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[ 27 7]

unjuftifiable and extravagant in its aims,
ftepped boldly forward, and threatened
to impeach the whole official condué& of
the Prefident. The Gentlemen who profefs
to arraign the meafures of the Prefident’s
government, cannot {it filent under the
opprobium of having rafhly difturbed the
Pe:accful labours of a Society, inftituted
for better purpofes than the purfuit of
private quarrel, and the agitation of con-
tentious debate. They find it neceffary
to declare who they are; of what abufes
they complain; and by what fair and
honourable means they would feek to
sedrefs them. They find an appeal to
the Public, upon thefe articles, neceflary,
on account of the controul that is laid
upon the freedom of debate in the meet-
ing room of the Society. They have
recourfe, as to the laft refort of Englith~
mep, to the freedom of the Prefs. They
are fenfible that it will be for their ad-
vantage, however contrary to their feel-

' ings,
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ings, to transfer their caufe from the
bar of their own Society, where it might
have been for the intereft of the Prefi-
dent to have fuffered it to be tried, to
the bar of the Public; at which all
caufes, once brought to it, are fure to
receive, foon or late, a fair decifion. They
are confcious that it will foon be made
appear to the Public, what is already
well known in the Society, that their
number is neither fo fmall, nor theit
fituation fo low, nor their charaers {o
infignificant, as to create a prejudice
againft any bufinefs of which they are
the promoters. Their number is not
lefs than five-fixths of the true effe@ive
members of the Royal Society; five-
fixths of thofe who conftantly attend its
meetings from an attachment to its pur-
Juits. By their literary fame, and by
the «rank which they hold in liberal and
venerable profeffions, they conceive that
the Public will allow them fome title to

B 2 refpect;
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charged, for fome years, by Dr. Charles
Hutton, Profeflor of Mathematics in the
Royal Military Academy of Woolwich.
On the 20th of November, the Prefident
fummoned his Council for the purpofe, as
afterwards appeared, of depriving Dr.
Hutton of his office. This purpofe was ef-
fe@ed byarefolutionof the Council, which
was faid to be a method of /etting down the
Doélor eafy; namely, that it was expe-
dient for the foreign Secretary to refide
conftantly in London. In this refolution,
which was fupported by an Znflnuation
only of a negligence on the part of Dr.
Hutton, in the duties of his office; the
Council unanimoufly concurred; with
the exception only of the Aftronomer
Royal, who defired that his friend might
be heard before he was difmiffed, and of
Mr. Maty, one of the principal Secreta-
ries, who out of duty to one of the firft
principles of equity, feconded the Aftro-
nomer’s requeft,

Dr.
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Dr. Hutton conceiving himfelf to have
been affronted by this refolution of the
Council, of which the purport was
too plain not to be underftood, came
to the Society, on the 27th of Novem-
ber, and refigned his place, in a fpeech,
which, though couched in modeft words,
and apparently conveying no more than
an ordinary refignation, ftrongly fpoke
the language of injured merit.

On Monday December 111, the Society,
affembled for the anniverfary election of
the Council and officers, was furprifed
to find the name of the Aftronomer Royal
omitted in the lift of the intended Coun-
cil. Their furprife was the greater, be-
caufe no gentleman of eminence in the
fame branch of fcience was fubftituted
in his place. The Aftronomer’s friends
conceived, that whatever might be pre-
tended, his independent conduct in
council was the real caufe of his dif-

miffion. Their indignation was inflamed,
6 and
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the Society without their thanks. That
unlefs f{pecific accufations were fet up
inftead of vague and general infinuations ;
the general merit of Dr. Hutton’s
{cientific character would be the only cir-
cumftance which ought to influence the
ballot. An attempt was made to get rid
of the bufinefs by the previous queftion.
This was reje¢ted by a majority of five,
the numbers being 33 and 28; after
which the main queftion was carried by
five, the numbers being 30 and 23.

No fooner was the meeting broken
up, than the Prefident fummoned a
Council for the Wednefday following ;
perhaps it would be more accurate to
to fay, he would have fummoned one;
the fact is, that neither the Prefident, nor
the Secretary, -nor the clerk, nor any
officer, nor any fervant of the Society,
was informed of the aual refidence of
Mr. Brander, whom the Prefident had

! put
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put into Council upon the fuppofition
that he lived in London; whereas for
fome time paft he has retired to his
country feat on the coaft of Hamptfhire.

