel pills were the medicine which
Tﬂlu&tﬂ toy whew, in your farmer etam pation, you

}? that the medicine given his Majelty ever hince Sun-

1' morning, and irtended to meet and counteradt the
eanfes of his Majefly’s malady, had as much efivét as
 feouconld wilh 2 '

Be pills and the dravght were, as T faid before, piepa-
i we to his taking the bark, which was the medicine 1
Aided to. :
N E,'l:ér the bark was
3 ﬂ*}"fﬂﬂtﬁhﬂ S

_:,.. ] . -3 -

given, at the gime alluded o

Withdgew.

| a

Dr. RICHARD WARREN"
.z!'gaf:: called iny and examined.

Dr. Warren defires the two following queftions amd
anfwersto be read ; viz.

- ‘¢ Whether Dr. Warren ever faw any paper, pur-
¢ porting to be a copy of this letter fuppafed to be writ-
¢ ten at twelve o'Clock at night ; and if he did, by wliom
¢ the fame was thewn to him 2" '
A. “1do not recolleét that I ever faw a paper pur-
portingz to be a copy of it.

Q. ¢ Can Dr. Warren take upon himfelf to fay, that

¢ he never did fee any paper purporting to be a copy of

the letter fuppofed to be written at twelve o'clock at

I
I

L
1]

night "

A. ¢ No ; T do not recolleét that I did.”
Dr. Warren then ftated,

Late on Wednelday night, the committee afked me
whether I had not feen a copy, or fomething that pur-
ported to be the copy of aletter fuppofed to be written
by Dr. Willis to Mr. Pitt, at rwelve o'Clock at night,
during the debaze on the day of the firft divifion in the
Houfe of Commons. I could not at that time, recolleét
any thing to which T conld apply the word « copy :"* bnt
the next morning I recolleéted, that on my arrival ac
Kew, the day after I heard the rumour of fuch a letter
being written, Sir Lucas Pepys informed me that he had
a melfagefor me from the Prince of Wales, who had been
at Kew the night befare, aud had ordered him to deliver
the meflage tome when 1 fhould come the next morn-
mg. Sir Lucas had taken the meffage down in writing,
from his memory, foon after the Prince left him. The
meflage was to defire me to enquire into the ftate of his
majefty’s health at a particular time, becaufe the Fiince
had been informed that a letter had been written by Dr.
Willis, ftating, thattlie King wasin a very good ftate of
health at that time, when the Prince bad ood that
he really was not fo, and then recited other words of the.
fuppofed letter, which T cannot recolleét. T do not re-
memter that I took this paper from Sir Lucas. I remems=
ber that, in talking about this letter, T made ufe of the
waord ¢ py,” when I ought rather t- bave faid, that I
had only feen an accont of the letter in writing. Thefirfk
account of Juch letter being written, T learnt from yu-
mour; the next information that T had of it was from
the metiage delivered to me by Sir Lucas Pepys,

Whether, in confequence of the meffige delivered to
Dr. Warren by Sir Lucas Pepys, he did, or did not, af-
terwards inform the Prince of Wales of the enquiry
which he had made, with refpet to the truth of the iy =
pofed fact which was the fubje@ of that meflage, and of
the circumftances which had taken place between Dy,
Warren and Pr. Willis, in confequence of that enquiry ?

I did; and the pexr day, or fecond day afrer, T ac.
quanibad the Prince that I had done “‘I'-::'né; wjrh-m,'j,,tﬁ.

; iI:1:u D, Willis, a 1 couls mot find that any lett r had been

wWiitten
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#j.* ther or no, the patient fuffering any writings or
gicourfes to be read without interruption, by perfons
1.{ plio have acquired any ipfluence over him, appears tu
(&% Warren toheany {ympton of convalefcence ?

LN

Whether or no, fince the commencement of the
Jung's malady, the phyficians have employ=d whatever
Rccuurs the rales of their art, or their exper ence, have

Foretted to them towards his recovery ? Yes.
J"Whethier or no there are not certain diftempers fuper-

ning on the original malady, fuch as fever, which are

P :ﬁl imes known to aid in the cure of this diftemper ?

A ¥ hether any fever has come upon his majefty fincethe

Jphimencement of his malady 2 Yes.

YiHas the diforder abated, in any remarkable manner,
_-f-_'T-l fequznce of that fever? No. "
#Has not his majefty had frequent and refrefhing fleep
jgm time to time ?——Yes.

BHas not that been known to be of fovereign ufe in the

Wi

of this malady ?

thut fleep ; but he may frequently have refrething
p withont advancing in his cure.

hasit been in this cafe ?

- ':1' p has produced no advancement towards the cure.

fas any rational mode of controul and coercion been
e

4
._ ..'-I. y
N LT
1

WNDE that T know of, fince his majefty came to Kew.
Whether any progre’s towards a cure has been obferv-
~Juiy confequence of this controul ? No, :
g it was the method which the phyficians meant to
: ' gy in the medical treatment of his majefty, imme-
Jaely previous te the arrival of Dr, Willis 2 ’
Lhe methed that we bad fettleed to puerfue, was that
eavouring to reftore his majefty to the beft bodily
Ith we could ; to make his contti ution, if we poi-
Y7 could; fuch a one as a healthy man has at fi'ty,
_pattempted to give his majefty the bark twice, I be-
Jwe, at Windfor, but fome circumftance arifing, either

I 1'-""' ever, o1 fome other caufe, prevented our going on

fu

¥
§ It

fon fick in this manner is not likely to get we!l|

it It was determined, 1 think, juft before Dr.
LRl came, that the bark fhould be altemptad again ;|
“Vitwas poftponed till the arrival of Dr. Willis, that we
4 sht talke with him upon the fubjeft.—I carvied Dr.
L lis to Kew in my chaife, and gave him an acconntof
: elly’s mode of hving, former habits, and prefent

o'afe.—He agreed with me, that an endeavour to re-
! ad-

‘] “ethe conttitution by the bark, and dccafionally
_ gume other medicines, which we difcouried ahaur,
15 the moft hikely way to reftore his majefty’s health
'0-  His majefty was immediately put under ths

3

"} # Dr. Warren quite fire that the return of the ufe of
hark, after Dr. Willis's arrival, did not happen on
faggeftion of Dr, Willis ? -

4 £ 4 not happen on the fuzgeftion of Dr. Willis,
wiether the medicines juft ftated by Dr. Warren to

have been ufed during the period immediately preced-
mg Dr. Willis’s avrival, were not of the ¢lafs called
tonic ? :

I think they were not; but medicines preparatory to
i the ufe of the bark. :

M hether tenics hadnot been ufed a fhort time previous
to Dr. Willis's arrival ¢ -

1 do not recollet any tonic hut bark.

Whether the bark itfelf 1s not ef that clafs of medicines
called tonic ? It is.

What new medicines, not in the previous intentions of
| the phyficians, were fuggefted by him, previous to the

time of his examination before the former committee ?
I QOne of the firft things he propofed was calomel.

What benefits were had from the calomel ?

None with refpeét to the wain eomplaint.,

Whether orno there has not been frequent returns of
irritationfince, the time of Dr, Willis's attendance on
the King Yes.

Were the returns of thefe irritations ewing to the ufe
of blifters.

Dr. Willis was of opinion, and declared, that he never
Knew blifters applied to the legs of fuch a patient with-
out benefit : The blifters were applied, and, contrary
o what happened when blifters were applied before,
produced much forenefs and jain. The pain undoubted-

Iy made his majefty much more unquict, increafed the
necetlity of coer.ion, butdid not appear to me to increafe
or diminifh the grand ma'ady.

Whether or no Dr: Willis confented to the putting on

of thefe blifters, upon areprefentation, that at the K ing,

when at Windfor, had been hardly feafible of pain from

them ?

That circumftance was mentioned to Dr. Willis, but I

could not think is is motive for confenting to the putting

onof the blifters, becaufe he frequent'y ta'ked of the

great benefitthat perfons, affliéted like his majefty, ufu-

ally received from bliftsrs, and mentioned if I mil-
take not, his having cared a perfon by the application of

——

| feveral blifters at once.

Then there was no perfuafion ufed to induce Dr. Wil-
lis to confent to the ufe of blifters ? i

No.

At what time, to the beft of Dr. Warren's rezollec-
tion, weke thefe bliftersufed ?

1 be'ieve fomething more than three weeks ago.

Has there been any irritation fince the bliflered parts

| have been healed ?

I am not quite fure that they are healed now, but cer-

tainly very near it.
hether or no Dr. Warren has got the account re-

{peéting the proportion of perfons cured, who had been
afflicted with the diforder about the age of fifty

I have not got it-—1 will endeavour to get it before the
committre breaks up, if I poflibly can.

Whetlier Dr. Warren, in the difference of opinion
which he had with Dr. Willis on Friday the 2d In{tant,

L]

told Dr. Willis that he fhould thipk no perfon better,
E till

e —
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till t?qr were perfely well, under fuch an indifpofi-
10N f e

Ho. ;

Do yourecollet Dr. Willis's alking you, whether, if |

a perfon fo indifpufed fhould not fay one fenfible word in | duly to all the chrcumftances which have been ftated
' his examination now relative to fupervening fever,
enjovment of fleep, the ufe of coercion and controul,
frequent Tetuins of ircitation, the effect of blifters, th

twenty four houts, and the next twenty four fay but one
word, that he would not fay if he was not indifpofed,
whether he would not think him better #—and, if {fuch
a queftion was pu, did you anfwer to this, ‘¢ Na' ?

1 don't recollect that t{mt queftion was fo put, tnere-
fore can fay nothing as to the anfwer,

Do you recollect giving any opmion upon that fubject,
and what was it ?

1 4ated to the dofor my rule of determing whether
perions (o indifpofed had amended, which I mentioned
11 the former part of my examination, and the opinion
1 gave on recovery was founded on that rule. I remem-

happens in a fever, was declared by me, in contradiélion |
to Dr. Wi lis, asinapplicable to the diforder in queftion.

Did you ever inform Dr. Willi , that it was ufu.l for l
phyfi ians to fign their names to ftatements of fafts, which
they are not fure are true and correét, for the fake of
agreement ?

Nu, not to that effeét.

Did you ever inform Dr. Willis, that in fuch Matters
the opinion of one fhould giveway to the other two, and
that you was furprized he fhould hefitate abont it? --- No

Did you ever endeavour, by any yehement argument
or difpute, to induce Dr. Wiliis 10 fign his name to any !
account refpecting the King's ftate, contrary e his |
opinion ¢

*1 have endeavoured by debate, but not by vehement ar-
gument, tu bring the doler over to my apinion, but
never to perfuade him to at contrary to his own.

Doyou confider yourfelf as refpunfible in your cha=
raéter to the public, for the trath of the accounts fent to
St, James’s, provided you fign your name ?

es5, provided you do not mean the whole truth-

Shou'd yeu not confider the figning your name to any
fuch account of the King's health, tending to deceive the

ublic info a lefs favourable opinion of his majefty’s flate
than the fa& warranted, in the fame point of view as
li'ﬂ_;!lg information tending to miflead this committee ? |

es.

If there has been any error or imperfe&tion in the

aecounts fent to St. James's, has it, In your opinion, |

confifted in reprefenting the King's ftate worfe thanit is?

| to forward, or retard, the cure, or to alter the mode

t!icy did when he was eaminid before, excepting t
litt e more time has pafizd, which does not add ro his
hopes, but is fo little that it hardly ought to fubtrat f on
them—that is Dr. Warren's opiniocn, aiter attend

AF
g

diff-rences of opinion between the phyficians, and
other circumfbaices in his Majefty's cafe, which b
come to the knowledge, or fallen within the oblervas
tion of Dr. Warren ? _ A,
Yes. <
Wheher or noy in fa@, there has exifted a differencdl
ufﬂ iniun refpecting the treatment of his majefty s dif
order \
There has been no difference of epinion with rufpai' :
his medicines and diet. :
Whether Dr. Wairen has ever known a cafe of fo lon
difficulty and continuance, and where fo many Phyficiacll,
have attended to, where there was lefs difference of opilh
njon 2 ]
No, with refpect to medicines and diet. .’
Whether Dr. Warren thinks that the difference (@
opinion, refpecting the figns of convalelcence, has tendeg

trearment ?
It has neither forwarded nor retarded the cure, nor a
tered the made of treatment. e 1

Whether Lr. Warren, from the beginning, hig
grounded his hopes of his majefty’s recovery, upon g
{ymptoms he has obferved in his majefty’s cafe, or (g
calenlations of tke proportionate numbers cured ot
perfons affefted with this malady?
On the calculations. ik
Whether there has been any difference of opinifs
among the phyficians attending his majefty, on @
point, fince the commencement of his majefty’s d 1
order ? ,
Not with refpeét to medicine and dizt. Some lifdl
ence of opinien at Windfor, whether his majeflty was o
going to recover, about the end of his fever. N
‘A Dr. Warren ftated that he believes he is corre@ i
his accaunt of the words ufed by Dr, Willis, viz. ¢ A cdg
tain great perfon will not fuffer it to go fo, and L% !
fall upon you,” and thought the converfation matergl
enough to put down a memnrandum of it as foon as@
returned home ; can he flate how long it was after
left Kew before he got home-?

No.
When did Dr. Warren fee his majefty laf?

Yefterday.
In what ftate did you then leave him ? )
No better tham fince the commencement of his dif-

order.

Whether, Dr. Warren having faid, in anfwer to a || memorandum ?

queflion put to him by this committee, that his hopes of
his majefty’s Fecovery ftand wpon the fame feundation 2s

1 left Kew about 12, I believe, and got home about I
Did Dr. Warren go ftraizht homs ? , :

' No, 1 went about my bufinefs. _ _
Whether Dr, Warren mentioned the particulars of

converfation to any body before he put them down in

]

1 dide
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g The Reverend Do&or FRANCIS WILLIS,
{
5 Again called in and examined. .

