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The Committee appointed to examiiné
the Phyficians who have attended
His Majefty, during His Illnefs,
touching ths prefent State of His
Majefty’s Health; and to feport fuch
Examination forthwith to the Houfe;

AVE, purfuant to the Order of the
Houfe, proceeded to examine the faid
Phyficians,

They alfo proceeded to fome Length in
examining, with refpet to the Situation in
which Dr. John Willis has attended His
Maijefty; and from fuch ®xamination are of
. Opinion, that he comes within the Order
of Reference to this Committee: But as
his Examination might have greatly pro-
trated their Proceedings, and as they have
Reafon to fuppofe Dr. Willis, Senior
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"The Hopes I now entertain are’ founded
‘exaltly upon the fame Ground upon which
they were when I formerly gave my Opi-
nion.

Can Sir Lucas Pepys now form any Judg-
ment, or probable Conjecture, of the Time
that His Majefty’s Illnefs is likely to
laft? |

I can neither form Judgment or probable
Conjecture of the Time that His Majefty’s
Difeale is likely to laft,

Whether, in His Majefty’s Diforder, Sir
Lucas Pepys fees any prefent Signs of Con-
valefcence ¢ |

On the 27th of December, in the Even-
ing, I qfﬁaw His Majefty in fuch a Calm,
and approaching towards a rational State,
I was in Hopes, had it continued, Signs of
Convalefcence would foon, have ‘appeared ;
thofe good Symptoms appeared only for
an Hour; fince which I have feen no Signs
of approaching Convalefcence,

- .

Are there any aQual Symptoms at pre-
fent, which leads Sir Lucas Pepys to enter-
tain more or lefs favourable Hopes of His
Majefty’s - Recovery, than he has hitherto
had during his Atiendance ?

' I think
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I think His Majefty is more eafily con-
trouled, and therefore I fhould hope that
He was advancing towards Recovery,
though no atual Symptoms appear.

‘Whether it is not ufual for Perfons in the
Situation of His Majefty 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 ealily con-

trouled now than He was a Fortnight ago;
when under the fame Care.

Whether this does not happen often, in-
dependant of any Advancement towards Re-=
covery ?

As Controul is the principal Means ufed
for Recovery, I confider Patients fubmit-
ting to it more readily as a Mark of fome

Sort of Ground being got.

Does Sir Lucas Pepys confider the Cir-
cumftance of His Majefty being more eafily
controuled, as being in itfelf fuch a clear
Symptom of the Abatement of the Diforder,
as induces Sir Lucas Pepys from that Caufe
to entertain ftronger Hopes of His Majefty’s
fpeedy Recovery, than when Sir Lucas Pepys
was laft examined ¢

Not
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Not ftronger Hopes of His Majelty's
fpeedy Recovery, but Hopes of His more
fpeedy Recovery.

Whether, in Sir Lucas Pepys’s Judg-
nent, Management, or Medicine, is the
more operative Caufe of Recuvery in Cafes
of this Sort?

I think without both, Patients are not fo

likely to recover, as under either; neither
would have Effeét fingly,

Does Sir Lucas Pepys think, that the Per-
fons who ufuallv have the Controul and
Management of Perfons in His Majefty’s
Situation, are better, or worfe, Judges of
the true Inference arifing from the Fa& of
quiet Submiflion to fuch Controul, than
Phyficians who have not made this Diforder
their particular Study ?

I think they are better Judges.

What is the Degree of Attendance of the
Phylicians who are not conftantly with His
Majefty ?

Eithes* myfelf, Dr. Gifborne, or Dr. Rey-
nolds, are at Kew, in Rotation, from Four
o'Clock ever Day, till Eleven the next

" ' Morn-
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Whether you think them capable of
relating Fats with Accuracy and Inte-
grity ?

I would truft the Judgment and Integrity
of any of them.

Whether thofe Surgeons and Apothe-
caries have the fame Opportunicies of ob-
ferving the particular Situation of His Ma-
jefty as Dr. Willis has ?

Not the fame Opportunity as Dr. Willis
has, but the fame Opportunity as any other
of the Three Phyficians have who attend in

ROtatiqn. :

Whether Dr. Willis is prefent with the
King often, or for any confiderable Length
of Time, when fome one of thofe Surgeons
and Apothecaries is not prefent ?

Very frequently, and for a confiderable
Length of 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 attends the King ¢

A Page, and one of Dr, Willis’s Men.
B Do
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Do no Phyfician or Apothecary ever
come in at fuch Times? .
There 1s a pofitive Order that Nobody

fhall go into His Majefty’s Room without
Dr. Willis’s Leave.

Who gave that Order ?
I don’t know—it is written up in the
Outer Room.

Did you never afk who gave that Order ?
I never afked.

What do you mean by the eafier Subjec-
tion to Controul ?

I mean a flighter Degree of Intimida-
tion.

L]

Is the eafier Submiffion to Controul, in
your Opinion, produced by altual Abate-
ments of the Diforder, or do you only con-
fider igas facilitating the Management which
may produce a Cure ? ,

I conceive it as an aftual Abatement of
the Diforder as far as that goes.

‘W hether Perfons who have been for any
Length of Time under a Degree of actual
Controul, do not, from that Circumftance,
more ealily fubmit to Controul, independant

of any Abatement of the Diforder ¢ :
I think
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I think not, as I have feen Patients under
the ftrongeft Degree of Coercion for Months
together, who have not béen, at the End of
that Period, more under Controul than they
were at firft. |

Whether you have not known Patients
who, after having been under Coercion for
fome Time, have become more manageable
without any Symptoms of Recovery appear-
ing ?

Certainly without any Symptoms of Re-
covery, but not without Symptoms of an
Abatement of the Dilorder.

Whether or no you have not known fuch
Symptoms of Abatement in Confequence of
Controul to have exifted, without any Reco-
very having followed ?

- Certainly.

Whether after His Majefty has been fub-
miffive to Controul, as by you ftated. He has
not afterwards grown lefs manageable ?
~ Certainly—but not lefs manageable than
He was before Coercion was ufed,

When was it laft found neceflary to ufe
Coercion?

-

B2 The
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The Middle of laft Week, as far as I can

{peak from my own Obfervation—I under-
ftand it has been ufed fince.

Whether, before Dr. Willis came about
the King, the fame Modes of Coercion were
ufed ?

No.

Whether there is not a greater Probability
of Recovery where Symptoms of Abatement
of the Diforder have appeared, than where
the Diforder has remained for the fame Time
without fuch Symproms of Abatement ¢

The Probability of Recovery is always in
Proportion to the Frequency and Degree of
Abatement of the Diforder, except in Cafes
of fudden Recovery.

Does the Majority of Perfons in, His Ma-
jefty’s Situation, with its prefent Symptoms
and Appearances, recover?

It is my Opinion that they certainly do.

Whether you confider the Chance of Reco-
very in a Perfon who has paffed Ten Weeks
without Symptoms of Convalefcence, to be
equal to that of a Perfon who has paffed only
Six Weeks without any fuch Symptoms?

I think
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I think the Differénce between Six Wecks

and Ten Weeks perfe&tly immaterial in Cales
of this Sort, the Period is fo f{hort,

Do vou mean the Majority of Perfons in
general have recovered, or do you mean the
Majority of thofe who are about the {ame
Age as His Majefty ¢

I cannot {peak from any Obfervation of
my own, nor do I know that any fuch Ob-
fervations have beén made by others, whe-
ther the Majority of Perfons afflicted with
that Diforder at that Time of Life do or do
not recover,

Do you conflider His Majefty’s prefent
Chance of Recovery '(all the Circumftances
of His Majelty’s Cafe that have fallen within
your Obfervation being attended to) as being
greater, or lefs, than it was when you was laft
examined here, or as being equally good ?

From the Circumitances which I faw on
the 27th of December, I think I can fpeak
with more Certainty, when I fay thar I con-
clude His Majefty will recover, than I did
when I was laft examined,

Was Dr. Willis prefent on the 25th of
December, at the Time you obferved the

Circumftances you alluded to ?
Only
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Only for a very few Minutes, and thofle at
the End of the Time; but his Son was there
the whole Time.

Since Dr. Willis has attended His Ma-
jelty, whether either Dr. Willis ‘or his Son
has always been prefent, 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 Son.

Have you obferved any Difference in His
Majefty when you have feen Him alone,
and when in the Prefence of Dr. Willis or
his Son ? |

Sometimes His Majefty is more irritable
when either Dr. Willis or his Son is prefent,
and at other Times the contrary,

‘Whether on the 245th of December His
Majefty fhewed any Confcioufnefs of the
Situation He then was, or had been in?

. There was no Confcioufnefs thewn at that
Time of His then prefent Situation ; but He
fpoke of His having been delirious at Wind-
for, and was f{urprized on my telling Him,
that His Delirium had contmucd above
Three Weeks.

Whether
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Whether there has been any dire& or in-
dire® Attempt made by any of the Phyfi-
cians, at any Time, to controul or influence
you with refpect to the Account to be given
of His Majelty’s Situation ?

Certainly not.

Have not Symptoms of Irritation in His

Majefty’s Cafe been frequent fince you was
laft examined here ?

Very frequent.

Whether the Means of Coercion have not

been more frequently reforted to fince that
Period than before ?