For want of this information no fum-
mons could be fent to that Gentle-
man, and for that reafon no f{tatuteable
Council could be held. However a fuf-
ficient number affembled; a number
which might have been fufficient but
for the informality of the meeting. The
company paid no attention to a defence
which Dr. Hutton had fent in writing to
the Secretary ; and although no fpecial
matter of complaint was alleged againft
him, it was thought proper to declare
that the refolution of the former Coun-
cil was a very wife one, and ought to be
inforced.

The fequel faewed how little thefe
meafures were calculated to reftore the

peace of the Society ; the end which the
C 2 Prefident -
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¢ letters I ever received, and fent them
¢ to be laid before Council too according
“ to article 3d of the agreement. And
«¢ the rcafon why no anfwers are entered
¢ in a book as required by that article, is
¢ as follows : In the firft place then, I
¢ never received any but three letters; I
“ know of no more; andthefe weregiven
“ to me by the clerk, who faid he had
* them from the Secretary to deliver to
““me. Now the firft two of thefe three
¢ were given me at the fame time, being
¢ a5 it were but one letter, written at the
¢ fame time by the fame party: it was
¢¢ from the college of Cambridge in the
<« American States, confifting of twoparts ;
“¢ the one part was only to return thanks
¢ to the Royal Society for a prefent of the
¢ Aftronomer Royal’s printed book of ob-
‘¢ fervations, and the other part was to an~
‘¢ nounce a paper of aftronomical obferva-
“ tions fent at the fametime from the Col-
““ lege to the Society. Now as the firft of
¢ thefe two parts could require little or no

3 “ anfwer,
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“ anfwer, I delayed anfwering them till
« their paper of obfervations thould pafs
“ the Society and Council, that I might
¢ be able to inform the College as to the
« fate of it, whether it was to be printed
“ or not; and Iafked Dr, Matkelyne from
“ time to time if it had paft the Council,
¢ which as foon as I knew of, and had
“ provided the means of tran{mitting my
* anfwerto the Collegethrough the hands
“ of a friend at New York, (for we were
* then at war with America) I prepared
“ my anfwer, and fent it by the clerk to
““ be laid before Council for their ap-
“ probation, with the original letter to
‘¢ which it was an anfwer. The clerk ac-
“ cordingly delivered it to Mr. Planta in
* Council, for that purpofe; but he,
« without laying my anfwer before the
“ Council, returned it to the clerk to give
“ it me back again, faying, that it did not
‘¢ fignify now, as he himfelf had anfwered
¢ it.  So much ‘then for the anfwer to
¢ the twin letter. ‘'The only other letter

¢ that
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¢ tending members; but if loft, or even
¢¢ if not gained by a great majority, would
¢ be more humiliating to the Prefident
¢ than his opponents could defire. That
¢ it would be to his friend’s honhour to
“ withdraw a motion fo indelicate, and
‘¢ in faét fo nugatory: which could never
“ be effective to palliate, or remove
¢¢ charges which had never been invefti-
¢¢ gated, and that he was certain enquiries
“ and debates would not be ftopped by
¢ a temporary effort of this kind; by a
“¢ fhadowy compliment, which the Prefi-
¢¢ dent had been led to defire from the
¢¢ adulation of followers, and the par-
¢¢ tiality of admirers, who had deluded him
¢ into falfe notions of his own dignity :
¢ that he wifhed not to fee the Prefident’s
¢ dignity fo committed as it muit be by
% fucha queftion; that his official charac-
¢ ter could reft on no fuch bafis; that it
¢ depended neither on his rank, fortune,
““ nor friends ; but on his perfonal quali-
¢ ties, his fpecial good condudt, and