1Did D-. Willis, when he fpoke yefterday conce ning
a¢ medicines which bad been given to his majuity be-
(Jeween the time of his former examination il the Sun-
b b ¢ preceding, mean to take upen himfelf to {fay pofi-
Bwely, either that thofe medicines had, or that they had

' been previoufly thought of by the other phyncians
Jtendine his majelty ?
1T think 1 faid that they had been thought of.
wn knowledge, and in your own prefence, his majefty
hais, within the laft fortaight, read feveral pages of books,
faalting ar the fame time what were, in your opinion,
haail remarks upon the fubject of them ?—Yes.

* Whether,accon ding to the obfe. vations which your own
'. kpic: ienice has enabled you to make in cafes {uch as that
f his majefty, the patient's reading, or fuffering books
3 he read, in the manner in which his majefty has dJone
within this laft fortnight, is, or is not, a circamftance
- grhich nas, in point of faét, happencd where the patient

a8 finally recovered ?

" Yes, certainly, in feveral cafes, and it is more parti-
pislarly favourable in his majefty's, as, within the {pace
f fourteen days, or thereabouts, his majeity could not
or read at all.

' Whether your obfervation upon cafes in which reco-
Joey has been obtained, induces you to confider the cir-
Pumitance of a patient having, from ime to time, refrefh-
Y8 fleep, as forming 2 folid ground of hope for reco-
yqpery ?

i
It is neceffary to know the fleep that the patient for-
Spaerly had required, to make the comparifon ef any effect,
- Whether, from the accounts which you have received
Y the fleep which his majefty formerly ufually had, and
#pomparing the refult of fuch accounts, with the refrefh-
%ag fleep which his mujefty has had, your obfervations
snd experience enables you to determine one way or the
§ither, whether the circomftance of his majefty’s having
ad fuch fleep, is a gronnd to hope for recovery ?

By i:;l;ndparing the fleep his majefty, I am told, for-
"Poerly had, even after great fatigae, I am inclined to
o ik that his majefty has, for thefe laft fix or feven
‘Jughts, had more fleep than one could expe& frem a per-
J"on who has peen ufed to fo much exercife, and has not

20 able of late to ufe any.

B it it

= R

| Whether his majefty is, within the laft fortnight, more

| or lefs quiet than he was previous to the time when yon
| was examined before the former committee ? ‘
1 cannot remember it ; but there is a prodigious differ=
ence indeed.,
Whether, judging from aftual experience, and frem

|| what has aceu red in the cafe of perfons who have reco-

vered from this malady, you think that fuch alteration,

you mean to take wpon yourfedf to fay, that of your | as you mention in your anfwer to the laft queltion, affords

| a folid ground of hope that his majefty will recover
Yes, very folid grounds; for, indeed, 1 do not think

mncurahle.

" Can you, from your own experience, fay whether his

majeflty has any fymptoms that are never obfe.ved in
incurables 2 -—1 cannot fay. .

Dr. Addington having faid, in his examination hefore
| the former committee, that he had great expectations
that his majefty’s diforder would end happily, from this
circamitance, * That it kad not for its forerunner that
melancholy which ufually precedes a tedrous illnefs of
this fort,” does Dr. Willis, judging from faéts and ex-
perience, coucur with Dr. Addington in thofe expeéta-
tions? Entirely,

Whether Dr. Willis and his fon have not, in point of
faft, a greater influence amd controul over his majefty
than any other of the phyficians who attend him 2

Certainly, much more fo.

Whether Dr. Willis, judging from faéls and experi=
ence, does, or does not, think it ghfolutely neceffary, in
order to bring about the cure of his majefty, that fome
perfon attending his majefty conftantly thould have and
exert that degree of influence and eontroul ?

Moft certainly.

Whether Dr. Willis, judging from fafts and experi-
ence, can fay, that fuch irritations as his majefty may
have, when vifited by perfons in the abfence of thofe
that have this degree of influence and contreul, may, or
may not, retard his majefty’s recovery ¢ :

It certainly may retard it,

E s Whethe

his majefty has one fymptom that eve: attended an in—-,
curable. I mean, that he may have fymptoms that in-. .
cuables have, but he has not fymptoms that ‘markaa
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Whether that effet muft nat depend on the conduét
of thofe perfons who vifit his majefty in the abfence of
Dr. Willis?

On their conduét if his majefly fees them frequently in
the day, but if only once in two or three days, it will
difturb his majefty, by creating frefh ideas.

Whether Dr. Willis is of opinion, that the ather phy-
ficians who attend his majefty, vifiting his majefty in the
manner they have done fince Dr. Willis attended on his
majelty, can have the effeét of producing that irsitation,
wliir:.l; Dr. Willls has faid may retard his majesty's reco-
very

1 have thought that it frequent'y has had that effect.

Whether, fuppofing thar Dy. Willis itended one per-
fon in the manner in which he now wtends his majefty
and had the care of another perfon, of whofe cafe he
fhould receive accounts only every other morning, he
thinks he could promote the cure of his majefty and fuch
other perfon in an enual degree?

The other perfon would not have other people to vifit
bhim, and confequently to difturb him, and that there-
fore might poflibly balance the advantage of my feeing
his majefty every day, or every hour of the day.

" Whether you have reafon to believe, that, in po'nt of
« faét, amy vifit of any phyfician to his majefty has waked
his mijelty while he was fleeping, or prevented his ma-

- jefty from going to fleep ¢

1 believe it has happencd, once in particular, his be-
ing prevented from going to fleep.

What phyfician was it 2

It was Dr. Warren. '

What circumftances formed the ground of T . Willis’s
belief, that the-vifit which he has referred to did prevent

« his majefty from going to fleep ? 1

The pages in waiting, and the atteadants, affurad me,

that his majefty was going to fleep; by cbfervations 1
- fuppofed they judged ; from his manner of* dropping lus
- woice and breathing. -

Whether, previous to Friday laft, Dr. Warren and the
other phyficians had not vfually confu'ted you abeut the
preprie y of their going into his majefty’s rcom at the
particalar time when they propofed to go in ?

Sometimes they have, and fometimes they have not.

At'the time you was informed that h's majefty had been
prevented from gong to fleep, did Pr. Warren confult
vou or yoiur fua about the propriety of his going into his
majefty’s rcom at that tme 2

1 told the doétor I thonght it was improper at that
time, becaufe his majefty had had a very bad night, and
haul juft then balf an hour’s fleep, and the pages thought
he was juft falline to fleep again.

VWhether his majefiy’s ftate at that time was fuch as,
in your judgment, tocreate any pa ticu'ar neceifity for
Dr. Warren's gaing into ‘his majefty’s room, after you
had frared to ham what you had mentioned in the forego-
ing anfwer ?

I knew »f none—as coercion feemsd to be the enly
thing necelfury if hisnajeft; could redt.

3]
£
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When you ftated to Dr. Warren the obje@icn belof
mentioned—awhether you can recolleét what anfwer Dr
Warren gave you ?

When Dr. Wirren went into the pages’ room, Mr
Braund or Mr. Compton, the pages, defired Dr, W arven
not to go in, in my prefence ; and he faid to them, as he

had done to me, that he muft go in, for he was a fpy
them all ?

Are you pofitive the Tr. Warren
.. Tam very pofitive. ’
Are you pofitively fure that thofe were the very words
which Dr. Warren made ufe of, or do you only mean tg
ftate the effeft and Subltance uf Dr. Warren's words
that occafion ! '
The very words; which the pages have mentioy
many times fince, d
Will you inform the Committee upon what day thi ;
converfution paffed ? ’
I cannet fay, butit is down in a journal. i
When did you put this down in the journal ? &

gave that anfwer ? ;

That day. ¢ o
Did you fhew that part of the jowinal which contain
the account of this matter to the two pages that you have
mentioned, o either of them. A"
1 have not. . P
Whetlier you mean t@ admit and avow that you haw
figned reports of his majefty s ftute of health, prepofed:
to be fent to St. Jamess, which conta'ned lefs favo .;'f_‘
accounts of his majeft; s health, than youthink migh :
have been given to thie public, if the whole touth hacgs
beon told them ? : S
To:befure I have figned fuch as T wonld not have femn
toany relation of a patient that I was concerned for &
the like fituation. = i
Would the accounts, which you would have fentt
the relations of other patients, have heen more or lelf
favourable accounts than thofe which have been fent ©
St. James's 2 ;
‘More favourahle i general.
Wonld it have been confiftent with the who'e truth,
i his maj=fty's cafe, to have given more favourable accour
,in gensral ? 1
In my opinion more confiftant. . . 2
Will you ftate to the committee, what were yom
matives for giving lefs favourable aceounts than migl
'have been given in general, confiftant with the who
truth. i |
As it did gor affe& his majefty’s hea'th, or the curec
| his majefty, 1 figned them rather than have any difput
[aboat words. ; 4
Do you mean to aflfert, that in your confcience you ar
'fully pefuaded that you now foeak the truth, whes
I}rnul'a-_gr, that more favourable accounts of his maj=ik
{tate might have been given, in ¢en ral, in the re
{fent to St. James's 2—T do alfert it 5
| Whether you ever fignad any pape-, at the requedk ¢
' Dr. Wairen, ve'ative to the t anfiélion ol that Ja hﬁ
i whe

]



o | ich you have been informed that Dr. Warren had pre-
rented his majefty from fleeping 2
' 1did fign a paper, by the defre of Dr. War en, and
pthe perfuafion of Sir Lucas Pepys, that Dr. Wairen, as
as 1 knew, did nit go into the room and wake his
pajefty.—But [ did not fign any paper, fignifying that he
i lid 0ot go in at any time, when it was thought he might
porevent his majefty’s flecping.
#  Whether, atthe time that you gave this paper to Dr.
$FWarren, youinformed Dr. Warren that you would not
b n any paper, acknowledging that Dr. Warien had not
prevented his majefty fromm going to fleep, bat that you
ould only fign a paper, ftating that Dr. War. en had not
aked hi- majedty ?
. The paper was offered to we, and T refufed to fign it,
fit contained any thing tothe purpofe, that Dr. Warren
lid not go into his maj<ity’s rcom ac a time when it was
grobable he might prevent his majelty going to fleep.
~ By whom was that paper drawn up and tendered to
ton }——NBy Dr. Sir Lucas Pepy .
~ Areaccounts, ufually (ent by you to the relations of
@ eour paticnts, concewed in as general terms as thole
gevhich have been fent to 5t. James's ?
1 fend the relations word that they are hetter, or worfe;
(Pl mention fome pa ticulars— but then that is not often
bove viice a foitnight.
- €an you recolleét, pofitively, whether, in the conver-
ation which youn had with Dr. Warren yeftei day Seven-
ight, you did, ordid not, afk Dr. Warren, if a pe:fon
wifpoled fhould net fay one fenfib'e word in twenty fow
aoRrs, and the next twenty- four thould fay but one word,
Btk he would not fay if he was nat indifpofed, whether
@) Warren would not think him better; and whether
‘ou can, or cannot, fay pofitively, that De. Warren an-
wered; No ¢
1 can fay pofitively, as well as T can recole, that Dr.
WX arren faid No, o the queftion fo put; and 1 believe
Bhe by-ftanders remembe the fame.
“ Whether, in the fame conver{ation, you can. or can-
. H;r'. Ay pefitively, whether yeu did, or did net, make
ife of the fo lowing expreffion to Dr. Warren, “ A cer-
i great per o will not fuffer it (meaning the report)
bEo fo, and it will Eall upon you 2"
(It wasnot an the fame room, or at the fame time.—1I
i v fo, or fomething of that fort, when the report
¥as drawn ap for me to fign, faying, at the fame time,
‘:’Ni:;_-; Lhuu]d we fend up what will be fent down to he
lters: .1‘
M il! you explain to the committee by whofe awthority
o fo faid, and what your meaning was in thufe wopds ?
" Prefuming that the perfonage would know from the
geages how lis majefty had paifed the day and might, I
gehoughe it was not right to fend up a report whien that
wrionage would not think equaito his majedty’s prefent
e 0f hea th.
Wi that your meaning in the worils which yon adtu-
Aally ufed m that eonverfation 2——t ntirely fo.
¥ '“Eh:ﬂ'. did you mean by the words, it will fall upon
J9ou

¥ ey )

Sir Ge rge Baker, the day before, when his majefy
had not been quite fo well, nor had fo good a night,  had
midea more favoarable report, and therefore I conclud-
< | rhat perfonage muft thonk this report arofe from Dr.
Werren.

Did Dr. Warren ever inform you, that he had made a
wriiten memurandam of that converfation, or of any
partof it, or defi. e you to explain your (elf upon the fub-
jeét of it ?
h_Nm that I know of=-1 do not remember any fuch
thing.

Do you remember any order having been put upin the
pages room, yefterday fevennight, or upon any other
day, direéting that no perfons thould be-admitted into his

}naj?ﬂy's room, without the knowledge of you or your
on '

1 wrote it, and put it up myfelf.

Whar was the reafon of your w.iting, and putting up,
fuch order ?

Becaufe fometimesa Phyfician, fometimes a furgeon, |

or an apethecary (for there are fouwr concerned—1 mean
two furgeons, and two apothecaries) did go into the room
as I thouglt, atimproper times, and diftuib his mjefty;
—iand, as L tho ght it my duty to do to his Majeiy
wii .t | fhoa'd thint it my duty to dofor any private
gent'eman, 1 wrote that order.

Did you put up that order of your own aathority, and
for the reaions you have now mentioned ; or had you any
other authority for putting up that order, from any pers-
fun, and whom ?

The LordChancellor order2d me to do that which fhould ©

prevent any body's going into the room without my con-
ient, and was not p'eafed that 1 had pot dene it befure.
Had you exp’ained to the Chancellor your reafons for
thinking that it would be proper, with refpeét to lus
majefty’s heaich, that fuch an order fhould be given ?
I fuppofed I dJid, in converfation, thmk it necefla
that people fhould be prevented going in and diftuibing

| his majefty.