More frequently,

Whether you have confulted any eminent
Perfon converfant in thofe Cafes, and not
attending on His Majelty, refpetting His
Majelty’s Dilorder ?

I have fpoken with Dr. Munro, who has
feen more Patients than any PraGitioner
ever did fee, upon the Point only of the
Probability of His Majefty’s Recovery, but
not with regard to Medicine or Treatment,

Whether Sir Lucas Pepys has not founded
his Opinion as well upon the Reports of the
Two Surgeons; and Two Apothecaries, and

other
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other Perfons in Attendance upon His Ma-
jefty, as upon his own Obfervations ?

I ground my Opinion upon my own Ob-
fervation only.

How long before your l1aft Examination
were the Means of Coercion at all reforted
to?

I believe only Once, if at all ; I am not
{ure.

Do you then conceive the Irritation to
have been greater fince that Examination
than it was before?

I do not confider that the Irritation was
greater; but the Means of. Coercion were
not in our Hands till abuut thc Tlme of
Examination, '

Had the Irrication, previous to the Time
of the Examination, in any Manner fub~
fided? ° AUAEN

Not fo much as it has fince. “/oageani (o

Whether, notwithftanding the Symptoms
of Irritation in His Majefty’s Cafe has been
frequent fince Sir Lucas Pepys was examined
here, and notwithftanding the Means of Co-
ercion have been more frequently reforted

to fince that Time than before, Sir Lucas
Pepys
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Pepys can fpeak with more Certainty when
he fays cthat he concludes His Majefty will
recover, than he did when he was laft
examined here ?

Yes, I think I can.

Can you fpeak with greater Certainty
with refpe&t to the Time of His Majefty’s
Recovery ?

I can fay nothing about Time,

Withdrew,

The Reverend Dr. FRANCIS WILLIS

called in, and examined.

Whether, in your Opinion, the State of
His Majefty’s Healch does, or does not,
continue to be fuch as to render His Ma-~
jefty incapable either of caming to Parlia-
ment, or of attending to Public Bufinefs 2

Certainly not capable,

What Hopes does Dr. Willis now enter-

tain of His Majefty’s Recovery ?
Such Hopes, that if a Patient under the
& fame
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fame Indifpofition was in my Houfe, I fhould
not have the lealt Doubt of his Recovery,

Can Dr. Willis now form any Judgment,
or probable Conjecture of the Time that
His Majefty’s Illnefs is likely to laft ?

Not any;~I could not fix upon any ;=—

I would not hazard an Opinion of that
Kind. -

‘Whether, in His Majefty’s Diforder, Dr.
Willis fees any prefent Signs of Conval-
eicence?

About a Fortnight ago, His Majefty
would take up Books and could not read a
Line of them; He now will read feveral
Pages together, and make, in my Opinion,
very good Remarks upon the Subjeét: I
‘think, in the main, His Majefty does every
Thing in a more rational Way than He did,
and fome Things extremely rational.

How often has Dr. Willis found it necef-
fary to ufe Coercion to His Majefty, fince
he was laft examined here ?

I cannot fay, but very often: Before that
Time, the Occafions were continual, but in

a difﬁ:rﬂr_m Mode.
What
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What Period of Time do you mean, when
you fay before that Time ?

I believe I was Five Days before I ufed
any particular coercive Mode, but endea-
voured to perfuade and explain what Me-
thod muft be made ufe of, if there was not
a ready Compliance.

When did you firft begin the Mode of
Coercion ?
I really don’t know the particular Day.

Whether Dr, Willis keeps any Diary of
his Proceedings ?

Not before the ~th or 8.h Day I was there, |
as I believe. P
. L

To what Period did you refer when you
faid, before your laft Examination there had
had been continual Occafions for Coercion,
though in a different Mode ?

I believe it was fo when I came, and for
fome Time after; and I underftood from the

Pages, 1t had been fo a confiderable Time
before.

Whether the King was in this State of
Irritatation, requiring Coercion, at or about
the Time you was examined here before?

Ca2 He
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He was at Times, not always.

Do you underftanad from Information th’:ft,
previous to that T me, the Oceafions for Co-
ercion were without any Intermiffion ?

In all Probability there muﬂ' have bctn
Intermiffions. -

Whether the Inﬁances of Co:rcmn, in
whatever Mode, were more frequent from
the Time of his Arrival to the Time of

h's laft Examination, than they have been
fince?

Certainly more frcquent,

Whether during the Period in which you
endeavoured ro perfyade and explain what
particular Mode of Coercion muft be made
ule of, and to the Day of your Examination,
other Modes of Coercion were made ufe of,
and more frequently, thah afl:cr ynu Lad
adopted the pardcular Mudc? :

« Lertainly,

‘Whether, at the Time of your Examina-
tion before the former Committee of the
Houfe of Commons, the particular Mode

of Coercion now alluded to by yau had been
yeforted to ? -

I really don’t know. .
: | ~ 'Whether,
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Whether, if the Irritation had in a great
Meafure {ubfided in confequence of the or-
dinary Modes of Conftraint ufed upon His
Majefty, you would have thought it necef-
fary ‘o have reforted to the particular Mode ¢

If I had bee: confident of fucceeding' as
well without, certainly I thould not have re.
curred to that Mode, for many Reafons,

Queftion repeated.,
No, certainly rot, |

Whether Means of ftronger Coercion have
not been ufed fince your laft Examination
than before? | ¢
. Certainly, a more firm Coercion, but not
fo teifing to the Patien', and therefore ufed.

Whether you ca’ now inform the Com-
mittee, or ca by To-morrow enable your-
{elf to inform them, when, and how often,
Coercion has been ufed fince your laft Ex-
amination ¢ ;
-1 believe I could not; I will endeavour
to do it, but I have no Idea that I can.

When did you laft ufe Means of Caeréion
to your Patient ?

Either
ol
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Eicher Ss;turday or Sunday, I do not re«
cf}li‘e& which, |

Whether there has been any dire, or in-
direct, Attempt made by any of the Phyli-
cians, at any Time, to controul or influence
you with refpect to the Account to be given
of His Majefty’s Situation ?

I have once or twice refufed to fign the

Certificate, thinking His Majefty was better
than the Certificate implied,

Do you mean that you did not fign ? *

I perfifted in the Refufal till it was altered,
and then I did fign it; but latterly I have
fcarcely read it over, and did not mind
whether it was exatly agreeable to my Opi-
nion or not, rather than have any Words.

Did you in the Inftances to which you re-
fer, differ in Opinion from all the qther
Phyficians attending ?

The Two Phylicians prefent I differed
from ; there are but Two attending in the
Morning to fign ir, except my Son.

Do you mean that this was {fuch a Differ-
e:ce of Opinion that frequently happens
among medical Mea upon the State of the
Patienc?

Very
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Very frequently ; but more likely in this
Cafe, where the other Two Phyficians have
fcarce.feen a Patient in this Way for an
Hour together; and I have attended vari-
ous Patients in the fame Houfe, and known
the Effeét of Method and Medicine every

Hour.

What Means did you ufe to perfuade the
Phyficians to alter the Account, and adopt
your Opinion ?

That if [ had a Patient at Home that
had paffed fo many Hours in fuch a State, I
fhould conclude that Patient was better.

Did Dr. Willis ufe any other Means than
Arguments of that Kind; did he hold out
any Idea of pleafing, or difplealing, con-
fiderable Perfons?

No, none at all,

Are you fure, that on Friday laft, the 2d
of January, you did not ufe fuch Arguments?

I will not be {ure that I might not fay the
Alteration that was fent down by a certain
Perfonage was not worth while difputing,
and at the fame Time that I thought it
nearer the Truth; for Dr. Warren did hold
out, that he fhould think no Perfon better,
till they were perfectly well, under fuch aa

Indif-
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Indifpofition, I afked the Do&or, if a Per-
fon, fo indifpofed, thould not fay one fenfi-
ble Word in 24 Hours, and the next 24
Hours fay but one Word, that he would
not fay, if he was not indifpofed, whether he

would not think him better; and he told
me~—No.

‘When you anfwered the laft Queftion but
one, had you in your Memory the Circum-
ftance you have mentioned ?

I had not; I do not know that I certainly

did fay it ; but I thoughe it, and very lLikely
might fay it.

Whether thofe Alterations fent down by a
certain Perfonage, were, or were not, fug-
gefted by you? |

They certainly were not; they  were
brought down by Two Ladies.—The Paper,
as fent vp, was concerted among the Phyfi-
cians then prefent; was carried up, I believe,
by ‘General Gordon, and was returned by
the Two Ladies, I believe.

Do you recolle®t whether the Alterations
were made on the fame Paper on which the
Account was drawn up by the Dofors, or
on diffcrent Paper fent down ?

As
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As well as T remember, it was not altered
at all—but propofed by the Ladies to be al-
tered.—I believe the Alterations were not
adopted—I am not fure but I think not.—
I believe the Account went to St. James ’s
in,the fame Form.—I really do not charge
thy Memory with it; it was not worth whilé
for me to remember,

Whether the Converfation you ftate to
have pafled between you and Dr. Warren,
paffed when you were alone or before Wit-
heffes ?

Before thofe Ladies and the Phyfician,
and One of thie Surgeons, I do not remem-
which, and my own Son.. |

Whether Dr. Willis does not conceive
the Account fent to St. James’s to purport
to contain the true and exa¢t Opinion of
the Phylicians who fign it, upon the Srate
of His Majefty’s Health ?