3 ¢ above
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“ cufation againft the Prefident, which
¢ Dr. Horfley, or any other Gentleman
¢ in the Society, miay think proper to
‘“ bring forward. When thefe are all
‘¢ gone through, but not before, the
“ Society will be ripe to form a judg-
““ ment concerning the prefent quef-
“ tion; and to declare, Whetber they will
“« fupport the Prefident in bis office or not.
«« Without fuch a courfe of inquiry the
‘¢ prefent motion, if carried, can do the
¢¢ Prefident no honour; becaufe it will
“ be carried without a fufficient know-
ledge of the grounds and merits of the
« queftion. But, if thefe inquiries are
* fet on foot, they may turn out very
¢ much to the Prefident’s advantage, and
*¢ give general fatisfattion to all un-
biaffed and impartial members of the
¢ Society, Forit may happen, that the
¢ charges of mifconduc, that will be
““ brought againft him, may be thewn to
¢ be falfe, or may not fufficiently be
“ proved to be true; or, laftly, if they

¢ are
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¢¢ {hould think it my duty to oppofe the
«¢ prefent queftion. But to judge of the
¢¢ full merits of the queftion, the Prefi-
¢ dent’s condu& fhould be examined, in
‘¢ every inftance in which it hath been
¢ arraigned. But as this would draw us
‘¢ in to very long difcuffions, I am con-
¢ tented to confine myfelf at prefent to
¢¢ the fingle article of his unjuftifiable in-
¢t terference in the eleion of candidates :
““ and upon this I muft entreat a patient
¢ hearing, as I conceive it to be an open
“¢ invafion of our chartered rights, and an
¢ abufe which calls for fome immediate
‘¢ remedy. It is aninvafion of our char-
¢ tered rights; becaufe in effect it takes
¢¢ the ele€tion of candidates out of the
“¢ hands of the Society, in which the char-
“¢ ters place it; it leaves only the fhadow
“ of an election, while the admiflion or
¢¢ exclufion of any candidate is made to
¢ depend upon the fingle will of the
¢« Prefident. Sir, I would not be under-
‘¢ ftood to fay, that the Prefident is to
¢ be abridged of a right which isex-

‘¢ ercifed
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¢« Henry Clarke, of Manchefter. Ms.
<« Henry Clarke is a gentleman of the
¢« moft unblemithed chara&er in life, a
«« mathematician of the greateft emi-
‘¢ nence. Sir, when I fay that Mr.
¢¢ Clarke is an eminent mathematician,
“ my meaning is not merely that his
“ reading in mathematical fubjects is
¢ yery extenfive—that he has ftudied
¢ the moft difficult books——that he is
“ verfed in the moft abftrufe parts of
¢« the fublime mathematics —that he
¢« knows every thing that is to be learnt
¢ from books, or from mafters. This,
¢¢ Sir, is not what I call eminence in
¢ mathematics. Nor is this the merit
¢¢ that I afcribe to Mr. Clarke. Sir, I
¢ affirm that Mr. Clarke ranks as an
“ INVENTOR in mathematics. He
¢ has furnithed new Compendia of Calcu-
““ lation in the great bufinefs of finding
¢ fluents from fluxions. Perhaps, Sir,
¢ Gentlemen on the other fide may be
““ inclined to combat this affertion ; per-
‘¢ haps they will tell me, that however

“ highly
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¢ ing engaged in an unfortunate review :

¢ (I muft take fthame to myfelf) I took

¢ away the letter, and kept it for fome

<« months. Now, Sir, for the fifth let-

¢ ter; it appears, by a note upon it, J

¢ believe in your own hand-writing, [ Pre-

fident. In my hand-writing, Sir, but that
is two years ago]: °° no matter how long;

¢« itappears, Lfay, thatit waskepttill fome-

¢¢ body fhould be found to undertake the

‘¢ meteorogical correfpondence propofed

¢¢ in it, That perfon is not found yet: but

‘¢ kept or not, Dr. Hutton never faw it ;

« indeed, it was not even mentioned to
«¢ either of the Councils, nor do I be-
«¢ lieve, though this I cannot affirm, that