Have any of the Phyficians who attended his majeity,
{upgefted any comp aints to you, that fach order has prE.-
vented them from feeing his majefty at proper times 2

I do not remember that they have.

Have any other perfons fuggefted to you that they have
heen preventad from feeing his majefty 2

I do not remember that they have.

Did you ever inform the Phyficians, that any perfons
had improperly inruded into his Maefly's apartmen ?

1 do not remember that 1 did.

. W hien did the Lord Chancellor give you the direftions,
in confequence of which yeu putup that'paper ? :

Lieslly do not remember the nime ; bat, more than
onceythe Chancellor has mentioned che neceffity of keep-
ing any pefons from going into his majefty’s room with-
out fome 'imitation

Do vou know on what grounds the Chance!lor thaurhe:
it neceffary to repeat the necellity of this precaution 2 "

Feamnnot
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1 cannot remember ; it was in converfation T fuppofe. ||  What ftate was his majefty in goi laft nieht ¥

Are you quite fu'e you cannot r co''edt wh-r:r]n.: o Very quiet. Sty
whe ¢, ‘0 had the aft conve fat’on with the Chancel'o Whethe - his majefty continued, to the time of hf
on this fubjeét, befo.e you put up thato de ? going to bed, to thew fign of the fame attention

‘I am very (e I cannot fixt e time, but I believe the || power of reflection, as in the inftance of reading in b
place was my own . oom &t Kew. manper ment oned by you ? '

Was it before, o after, the dif ute with Di. Warren, Yes, tothe time I left hiv, which wasabout half vaft
on F iday the 2d inflant? ten, and I unde ftood fom the pages, that he w nt to

- 1 believe before. 1 do not know that T have feen the | bed immediately afte . :

- chancel'o fince Fiiday the :d mftant. Whether any thing of a contrary natare was intefs.
Wasitaday o two befo.e, oo long hefore ? mired during the time you was with his majefty yefters
? 1do not remembe atall; no dol emember whether || day evening ? 3
it was the Jaft time I talked with the chance''o . I cannot fay tlere d'd.
Have you any memo andum, ic.atve to this Rt iﬂ' Whether yo obfe: ve that the King'smind is in a bety
your jo nal? Yes. ter ftate in the evening befo e he goes to bed, o. in the
When did 1 ou make that memo andum ? mo ning # :-
Th:t very mornin ; W this a qua te” cf an hou-. I I think his majefty is never fo well in a morning gets
 On what day was it that you wiote and put vp that || ting up, nor fo- an hour afterwa ds. .
o:der ? How long was you with his majefty yefte. day even= B
+ Ido not know. T believe the orde- itfelf is dated, || ing ? 5 N
but I am not fu e. The jou nal will afee tain the date. 1 believe, in all, about one hour and a ha'f; but L
Have you Kept a rezua jou nal o occuriences fiace || went fevera! times out of the room. !
you attended his majefty t Kew? Whe her any other ph fizian or medical perfon 28 |
1 have, fiom about the 6th or 7th day, I believe, of || been in the room when his majefty ha either 1cad, @ 3
my attendance. attended to reading, in you- prfence ? e
Is thut order up now ? 1 think Dr. Pepys was twice ; I am not fure whether g

1 believe fo. Sir Lucas Pepys faid he faw it yeller || the. e was any other; 1 am not fure whether Dr. G-
day mo ning. bo ne was in the jcom laft night, while his majelty wag
When his majefty read a page or two, and made very || reading. : =

it, whether the books and the Whether at anv, and at what, d ftance of time ".:_'; ;

e of his majefty’s own feleétion, or whether || his majefty has read, o attended to :eading, in the mi 1

ages we. -
'F]]Jf‘jl' were put into his hands and pointed out by you 2 ner defc:ibed, his majefty has conve.fed with you oni
Pa ticu'aily by his own felection. the fubje 's he has either read or heard read? 2l :
Whether, at the time, his majefty read the pages a'oud, Very frequently, fometimes fevera' hou's; for 1 h? .
to be heard by D.. Willis, o: to himife f 2 lieve his majefty nev r fo.gets what he reads. LY
Aloud; no- could I know, if he did not read aloud. Whether, on any fubfequent day, his majgﬁy has

Whether his majefty has done this once, twice, or fe || conve fed with you on what has been befo e resd 2 up)
veral times. & several days after ; and I think his m jefty can givel
Many times in a day, as I unde fiand ; and on mo e || as good an account of any book, o. fubject in a book,
davs than one in the laft fix o~ feven days. 1 have now || that he has read, «ither fince his illnefs or before, as tof®
been abfenta great pat of feve al days. ! the morality and t-uth of it, as moft people can, I think g
Can you remembe; the laft time you hea. d his majefty Whether you have found it neceiia y to ufe coercion
read one o two pages? mo e or lefs frequently within the laft fo.tui ht, thag
Laft night he did. you did in the p eceding fo tnight ? 1
Did you hear him yourfe'f ‘alt night }——Yes. Much lefs £ equent'y, and not now fo- nearly a week
Whether you have obferved, in your attendance on Are you, upon recolleétion, fure of this fat ?
his majefty, that his eye-fight is at all affeéted by his|| I am fure of it : \ _
p efent ma'ady ? Whether the circumftance of his majefty’s haviagl
' read, and attended to reading as above flated, is,

Not that 1 know of. ; : I
* YWhether, when you or your fen was not prefent, you || your opinion, a clear and decifive fymprom either of

fave been info med by any of the Kirg's phificians, fur- || conva'efcence actually app: oaching, o of a very fpeedy
geons, o apotheca ies, that his majeft; has read with || reco ‘ery? ] ; .
attention, and 1ema ked with judgment, upen the ob- Ilooku o2 it at the time as conva'efcence itfelf, ant

jeéts which he had 1 ead. certainly a fizn of his majefty’s recovery ; but 1 will no
1 think I have heard fo by Dr. Pepys 5 but I think I pretend to fay how foon. ;

d f om feveral fons that they have, at times. What do you confider as convalefcence
5 His _;:ET in this morning ? l Acting properly upon the bufinefs you are cng‘:vgﬁ:dk ]

What ftate was his maj
1 catic away before he was up.
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Whether the refrefhing fleep his Majefty has had, |

ass been natucal fleep, or fleep procured by medicine
¢ other means ? ;

Mo medicine has been ordered for the purpefe, and
a0 means but that of having his majeflty go to bed as
uietly as you can.

l Whethe: any other phyfician attending his majelty
@aas ever fug cited to you the idea of pleafing or dif-
@ leafin: any great pe: {fonage, as a motive to induce you

3 fign any report of his Majefty's health, more or lefs
Bavourab e than the aftual circumitances then warranted
a your opinion ?

1 know not of any fuch.

il  Whether, du ing the favourab'e intervals in which you
mave obfe, ved his majefty, you have remarked that his
aajefty had efleét:d upon the nature of his illnefls ?

@ Ar fome times L think he his, but (ather feems to
‘Prvoid hinting any thing of it.

y {Iavc yo : eblerved that it has depreffed his fpirits, fo
Esto retard his co e ?

1 canor fuppofe that it has retarded his cure or de-

v efled his fpi its, for I am not fure that he is {enfible
e it---He' nly hinted at it.

@ Ace you fue his majeflty will recover ?

It would be prefumptuous for any mun to fay he was
geuie, in the cal: of any one whateve:, or inany dif-
cprder.

] “What deg ee of confidence or hope have you upon
‘Bhe fubjea?

I have the g eateft hopes, from what I have already

een of his majcfty’s amendment. .

. Have you any doubt of his recovery ?

I muft doubt of every thing that ha. not come to pafs.
Is your confidence fuch as to fay you fcarcely enter-

ilaim adonbt? ——Ttjs
A ]:ul:gtni' that is now the ftate of your mind upon that

1 huve already Taid fo.
. In anfwe" to a quetion before put to you. # Whe-
ner, the feveral circumftances of his majelty’s cafe,
'{h_i.th have fallen unie- your obfe vation, o come to
oJuour knowledge, beig duly attende fo, yeu in your
_psonfcience think that the chance of his majelty’s 1eco-
BTy 15 g eater, or lefs, or a8 good, as it was when yoa
was exam ned befire the forme: committee "' Whether
#ou remembe - having anfwer ed *¢ Much greater 2"
1 did fay fo, and I iy fo fEill.
4 Whether you recolleét this queftion being put to you

APy the former committee, and your an{wer upon it,

# What hopes has Dr, Willis of his majefty’s reco-
very ¢

“rI have great hopes of his majefty’s recovery. If it
were any other pei fon but his majefty, 1 fhould fcarce en-
tertain adoubt + when his majefty refleéts upon an illuefs
of this kind, it may deprefs his {pi its and retaid his cure,
mete than a common peifon " 1 do.

Dr. Willis hawing, in his forme. examination, decla ed
his hopes of his majefty’s recove y to be fuch, that if his
majefty was a comm in pe fun, he fhould fca ce entertain
adoubt; but that his majefty’s 1 efleéting upon an illnefs
of that kind might deprefs his fpivits and retard his cure, |
more thana commen perfon ; and Dr.Willis having now |
ftated to the committee that he has no eafon to think
that his majefty’s fpi its have been depreffed, or his cure
retaided, by his having 1eflected upon his illnefs, or that
he has fo reflefted ; and having ftated alio to this coma
mittee, that he has, in his confcience; hopes of his ma=
jefty’s 1 ecovery, much greater than he had when he was
exammed before the former committee; Dr. Willis is
defired to fay, what that confidence is, which is much
greater, with refpeét to his majefty’s 1 ecovery, than a ftate
of mind which fearcely entertairs a doubt ?

As in the cafe of a common patient, the {ymptoms are |
greatly abated, and therefore greater hapes of his recovery= |
As to his particolar ftation in life, from my knowledge of |
his majefty's fenfe of religion, I have greate: hopes that he
will, with a proper refignation, refleét upon what it has |
pleafed God to have affli¢ted him with, !

Then do you mean that the committee fhould under- |
ftand that your apprehenfions, with refpeét to the con- |
fequences of his majefty’s refle€ting upon his illnefs, are |
not the fame as when you was examined before the former |
committee #

They are not fo great, for the reafon I have given,

Whether Dr. Reynolds was not by at the converfation
between you and Dr. Warren, in which you ufed the
words, * it will fall upon you "

Poffibly he might ; Ibelieve he was,

Did Dr. Reynolds join in the objeftion made by Dr.
Warren to the prepofed alteration in the repo.t which |
was then in queftion ? .

Dy Reynolds faid nothing, and T have been ufed a good i
deal to ftand alone in that {fo. t of confultation. |

Did yon hear from D.. Reynolds at that time, or after« |
wards, that Dr. Reynolds did agree to the alte ation |
propofed =] do not remember any thing of it. '

Withdrew.
Lune, |

.
Fy
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Lune, 12° Die  Fanuarii 1789.

The Reverend Doftor FRANCIS WILLIS, i
Again called in, and examined,

Whether, when you figned accounts, at the defire of |

Dr. Warren, and by the perfuafion of Sir Lucas Pepys,
lefs favourable than the circumftarces of the King's health
would have war: anted, yon thought that diffe en.e to be
amere difpute atout wo ds ?

1 figned no account, that 1 know of, by Sir Lucas Pepys’s

erfuafion—what I figned by his perfuafien was, that

r. Warren had not waked his majefty.

Whether you did at any time, or at any perfon’s defire
or perfuafion, fign reportslefs favourable than the t uth
would have wa-ranted, concerning the {tate of his ma-
jeity’s health?

Not by any perfuafion, that I know of, but in my own

" mind, rather than have any difpute about it.

Wa, it to prevent a difpute originally, or to put an
end to the continuance of a difpute ?

As it did not at all refpeét his majefty’s cure, and we
had had difzutes dboat words before, I did not then
thirk it worth while to have any for the futu: e,

Do you think that the truth or falfehood of a repo:t,
figned by the King's phyficians, for the information of
his fubjeéts, to be of no more confequence than a difpu‘e
about wo.ds ?

It really ftruck me fo then, and I am not at all affeéted
with it now,

Whether or no you have not given to her majefty, and |

to the ladieswho have the honour to be about her perfon,
more exact accounts, according to your opinion, and of a
more confolatory nature ?

1 have always given them the truth, to the beft of my
opinion.

Whether thofe accounts were in faét of a more favous-
able nature ?

The repo t that was made te the puhlic, is from the
appearance of his majefty in the moining, when the

mptoms have ever been lefs favourable; the accounts
tothe ladies nitsnding her majelty have been freqguently
in the day, and therefore, taking the whole account of
the 24 hours, it muft appear much more favourab e,

Is it true, that the repart fent to St. James’s does on'y
inc'ude the ftate of his majelty’s hea'th as it appears in
the mo ning, and does nat extend to the night and the pre-
ceding evening and day.

It entes into no particu’ars of any, except quiet of
difturbzd ftate, and fleep, and that in flating the whole
together, it cannot be fo particular as thofe given te her
majefty every hour concerning his majefty’s hea thyfl®
which fhe muft be very anxious to enguii e after. -. '

ueftion repeited. i

I think feveral tumes the report might have faid, that
his majefty had paffed fevera! hours, the preceding day
| In many refpeéts better than he had done the day before.
As far as quiet, or net quiet, the accbunt does include
what pafled in the preceding evening and day—it wouldg
not be particular enough te fatisfy me whether he was|
either better or worfe, M |

Whether, taken as a general report, without enteringl
nto paticulars, it is more or lefs favourable to the ftatef
of the King's hea'th than thetruth would warrant? |

To the beftof my judgment, lefs favourable. N &

Is it, then, lefs Favourah'e than the general refult whichi
might be drawn from ali the circumftances of the dif-gi
ferent accounts which you give to the ladies a.tend.ugl
her majefty ? .