Yes; -as well as Three can agree v
Opinion.

Do you mean to fay, that you figned your
Name to any Statement of the King’s Situa-
tion to which you do not agree ?

If it was not fo favourable as I thought, I
figned it, rather than have any Difpute,

D Then
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: Then, in Point of Fa&, have you ﬁgncd
Accounts of the King’s Health, which in
‘your. own Mind and Confcience yuu did not
believe to be correct ?

I believe no Three Phyficians ever twrit
a Prefcription for a Patient that was exaltly
conformable to each of their Wifhes ? #

Whether you confider the Account fent
to St. James’s as a Prefcription, or as a
Statement of Falls ?

As a Statement of falls, as near’ as we
could agree.

Do you mean to fay, that it is ufual for
Phyficians to fign their Names to Statements
of Faéts, which they were not fure are true
and corre&, for the Sake of Agreement ?

I have been told, by the Phyficians here,
that the Opinion of One fhould give way to
the other Two; and that they were {urprifed
¥ Mhould hefitate about it.

Do you mean by the Phyficians now at-
tending His Majefty ?
Tes:

.Name the Phyficians from whom you re-
ceived that Information ?

Sir Lucas Pepys and Dr, Warren.
: Are
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Are the Committee to underftand that the
Public have been; in any Meafure, -deceived
by thofe Accounts fent to St. James’s, asfar
as the Authority of Dr. Willis’s Name was
concerned ? .

I have done my utmolt to prevent their
being deceived.

What do you mean by having done your
utmoft ?

I argued with the Phyficians as much as 1
could for other Words to be put in, butin
vain.

Do you recolleét whether the Alteration,
which you ftated to Dr. Warren not to be
worth difputing, was a material one ¢

If 1 Had thought it worth difputing, I

fhould have thought it a material oae.
. Do you remember what the Alteration
- Was? ‘ -
I cannot anfwer thar, but it may - be
known,

Whether you have, at any Time, made
any Complaint or Proteft ta any Perfon in
Authority about the King, or o any of His
Majefty’s Minifters, upon the Subje& of the
Accounts {ent to St. James’s, or given them

Infotmation
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Information that fuch Accounts were not to
be depended upon as correét, as {ar as your
Name was concerned ?

I do not remember any Thing at all about
it

How many Hours in a Day 1s it ufual for
you to be in perfonal Attendance on His
Majefty ?

1 cannot tell—Four or Six Hours perhaps,
according as His Majefty is employed,

Who are the other medical Perfons that
are ufually in conftant Attendance on His
Maijtﬁy ? i

No medical Perfon fits up with His Ma-
jefty—one of the Pages, and one of my Ser-
vants, are in. the Room with Him; and in
the Anti-Room, one of each, who change
every Two Hnurs, if they ﬁnd it convenient,

What is His Majefty’s State this Day 2

I have not feen him f{ince rhe Morning ;
he had a very good Night, and was Yelter=
day better than ever I faw him, and was
calm this Morning.

Do you mean that there was 3 greater Ap-
pearance of rational Interval Yefterday, than
at any other Time?

- Yes.
Was
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Was there lefs Irritation Yefterday than
before ?

A great deal lefs—he read and attended to
reading for an Hour together. |

Do you now confider the Irritation to have
in a great Meafure fubfided ? |
He is ftill exceedingly irritable.

Whether you wrote to the Prince of
Wales, Yefterday, any Account of the

Kl!’lb s State ! 4
I believe I did on Monday.

W hether you do not confider the fubfiding
of the Irritation, as a neceffary Prelude to
Symptoms of Convalefcence ¢ '

1 do.—His Majefty is not now foirritable -
as He was, nor does the Confequence of the
Irritability continue a Tenth Part {o long—
not nearly fo irritable as at the Time of my

Jaft Examination,
Withdrew.

Doctor
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Dn‘tnr RICH.&RD WARREN called

in, and examined.

“Whether, in his Opinion, the State of
His Majefty’s Health does, or does nor,
continve to be fuch as to render His Ma-=
jefty incapable either of coming to Parlias
“ment, or of attending ta Public Bufinefs?

- Incapabile, -

- What Hopes does Dr. Warren now enter-
tain of His Majefty’s-Recovery ?

My Hopes of His Majeity’s Recovery
ftand upon' the fame Fonndation as they
did when I was examined before, excepting
that a lictle more Time has paﬂ'ed which
does not add to my Hopes, but is fo lit-
tle that it hardly ought to fubtract from
them, '

Can Dr, Warren now form any Juda-
ment, or probable Conjecture, of the Time
that His Majefty’s Illnefs is likely to laft ?

No.

Whether, in His Majefty’s Dilorder,
Dr. Warren fees any prefent Signs of Con-

valelcence ?
No.

i

Whether
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Whether there has been any Ceffation of
the King’s Diforder at any Time fince its
Commencement ?

No, as far as I caf judge. I vifie His
Majefty every other Morning, converfe with
Him as long as I think it neceffary, and
form a Judgment of the then State of
His Majefty from the Knowledge which I
obtain from converfing with Him :—The
reft of my Knowledge of His Majefty’s
State is obtained from the Information
given by the Phyfician who has attended
from Four o’Clock in the Afternoon till the
Time I get to Kew, and from Dr. Willis
and his Son, and from the Information of
Mr, Charles Hawkins, Mr. Keate, Mr.
Dundas; and Mr. Battifcombe, one or other
of whom are conftantly in the Houfe in
Attendance, From the Knowledge thus ac- |
quired, and Information thus obtained, I
conclude that there has been no Ccﬂ'atmn of
His Majefty’s Complaint.

Whether Dr. Warrcn thinks that the
Information he gathers from thofe Gentle-
men is material to the forming of his Judg—
ment ?

Thefe Gentlemen have attended his Ma-

jt‘.ﬂ'}? from the Beginning of His Illnefs till
this
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this Minute, were about Him before He¢
was ill, and are perfeftly well acquainted
with His Majefty, and are very intelligent
Perfons :—From theie Circumftances I con-
clude that they are very competent Judges

how far His Majefty’s prefent State deviates
from His former.

Do you confider them as competent
Judges of the Progrefs of His Rccnvery ?
Yes.

Whether or not -Dr. Warren has under-
ftood from Dr. Willis, or others, that

His Majefty has been in a rational State ?
No.

Does Dr. Warren know, whether the Ma-
jority of thofe who, at His Majefty’s Time
of Life, have been afflited with the Dif=
order His Majefty Iabours under, have res
covered 2

I have been making an Enquiry lately, in
order to fatisfy my own Curiofity refpecting
this Queftion; an% I believe it will be ftill
Two Days before 1 can give a fatisfactory
Anfwer.

Where are you making that Enquity ?
By examining the Books of Bethleheny

Hofpital, :
What
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What Circumftances, in your Judgment,
would conftitute a Ceffation of his Majelty’s
Complaint, as contra-diftinguithed from 4
Cure ? ' |

My Rule of judging whethet 2 Perfon in
thls Situation is recovering, is as follows :—
If the Patient recovers his Reafon, or be=
comes himfelf again, only for an Hour, I
pronounce that the Complaint has ceafed,
and that he is mending ; if the next Day, or
any fhort Time afterwards, the Interval be-
comes Two Hours, I pronounce him better;
if the Interval becomes longer and lnnger, 1
pmnuuncc him advancing in his Cure,

‘What Circumftances, in Dr. Warrtn’s
Judgment, form a Cure? :
.. The Patient remaining perfetly himfelf,
without  any Return of his former Com=
plaint. h

If the Patient appeared to be perfe@ly
himfelf, for a fmaller Term than an Hour,
would Dr. Warren confide®him in a State
of Amendment ?

Certainly I fhould, if the State of the Pas
tient during that Time could be accurately
afcertained,

E 'Whttl}:r
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ren think it his Duty to call in. Perfons
swhom he did know to have made this Branch
of Medicine their particular Study ?

No, not.on that Account, Docttor War-
ren, and all other Phy(icians, are obliged to
receive their Accounts of Fadts from Nurles,
and other unfcientific Perfons; aad if they
are People of common Senfe, they are able
t6 give a very good Account of Faéts; from
‘the Faéts as related by them, the Phyfician
muft. form his Judgment, afliited by the
Knowledge which he acquires by viliting
and examining the Patient himfelf, .

Whether, in point of Fa&, where Perfons

in the Diforder under which His Majelty
labours, have not {foon recovered under
Do&or Warren’s fole Care, he has not al-
ways, or generally, called in Perfons who
made this Branch of Medicine their parti-
cular Study? '

Yes, if the Patients could afford it.

‘Whether, in Cafes whgre the Patients
could afford it; Doftor Warren has not
oftener left the Patients to the Care of Per-
fons who have made this Branch of Medi-
cine their particular Study, than he has at-
tended in Conjunétion or Confultation with

E 2 fuch
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Has that Diffidence 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
" Study? kil
Sometimes.

Does Dr. Warren mean to fay, that Pera

fons who have made this Branch of Medi-
“cine their particular Study, and who fol- "
low that Branch of Medicine principally,
are not better Judges of the Diforder, but
have only better Conveniences for the Ma-
nagement of Perfons labouring under 1t,
than Phyficians who practife Medicine gene-
rally, without paticular Application to this
Branch of it ?