¢ it was in the book when Dr. ‘Hu;:_‘top,
< who was difmified the 18th uf No-

¢« yember, called at the houfe th: 17th

¢ of Ogtober . to fee what buﬁnefs there
« was for him. Thus much thcn for

_J“ the heavy part of the charge, thr.: five
““letters. 1 come now to the 15 pre-
<< fents (thefe appeared to me to be. eight
¢ when I looked into the bc_:c;k.:_. this
L fhc}'rning,
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 morning, but I will allow them to be
“ 15) acknowledged in one day. Here,
« 8ir, T allow myfelf at a'lofs fora de-
‘¢ fence. I muft leave it to Dr. Hutton, or
“ valeant quantum valere poffunt. 1 would
“ however appeal to the gentlemen bred
“ in our univerfities, 'to’ the gentlemen
“ of the army, to the gentlemen ufed to
“¢ the difcipline of anyTiberal focietyundeér
¢ the fun, and afk them how much they
“* ought to avail. Sir, their anfwer will be,
“ that fuppofing the whole true, it is
¢ not a charge for which a good-natured
“ man would raife his voice to his black
¢ fervant ; much lefs what fhould caufe
« the affociates of onc of the firft ma-
«¢ thematicians in Europe to difmifs him
“ unﬁear& from the hard earnings,

« whwh “for ought the contnvcr 'of the
e wrnngs, whoever he may be,” might
¢ know, he might want to fapport his
KL faﬂn]y "The’ Society however, ' Sir,
. “« will _}'udgf.‘ as they pleafe ; for myfelf,
« th:}ugh 1 will blame no fingle man,
| “ thnugh I'amready to allow it was an
3 “act
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¢ ying faid this much upon the genecral
¢ queftion, the Accountant-General was
¢¢ really unwilling to obferve upon the de-
*¢ fence which had been brought forward;
¢ perhaps it might be unneceflary ; per-
“¢ haps the gentleman who had made the
¢ motion might be willing to withdraw
¢¢ it; he would afk him if he was.”

Mr. Baron Maferes. ¢ Sir, my motion
*¢ having been figned by eleven other
¢ refpeCtable members of this Society, I
“ do not conceive myfelf at liberty to
¢ withdraw it without their concurrence ;
““but if I was, I do not feel myfelf in
““ the leaft inclined to do fo; for after
* attending to all that has been faid, I
““ am thoroughly fatisfied that no charge
‘“ whatever lies againft my friend Dr.
“ Hutton.”

Mr. Anguifb. < That being the cafe,
¢ Sir, I am at liberty to go on with my
¢ obfervation, and conceive that the de-

Q ¢« fence
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¢ turn which the debate has taken, and
¢« the feelings thereby ftirred up in my
“¢ breaft, perfuade me not to give a filent
¢ vote. |

¢ If the Society will have the indul-

¢¢ gence to hear me, I fhall take the li-
“ berty of adverting to two collateral
¢« queftions, which have been made by
¢ the learned gentleman over againft me,
¢ for the fake of putting them entirely
¢« out of the cafe, and of fhortly anf{wer-
¢ ing fome of the pofitions laid down
¢ by him, in defcanting upon them,
¢« which I conceive to be founded in mif-
¢ take. The firft of thefe quettions is,
¢¢ that the matter under our immediate
‘¢ confideration, is in fat a perfonal at-
¢ tack upon you, and fo intended by
¢ the gentlemen who have brought it
¢ forward ; and the fecond, that fuch
‘ affairs as the appointment, controul,
“ or difmiffion of the foreign fecretary,
¢« and the like, are exclufively within the
A¥ pro=
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* has not even the flighteft tinge of fuch
% an appearance.

* With regard to the fecond queftion
“ made by the learned Gentleman I
*“ hope to thew that he is ftill more
¢ palpably miftaken, notwithftanding he
*“ is fupported in it by another learned
* Gentleman * of the fame high fituation
¢ with himfelf in an honourable profef-
* fion, the doctrines of which, I perfuade
* myfelf, cannot maintain the points
s infifted upon by them. They have
¢¢ both aflerted, with no {fmall degree of
¢« warmth, that the Society at large can
¢ have no right to interfere in this mat-
*¢ ter ; becaufe, they fay, we have nothing
¢« to do with our own eftate or our pe-
¢¢ cuniary concerns. They feem to me,
¢« both of them, induftrioufly to ufe this
¢ argument f{o as to beg the queftion for
¢ the fake of the inference. And they
*¢ muft be well aware, that they could not
¢ otherwife employ it with any effect.