Yes, I think it is. N L

On what occafion, and for what purpofe, did youl!
fizn the ceitificate re'ative to the tranfaction of that day
in which you was informed that Dr. Warren bad preé-§
| vented his majefty from fleeping ? :

A good natured purpofe, and on the paper being offer i
me to figs, and being affured that it would hure D
War:en's charaéler if I did not. * |
! Atthetime of figning that certificare, did you expl; i)
' to Dr. Warren, or Sir Lucas Pepys, or to any other per-g
| fon then prefent, the diftinétion and refervation whick
! you have now mentioned to this committee ? ¥
i Yes, very particularly to both Dr. Warren and Sis
| Lucas Pepys—whether any body elfe was by I do not re
| member. N B

Whether you called in.any of the phyficians attending
his majefty, or the furgeons or apothecaries, or any other
per{ ns than thefe of your own family and the pages, to be
witnefs of the cirenmftances which you have defcribec
as appearing on Friday evening laft } ——1I did net.

Whether your purpofle, in excluding any perfons from

coming to his majelly, except by your own pﬁﬂlf




ageom, examined them very carefully, particularly as
o the temper, with which they cenduéted themfelves

goes not arife from an apprehenfion that the appearance

* fuch perions mught excite troublefome emotions !

~ Very certainly.

Whether you have ever confulted the regifters of pub-
Bidic h.fpitals, or other houfes for the re.eption of patients

Huaat uring wnder this malady ?

"1 never dd. Hofpitals take in patients, and call them

ithus indifpofed. Numbers of them have been fo indif-

' 5 )

ippofed for years perhaps; and they do not give you any ac-
fccount of the particular {ymptoms of the malady when
sl itaken into the hofpit J.
' As Dr. Willis has faid, that the circomftance of perfons
goinz into his majefty’s room may excite troublsfome
otions ; whether his experience ecables him to fay
ithat fuch emotions do, or do not, in general cafes, retard
cure of the patient ?———In my opinion, very much.
. Will youinform the comnuttee, whether, after duly at- |
tending to every circamftance which you have relatdd to
the committee; and all otber circumitances which  have
len under your obfervation, or have (ome to your
knowledge, refpeéting his majefty’s cafe, and judging
ffrom fadts and experience derived from your own prac-
i ttice, youhave, or have not, greater hopes of his majefty’s
Jrrecovery than when you was examined before the former
ccommittee ? Much greater hopes.
. Whetherthe ftate of the weather, or the feafon of the
o year, has any etfect upon patients labouring under this
= t_E:}nicrE _
¥ The tate of the weather, preventing his maje”y from
Wi taking exercife, and Keeping up a proper perfpiration, in
tmy opinion, has had a tendency to retard his majefty’s)
TTECOVELY. -
§ | Has his majefty taken any exercife from the time of
1 your atendance on him 2
, Noue, for about a month ; before that time I think he
vwalked out twice.—Withdrew.

s e gl e

Doftor GISBORNE

again called in, and examined.

. Was you at Kew on Friday night laft ’——=TYes.
. Whether you faw the King in the ¢ourfe of that even-
ine ¢ Yes
= At about what hour ?

. From & to 10, I think.

. Did you play at piguet. with the King ?

" H. .

. Did the King play in a fteady recollefted manner ?
» Moderately fo,

_ Did he play as aman in-mental health-would play ?
Certainly not fe well as that,

F

[} cion, and had fweated a great déal,

Were thers, in the courfe of play, frequent ﬂgmutr
the continuance of his Majefty’sdforder ¢

1 have faid, in anfwer to a former gueftion, that the
material changes in Lis Majelty's fitnation, 1 think, are
a better ftate of health, and more quictoefs in his man=
ner. I think that is an anfwer. There weré figns
the gont nuance of his Majefty's diforder. ]

ﬂWImh:r you was prefent at any reading with his Ma-
jefty ?

Eru i he did not read while T was prefent. ;

Have you at any time obferved, that your going into
his Majefty's room has been a canfe of any iriitation ?

I think lefs with me than with others. _ et i)

Do you Know that the g ing in of any of Ins Majefty
phyficians, other than Dr. Willis, or th- gong in of fu
geons or apothecaries, his been agreater caufe of irrita-
tion than the going in of Dr. Willis er his fon

I think thofe he fees the ofteneft ir irate him the leaft

Was you prefent at the time when Dr. Willis feems
to impute a difturbance of his Majefty to the unfeafo
able going in of Dr. Warren? M

I remember Dr. Willis's faying, he thought the goin
in of us togetherirritated his Majefty. '

Were you ever prefent when Dr. Willis did at any tim
impute to Dr. Warren, his having gone in fo as to pr
vent his Majefty's fleeping ? :

I Jdo mot remember his faying {o.

‘l.’i"‘uhdmw;
|

Doftor WARREN

called in, and exaysined, |

Have you feen the King to-day ?
Yes. |
n what ftate did you find his Majelty this morning,
and what account had you of the antecéding day ? :
I found his Majefty in a very irritated ftate tiis morn-
ing, and was informed that he has had, in the whn'c]
but five h-urs fleep ia the three laft nights——that haﬁn‘ﬂ
had no fleép at all, or very little, the night before laft, i
was propofed to give him fomething laft night to coma
pofe and quiet him——fuch a medicine was written down,
but was not given him. It was propofed yefterday to
carry his Mazjefty out to take the air. T was not inform-
ed that this was mentioned in the confulfdion in e
morning, but Fwas informed by Dr, John Wilhs, that his
Majefty’s pulfe was yefierday r20 in a minute—I wag
likewile informed that he had lain all night under ¢oeérs
Some prudent per-
fonn advifed his Majelty fhould not be caried ont
to take the air. I have reafon to think that
the pulfe became quieter in the courfe of the day.
T found it this morning betwcen 1e6 and 1% in 2
ming: e




§!  hat he had had fuch a
* e leaftof rwo evils,

31 nformed, below the freezing point ;

e colar time.
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- ninute, and obferved marks of fever on his Majefty's
ongue. Dr, John Willis told me that he had promifed
.o carry his Majefty out to-day and defired me to con-
ider, whether the not complying with his expedlations
night not irritate him a great deal. 1 was forry
promife ; I was neceffitated to take
and advifed that his Majefty thould
the thermometer being 17, as Tam
and particularly, as
Ir. Willis has always obferved, that keeping the pores
pent always does his majefty great good. His majefty
hismorning foffered me to come from him with great
lifficulty, and could not eafily be prevailed upon by me
© let go my hand.

When did youn fee his majefty before ?

The day before yefterday~——on Saturday morning.

In what ftate was he then ?

His majefty had fome fever then——puife between
Jo and go, I believe, but was very irritable ; could not
»e kept to the fame obje for any fpace of time—tried to
play at canls with me, but could not, and thewed many

1ot be carried out,

. ftrong marks of his diftemper.

1t Whether you have ever obferved, upon your going in

to his majefty that his majefty’s irritation was increafed

by your prefence, and whether he has thewn any fign
of diflike to you?

His majefty in general receives me with eagernefs—

| thinks he has fomething peculiar to fay to me, and fre-

Fuenll;r propofes to confer favours upon me; he has dune
o this morning.

Whether his majefty has ever thewn any figns of diflike
owards you ?

Not lately ; but his majefty fometimes mixes marks of
liflike with marks of favour; but ip general thofe of
favour are greatly predominate ?

Since what time have you chiefly obfervedmarks of dif-
Favour ?

Ido not recolleét any mark of disfavour at any parti-
: I'was in great disfavour at Windfor—it cone-
© iinued for fome time after his majefly came to Kew j—it
segan to diminith foon after Dr. Willis came; 1 gra-
Jually grew into great favour, and remain fo at prefent,

i mxcepting that fometimes he has foand fault with me for
" ringing him froni Windfor; but at another time told

me, I did right in bringing him from Windfor ; and per-
. 1aps feund fome other faults, but not lately, that I

. tnowof. This is the progrefs, to the beft of my re-

wollection.
Have you heard that his majefty has been irritated by

HI-‘ 4he coming in of his majefty’s ordinary phyficians, fur-

geons, or apothecaries, in a greater degree than by the
soming in of Dr. Willis and his fons 2

.+ Notthat I know of ; 1 have never been fo informed.

_ | Whether the prefence of any obje&, which tends to

mxeite ftrong emotions in his majefty’s mind, is favour=-

i . ible, or otherwife, to his recevery ?
' Dnfaveurable, A
Hag therey in faét, been any introduétion pf perfons |

—

to your knowledge, which had a tendency to excite
fuch emotions, and to produce fuch irritations ?

Yes.—1I fhould like to give an account of the firft cone
fultation we had with Dr. Willis.—Thke day that I ine
troduced Dr. Willis to the King, I fummoned the reft
of his majefty’s phyficians to a confultation at my houfe..
It was there firft fettled as a principle, that quiet of body
and mind were to be endeavoursd to be obtained byI ,
every means poffible; and that every thing fhould be §
carefully kept from his mujefty that might tend to pre-
vent this defirable acquifiion. It was fettled that a re-
gular coercion fhould be made ufe of—that every thing
fhould be kept from his majefty that was likely to excite
any emotion—that though his maj had not fhewn
any figns of an intention to injure himfelf, yet that it was
ablolutely neceffary, confidering the fudden impulfes to
which his diftemper fubjefis people, to put every thing
out of the way that could do any mifchief. To all this'
Dr. Willis affented—yet the very next day he put a razor
into_his majefly’s hand, and a penknife. When Ifaw
the Do&or next, T afked him how he could rcnmrcmdﬂ:
fuch a thing—he faid, he fhuddered at what he had
done. As he made ufe of this exprefiion, I did not think
it necefary to fay much to him upen the fubje®. Onthe [
12th of December, as I apprehend, the King took a walk
in the garden, and fome of the royal children were'
thewn to him—this produced a confiderable emotion,
which was accompanied with afts demonftrating that
emotion, as 1 was informed, te the beft of my memery,’
by Mr. Keate. Notwithftanding this effect of feeing the
children, Dr. Willis, the next day, introduced that perfon,
whofe great and amiable qualities we all know muft ne-"
ceflarily make her the deareft and tendereft ohjeét of his
majefty's thoughts: The interview was fhort : his ma='
jefly was foon afterwa ds in a great ftate of irritation,
and the ftrit coercion was, I believe, for the firlt time,
actually applied that night—the blifters were put on
that night likewife. The next time that I faw Dr.
‘Willis, I fpoke to him upon this fubjet with fome
degree of fharpnefs, becaufe it was cont'ary to my
o inion, and contrary to what had heen fettled in con=
fultation ; for it had been fettled, that whatever could be
done by deliberation, fhould be referred to confultation
thar the conduét of his majefty;, n the inte ior room,
fhould be left to Dr, Willis's difcretion, becaufe it did
not admit of deliberation. ¥ do not know that I cone
vinced the Doftor that his opinion was wrong, but that
the aft was confrary to what waslaid down in confulta=
tion could not be denied. I was always confidered, by
the higheft authority, as the firft phyfician, and there-
fore thought myfelf particularly refponfible : I thought
myfelf okliged to look into, and to enquire after every
thing that related to his majefty : I did not fuppofe my=-
felf in a different fituation upon the arrival of Dr. Willis,
and therefore took the liberty of fpeaking to him with
fome degree of authority. I remember, when his three
attendants arrived, I fent for them into the ph{mlm

ow
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fonfulted upon the occafion,

( 39 ) |

owards thofe whom they attended, and fpoke to them,
zas they, were ftrangers to me, in fuch a manner ‘as
o let them know that their conduét would be ftrictly
jobferved. My being firft phyfician made me talk to
fr. Willis about every thing that I heard of, that did
pot appear to me to be quite accurate, and fometimes
ed to difputes. I informed the Dodtor, that he was
ithere in a double capacity, as plyfician and attendant

t his majefty in_the interior room—that 1 muft take

pmy fhare in directing whatever related to him m the ||
fsapa ity of phyfician, though I fhould not interfere with
peelpect to the conduct of his majefty in the interior room.

ot many days after this tranfaltion I obferved a book
an his Majefty’s hands, which atfeéted me much, and im-

mediately detarmined me to bring a charge againft Dr. |

W¥illis, for what T thought bad pradtice. I do not mean
0 bring the ftory of this book as a fault, becaufe I be-
kigve there was no intention te convey fuch a book to his
Majeity : It was the play of King Lear, notin 2 volume

|| Tcannot tell ; but T apprehend a little hefore or fi
after, he wenttobed : I do not know the exaét time
the interview, 1 ;
Had you any particular account of that interview, or
of the effeét which it produced at the time ? |
If I miftake not, Dr. Willis informed me it lafted
about five minutes, every thing paffed agreecably, _h“'-(.
that fomething was then faid, that induced Dr, Willis “ﬁ.
Put an end to the vifit. . |
Had you any account of the circumftances or motives
which led to that interview ? !
I had no account previous to the interview. Aftera
wards, in talking upon the fubjeft with D.. Willis, he
mentioned his motives, or reafuns, for thinking the ine
terview would be of fervice; which I could not agree
Loy
Whether you recolle@ the circumftances which ate
tended your waiting upon his majefty, upon any particular
day, concerning which it has been fince faid, that youw

pof’ Shakelpeare, but it wasa correfted Lear, by Colmun,
and mixed with bis plays, 1 have no reafonto think, that
Or. Willis could Mafpedt that fuch a play was in that va-
ame. His Majelty told me that Dr, Willis by omght him
e hook, and Dr. Willis did not deny it, whes I {poke to
i on the fubjeét. I do not bring thisas a fault, but it
was the circumftance that determined me te put in exe-
on what I had been thinking of before, with relpect
b2 Br. Willis ; for his Majefty's obfervation on the hook
iffected me ftrangely. 1 carried an account of this to
Wie Prince of Wales, and he defired me, as he had done
13 every cafe of difficulty that had happened, from the be-
sinning of theilloefs, to lay the affairs before the Lord
m.l:éllur. The Lord Chancellor went to Kew, 1 he- |
#e¥< ; and the refult was, when I faw the Lord Chan-
Ellor, that the vules of the confultation fhould he ftriét-
r abeyed. Dr. Willis nas, a fecond time, intro-
ced the fame great and amiable perfon. ¥ was inform-
that fome degree of irtitation came on in the night ;
ut having colleéted, as I thought, from feveral fmall
rcum(ances, that the power of introducing perfons to
is majelty, was to be left entirely to Dr. Willis, I didnot
ake any complaint about it.