Provided their Parts and intelleétual
Powers are equal to their Bulinefs, they will
become more expert in - the curing of this
Cc}'mpia_int than other Phylicians;, other-
‘wile they will deferve no Preference but for
the Conveniences they provide for their
Patients,

Whether the fame .wuuld not be the Cafe
with Phyficians who have not made that
Branch of Medicine their particular Study,

if
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1 had no doubt of its being a Mifappreheri=
fion in Sir Luicas, arifing from his Zeal.

Has Dr. Warren any reafon to believe,
that Sir Lucas Pepys is ftill under what Dr.
Watren calls a Mifapprehenfion in this
Refpect?

I do not know what Sir Lucas now thinks -
of his Opinion of that Night; but his Opi-
nion Yefterday, when we were together at
Kew, was, that His Majefty was no better, -

Has Dr, Warren communicated to Sir
Lucfls Pepys, his Reafons for thinking the
Opinion of Sir Lucas Pepys a Milapprehen-
fion?

I do not know whether I gave him any
formal Reafons on the Subje&, but I know
that I expreficd my Doubts about it.

Whether Dr. Warren has not underftood
from Dr. Willis, that he was more confirm-
ed lately, in his Hopes of His Majefty’s
Recovery, than he was at the Time of his
former Examination before the Committee ?

Dr. Willis fpoke very fanguinely of 2
fpeedy Cure, foon after the Time of his for-
mier Examination; he has“held the fame
Language ever fince, but fpoke in ftronger

Terms
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Has Dr. Warren known any Inftance of
any Phyfician, or other Perfon atiending on
His Majefty, fending any written Account of
His Majefty’s Situation, ftating His Majeity
to have been in a calm and mended State, at
a- Time when he (Dr. Warren) had reafon
to know that His Majefty’s Situation and
State were the Reverfe ? |

. Dr. Willis has written Letters to the
Prince of Wales, exprefiing His. Majefty to
be much better than I apprehended His Ma-
jefty to be at that Time, declaring ngrcf‘s
ircure that I could not difcover,

Has Dr. Warren had any Difcourfe, or
Difference of Opinion, with Dr. Willis, rea
{fpe&ting any other Letter, of the fame De-
fcription, to any other Perfon ?

I was informed that Dr. Willis wrote fuch
a Letter, at Twelve o’Clock at Night, the
Day of the Debate in the Houfe of Com-
mons; I fpoke to Dr, Willis on the Sub_]eé‘;
of this Letter the next Morning, and tﬂld
him that he did wrong to write fuch an Ac-
count, when it was not true: I afterwards
enquired, and could not find that the Doctor
had written fuch a Letter, and told him that
I had done him an Injury in charging him
with it, as I could not prove it,

¥ Does



[ 43 4

Does Dr. Warren recolle& to whom that
Letter was fuppofed to be written ?

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

Does Dr. Warren recollet from whom
he received that Information ?

There was a Report current throughout
the Town that Mr, Pitt had read fuch a
Letter at White’s, at Five o'Clock in the
Morning,

Does Dr. Warren recollect only the cur-
rent Report, but not any particular Perfon
from whom he heard it?

Indeed I cannot recollet any parncular

Perfon.

Does Dr. Warren recollect what was ftated
to be the Subftance of that fuppofed Letter ¢

In general Terms, that His Majefty was
greatly better, and was liekly to be fpeedily
well.

Does Dr. Warren recollect in what Terms
he ftated to Dr. Willis his Difapprobation of
his writing fuch a Letter, or the Sub&anct‘:
of them?

T hat
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That, as His Majelty was remarlably bad,
and under Coercion that Night, he could
confider it only as a political Letter, which
he thought wrong from a Phyfician.

When did Dr. Warren tell Dr. Willis,
that he had done him an Injury in charging
him with having written fuch a Letter ?

To the beft of my Recolleétion, it was
the next Time of my going to Kew after I
had charged him with writing it, which, if
{o, muft have br:tn the Secand Day atter the

Charge.

Had Dr. Warren then had an Opportunity
of fecing the original Letters written to Mr.
Pitt on the Day of the Debate to which he
alluded, and on the following Day ?

I had feen a Letter, written, as I thought,

by Dr. Willis’s Son, dated at Half an Hour
‘after Five in the Afternoon of the Day of
the Debate—I do not know whether I faw a
Letter written the Day after or not,—I be-
lieve I might have done fo if I pleafed.

Whether the Letter which Dr. Warren did
fee, did contain a juft Defcription of His
Majefty’s Situation, according to Dr. Wara
ren’s Opinion?

F 2 When



[ 44 .1

When I came to Kew the Morning follow-
ing, I was informed by Dr. Willis that His
Majefty had had a violent Paroxyfm that
Night, which came on at Seven 0’Clock the
Evening preceding; but how His Majefty
exaltly was at Half an Hour after Five, I do
not know, '

Whether the Letter, dated at Half an Hour
after Five, gave a favourable Account of His
Majefty?

To the beft of my Recolle&tion it con-
tained a favourable Account.

Whether Dr. Warren had any Information
given him of the Time when this Letter was
received ?

I do not remember that I had.

Did Dr. Warren underftand, from any of
the other Artendants on His ‘Majefty, that
His Majelty had been, in any Part of that
Day, in a particular amended State ?

No.
Did Dr. Willls make any Reply, when

Dr. Warren told him he had done wrong to
write fuch a Letter, when it was not true ?

Dr.
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Dr. Willis, by his Behaviour, appearcd to
‘me at that Time to own it.

Whv Dr. Warren thnught it .neceffary to
acknowledge afterwards to Dr. Willis that he
had done him an Injury ?

Becaufe Dr. Willis complained that I had
charged him with a Fact that was not true,—
I made all the Enquiry I could to find out
the Truth, and difcovered that a Letter had
been written at Half an Hour after Five, but
could not difcover that a Letter had been
written at Twelve at Night, and confe-
quently concluded that there had been an
Error withijefpeét to the Time; and there-
fore that T had done him wrong in charging
him with writing it at Twelve, and took the

firlt Opportunity of retracting what I had
faid.

What Enquiry did Dr. Warren make, in
order to find out the Fruth?

The Lord Chancellor informed me of Dr.
Willis’s Complaint, and faid he would write
to Mr, Pitt for all the Letters he had re-
ceived from Dr. Willis on that Day; Mr.

Pite fent them, and the Chancellor thewed
them to me,

Did
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Did Dr. Warren fee Mr. Pitt’s Anfwer to
the Chancellor ?
Y es.

Does Dr. Warren underftand, upon Re-
collecion, that the Circumftances which fa-
tisfied him that the Letter had not been
written as fuppofed, were produced in Confe-
quence of his Enquiry, or of an Enquiry
made in his Name, or in Confequence of Dr,
Willis’s Reprefentation on his Uneafinefs
upon what had paffed with Dr. Warren ¢

I fuppofe the Letters were produced in
€onlequence of my Wit to afcertain the
Truth,

When Complaint was made to Dr. War-
ren, on the Part of Dr. Willis, did Dr.
‘Warren make any Enquiry into the Truth of
the Fa& of thofe Perfons from whom he re-
cetved the Information that fuch Fa&
exifted ?

The Chancellor faid, the only Way to find
theTruth, was to fend to Mr. Pitt for the
Letters.—I do not know of whom I received
the Information,

Whether Dr. Warren ever {aw any Paper,

purporting to be a Copy of this Letter fup-
pofed



LE2r ]

pofed to be written at Twelve o’Clock at
Night, and if he did, by whom the fame was
fhewn to him?

I do not recollet that I ever faw a Paper,
purporting to be a Copy of it,

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 0’Clock at Night?

No, I do not recolleét that I did.

Did Dr. Warren ever hear any Perfon,
whofe Name he could mention, fay that he
had a Copy of a Letter fuppoled to be

~written by Dr. Willis to Mr. Pitt, at Twelve:
o’Clock that nght P
No.

Dr. Warren having faid, that a Letter of
Dr: Willis’s to the Prince of Wales con-
tained a more favourable Account than he
thought His Majefty’s Situation juftified,
does Dr. Warren mean to fay, that fuch Let-
ter contained a more favourable Account
than Dr. Willis believed to be true?

It is impofiible for me to fay what Dr.
Willis believes,

Dr.






£ a9 o]

cians, at any Time, to controul or influence
you with refpe to the Account to be given
of His Majefty’s Situation ?

Dr. Willis, on Friday laft, made a very un-
warrantible Ufe of the Name of a Great
Perfon ; I call it unwarrantable, becaufe I
cannot believe that he could have Authority
to ufe it to influence me, while the Report to
be fent to St. James’s was compoling.

Will Dr. Warren relate the Circumftances
of that Tranfaétion ?

The Report propofed to be fent was
written thus »—¢ His Mujefty paflfed Yefter-
¢ day quietly, has had a very good Nighr,
¢ and 1y calm this Morning.” Dr. Willis
defired that fome Expreffion might be made
ufe of, indicating that His Majelty was ad-
vanced fince the Day before in His Curey 1
objelted to this, becaufe I had ample Reafon,
from my Converfation with His Majetty,
and from the Information which I had re-
ceived from Mr, Charles Hawkins, to think
the contrary true—Dr. Willis then faid, “a
¢ certain Great Perfon will not fuffer it to go
*¢ fo, and it will fall upon you.”