* Mr. Hollord.
'L I
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¢ an a& of injuftice is not to be rec-
¢ tified ? Will it not rather be the opi-
¢* nion of this liberal Society, that even
¢ if Dr. Hutton’s other bufinefs did
¢ prevent his being at the Houfe of
¢ the Royal Society, fo often as the
¢ duties of his office were underftood
¢ by the Prefident and Council to re-
¢ quire ; he ought at leaft to have been
¢¢ admonifthed; to have been afked,
¢ whether he could make it convenient
“ to attend more frequcntly; or to have
“ been told what was alleged againft
¢ him, and called upon for his defence,
¢¢ before being difmiffed from his office,
¢ deprived of his falary, wounded in
‘¢ the pride of his honour, and difgraced
‘¢ in the eyes of the world ?

- % Sir,, I will not weary the Society
‘‘:with a recapitulation of reafons, which
‘* convince my underftanding, that it is
‘¢ fit and neceflary to admonifh the Prefi-
‘¢ dent and Council to reconfider what
#¢ they have done. | My vote willnot be

¢ directed









[ 136 ]

His friends were prepared to cry, No,
No. But Dr. Horfley rofe, and told the
Prefident, * that he was not at liberty to
¢ put that queftion. That the new ftatute
 ordains, that any motion delivered in
‘¢ writing to the Secretary, {ubfcribed by
“ not lefs than fix Fellows, m#/? be hung
“ up in the meeting-room for a fortnight,
¢ and muft be put toa ballot. That the
“ Society, bythe force of this ftatute, were
“ left without the power of a previous ne-
¢ gative.” The Prefident’s friends feemed
unwilling to admit this conftruction of the
new law. Dr.Horfley infifted on the letter
of the ftatute, which he faid ** he was very
« willing to accept in its fair and obvious
« conftruction.—He thought the regula-
¢t tion a wife one.—He confeffed it would
“ be unreafonable, that the Society fhould
¢ ever be troubled with the difcuflion of a
¢ queftion, which no fix members would
““ approve. But if the ftatute was to be
‘“ made the engine of defpotifm ; if it was
“ to be twifted, by arbitrary conftruétions,

11 to
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¢ the fecond refolution.” He then faid,
¢ That he had heard Mr. Maty, the Se-
¢ cretary, declare and complain, that the
<« Prefident had on one occalion defired
“ him to black-ball a particular perfon,
¢ who was a candidate for a fellowfhip
¢ of the Royal Society, a few minutes
‘¢ before the balloting begun; and that
““ he, Mr. Maty, had thereupon told the
¢ Prefident, that he could not comply
¢ with his requeft, becaufe the candidate
¢¢ was a re{pectable perfon and his friend,
¢ and that he had promifed to vote for
‘ him: upon which the Prefident re-
¢ plied with fome furprize ; What, then !
“am I deferted by my affeflors 2’ He
further faid, < That Mr. Maty had
¢ added, that, on a fecond occafion, fomé
¢« months after the former, the Prefident
‘¢ had again defired him, a little before
¢ the balloting for a fellowthip of the
6 Rp}"al Society had begun, to black-
““ ball the candidate; to *_.#hir:h he had
* made the like anfwer of refufal as be-

' « fore ;
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but obferved, that the whole converfa-
tion was clofed with a menace, which
the learned Baron had omitted, ¢ Per-
“¢ haps, Sir, this may be a bufinefs for
the Council.” Mr. Baron Maferes faid,
¢ Very true, I recolleét that Mr. Maty
¢ mentioned words to that effe.” So
that the whole variety between the two
relations of the Baron and Dr. Horfley
lay in the difference between thefe two
forms of expreflion, * Ohho! I under-
¢ ftand you now, Mr. Maty,” and ¢ Oh
““ ho! Mr. Maty, now we underftand one
“¢ another.” The Gentlemen on the other
fide contended, that this flight difference
invalidated their whole teftimony to the
fa&t. The Prefident maintained, that the
words afcribed to him, upon the fecond
occafion, were {o very foolifh and impro-
per that he could not have made ufe of
them. In this argument the premifes were
too clear to be denied, though many were
inclined to doubt of the conclufion: ‘The
Prefident however confefled, that he might

fay













