(Can you afcertain the time of the laft interview ?
11 cannot. .

YWhat time of the day was the firft interview ? I1
IT apprehend the firft interview was in the evening ;

id that the interview happened, not only without con-
iting his Majefty’s phyficians colleétively, but that Dr.
iifborne, who was in the houfe that evening, and fitting |
t the antichamber when the introduétion took place, was

IDo you know who were prefent at the interview ?

prevented his majefty from going to fleep ? l:
1 never could accurately learn what day was fixedemX |
only had a fufpicion of the day. I wifhto have a day |
fixed, that I may meet the charge. '-|
Was there any day on which Dr.-Willis feemed to be |

peculiarly folicitous to prevent, or delay, your gaing in:|
to the king ¢

I do not recolleét any fuch day, 4 '

Do you recollett any, converfation you had with Dr
Willis concerning the king’s being afleep, or difpofed to
fleep, at a time when you was going in to his majefty ?

|
I
|
I remember a morning when Dr. Willis {aid, his mas |

LT think I was informed Dr. Gifborne was in fome
! the houfe, if not all. .

" How foon after the interview did his Majafty’ £
i jalty's fateo

jefty had had a bad night, which I mylelf had been

acquainted with by aflking the page, as 1 paffed by the |
King’s anti-chamber, the door of which I opened as
I was gaing into the phyficians room. In the
phyfician’s room 1 mentioned that I had learnt tihe
King had had a very bad night, but was then fallen afleeps
~I fat down, and what difcourfe pafled between me and
Dr. Willis then, about the night, I onot know—a few |
words only. The door foon went out of the room, and
When he returned, faid, ¢ That the King was not fleep=
ing, for that he fpoke."—1 got up, the attending phyfici=
an of the day with me, and walked towards Dr. Willise—
we weat together through the Anti Chamber; when:
I acrived at the deor of his Majefty’s bed rosm, Dr.
Willis faid, you may open the Hoor, a circumftance that- |
1 do not recolleft ever happened to me before ; fome~ |
body elfe generally opening the door: when 1 opened ity

I found that the room was dark, I ftepped forwards |
very flowly ; as foon as 1 had gone the width of the door,

1 was vifible to his Majefty. The door being open, his

Majefty immediately addreffed himfelf very pointedly to |
me, faying, “I am glad to fee you," and adde |
ing kis with to be raleafed from the ftate he was |
then in, which was a frate of coercion, I hefitated g
went one ftep back to look for Dr. Willis, who was

ftanding very BEAr me, Iil'xjd fomething to the hﬂf:j
& .

= R



© and he immeduately* reslied, in fubftarice, that if his ma-
jeity complained I might comply with his requeft. Tn

="
3

21 obut a thort time with his mujelty, and, as T was walking
@ it!m‘ik: I faid, I+I:uul fome doukts whether the comply-
A nang wich his majefty’s requeft was not improper, for
2 hdie is in a very irrvitited ftate.” Dr. Willis faid, ¢ his
“F hamajelty's will rile préfently, and then we fhall be ableto
3 oslo without coercion.” l
i ni Whether Dr. Willis exprefled, at that time, any dif-
| Jypleafure at what you had done, or reprefented to you any
4 ypymifchief that he conceived likely to enfue from it ?
Jin Not that I remember.
Vlii On what occafion did any difcourfe arife, cone:rning
gany certificate fubfcribed by Dr. Willis, relative to a
tranfaétion in which his majefty’s fleep had been pre-
yented or inte:rupted ?

The ftory was fo abfurd, that T never gave mytelf the
trouble of confuting it. Sir Lucas Pepys faid, the ftory
3ewould do me a great deal of harm. I told him, T did not
sevalue it, or fome fuch expreffion. Notwihftanding

( 40 )

aonfequence of which it was done, by my defire. I ftaid |

ol which, without any intimation from me on the fubjeét,

il was about, till he was very near the end of it, and in a
Ji tominute or twomore fhewed it to Dr. Willis, who came
(8 pyioto the room about that time, and faid, that he had no
. o obje@ion to figning of it. 1 never confidered it of any
wmportance, nor do I now.

Do you recolleét, that a paper was offered to Dr.
Willis, and that he refufed to fign it, if it contained any
thing to the purpefe, that you did not go into his ma-
jefty's room at a time that it w s probable you might pre-
vent his majefty going to fleep ?

‘I 1apprehend the doctor faid fomething upon that fub-
13y ject after it was figned.

.k Doyou recolleét any thing further upon that fubject ?
o After it was ever, I faid to Dr. Willis, I would not
"% 3 tell you that I had done you a civility this morning,
|  while this thing was depending, and then mentioned it to
" +u bim.
Vs Do yon recoliet any converfation relative to your

' se faying you was a fpy upon them afl 2

e 1 do, nod I am very glad this circumftance was men-
1y tioned. 1 went upon a certain morning, immediately
" or after my arival at Kew, into the anti-chamber, and
o atked the page how his majefty did ? he replied, that he had
"3 hada very bad hight, was juft then fallen afleep, and you
" ¢r gwibnotgain. Youlnow, f2id 1, that I am a fpy, and

Lo mudt fee: the King ; 1 did not mean then ; and went
*  immediately to the phyficians room. This was fpoken
' th inavery good natvrod manner, and meant o more, than
* ge that I, from my fitvation, was an infpector. Will the
:c commiltee pleafe to confidsr, whether any man, who
meant to bea {py, ever told it of himfelf }

Have any violent difputes ever exifted between his
majefty’s phyficians, concerning the method of his me-
b dical treatment ?

No, if you mean the medicines,

{o far as I koow.

& he wrote down a paper; without my knowing what it |

Have any difputes arifen between any of the :
among themfelves (the diputes w?:z Dr. mcﬁ

) concerning any part of his tre.tment? N i
tVEls Y

Do you recollect whether Dr. Willis remonfirated
againft the ufe of blifters, as fuppofing them improper in [
this cafe, or dangerous ? :
On the contrary, the Doftor fpoke highly in come
mendation of blifters in fimilar diforders. :
Do you recolleét any Perfon that was prefent at this di-
courfe ? ]
I believe all the phyficians can fpeak 1o his holding this
language—fome of them can, 1 certainly know—Ds
Gifborne, Sir Lucas Pepys, Dr. Reynolds, and probabl
Sir George Haker. .
Whether, upon the whole confideration of his ma«
jefty’s cafe, from your own obfervation, andthe beft in=
formation you can colledt, hs majefty is mended, in hﬁ. ¥
particular diforder, fince you were firft examined before
this committee ? ;

Noj he was more difturbed part of yefterday, and the
night before, frum the information that I received, and
is o this morning, tharn I ufually fee hum. ¥

Whether, in the report fent to 5t- James's, the words §
¢ tranquil,” “ quiet,’” ¢ calm,” *¢ compefed,” and the
like, are meant by yon, {o far as you have figned them,
o exprefs any amendment in the King's peculiar
or a different ftate of temper, the fame, or :unfm
fymptoms of derangement exifting ?

The words are not meant by me to exprefs any amend=
ment of the important complaint.

Has any influence, command, direétion, or perfuafion,
been ufed te you, from any perfon what{oever, to repie-§
fent his majefty’s cafe in a lefs favourable light than it
appeared to you upon your own judgment ? F

Cartainly not. ;

When Dr. Warren was examined before this committee
on Thurfday laft ,was he acquainted at that time with the
feveral circumftances of Dr. Wiilis’s condu2t which ha
has this day ftated to the committee, as having excited ir

ritation in his majefty ?
Yﬂ.‘. 5 -
Whether the paper which yon received from Dr

Willis was, in point of faét, according to the beft ©
your prefenr. recolleftion, an acknowledgment that ye
liad not waked his majefty, or an acknowledgment that
you had not prevented him from geing te fleep?

" I muft refer to the paper; Iean hardly fay that 1 read
it with accuracy—but 1 am ready to fend the papergh
here, . :
Whether, upon that morning in which yon fay, th
you ufed the words in the fenfe in which you have ex
plained them, relative to your being a {py, you
Being defired by Mr., Brannd, or Mr. Compton, or B
Willis, not to go-inte his majefty's room ¢ £t

I certainly heard no fuch words at the time 1w
going into the room ; 1 have already related what 1 hea
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tha the page, when I firft went into the anti-chamber,
E poy arrival at Kew. /
BDid you, according tu the rule which on Thurlday
veu ftated to the committee, you hid made ever fince
!1 ‘W illis came, not to go in without afking the doctor
8 L.is fon whether it was a proper time for you to go in #
ida, 1 did not; but, upon the doftor’'s oblerving that
i King was awake, I took it fur granted that this
yed that it wasa proper time for my going into the
FF S oI : 4
{Vas there any particular neceffity for your going in
: morning ? _
Fhe 1':1n-egn¢nrﬂ'1tj there always was, together with
scircumit.nce of its having been a bad night. 1
Vhether the circumit nces which you have mention-
sof the increafe of irritaubn, the guicknefs of pulfe,
tthe other (ymptoms, as having heen obferved or
it by you fince you were laft examined by this Com-
ee, produce any materizl alteration in the opinion
ch you have before ftated 1o this Committee refpect-
the probabilicy of his M.jefty's recovery ?—No.
nen what ground was your opinion ef recovery
aded *—By calculation

e e W W =XYoo W

Withdrew,
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Sir GEORGE BAKER,

again called in, and examineds

. I s . T e Al il

Vhen did you laft lee his Majefty ?
Jefterday. F .
" {_ )ruur inform the committee 1o what his majefty
then, and had been 1 the day preceding, according
own ohiervations, and the beft infurmation you
-2 reccived ? 3 .
according to the infurmation whieh I .n‘_:Hth.], his
- feily had paffed the preceding afternoon quietly ; that
| oad = very reftlefs night, without any fleep; th-t from
flanteloek Lo eight in the morning he was very much
arbed. When I vifited Lis majefty, he t.-.lkcd_lt:ll'
it a min tea little confiftently, but then went 1mto
Cgatal slenation.
g ow Tong did you ftiy with his m jefty ? :
feerlizps about twenty minutes—I cannot 1y with ac-

]'ﬁl:n. from what you have obferved on this.and

s L
o .

4 1 and obfe vation, for any length of time, together #

Whether, when you obfarved the firlt fymptoms of bis
Majefty’s diforder, on the 22d of Oétober, you communi=
caied your apprehenfions to any perfon ¢

1 communicated my apprehenfions by a note ta the chan=
ctllor of the Exchequer.

To any other perion ? o

No, notthat night, except to Mr, P. Hawkins,

When did you communicate your apprehenfions to the
Chancelior of the Exechquer ?

The 22d of Oétober, 1

Do you recolleét the circumfances of that communica-
tidn to the Chancellor of the E;th:quﬂ.’, or any thing that
pafled in confequence ?

The terms of the commanication were, ** Sir George
Baker is forry to acquaint Mr. Pitr, that he bhas jofl lefe
his Majelty “1n an agitation of fpirits bordering on deli=
rivm.” In confequence of that communiearion, Mr. Pitc
called on me, on Thorflay the 23d of Oétober, about two
o’clock in the morningy 1 believe, after 1 was gone to bed.
It was twelve Wclock when I came home, and I fent the
note to Mr. Pitt immediately after. 1 endeavoured to
give Mr. Pitc a more full account of what 1 had obferved.

Do you recolledt being afked, in that tnnv_trfll.'i_on, iF
you thought, under the circomflances you had mentionedy -

it was prudent that his Majefly fhould be left that might
without any phyfician, or fumething to that effeét 2

1 do not recolleét any thing of the kind.

Dg you recolleét mentioning, after fome converfation on
the particular circpmftances of his Majefly’s firvation ar
thar time, that My. Hawkins the furgeon was in the
houfr, or next door, and that you thought that fully fuffie
cient? .

I do recolleft that 1 rold Mr. Pitr, that Mr, Hawkins
and I bad talked about bleeding his Majefly, and that we
waited fome time in confideration of that, before I left the
houfe ; but we found no alarm had been taken by any of
the family, and that if any difficulty occurred in the
night, Mr. Hawkios would narurally be fent for, and in
an howr, or an hour and an half, I could come to his Ma-
jefly. ol

, "'n:-ll'h-"hﬂher you mentioned the circum(ance of rthe King's
illnels o any orher perfon near his Majelly, from rhat time
to the time of bis next attack 2

I do not recolle® that 1 did. I muft explain that
for when I went the next morning, 1 found his Majefty
had paffed a_very quict night, and was w thout complaing,
as I communicated to Mr. Pitt by his mellenger,.

Then you did not conceive it neceflary, or advifeable, to
acquaint his Rayal Highnefs the Prince of Wales, or any
other of the royal family, with the apprehenfrons you had

| conceived the night before 2 -
mer vecafions, beleve hs mojefty ro have been, ac ||
¢+ time larely, caprble of re ding a book, with :u.n&.n-'lr

L did not conceive it neceffary to acguaint his Royal
Highnefs with my appichenfiuns the night before, for this
realon only, beeaufe I thooght I had been miftaken.

\ [¥rem what I have obferved lutely, Fdo not concive ||  IDhd yoo, for the fame reafon, ablain from informiog
o £ his majefty has becn capuble ot reading a book, her Majell iga . y
; i:lm;thnhﬂnu,_ﬁmﬂmmd obfervanon. h For the [ame reafon. Lk

]
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‘the obfervations you made upon the
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Whether Sir George Baker obferves any further degree
of convalefcence in his Majelty, than wEen he was laft
examined befare this Commitiee ?