Are you fure you are co re& in thofe
Words ?

I believe I am; 1 took the Words down as
foon as I came home—Dr. Reynolds was

G prefent
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prefent when the Words were fpoken,—I
made no Obfervation to Dr. Willis-on thofe
Words; but, after talking with him a little
more oa the Subject of His Majelty, com-
pofed, together with Dr, Reynolds, the fol-
following Report :—¢ His Majefty pafled
“ Yefterday much in the fame Manner as
“ He did the Day before; has had a very
¢ good Night; and is this Morning as He
© was Yefterday.” Dr. Reynolds, Dr.
Willis, and Dr. Warren, figned this Reporr ;
it was fent up Stairs, and was returned, with
an Order to change the Words, “as He
¢ was Yelterday,” into ‘¢ continues to

e i

“ mend.”—Do&or Warren deflired the
Honour of an Audience; and, upon ftating
his Reafons why no Amendment had taken
place, the Words, ¢ continues to mend,”
were given up; and the Sentence, ““1s this
*“ Morning in a comfortable Way,” was

fubftituted ih their Place.

When Dr. Willis ufed thefe Expreflions,
¢ g certain G eat Perfon will not fuffer it to
¢¢ g0 fo, and it will fall upon you;” whether
D . Warren underftood thofe Words to con=
vey tohim, that a Perfeverance in his Opinien
would draw upon him the Difpleafure of thc
Great Perfon alluded to? -

I was clear that Dr. Willis meant 1 ﬁmuld

think fo.
Whether
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Whether the Fear of :the Difpleafure of
of that Great Perfon would, or would nor,
be a powerful Motive of A&ion with Dr.
Warren, in any Cafe where his Confcience
and Honour did not prevent him paying At-
tencion to fuch a Morive ?

It molt cerrainly would.

Were the Words Dr. Warren ftated to
have been given up immediately after his
ftating his Obje&ions ?

After I had ftated my Objeltions, and
fupported them with feveral Arguments, the
Words were given up; and upon my faying,
¢« That though His Majefty was not mended
¢¢ fince Yefterday, yet that He was in a com-
¢ fortable Way this Morning, which I
¢¢ hoped tended to a Cure,” the Word
¢« Comfortable” was immediately adopred.

Whether, upon Dr. Warren’s ftating,
that he objeted to thofe Words, they were
immediately given up ? or, Whether there
was any Inclination thewn to induce Dr.
Warren to fign the altered Report, after he
had ftated that he objefted to the Al-
teration ? ;

There was no Inclination thewn to give up
the Words, till the Word ¢ Comfortable”

had been ufed.
G 2 Queftion
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Quefltion repeated,

“After my Arguments had been repeated,
and fcem to be underitoed, and I had added,
that I had received Information from One of
His Majefty’s Attendants, of the Stare of His
Maujefty’s Health that Morning, the Words
were given up,

‘Whether there was any Period, after the
Wirtnefs had declared that he objeéted to the
Alteration, in which an Inclination was
{hewn to induce him to fign it ?

Till I was complctely underftood.

Does the Witnefs mean, by being com-
pletely underftood, rill it was underftood that
he ohjefted, or till the Arguments upoa
which he founded his Obje&ions were com-
pletely underftocd ? '

Till the Arguments vpon which 1 founded
my Objections were completcly underftood,

Ts the Committee to underftand the;i,
that, during that Period in which it was un-
dereltood that Dr, Warren objetted, but the
Arguments upon which he objected were not
underftood, an Inclination was ftill thewn to
induce him to fign the altered Report ?

‘The Great Pr:rfun {eemed to be fo ﬁrnngly
perfuaded that there was a real Amendment
that

- L
¥
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that Morning, that it was neceflury to pro-
duce feveral Arguments to convince that
Pecrlon of the contrary ; until that Conviction
was obtained, there appeared an Expectation

that I (hould adopt the Words < Cg_:_]__'-:inuts
to rne_nd."

—,

Is the Committee to underftand, that that ™
Expecltation coptinued to appear after Dr.
Warren had  ftated that he objeted to the
Alteration ? .

In the Interval after ftating that I objected,
and before the Arguments had been ftated,
that Expectation appeared to continue.

Whether Dr. Warren did, or did not, pe-
remptorily refule to ign the altered Report?
.. No;—that Great Perfon adopted the
Word ¢ Comforrable,” and 1 immediately
retired to put it into the Report.

‘Whether, fubfeqluent!y to this Audience,

any Thing paffed relative to this Tranf-
attion ?

Yes;—Lady Harcourt, and Lady Char-
lotte Finch, followed me down Stairs, and
inquired of me, who the Perfon was from
whom I had my Informatian relative to His
Majelty’s Health that Morning ? 1 anfwered,
from Mr, Charles Hawkins. When Mr.

~ Charles Hawkins appeared, he was afked by

g the
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the Two Ladies what he had faid to me that
Morning refpetting His Majefty’s Health 2
He gave them an Account, and they. retired.
‘The next Time that I went down to Kew 1
was treated with Marks of Attenrion and
Refpect that I had not received for fome
Time before.

What was the Line of Argument employ-
ed by Dr. Warren, in order to convince the
Great Perfon of whom he has fpoken, that
in the King’s Situarion that Morning there
was no real Amendment ?

Firlt of all [ mentioned the Rule by which
1 judged of the Health of Perfons in His
Majefty's Situation, and which I have given
in the former Part of this Examination. I
then drew an Argument from the Converfa-
tion I had had with His Majelty, without
mentioning the Particulars of it. I then ob-
ferved His Majefty had often been in the
fame State without its remalning many
Hours (which turned out to be the Cafe on
that Day), I then brought another Argu-
ment from the Information 1 had received
from Mr. Hawkins. |

Withdrew,
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Fovis, 8° die Januaru 178q.

Sir LUCAS PEPYS again called in,
and examined,

ID Sir Lucas Pepys ever endeavour to
D induce Dr. Willis to fign any Report
fent to St. James’s, refpelting the King’s
Health, which Report Dr. Willis affirmed
to be contrary to the true State of the King’s
Situation ?

The only Converfation which appeared at
all like Altercation, refpecting the Account
fent to St. James’s, was, Whether the Words
“ wery good Night,” inftead of <« good
¢ Night,” fhould be put in.

Did you ever tell Dr. Willis that it was
ufual for Phyficians to fign their Names_ to
Statements of Faéts, which they are not
fure are true and correlt, for the Sake of
Agreement ¢

Certainly nevery;—but upon fuch Trifles
as above mentioned, I ttated that it was the
ufual Cuftom, when T'wo out of Three were
of the fame Opinion, for the Third to ac-
quicfce.

" Does Sir Lucas Pepys mean, that that
Opinion of his was confined w0 [uch Trifles
a5
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as related to the wording of nearly the fame
Opinion 2

At thar Time it related merely to thofe
"Words ; and though I underftand Differ-
ences of Opinion have arifen about wording
the Account fent to St. ];mcs’s‘, yet when
I have been prefent none have arifen,

Did Sir Lucas Pepys ever inform Dr.
Willis, that the Opinion or Medical Judg-
ment, conne@ed with any Statement of Faét
‘of One Phylician, fhould give way to the
other Two, and that he was furprized that
Dr. Willis thould hefitate abouct it ?

Unlels the Word ¢¢ very” above mention-
ed, may be confidered as connefled with a
Medical Fact, 1 know of no other Conrverfa-
tion upon the Subjett,

Did Sir Lucas Pepys on that Occalion
employ any vehement Perfuafion; fo as to
bring on Words or Altercation with Dr.
Willis, fo as to induce Dr. Willis to ﬁgn
fuch Reports againft his Judgment, in o‘rd::r
to avoid {uch Altercation ?

I was writing during the whole Time; and
fo far from uling vehement Words, 1 advifed
‘him,  in the quietelt Manner, to avoid all
Altercation about Trifles; and, though Sir

Geerge
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George Baker and I were Two Opinions
againft One, finding Dr. Willis was anxious
to retain the Word ¢ wery,” Sir George

Baker gave up the Point, and the Report
went as Dr. Willis had defired it

Whether Sir Lucas Pepys does not hold
himfelf refponfible in his Charalter to the
Public, for the Truth of the Report fent to
St. James’s, to which he figns his Name?

Certainly not for the whole Truth; as we.
conflidered it as unneceflary to wound the
Feelings of Her Majefty and the reft of the

Family, by faying more than was abfolutely
neceflary.

Whether you do not hold yourfelf bound
to fet your Name to no Account which cons
tains any Thing which you think not true ?

I certainly do.

Whether, if Sir Lucas Pepys happened to
be of Opinion, upon any Morning, that the
Words ¢ continues to mend,” would be an
apt Deflcription of His Majefty’s Cafe, and
Dr. Warren and Sir Geo. Baker fhould think
the Words ¢ His Majefty is in a comfortable
¢ Way” more proper, intimating at the fame
Time, that they hoped that that had a Tens
b g i deney
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I ftated Yefterday, that the Hopes of Re-
covery muft be {till on the fame Ground
upon which I had ftated them to be at the
former Examination ; for, though 1 faw oc-
cafionally Abatement of Symptoms, I faw
no Symptoms of approaching Convalef-
cence.

*  Does Sir Lucas Pepys continue to think
this Morning as he did Yefterday, that, all
the Circumftances of His Majefty’s Cafe
being duly attended to, he can conclude
with more Certainty that His Majefty will
‘recover, than he could when he was exa-
‘mined before the former Committee ?
Though the Hopes of Recovery muft have
been the fame, yet, from the Confideration
of the Abatement of Symptoms, I continue
in the Opinion that I was Yeflerday, that 1
can f{peak with more Certainty of the
Profpect of His Majefty’s Recovery,

Whether, if there has been any Error or
Imperfe&ion in the Accounts fent to Sr.
James’s, Sir Lucas Pepys conceives it to
have conlifted in reprefenting His Majelty’s
State to be worfe than it is?

Dire(tly the contrary.—I have always en-
deavoured to reprefent His Majefty’s Situa-
tion in the moft favourable Light,

H 2 Whether
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~ Whether Sir Lucas Pepys confiders it to
Bé' his Duty to take Care, as far as depends
on him, that the Report fent to St. James’s
thall convey fuch an Account as may not
tend to mifi-ad the Public, refpecting, the
State of His Majelty’s Health ?

Till after the Examinauon before the
Privy Council, every Account ‘was pur-
polely framed to give the Public no Sort of
Information of His Majefty’s Situation.
Since that Period, we have :ndcavnurcd:
as muych as poffible, ta reprefent His Ma-
jeity’s Situation as favourable as poffible,
conliftant with Truth, though without men-
tioning particular Circumftances,

Whether under any Explanation of the
Words ¢ continues to mend,” Sir Lucas
Pepys would think himfelf warranted to*
fign a-Report containing thofe Words, if he
was not convinced, either by his own Ob-
fervation, or the Informadion of others, that
there had been previous Signs of Amend-
ment as leading to Convalefcence?

Nothing could induce me to fign the
Words ¢ continues to mend,” unlefs I had
from my own Ubfervation difcovered evi-
dent Signs of gradual Approaches to Conva-
lefcence, under any Explanation whatfo-

ever.,
When
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When Sir Lucas Pepys, faid there was an
Endeavour to reprefent the King’s Situation
in'a favourable Light, did he fpeak of the
Revorts fi ned by the other Phyflicians,
or mere paracularly of thofe figned by him:-_

felf?

I am fatisfied, from repeated Converfa-
tions on the Subje&t, that the reft of the
Phyficians concurred with me in always en-
deavouring to give the maft favourable Ac-
count, :

Whether you know when the Order men~
tioned by you Yefterday, that no Perfon
fhould be admitted wichout the Leave of
Dr. Wilits, was firft made ?

I cannot juftly fay whether it was Five,
Siz, or Seven Days ago, bu {omewhere
thereabouts, As far as I can recolleét, it
muft have been on Friday laft—=I never faw
it till I was down the Time before laft—it
was when I came down at Four o’Clock on

Friday.

Do you recolleét the Terms of the Order?

The Puorport of it is, that it is ordered
that no Perfon fhall go into His Majefty’s
Apartment
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Apartment without the Lcajrf.; of one uf the
Dr. Willis’s,

‘Whether, to your Knowledge, any im-
proper Perfons, either by means of the Phy-
ficians, or ofsothers, had obtained Admif-
fion into his Majefty’s Apartment, to make
the ifluing fuch an Order neceffary ?

I know of no Perfon having been ad-
mitted into His Majelty’s Apartments, ex-
‘cept thofe who are in ufual Attendance
upon him, unlefs Dr. Willis’s Son, the
Clergyman, may be confidered as fuch ?

Is that Son a Phyfician ?
No.

Whether you have not obferved that Pa-
tients under this Malady may enjoy a State
of confiderable bodily Health, the free Ufe
of all their bodily Organs, and of all ‘the
bodily Funfions, and yet ftill lahmjr under
a mental Diftemper ¢

Undoubtedly.

Whether in this Malady there may not be
a temporary and partial Ufe of Underftand-
ing, when at the fame Time the general
mental Faculties continue much deranged ?

Certainly, S
1
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Whether or no the Perfons who are ufed
to the Difcipliné employed in this Malady,
and to the Means of Coercion, are not

known to obtain a confiderable Dominion
over the Perfons under their Carci'

Certainly. -

Whether vou have not obferved, that the
favourable Circumitances which occur in
one Day, have frequently been overturned
in the next ?

Continually,
Withdrew.

St GEORGE BAKER caucdl'in,

and examined.,

Whether, in his Opinion, the State of
His Majefty’s Health does, or does not,
continue to be {fuch as to render His Majefty
incapable, either of coming to Parliament,
or of attending to Public Bufinefs? |

Certainly.

What Hopes does Sir George Baker now

entertain of His Majefty’s Recovery ?
X My
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tended. to) think the Chance of His Ma-
jefty’s Recovery greater, or lefs, than. it
was at the Time he was examined before
the former Committee, or.equal to what it
was, in his Judgment, at that'Time?

In my Judgment it is precifely the fame.

Whether you confider the Continuation of
the Malady Four Weeks longer, without
.any Signs of Convalefcence, as making any
Difference with refpeét to the Chance nf %
Recovery ? fin

My Experience leads me to anfwer, that
it makes no Difference.

Do you not hold yourfelf refponfible in
your Charatter to the Public for the Truth
of the Reports fent to St. James’s, to which
_ydu' fign your Name ?

1 have never figned my Name to any

. Thing that I had not thought true, or very
near true: We have always taken it in the
moft favourable Light.

Would any Argument or Motive have in-
duced. you to fign your Name ro 4 lefs fa-
vourable Account of His Maielty’s Situation
than, in your own Convi&ion and Confci=
ences you thought the Falt was?

Certainly not.. .

1 Did
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Did you ever endeavour to induce Dr,
Willis to fign any Account of His Majefty’s
Health, which he (Dr. Willis) declared not
to be corre, or fufficiently favourable, ac-
cording to Dr, Willis’s Opinion? =

Never,

Did Sir George Baker ever inform Dr.
Willis that it was ufual for Phyficians to
fign their Names to Statements of Faéts,
which they were not fure were true and-cor-
rect, for the Sake of Agreement?

Never.—I fuppofe I know what that al-
ludes to. - o]

To what does that allude ?

It alludes to this :—One Morning, when
the Report was to be fent to St. James’s,
His Majelty was reported to have flept Four
“or Five Hours I think—Dr. Willis infifted
that the Report fhould run— ¢ His Ma-
¢ jelty has had a very good Night,”’—Sir
Lucas Pepys, who was there, and myfelf'
faid that we were very willing to fay it was a
~good Night—Dr. Willis pertmpmn}y in-
filted that it fhould be written *“ A very

¢« good Night;” otherways h: wauld not
19 i
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fign it.—I faid to Dr. Willis, upon this
Occafion, I never knew an Inftance, “before
the prefent, when, in Matcers of -no"lm-
portance, One Phyfician did not yield ‘to
Two; however I will have no Difpute with
you, Iwill allow it to be a very good Night.

Then you confine your Opinion, that One
_Phyfician fhould yield to T'wo in Matters of
lictle or no Importance ?

I do.

On whofe Report and Authority did you
form your Judgment, with refpect to the
Manner in which His Majefty had paffed
the Night?

On the Report and Authority of the
Pages, the Medical Attendant, and Dr.
Willis, |

Whether Sir George Baker does not con-
ceive, that if the fa&t of the Manner in
~which his Majefty paffed that Night was dil-
puted, the Medieal Attendant, and others,
from whom Sir George Baker received his
Information, would be the Perfons who
could give the moft corre&t Account of that
Fact to this Committee ?

Certainly,
13 Do
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whom Sir George Baker underftood . ac-
tually to have attended His Majelty through

the Night, had reported to him that His

Majefty had had a very good Night, that
he thould have hefitated to have fo ftated it

in the Account ?

I muft obferve, that the Medical At-
tendants do not fit up with His Majefty, fo
that our Report depends upon the Pages
and Dr., Willis’s Men,

Whether the Medical Attendants are Per-
{fons who could give the moft corret In-
formation to this Committee, of the Falt
how His Mijefty paffed the Night?

Certainly, if the Medical Attendant did
not fit up, he could not.

Whether you do not think that thofé
Four Medical Attendants on His Majefty
are capable of giving Information, refpect-
ing His Majefty’s Situation, worthy the At-
tention of this Committee, in Addition to
the Information they receive from His Ma-
jefty’s Phyficians ?

The Four Medical Attendants are very
fenfible Men; each of them ftays in the
Houfe 24 Hours in his Turn; and I think
eéach of them capable of giving this Com-

mittee
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Does Sir George Baker conceive that he
muft have heard of it,1if any fuch)Order had
been then iffued ?

I conceive that I mult have heard Gfir

Does Sir George Baker l{nﬁw of any In-
ftances of improper Perfons having been
introduced to His Majefty’s Apartment,
either by the Phyficians or others, to caufe
the iffuing of that Order?

No. -

By whofe Authority was that Order
1ffued ?
I afked Dr. Willis; he faid that he wrote

it; without any further Anfwer,

Did Sir George Baker converfe with any
of the Medical Attendants refpecting that
Order, or underftand from them that they
were excluded by it from entering, as: they
were ufed to do, His Majefty’s Apartmeant,

unlefs with the Permiffion of Dr. Willis or
his SOn?