No figns of convalefcence.

"Whether Sir George Baker, duly attending to the cir-
cemflances which he has mentioned in his examination
this evening, does, or does nor, in h's confcience, think
that the chance of his Majefty’s recevery, from his pre-

feot indifpofition, is as good, or greater, or lefs, than it

was when he was laft examined belore this Committee

Ir 15 as good.

Can you define to the Committee the meaning of the
word  convalelcence.3*

Some degiee of recovery, T fuppofe, it means.=-Tt does not
fucan a recovery, it means fomeéthing towards a recoves ¥-

Whether, in any diforder, any degree of amendment
would come woder the term *f convalefcence :**

I think hardly.---In a fever, if vour pulfe was fome-
what quieter to-day than yefterday, I fhould not fay you
were convalefcent, but that you were berter.

Is 1t to be underfiood that a perfan may be better, with-
out being convalefcent ? He certainly may.

When you attended his Majefly yeflerday, what were

Jm: of his Majefty’s
pulfe, and of the ftate of his gencral bodily health?

The ftate of the pulf= was 84, and as to the flate of his
bodily health, it was much as it had been. His Majefly
is grown extremely thin,
~ Was there any fever, or any thing materially different in
the ftate of his bodily health from what it had been for
fome time /——No, nothing materially different.

"Does his Majefiy”s general habit, or his prefent diforder,
make his Majefty liable to fudden and temporary variations
in the fiate of his pulfe?

I do not know the meaning of the word ¢ habir;” bur
as to the prefent diforder, it certainly makes his Majefty
liable to fudden wariations of his pulfe. I have counted it
from 68 to 126, but not within fhort intervals,

Whether you confider fome temporary or occafional ra-
tional difcourfe, a proof of the abfence of this malady ?

I do not.

Will you inform the committee, whether you have, or
have not, known many people extremely ill of this malady,
and who have never been cured, that did notwithitanding
occafionally ufe fome rational difcourfe ?

I have hardly ever feen a perfon in that fituation, who
eannot eceafionally talk rationally.

Whether you do not know perfons in this malady, who,
an the prefence of certain attendants, have abftained from
thofe difcourfes and aftions which would indicate the ma-
Jady PeeeCertainly.

.EIW many perfons labouring under this malady, who
had been three months ill, have recovered, under the fole
care of yourfelf, during your life e—==Not one.

Whether a patient having occafional rational converfa-
tion, while labouring under this malady, is not more fa-
veurable than when that circumftance is wanting ?

I like it better, but I am not fure it is more favoy
How many patients have you, in the whole cour efl
your life, thought it propsr to continue under your
care, after they had continued three months @ 1der you
care, indifpofed in this malady ?—T'wenty, | belirve,

How many of thofe patients have you cored ?

Nor one,

OFf that numbery, which you fuppofe to be twen
you able to ftate how many of them ultimately did r

I do not believe any of them.

Did thofe perfons remain vnder yoor care, to the belk
your knowledge, as long as they lived ?

I do not know thar,

Then, do you knnw whether vltimately they were cu
or not }——1 can fay nothing at all to fome of them. J

Can you fay under what care thofe, to whofe cafe yjj*
can fay nothing, were pur, after they cealed to be un
your care ? ;

Some of them have gone into hofpitals, others into pf§
vate houfes, e

Whether there are particular fymptoms which enable
to ftate it as your opinion, that patients never wil
cured ? B |

When the diforder degenerates into a fate of fagai
there are no hopes of cure.

Whether it 1s not common for this diforder, when
long continues without cure, to degenerate inte fuch
ftate ¢ Very common. .

What is your opinion ofa calenlation, whichy under
management you have hitherte heard of, gives nine cul§
out of ten maladies, provided they are raken into ha
within three months after the commencement of the d
order ?

As far as I know, from my own experiencey and fr.
the experience of Dr. Batty, whom I attended former
fuch acalculation is incredible. :

Whether the lofs of flefh which yon have mentioned, H
been attended with lofs of firength?

About a month ago there was no lofs of firength——'§
Majefty has had fo little exercife fince, that I cannot jod
now. :

To what caufe do you ateribute the lofs of fleth ?

To agitation, and to perfpiration, and lefs fleep
ufual ; thofe are all the caules that occor to me.

Whether lofs of flefh, in cafes of this fort, affords
argument as to the probability of recovery?

1 think it affords no argument either way. = .

S1n GEORGE BAKER defired the two followi
Queftions and Anf{wers, in his Examination §°
Thurfday laft, might be read. '

Q. % Has Sir George Baker attended his Majefty on
or has he been employed in atrending the Royal Flrﬂ

t¥y

| T mean the family at Windfor and at Kew."

A. ¢ Both his Majefty, and alfo the Royal F

Qﬂ" Is Sir George Baker now employed to attend
the Royal Family ™ g
A. % Only the Kinge===enot the Royal Family.”



ir GEORGE BAKER then detired that his anfwer
to the firft of thofe queftions might ftand as follows.

and the Royal Fa-

pdnd that his anfwer to the fec
ftand as fallows :

Not on the Royal Family.”

you know any inflance of Dr. Wl‘rrcn,_ur any other
1an, by improper interruption, diffurbing his Ma=
1 refl, or preventing his going to fleep 2

now no foch inflance.

{ George Baker having faid, in anfwer to a queltion
§thim, Thar, duly attending to the feveral circum-
¥ which he has mentioned in bis examination this
he daes in his confcience think, that the chance
Majefly’s recovery is as good as when he was lat |
aed before this committee——and feveral queftions
* been addrefled to, and {everal anfwers given by |
) y——Dlocs he conti-

ond queftion might

|| paper, and conceiving it
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A Parzx of which the following is a ¢opy, was then
fhewn to St Lucas Papys:

“ Kew Housr, December 25, 1788,

¢ 4 malicious report having been induftriocfly circulat-

“ ed, that Dr. Warren' had gone into his Majeliy’s Bed-
|| * chamber, contrary to the defire of Dr. Willis, and the
* pages, and then and there, in a violent manper diflturbed

* his Majefty oot of his fleep, in confequence of which he
ftarbed—This is to certify,

* became more than ulually di
* that the whole of the abov
i merely founded in malice,

“ Thurfday morning. “F. WILLIS.™

This paper was written by me, and figued by Dr. Willis,
upon the 2 5th of December laft.

What thare had Dr. Warren in
up or perfuvading the fignature

Having heard frequently of

procuring the Drawing
of this paper ¢

the report mentioned in thig
to be very injorious to his charafter,

ance he fo declared his opinion
¥his confcience, to hold the fame opinion, due regard
feaa to in fuch

d to the feveral circumftances referred
ns and anfwers ?
vof the fame opinion that T was two hours ago.

Withdrew.

e

IR LUCAS PEPYS
again called in, and examined,
y inflance of Dr. Warren,

by improper interruption difiurb-
» OF preventing him from geing to

pother phyfician,
=¥ Majefiy's refr

1did you fre the King lait ?
3€ from him this morning,

t ftate did you leave his Majefty ?
T quicter than he was laft night ;
ccalm as I have feen him.

|'there been within the laft three days, great figns
J*and irritation ?
‘Zonfiderable,

hh;t his Majeity been with refpet to fleep, within
EI

' Jiithe report of the
¥:nights, it a
¥ ¢ or fix hours

very far from

pages, who have fat (up for the
pears that his Majefty has not had
o

without any communication with Dr. Warren on the fube -

which you had heard were circulared aga

that had been circulated w
tion, thar Dr. Warren

turbed his Majefty out of his fleep, or,
vented him from

Warren’s having difturbed hig
which was the report that was ¢

je&, and whilit Dr. Warren and Dr. Willis were talking
in the room, 1 haftily wrote this Paper, withing thereby
2 put an end to all altercation. I fhewed it Dr. arren,
who immediately prefented it to Dr. Willis 3 and 1 told Dr,
Willis I conceived he could have no objeétien to fign his
name in_contradi@tion to fuch a malicions report : this he
really didy and Dr. Warren thanked him for having fo
done.—Nothing more pafled on the lubjeét. -
Did Dr. Willis, at the timey make a diftinftion between
preventing fleep, and waking from fleep ; refufing to give
any certificate with regard to the preventing, bet cone
leating to this certificate with reﬁud to the waking——
or any ditin&ions to that effed
No fuch diftinftion was made to me,

any more words, to the beft of my recolleétion, pafled on
the fubjeét. Wh

at they might fay, 1 do not know, for
I was writing.

Did you defire Dr, Willis to give a certificate to the
former effeft, which he refufed ;

No, I never atked him any more queftions on the fubjedh,
Was not this ecrtificate to meet the particular charges

it Dr. Warren A

nor were there

e

Will you inform the Commigtee, whether the re

25, 1othe beft of your informge
had, in a violent manner, dif-
thar he half pre=
going to {leep ?

the certificate, to meet the report of Dr.
Majefty while fleeping,
ircubated.~——Withdrewy.,

I wilhed, by

Mariis,
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: 3
L Mariss, 13° Die Fanuarit 1789, | H :
The Reverend Doftor FR ANCIS WILLIS, - ‘.:-
; Again called in, and cxamfﬁ:rif -Ei" :

L) 3
1

. Duyey remember the time when you were firt in- ‘Iength of the hair, and the perfon not being able to
troduted to attend on his Majetty ? comp'ifh if. : i F
About Friday five or fix weeks. Had you any converfation foon after, with Dr. ¥ |
Do you remember at that time a general confultation || ren, on the fubject of that tranfaélion ? ok
of all the Phyficians, at whichyou was prefent ? Yes. 1 helieye 1 had, a day 0. twao after. Y
_Was the objeét of that confultation to fettle the general What were the particulars of that con verfition ?
Rules, upon which his majefty’s cafe was to be comluéted? 1 do not know, any further than that the Doétor {k

- Concerning Medicines in particular. . jed his furprize that. had (uffered hismajefty to pert
“Was it agreed, at that time, to keep out of the way of ' thofe two operations himfelf ;——upon which 1 told
his Majefty every thing by which a perfon, under his dif- || Doétor as 1 bave now mentioned, L believe - tha !

temper, might, from {udden impulfe, be induced to in- |/ the moment, I was fure thefe inftruments were
jure himfelf ¢ in his maj={ty’s hands ; but that it had a bad effet

I do not remember one word about it : things of that || caufe his majefty imagined, from thence, that he off
fort, 1 underfload, were leftto me to judge at the me- || have the liberty-o! domg other things? . |
ment. . Upon Dr. Warren's expreiling his furprize to g

. Do you remember your having put a razor and pen. did you fay 2o Dr. Warren, that you fhuddercd at §8
knife into the hands of his majefty, the day atter the con- |} you had done ? - - %
fu'tation ? - 1 do not reprember any thing of it. |

His Majefty had not heen fhaved for a long while, per- At the sonfnitation, te which you have already 1
Waps a fortnight, or three weeks: and the perfon that || red, wasit not 2 principle fett el among the phyfigh
had heen ufed to fhave him, could not complete the parts || that quiet of-body and nund were to be eudeavoured

of his upper and under lip; and, being confident, from || obtained by every means poflible ? .

the profeflions and humour of mis majefly at that moment 1 believe it was ; but I do not remember.any paigh
1 fuffered his majefty tofhave his lips him(elf ; and then lars of 1t y ;
he defired he might have his whole face lathered, thut he Do you recoleét it having been fertled ar fuchi
might julk runit sver witha razor; and he did foin a {ultation, that every thing fhould hc}r_.:pt._ from b
xery calm manner. His pails alfo wanted cueting very || jefty that was likely te excite any emotion #
much ! ‘and upon hisaffarance, and upon my confidence I donot remember any; hut unde fkood
in his looks, I fuffered him to cut his own nails with a was in the Houfe for that pasticuiar occation, L vji
peaknife while I ftood by him. It is neceffary fur a || ufe my own difcretion. : o0
phyfician, efpeciallyin fuch cafes, tohe able to judge, at Do you recotleét his majefty to have taken a Wiy
the moment, whether he can confile in the profefiions of | the garden, ot Kew, on a particular vay, eark

" his patient § and I never was difappointed in my op'nion, month of December-2 . - y LN
whether the profeliions of the patient were to bereliedon|l IthmK his majefty wilked out two days fuccedll
©r no. ' || early in December. . P 3.6

- After having attended a patient for fo thort a time, as Was it about the 12th of D:pamhql, : -

you then had his mujefty, have you fuffered them to fhave I fancy it was there or thereabouts ;. he '&;ﬂlksﬂ;
themielves, or cut their own nails # ¢ lewice. . :

L s

I 3 - N = *

1 do not know parti w'arly asto that; but 1 have truft- On either of thofe days, did his m..jefty fee as)
ed them with knife and fork, at as early a time, 1 be- || royal children inthe courfe of hus walk . . L.

licve, \When he came by the houfe the firlt day, he lac

As both thefe operations might have heen pérformed || at the winlows whcr:u the prim:tﬂ'ns are generalg
by other people, was there any particular realon which || complaned very heavily that they would not fo rj
induced you to fuffer lie majelty to do them himfelf? {hew them(elves to him In confequence of Wi
The reafon was, the great uneafinefs and d ftrefs his || next day, 1 did defive that they fhould appear,
majefty (hewed from the razor going aver his lips, by the | {elf ftood at the window, with two of the p.
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bis majefty was coming by ; and his majefty fhew
_ fravagant joy atthe fight of them, though he faul,
ks did not fuffer him to fee the Princels Amelia fo
1 he could wilh. : :
+ long were the princefes in his majefty’s fight ?
many {econds. ¥
ou think that this circamftance, of having feen
ancefl s was attended with any macerial bad con-
sces in his majefty’s ftate ?
. fenk quite the contrary. !
ryou, or do you not, think that in the Er_l_l'li]uﬂ of
scure as that of his majelty’s diforder, it is aof ufe
¢ patients fhould be pradually, or at times, accul-
‘lito fcenes of an interefting nature, fuch as that you
cribed ?
uf v very fure that fuch occurrences can fearce be too
“fat, as it comforts the patient to think that he is
wis faniily, and that they are affectionate to him ;
son enquiries of patients who have been cured of
pae indifpofition, they have always mentioned thofe
 feences having given them the greateft comfort, and,
afvy thought, helped very much towards their re-

yyour epinion, that fuffering his majelly to continue
s for a fight of his children would have been at-
_with more, or le's, inconvenience than the irrita=
s #hich the feeing of them might occafion ? s
, 4rre would have been more inconvenience in his not
tithem, from Lis anxiety ; for the irritation occafion-
wfaa patient {éeing his friends or relations is entirely
lanced by the fuftening him into tears, which ever
. fro amendment.
Jiyou confider the obferving thofe emotions, which
i urally take place at the fight of relations or
& as Furnifhing grounds of judging with regard to
Jfiite of the diforder, or the probability of cure ?
“},; it 1s a favourable fymptom, if the patient fhews
w0, inftead of averfion; which latter is very often
in thofe who are not fo likely to recover.
+p1 after the occurrence which you have related, had
4ijetty an interview with the Queen ?
iilieve in the evening of that day, or the Jday after—1

]

g7 long did that interview laft 2
jguarter of an hour.
' you of opiniun that this interview was attended
gy prejudicial confequences, or the reverfe ?
‘fan form no opinion whether it was the one or the
A, beeanfe that night two blifters were applied to his
“Ity's legs, which, from the confequence of them
‘§wards, 1 helieve, were the occafion of his having a
i#oad night, and that his having feen her majelly had
nin ity but that is mere opinion.