It was generally underftood by the -Ph}r-
ficians, that the Order was intended to ex-
clude them and the Medical Attendants,
unlefs introduced by Dr. Willis or his Son.

Did Sir George Baker hear, either from
the Phyficians, or from any of the Medical
Attendants,
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" ~Wlhether the Phyficians, or fomeof theui; |
fince this Order was made, have daily feen
His Majefty?
Always, wu:h Do&nr Willis.

Whﬁther, previous to the 1H'umg of that:

Order, and fince Dr. Willis has been atténd- .
ing His Majefty, Sir George Baker has not
had frequent Opportunities of {eeing and
cnnvcrﬁng with His Majelty, not in the
Prefence of Dr. Willis or his Son?
. When His Majefty firlt came from Wind-
for to Kew, I conceived that I was at Li~
berty to vifit His Majefty at any Time;
but afterwards I found it was difagreeable
to Dr. Willis that I fhould go. in withouz
him, and therefore I have of late very fel-
dom, if -ever; vifited His Majelty but in
Company with Dr. Wiliis.

Whether Sir George Baker thinks he can
form 2s accurate a Judgment of the actual
State of His Majefty, from converfing with
His Majefty in the prefence of Dr. Willis
or his Son, as when allowed to converfe with
His Majefty as he had ufed to do ?

In my Opinion, it makes very little Dif
ference,

Whether, by Dr. Willi’s Advice, a
Courfe of Medicine has been prefcribed to
| K the
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They have made His Majefty quieter,
‘more manageable; but' T am not fure ‘that
‘any ching has been done by them towards
Convalefcence. i |

Is Sir George Baker fure that it was on
Saturday the 3d Inftant, that he firft faw the
Order that' no Perfon fhould be admitted
into the King’s Apartment wichout the Leave
of Dr. Willis, or his Son ? -

It is a Thing I would not take my Oath
. to, but I believe it to be fo.

Did you then hear that any Difpute, or
material Difference of Opinion, had taken
Place on the preceding Day, between Dr.
Willis and Dr. Warren,

I had heard it before I faw the Paper, and
that it happened on the Friday,

Did you underftand that it was upon the
Information received from fome of the Me-
dical Attendants, who had then Accefs to
His Majefty’s Apartment, that Dr. Warren
had in fome Meafure fupported the Opinion
he maintained.,

1 certainly did.,

|

K 2. Do |
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Is Sir George Baker now employed to
attend on the Royal Family ?
Only the King—not the Royal Family.

‘Whether there has been any dire& or in-
dire¢t Attempt made, by any of ‘the Phy-
ficians, at any Time, to controul or influénce
you with refpect to the Account to be given
of His Majefty’s Situation ?

None. |
Wichdrew.

Doétor HENRY REVELL REYNOLDS,

called in, and examined.

Whether, in his Opinion, the State of
His Majefty’s Health does, or does not,
continue to be fuch as to render His Majefty
incapable, either of coming to Parliament,
or of atrending to public Bufinefs ¢

It does render him incapable, unqueftion
ably.

‘What Hopes does Dr, Reynolds now en-
tertain of His Majefty’s Recovery ?

I think there are the fame Hopes now
that there were before; not lefs, certainly.

Can
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Does Dr. Reynolds conceive that the Du-
ration of His Majefty’s IHlnels vp to this
Time (all Circumftances of His Majefly’s
Cafe being duly artended to) does, or does
not, decreafe the Chance of His Majtﬁys
Recovery ¢

‘The Duration hitherto certam]y does not:
militate againft His Majefty’s Recovery ;
few recover fo foon from {uch Maladies.-

Whether, from Dr. Reynolds’s. Ohﬁfr?ﬂ—-
tion, His Majefty does, or does not, appear;
to be more eafily controuled now than he
was a Fortnight ag-:},' under the {fame Specif;s
of Care and Management ?

I think His Majefty is more eafily con-.
trouled. -

In the Judgment of Dr. Reynolds, and
according to his Obfervations in Cafes of .
this Kind, is the Circumftance that a Patieng .
is more eafily controuled, a favourable Cir- .
cuml’cancc towards his Rf:cuverv ?

It is frequently a previous Step to it.

‘Whether it is ufual, in Cafes {uch as His
Majefty’s, for Phylicians, who have not made
fuch Cafes their particular Study, to call in
the Affiftance of Phyficians who have made

thofe
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tice, have ufually Houfes of Reception for
Patients fo circumftanced, which they'fuper-
intend ; from them therefore proper Affift-
ance can be procured; and as it is neceflary
to avoid all Caufes of Emotion in fuch Pa-
tients, it may be proper to remove thofe
Panents from their own Families, that the
.Ob_]:&s, which are moft apt to excite thofe
Emotions, may be kept from them.

Dr. Reynolds fays, that it is ufual for thefe
Reafons amonglt others ; What are thofe
other Reafons ?

I cannot recollect all thofe Reafons imme-
diately ; fome of them are, perhaps, Points
of Briquette. We fhould be glad to have

the Benefic of the Experience of fuch Phyfi~
cians in Cafes of this Kind;

‘Whether fuch Phyficians, who have made
this Branch of Medicine their particular
Study, do not, from their conftant Opportu-
nities of making Obfervations upon the Cafes
of Perfons fo difordered, acquire the Habit
of judging better upon the Probability of
the Recovery of Patients, than othér Phy-
ficians who have not made that Branch of
Medicine their particular Srudy, anhd who
‘have not the fame conftant Opportunities of
making the like Obfervations ¢

L That
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That muft in a great Meafure depend
upon their relative Capability of obferving,
and upon their Fidelity in recording what
they obferved ; thofe being equal, the great-
eft Experience mult have the Preference. |

Would Dr. Reynolds think a Perfon, who
has made this Branch of Medicine his parti-
cular Study for Twenty-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 affliCted with that Diforder had reco-
vered, a Perfon {kilful in fuch Cafes?

Yes, if I could believe the Fatt.

‘Whether, to induce Dr. Reynolds to be-
lieve fuch a Fa&, he would not require fome
further Evidence than the Afertion of the
Perfon who ftated himfelf to have been fo
{fuccefsful ? | s

I certainly fhould require further Evidence
than the Aflertion of any Man, to induce me
to believe fuch a Fact. R

Does Dr. Reynolds confider an Afiertion
made before this Committee, though not up-
on Oath, as made under an Obligation, on
the Part of the Perfon making it, to fpeak
the Truth, equal to an Affertion made vpon
QOath 2 |

1 con-



[ 83 1
“"Y'confider myfelf under the f'ame Obhcra-
fiﬁn.

If a Ph}rﬁ'cian of long Experience afferted
thavhe had from Eight to Ten Patientsufual-
ly at a Time, for Five Years together, in a
I}ic}uﬁ:, and never had more than Four Pa-
tients who were not cured within the Year,
and continued well as far as he ever knew:
and that, if any of thofe Perfons had relap(-
ed, he believed, from the pareial Opinion of
their Families, he thould have heard of {cs
he would require further Evidence of the
Truth of that Falt? |

I thould not be fatisfied without further
Evidence- than Affertion, though I do not
mean to impeach the Credibility of any oné.

Whether, in Dr. Reynolds’s Cpinion, Hl‘i
IMajﬂﬁ}Y s bodtly Strength has increafed, or
declined, during the lalt Month ?

" His Majefty’s bodily Strength certainly has
not declined ; I am not competent to judge
of any Increafe of it, for it is not put to anv
Exertion ; he appears to be alert and aftive,

Whether Dr. Reynolds thinks His Ma-
jelty’s bodily Healch thriving or declininr ¢
I think His Majelly’s general Health is

improved within the latt Month, - = -
1,2 Whether
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Whether Dr. Reynolds now ' entertains
Hopes of His Majefty’s more fpeedy Rea
covery from His prefent Malady, than when
he was lalt examined ? g

It is impofiible to afcertain t.he Tlme, I
cannot venture even to hazard a Cunje&ure.

thther, after it has become neceflary tﬂ_'
refort to that particular Mode of  Coercion
applied by Perifons particularly canverfant in
thar Branch of Meditine; the Patient fo co-
erced is to be confidered as affe&ted with the
Diforder in a greater Degree than before fuch
Coercion became neceflary ?

There is a State without Turbulence, which
equal!v incapacitates a Perfon from tranfalt-
ing Bulinefs as the turbulent State whlch
does require Coercion, |

In which of the two States is thtrt a gr:atgr
Profpect of a fpeedy Recovery? -

When a Patient affiGed with thls Ma-
lady, who has been turbulent, ceafes to be fo,

‘he may be faid to bein a State more favour-
able to Recovery than while he continued in
that turbulent State,

‘Whether Dr. Reynolds knows, or has any
Groundsofinforming the Committee,whether

the Majority of Pcrfuns aflited with this
Ma]ady
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Malady at His Majefty’s Time of Life have
recovered ?

‘1 have not fufficient Grounds to an{wer
that Queftion.

Do you conflider a perfect State of bodily
Health, co-exifting with a complete mental

Diftemper, a very good Symptom towards
Recovery of the mental Diforder ¢

If a Patient fhall have been feveral Months,
perhaps a Year, afflicted with the mental Dif-
ofder, which Diforder remains without Di-
minution, I thould not confider perfect bodi-

Jy Health as promiffory of Recovery from the
mental Diforder.