& thefe the fame blifters which you have already
" jaoned before this committee ?

5 j—there have been no other fince I came.
JF & You of opinion, that the application of blifters is
,Aitary remedy in difocders of that nature ?

o

r

f

1 have had the greateft reafon to think fo, ¥ they
were not applied upon or near the head. .

Was you of opinion that the blifteis applicd to his
majefty’s legs, onthe evening of the day when he {aw
the Qu en, wasa pro er mealure? .

1 thought fo at that time, as T underftood two blifters,
that had been applisd at Wirdfor, did aot fhew that
they increafed his majefty’s irritability. .

Was it fettled at a confultation that thofe blifters
fhould be applied ? Yes,

Was there a fecond interview with the Queen ?—Xes.

When was that ?

It was while his majelly’s legs were bad from the
blifte 5, before they were at 1ll well.

Were there any bad effeéts produced from that inte. -
view ?

1do not know that there were, nor do T kesow that
there were any good, becaufe of the blifters irntating
him.

Do you recolle® any particular ci-comftance which
led you, in addition to your general reafoning upon the
fubject, to wifh the king to have an interview with fome
of his family ?

No other than f om his great uneafinefs and defire to
fee them—and the neceflity I think there is to have fuch
occurrences very frequently. i

Do you recolle@® any thing of the king having feen the
youngelt princefs before he faw the Queen ? Yes.

When { ——Juft before he fi {t {aw the Queen.

Did any thing arife from that circumftwnce, which
more particularly led to the interview with the Queen 2

He pe fuaded the princefs to promife him that fhe
would fetch the Quesn

Did he give any figns of much amxiety upoa the
ject of that requeft being complied with ?

Ve y great—infomuch that the meeting was extremely
Moving. ft

Do you recolle&, among other books, to have put the
tragedy of King Lear into the hands of the King?

Hi maje fty afked me to give him the tragedy of King
Lear. I told him it was improper. He rhendefi ed to
have Foote's plays, and Colman’s. I did not know that
Colman had put out an edition of King Lear, indeed I
had never read Colman's works, and whea I told it to
the Chancellor, he told me he wasas ignorant of itas I
was; and when I was charged by Dr. Warien for giv-
ing his majefty it, I thought I had not done it, and po-
fitively faid I had not; and, it being the {fame day that
De. Warren had charged me, ina moft extraordinary
manne -, for writing what I had not, and doing with a pe-
litical view what I did pot, I really thought that the
De&or had charged me as fallely with the one as in
the other ; and was very much furprifed, when I went
into the page’s room, to fee that King Lear was, I
think, in the third volume of Colman's works. But be
that as it may, it was of no confequence, for at that time
his majelty could :E& read three words in any book.

h'l'
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Was his majefty in a very irritated' ftate yefterday
morning ? :

I juft fiw hism.jsfty —1 lefr him about half paft feven |

o'clock, and be was not fo then, His majefty t ok hoid
of my hand, and fad, I (hould pot *go London ; and
complained: of miy having left him fo much in the Lt
weel,

At that time did you feel his mpjetty's pulfe *—I did,

i Jo what flate was it ? '

An icritated pufe—confiderab'y tao quick.

. Had the king a confidesiible faver upon him 2

A nervous fever, from ir.itability, more than from
any cther caufe, in my opimon.

Was his tongue much affeited

Yes, his tongue looked white; —but there are ap-
pearances of an afeflion of the nerves from the tan
that is rather of a diserent nature from that which is from
fever alone—in fheut, what appears in hyfteiical cafes.

How long were ‘you with his majelty ?

. About a minute ; not more. ;

Had you propofed to carry out hismajefly to take the
air yefterday, or the day before ?

<1 had an intention both days, becaufe fuchappearances
of feve: as I j.dged his mnjefty’s to be, are to be remaved
by am.{ement, more perbaps than by iny thing elfe.

. Had ihis Majefty been in a great perfpiration the night
befoie? - '

On the Satu day night he had; and that was the only
reafon that determined me not to take his Majefty out.

What phyfician attended on Sunday morning at Kew ?

Sir George Baker, I think.

- Did Sir George Baker and you agree on the impro-
priety of taking his majefty abroad after fuch a perfpi-
ration?

1 don't remember that we faid any thing about it.

At what time of the day did you determine againft his
majefty’s going out?

I behigve it was about two o'clock, but I am net fure.

Did you fee his majefty th's me:ning ?

1 did not——Ffaw one of the pages.

Was you at Kew time eno: gh to fee him laf¥ night?-

I faw him gotobed, and a long while before -
He went to bed extremey quiet and fenfibly, while I
was in the room laft n ght——avent to fleep a qua:ter
palt e'even, and waked a qi arter before feven, as 1.un-
derit ind flom the page and eae of the attendants.

- After you had permitted the King the ufe of a razer
and'penknife, what were the hadieffecls that you appre-
hended £ om his thinking that he had a right to do other
things
- HEI: majefty took it ill that T would not ler kim goup
ftairs to'fee his fami'y. and many othier th ngs, which
I found it would not be prudent to do.

Whetlier you have fince continved to ‘ndulge his ma.
jefty in the ufe of theazor and penknife # j .

‘Never fince, eittior ofti.ém, for the reafon T' have al-
ready. giveit. - 2 "

*

| views ?

| Is it only for fear he fhould afk for'other 1ib
whiclyyos think it p ope: 10 ref. fe him$——— Ye
Do yon think that the expe@ation of the lib
which the King might ca | for, wo..d be of mo:eud
to him than the wie of 1azo sand: penknives #
| To be { re, be.acfe the refuial, swould! irrit
much, and intreafe his difo;de~ e
Whathe: you vef fetothe Kipg all indu'gences wif
imay be fufely given, left he fhould demand the :
ought to.he refufed y .
| ldoa g eat many that may befafe’y given.
| Will you inform the Committee, whether vou |
fiequent'y indu'ged the Kingin the view of th
i chi dren, fince the inte. view you ment.on ¥
Not once. o .
Will you info m the Committee, whether, af
firft interview with the Q_een, the e was not a,
ft.ance made to you upon the impropriety of that ftefs
| Yes, there w s. e
Was it only made toyou by the phyficians, or cas
further? '
Only by the phyficians, as I know of.——1T h;
verfation with the Chan eor about it, and I te'
Chancellor, as I did the phyficians, that I imaging
thofe things were left to my judgment, and to be il
0’ not, as it appeard beft at the prefent moment. |
Did the Chancel'or encourage you in the vfe of
difcretion, without confultation with the phy ficiangs
tending on his majeit; ? ' e
The Chancel’or to'd me that T fhou!d confu't the i
phyficians as. muzh as I codd, b tthat I was to
my own line, and do as 1 had been-ufed to do withill
tients at home.- N
Whether any other ph fician, befides Dr. Warren§,
prefled his difapprobation of yeur indulging the K
in the' ufe of fhasp inftruments, and in: fleéling in

I do not know any, except Dr. Warren---1 do ne :
member. ks
Were any of the reft acquainted with thofe civcl
fances? B
Dr. Gifborne was prefent at the firlt interview with e
majefty. . g
How came the indulgence of the King in the fightf.
two of the Princeffes at the w'ndow to be fu thory, Wil
the: King expreiled fo much latisfaéton in it ? - 5
I can give no particular reafon for it: his majefty §
them as he pafed a'ong, and made a little ftop; @
| wndow was not open, and they were vp {tnirs.
What “was the occafion of the interview with f
Prin:efs Amelia? B
His majeity’s ea~neft defire, and thehope that it m
have fome good' effedt. 't
Whetlier the Princefs Ame'ia was brought into §
King's prefence, or on'y hewn at a windew * B
1led tle Piincefs Amelia into the room myfelf,
What happeried on the occafion? 1

1

. L
. L e

LL
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vas ext eme'y fond of her, and thewod the greateft
,pnrenuf aftect:on I ever{aw.

ais majefty {.ffer her to depa t willing'y ?

* willing'y, on condition that fhe brought the
e s majefty. :

£ avis the canfe why the interview with the Q_een
geontinue ‘onger than the time yo. have frated ?
afe his majeft; gave me his wo ditfhould be b.t
Een minutes.

fiyou quite (ure that his majeft;’s difcourfe did not
Bao edifo dered towa ds the end of that meeting,

Lhad been atthe beginning.

s not a judge, becacfe his majefty {poke in German

Wifentenes, which I did not underftand; but his

" took leave of the Q_een and Princefls very pro-

aithat reafon, that night, was it thought proper, on

fation, to have jecourfe to blifters, for the firlk
Hhiace your arrival ?

nake a reva fion. }

gt o:cafion was there that day more than before, to
secou (e.to that operation?

as determined by us in the mo:ning to put them on

ﬂh;r the King grew more compofed before thofe

& were put on ?

inot remember any thing about it,

Bither, after the Interview with the Queen, the [

ans did not remonftrate againit fuch interviews?
kieve they might.

ait fuch interviews at your difcretion? :
dthem, T believe, that I was fent for there in

ot think themfelves proper judges about it.
hatﬁh:mr were the blifters put on, after the firft
ten o'clock at night.

al coercion ufed on that night ¥

tnot remember,
yyou recollect ? 1
anot.—1I believe it might be the next day, or the
gght; 1am not fure ; it was about that time, and
42 very firft time it was ufed, Ibelieve.

ither you declared your intentionin perfifting inthe
ffuch indulgencies when you fhould think proper?

sfitainly did, by imylication.

708 give any notice, or confu't any phyficiany about
pand interview with the Queen ¢
anot remember,

ofen was the time of the fecond -interview with the

}
anot recolleél,

er majefty ? , :
#on the times that have heen mentioned.

I ie King been indu'ged with a view of his brothers

[ fm——Xo,

|
|
|
i

ou, at that time,tell them that you were refolved ||

so make ufe of my own difcretion, and that they.

= you indulged the King with any further interview
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1 Whether any, and what converfation, gave rifg‘-t'hftiﬁ!-‘
king's defi. e ot having the tragedy of Kipg Lear put'idto
his hands ? : -

1 do not know of any ; I never before read King Leac
in'my life. \

. Why did you reprefent it as improper to give the tra<
gedy of king Lear tothe king ? :

Becaule 1 did underfund the chavaéter of King Lear,
though I had not re.d ir.

Wereany of the King's phyficians, furgeons, or apos-
thecaries p efent, when the king called for Foote's of
Colman's plays ?

do not remember.

Whether the king did aflual'y read any part, howeve
fmall of Co!man's tragedy of King Lear?
|  Thad faid before that I did “not know it was there—

I did not fee him read it &t any time. '
Did you hear him refer to it ? I did.not.
Op the whole of your experience, for nearthirty years,
{ do you or do you nor, think, that in the management -
| perfons in his majefty’s fituation, though a general line
, of eonduét may be laid down, yet 'thit much good maj
' refult from occafional deviations from it, when made a
' the diferetion and under the conftant obfervation of &
| phyfician who is theroaghly converfant with this {pecigs
i of complaint ? '
| Wery certainly. - : ' :

Do you think that fuch deviations not being allowed
to fuch phyfician may greatly retard the cure ? ;

1 am very much of that opinion. :

Do you recolleé whether you ever to'd Dr. Warren
| previous to yeftérday morning, that his majefty bad afked
for the play of King Lear, and that you had refufed to
comply with the requeft, as improper, before you brought
his majefty the voliime of Colman’s plays ? 5

I réally do not remember.

Dr. Wiillis having informed the committee, that from
his knowledge of his majefty’s fenfe of religion, he ‘has
greiter hopes that he will, with a proper refignation,
refleét upon what it has pleafed God to have afffiéted
him with w hether Dr, Willis grounds thofe hopes
upon obferving that his majefty is net writated by being |
fenfible of his fituation ? :

I do net underftand the queftion.

Have you obferved that the kiug has appeared at all
fenfible of his fitbation ?

Very much fo; and more particularly lately, within
thele few days. '

‘What time do you mean by a few days?

Within this week——but fmere fo laft nights

How come you now to be enabled to anfwer pofitively,
on being afked whether his majéfty appeared fenfible of
his fituation, that he has been very much fo within® thig
week paft, wWhen on Saturday laft*‘you faid you ‘wids |
not fire'that hé'had been fenfible'of it - PR

By his fitnation now, I mean bothhis majefty”s fituation

as King, and his indifpofition, taken together ;—com-
plaining of his being confined in one room; when he has
otheg
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ather places that he might be in '=<pot to dine where he
lies j=—and that he fhould be desms=d®a perlon fo Jn-
difpofed, as not to be fuffered Lo be his own mafter ! —
all which prevented him, his majefty told me laft night,
from ever thinking of tak'ng the reins of government.
. Is the committee to.underftand flom you, tha thofe
forts of complaiats have been made by huis Majefty enly
once, or frequently ?

They have been rade vaguely frequent'y, but not to
make one underftand that-he was (enfible of his indif-
pofition, and the confequences of it. ‘

Then, in point of faét, Dr, Willis, till laft night, had
no reafonable ground to attribute any fympt ms in his
waajefty's diforder to his recolleétion of his fituation ?

I do not attnibute any of his {ymptoms to his recol-
Jeftion of. his diforder; T do not remember that I ever
didl.

Have his ‘majefty’s {pirits appeared deprefled or irri-
tm{f }b}r this confcieufnefs, if in point of faét, it did
exi

Not at all, as I know of ; they are rather the confe-
quenges of irritation, than the caufe of them.

Do you remember to have written, on the sth of this
month, a letter containing the following paragraph :
¢ His majefty can talk of and be kept to any fubject in
general much better than herctofore ; but is more fuhject
to gufts of paffion upon any trifling contradiftion, unlefs
1 or my fon are prefent ; and this I rather attribute to his
majefty’s being more fenfible of himfelf and fituation ?'*

Yes, I did write it, and think it

To whom was that letter written ?

1 fancy it was to the Prince of Wales,

Did that letter commence by faying, I am forry I
omnot give your Boyal Highnefs (o good an account this
morning as 1 gave you when I laft did myfelf the honour
to write to your Royal Highnefs;” and then did the jara-
graph laft guoted follow ?

It d'd; the ieafon of that letter commencing with thofe

words was, his majeflty having had a very bad night,
which the report to his Royal Highnefs would painly
fhew ; but which bad night did not at all prove that I had
a worle opinion of his majelty’s recove.y, though I
could not give {o favourable an account as I had fome
« aays befo e, when his majefty had had two or three very
good nights; and Itho. ght it ne.effacy togive his Rojal
Highnefs my opinion of his majefty’s {tate feparate from

his bad n ght. - :

Then yon, in faying that his m.jefty ¢onld talk of and
be Kkept to any {ubject in general much better referred
to his majefty’'s general fituation ?

.. To his fit.ation at that time, becaufe the exacerbations
of foch diforders do not weaken 1o general the under-
ftand ng ‘n thofe cafes: but as the patient recovers, we
often find! that the unde ftanding 1s ftrengthened after
each, efpezially if the tme betwixt each is lengthened :
which has bcen the gafz of his majefty for this laft three
weeks or a moath, I think; for though his majefty has |

§

;s
) ' :

gufts of pafion, and is eafily irritated, yet they aff
very fhortduration, in comparifon to what they wer

Were thofe gufts of paffion of thorter duratiom
they had been, when you wiote this ietter to the Prj
on the sth of January ? _

Ye:y much fo. iy,

Were they moreor lefs frr quent at that tim=2?

Acco ding as th= people w.o were with him
ftood how tu fpeak to him, they were mo e of
quent. g . . ;

But, in poiot of fadt, were they moce or lefs £ equil*

Lefs frequent I think, too, )

Dr. Willis having taken a diftinétion with regage
his firning the accounts fent o St. jmes’;—will_
form the Committee whether he does not hold himfe
fponfible for the truth of the accounts he fends tof:
Roval Highnefs the Prince of Wales, which he
alone, and that they fhall cemtain the real ftate uff
King sfituation ? . | E

To he fure. |

Will you inform the Committee why yon inform
Royal Highnefs, on the sth of January, that his m:
was more {ubjet to gufts of pafiion upon any tr§
contradiftion, unlefls ysu or your fon was prefent a
time, than before—when you now inform the Comn
that thofe gufis of paflion were then lefs frequent
they had been.

His majefty began to feel himfelf more in his owrg
ation as King, and could not bear te be contradiéti
well by either pages or attendants, and confeq
would break ont in gufts of paMon upon things
did for him, perhaps not in a manner that his mig.
thought became them, and which they had ufed tf
felves to when his majefty was rot fowell. .

Is it to this that you attribute the guftsof paffic
ing then more frequent, asdeferibed ¢ i

Yes—and it required a more delicate behaviow
it hadalone before.

Then your laving obferved thofe circumftances,
ly, the frequent gufts of palfion, in his majefty
that his majefty felthumfelf morein his own fituat)
King, fo as te make a more de icate behaviour nec
to him ; and having, on the sth of Jamn:Fr_. infll.
his Royal Highnefs that you attributed fuch guf
paffion to his majefty being more fenfibe of
felf and fitnation ;——you will now inform the conf#
tee why you declared yourfelf, on Saturday Jaft, of
be fure that his Majefty had been fenfible of the 1
of his.illnefs; and why now you have info
committee that it has been within this week onl
more particularly lafk night that you have | erceivediie
i')rrngms or effeéls ?

is fituation, as king, is different from the nato§,
his illnefs. . .

Do you not mean, when yen ftate the King in
lettér to be more fenfib'e of himfelf and fituation,
was fen b'ebothof his being Kine, and of the ci
ftances which muft bring to his mind his malady 2

=4 L



. No: Imean being King, and being confined in a room.
. Then have you, or have you not, feen in the King any
dymptoms «f his recolieftion of his malady ?
1 think I did, particularly laft nizhe.
Did you never sfore laftnight ?
I may have faid that I thought I had, but T am net
| fore.
fll Whether the converfation you had with his majefty
P laft nizht has not now led you to he more certain that,
i on former vecafions, his majefty was, in faét, fenfible of
i the natare of his illnefs, though, ar the time, thar cir-
o« cumft wice was only vaguely hinted at by his majelty, or
|ﬁ:ﬁjtﬂllfﬂd by oun?
Much more fo. .
<= 1Isthe committee to underftand that, previons te the
gthof January, the exacerbations of his majelty” diforder
*were more ftrong and more frequent, though his majefty
smight become, at that time, from the realon you have
: already given, more fubjeétto particu’ar gufts of paffion

Veneris, 9° Die

Again called
' WHETHER your fon, Dr. John Willis, is a phy-

ffician ?

~ Hetook his degrees at Edinburgh about thirteen or
ffourteen years age—has praflifed phyfic ever fince—
Fhe was bred up at Oxford—ftudied phyfic there fift
sand was afterwards four or five years at Edinburgh.
How long has he sttended his Majefty

He came the Thur{day afeer I came—I came on the
AiFriday,

‘Has he been confulted as a phyfician fince he has
trended at Kew ?

Asto the medicines—and, though he has not fign-
the report, alwavs was ¢onfulted about ir?

Was Dr, John Willis ever confulted by the other
yficians in forming any préfciiption for medicine to

H
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. upon any trifling contradiétion, unlefs you or your fo
| was prefént ? :
I' Yes, certainly. : '

Do you mean to fay, that the obfervation you mad
uon his majefty laft nigh, could at all have affecte
any. opinion you made, on the sth inftant.—Not at all

Why you, having obfe ved, as yon Rate in you
letter to his royal highnefs on the ¢th inftant that YO
did, that his majefty’s frequent g of paffion wer
to be aitributed to his majefty” being - more fenfib'e ¢
himfelf .and fituativn—why you informsd the com
| mittee, on Satwiday lafty that you had new lefs appre
henfions with refpect to the confequences of his mijefty’
refleéting upon his illnefs, than when you was éxamine
before the former commititee ?

Baecanie I was then better acquainted with: his majefty’
principles, and notions of religion, than I was before

Withdrew.

!

" ExaMiNaTron relative to Dostor JOHN WILLIS,

Januarii, - 1489.

The Reverend Doftor FR ANCIS rWLL LS, T

iny and afked,

| Has he ever fi
Several,
Feor his Majeity ? .
I think fo—am pretty fure fo—there never was any
prefeription without his being there, . '
“Then you underftand that all the other phyficians
confider Dr, John Willis, and aft with him, as a
phyliciam attending on his Majefly, and not an affit-
to.you in the care of the King ?
I underftand as a phyfician. .
Why has Dr. John Willis never figned the Report
fent to St. James's ?
I never knew any reafon.
By “whofe direftion was Dr. John Willis fummon-
ed to atrend his Majefty ¢
I underfiood, by the Privy

gned his name to any one prefcription;

|

! 'lgivrn,tq his Majefty 2
"1 1 think I anfwered before that he was,

Council—Lord Sydney
Wh 1

{ent the letter,
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1y, Dr. John Willis had defirod Dr, Warren, when

B, - John Wilhis 10 fuch prefeiiption,.
itm, Dr. John Willis, to do fo, Dr. Warren, know

g thav D Jihe Willis had been educated ar Ox
Phurd; and had tiken a dolor’s degree

Y Edinburgh,
nd had praésiled phyfic for thireea or fouricen years
Bnce he took that digree, would have made the fame
sbjedtion to. ndding fuch initials, or permitting them

[

126 be added tothe prefeription, as he would have dope
if the Turgeans andiapoinecaties, all or any of than,

dad made the e requelt as to their own initials 2

.i "The queftion muft have been, whether Dy, John

illis was aushiorized to a8 there as a phyfician.

.+ Confidering the circumfiances of Dr. Jobn Willis’s

ittendance upon his Majelty, and that he is a phy-
ician who has been eduvated, and has taken a de.
ree, in the manper mentioned m the lafk quefiion—

6 Dr. John Willis had made fuch a requeft with re-
gpetl to his initials,

thould Dr.
Lan imgertinent requefi #
Certainly—unlels he wa

Warren have thought

s confidered as refponfible

_'Fhen does Dr, Warren confider the other phyficians,
fany, who have put the initials, or permitted the
aitials of Br. John Willis to be put, to their prefcrip.
tons, has having done, or foffered to be done, an im-
roper aét, cnnﬁdcring the circumftanees under which
r. John Willis attends his Majefty ¢

I canonly anfwer for my own conduét—I think I
tou’'d not be ealled upon to judge of otheis,

lfe: ivas writingthe prefcription; to. pu the initials of
or to permit

L

Edinburgh, and the faét of having praflifed. as 2
phyfician for 13 or 14 vears paft?

J;"h.t propriety of putting the ipitials down muft
depend upon. the refponfibility of the perfon,

Whether, the feveral circumftances mentioned in
[ the foregoing queftions being duly mtended to, if Dr.
Joho Willis. had this marning, afked Dr, Warren’s
permiffion to' pur his initials to a prefcription, Drs
Warren.would this morning have refufed to give fuch
permiffion 2
Degrees in phylic give no authogity, to pra@ife -in
ondon,, or within f{even miles of London—there ig
no other qualification than thar of being a fellow. o,
licentiate, of the College of phyfic ans.—If the oire
cumftance of being about his Majefty induced me 1o

think him refponfible for the medicines, I thould have
put the initials down,

In point of fa, due attention being paid to all'the.
circumftances relative to Dr., John Willis’s  attend -
ance upon  his Majefty, would Dr. Warren this.
morning have refufed to permit the initials of Dr..
John Willis to be put to a prefeription, upon the

‘convichon of his (Dr. Warren’s) mind that thofe
‘cireumftances, do not make him refponfible in fuch a
degree as to make it {ufficiently proper that thofe in-
itials fhould be put; and whether the faCtof his Ma-
jefty’s being at Kew would' induce Dr. Warren to-
form an epinion upon the propriety of giving f{uch
permitlion, different fiom the opinicn which he
might have on fuch propriety if his Majefty was aes

1f Dr. Warren

afivering for his own conduét, if it had been

fuch
ar he wou'd have done an im

preper aclt, confider-

ich Dr. Jochn Willis
nds his Mijefty ?

I thould never cenfider

it as a permiffion, unlefs I
d' been afked w

hether his initials fhould. be put
written by the pre. |

Wibing phyfician afrer the prefcription “has  been

treed to, and the ini
YWhether, if Lis peimiflion tad been afked, when
grefeription was writren by himfelf, orany other of
s Majefty’s phyficians, to put the initials of Dr.
bbn Willis to fuch prefeription, topether with his
#0 name; and if he had given that permiffion, Dr..
farren, anlwering for his own conduclt, would have
ughr he had done an improper aft in giving his
'Bion, confidering the circumftances under which
John Willis atends his Majefty, and confiderin

had permitted the initials of Dr. |
sohn Willis to be put to a prefcription, does he

tials not particularly examined, |}

£ eircumftance of his education ar Oxfurd, the faé |

! his hut‘ing taken the degree of doftor of: phyfic at “

Windfor?

The rule to guide me, whether the initial of a.

think || perfon atrending his. Majefty fhould be putdown to
) || a prefeription,

muft be my being informed that thar
perfon is pur about the King by proper-authority,

Has Dr, Wairen, in poiatof fadt, written many. of
the prefevipe ans for his Majefly, and. fubfcribed the
initials of the other phyficians ? '

I have not written many fince his Majefly came toy
Kew ; but when Lhayve w itten,, I have put down. the
initiuls of the phyficians prefent, : :

Whether you know thar a- lebterwas {ent’ byt Lord!
Sydney to biing Dr. John Wiillis to toven 3°
know of. no fuch thing as-a-leteer written by Lord
Sydney.

Do you Know in: what menner Dr. John Willis.
was feat for to arrend the Kiog ?

Lconlulred the Chancellor and Mr, P
pricty ofDr. Willis's ferva
were fent for with the confent of the Chancellor and*
M. Pitt—Dr. Willis wrore the letter, and, 1 believe,,
Ladyifed bim to fend for his fon to affif him.

it on the pro-
nts being fent for—They

Has
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