Whether  the Improvement of bodily
Health, without any proportionate Improve-
ment of mental Sanity, becomes a probable
Symptom of mental Convalefcence ?

In a recent Cafe I think it is,

‘Whether, in the Cafe before us, a State of
Quiet has not often fucceeded a State of Ira
ritation, and a State of Irritation a State of
QQuiet—and what was the Difference obferv-

ed in each State with rEﬂ'ard to men..al Sanity
in this Cafe ?

-

. “There
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« His Muajefty pafled Yefterday quietly, has
¢ had a very good Night, and is calm this
“ Morning.” I wrote it, read it over, and
Dr. John Willis objected: to it, alledging
that it was not defcriptive of His Majefty’s
Amendment, for that he certainly was much
better, having, on the preceding Day and
on that Morning, faid. many pertinent and
rational Things. Dr. Warren contended,
that feveral Things faid properly proved
nothing ; but that fome Things fzid' imme-
diately afterwards improperly were decifive.
Dr. John Willis contended, that a Miti-
gation of Symptoms was Amendment. Dr.
Warren did not confider that any Amend-
ment could take Place, till there was an
Interval of an Hour, or more, of Realon and
Judgment. While they were in this Argu-
ment, Dr. Willis, Senior, camé in, was
“fhewn the Report intended to be fent to St.
James’s, and did not at firt reading it dif
approve of it; but upon Dr. John Willis’s
obferving, that it did not contain fo favour-
able an Account of His Majefty’s Situation,
as the Report which had been {ent on the
preceding Day, he objected to 'it, contend-
ing that there was a material Amendment,
which ought to be reported.—Dr. Wirrea
and mylelf, not' feeing His Magelty’s State

12
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in the fame. Light, thought that the Repor
held out fufficient Hopes to the Public;
Do¢tors Willis (I think both, but I am cers
tain Dr. Willis, Senior), obferved that the
Queen would not fuffer it to go fo; and ¥
cannot exactly recollect what Words imme=!
diately followed, but Dr. Willis, Senior, ad:
drefling himfelf to Dr. Warren, faid ¢ thae
¢ it would fall upon him:” That Expreflion
I particularly remember.—We talked  again
upon the Subje&, and drew up the following
Report: < His Majeflty paffed Yefterday
¢« much in the fame Manner as He did the
¢« Day before, has bad a very good Night;
¢« and is this Morning as he was Yefterday.”
This Report was carried up Stairs, and when
returned, it was accompanied with a Definé
that we would add to the End .of ‘the laft
Sentence, ¢¢ continuing mending:” I fpeak
to the beft of my Recollection.— Thisfeém-
ed to Doctor Warren and myfelf: more thaa
the State of His Majelty authorizednus. to
fay. Dottor Warre’h theréfore defired the:
Honour of ‘an Audience of Her Majeftyy
which was granted; and when he returnedy
the laft Part of the Report was alteredas
follows: ¢ and is this Morning in'a com-=
«« fortable Way,” inftead of ¢ is this Morn-
“ ing as he was Yefterday,” 1 fpeak from

Memory—
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Memory—I have no Notes. Dr. Willis
continued arguing warmly with Dr. Warren,
while I was writing the Three Reports—they
were in the next Room to that in which I
was writing—the Door wide open; and I
heard Dr. Willis fay to Dr. Warren, amengit
other Expreflions of Difagreement with him
in Opinion, that if Dr. Warren held the
Opinion which he maintained, that it im-
peached his Common Senfe, or fomething
elfe; to which Dr. Warren made no Reply,
only defired the Perfons prefent, - among
whom were Lady Harcourt, Lady Charlotte
Finch, and General Gordon, to abferve that
Doctor Willis had made ufe of fuch an Ex-
preffion. Dr. Warren condu@ed himfelf,
through the Whole of this unpleafant Buli-
nels, with admirable Temper.

Does Dr. Reynolds recollet fufficiently
the Converfation which pafied between Dr,
Warren and Dr. Willis upon that Friday, to
take upon himfelf ta fay pefitively, whether
the following Circumitances occurred be-
tween thofe Perfons at any Time that Day ;
namely, Whether Dr. Willis afked this
Queftion of Dr. Warren, or any Queftion
to this Effet: ¢« If a Perfon in fuch an In-

M « difpolition
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DGC‘S l;)r Rtynn]ds recuile& what were
tht ‘W’: rds which Dr. Woarren had ufed im-
ml:dl-itt:ly before one of the Dr. Willis’s fauf
to. hlm ¢« You will not aﬂow a Pr:rfon in

<this Stare to hf: br:tl:t:r nl] hc 15 wcii* 4
.« No, I donot.

/Is:the Committee to underftand, that Dr.
Warren did not anfwer to Dr. Willis in this
Argumént «that he fhould think no Perfen
*® better till they were perfectly well?

Dr. Warren did not fay that in my IIear-

ing.
Did. he fay, in Dr. Reynolds’s Hearing,
¢c that ‘he fhould think a Perfon better if he

¢ was himfelf for an Hour or two ?
Yes, he did.

Does Dr. Reynolds hold himfelf ref’poﬁli-
ble mhis Character o the Public, for the
,‘.'I'rpth O{I;ht A:_mers {fent to St. Jamts S,
and figned in his Name ?

I'have always wilbed 1o give, in that Re-
port, as favourable an Account uina M a-

jelty’s Healta as I could cunﬁlunt with
"l'rv.ll:h:.r 97 1 |

M2 Did
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~ When did Dr. Reynolds firft hear of the
Order, that no Perfon fhould be admitted
into His Majelty’s Apartment, without the
Permifiion of Dr. Willis, or his Son ?

I firft obferved that written Order fixed

above the Chimney, in the Pages Room, on
Sunday- laft.

~ Doe; Dr. Reynolds know when it was
firlt pat up ?

I underftood it was put up on Friday laft;
it was not put up when I was lat’c in that
Room on Friday.

~ Was that the Day on which the Difference
of O pinion happened hecween Dr. Willis
and Dr. Warren? -

It was.

Did Dr. Reynolds or Dr. Warren in
.. any Meafure ground the Opinion, which in-
: _duccd them that Day to differ from Dr.

ot Wllhs, upon lnformation received from Mr.

. Charles Hawkins, or other of the Actendants
who were then permirtted to have Accels to

| . His Majefty’s Apartment?

1 formed my Opinion from.what I perfon-
nally oblerved in His Majefty.

Did
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Whether, in Dr, Reynolds’s Opinicny the
Four Medial Aﬂl{tants who' are in conftant
Acttendance won His Majelty, are not compes
tent to give Information worthy the. Atteq- .
tion of this Clommittee, ia Addition to that
of the Phylicians? i '
I chink them all Men'of Senfe and Juds-
ment, and believe them to be’ Mea of Iate-

grit}

In whit State d d'Dr. R yfmlds leave H*s
Ma_]a:l’r}- To th}r ?

Pretey much, [ think™in the fime Srite
as when I faw Him the Time before—a State
of Compofare and Quiet, but notin a mt'ﬂd-
ed Stdte refpetiing His Mind. '

“Whether the Four M'f:dl:al Pcrﬁms donot,
from Time to Time, report to the Phylicians
the feveral Circumfitances of His Majelty’s
Cale; in order to enable thole Phyficians to
form their.. Judgment upon His Majelly’s
Cafe? .

The Phyflicians form their Judzment from
what they hear of His Majefty in their Ab-
fence, and from whar they perfonaily obferve
when they have the Honour to waic vpon

Him,
‘Whether
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Whether the Phyficians do not receive In-
formation, with refpet to what pales in their
Abfence, from the Reports of thefe Medical
Gentlemen, or fome of them ?

They do receive Information from them,
and require it from all who they think are
capable of giving them ufeful Information.

Dr. Reynolds having faid, that the Chance
of His Majefty’s Recovery is certainly as
good now, in his'Opinion, as it was when
he was formerly examined before the other
Committee —Is thatDr. Reynolds’s Opinion,
after giving due Attention to all the Cir-
cumltances which he has mentioned in his
Examination this Day, and all other Cir-
cumflances which have fallen under his Ob-
fervation, and notwithftanding any Difference
of Opinion which may have arifen between
any of His Majefty’s Phyﬁcmns PR

It is my Opinion. i Al

Withdrew,
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Dﬁ&ar THOMA S GISBORNE::&IIE&
in, and examined. &

HETHER, in his‘Opiniun, ‘the State

- of His Majefty’s Health does, or does

not, continue to be fuch:as to render His
Majefty incapable, either of coming to Par-
liament, or of attending to Public Bufinefs?
‘Lthink'him incapable 'of coming to. Par-
Imme.m, or uf attendmﬂ' to Public Buﬁnffs

.‘

What Hapcs dncs Dr Glfborne nuw f:n-
tertain of His Majefty’s Recnver}f ? :

I think as before, that there are [till Hopes
of His Majefty’s Recovery.

Can Dr. Gifborne now form any Judg-
ment, or probable Conjetture, of the Time
that His Majefty’s Iilnefs is likely to laft2

No, I cannot,

Whether

p






fe e ]
Do you know any other Phyfician that
has? &
No.

Did you ever inform Dr. Willis that it
was vfual for Phyficians to fign their'Names'
to Statements of Faéts, which they-are” not’

fure are true or corredt, for the Sake of
Agreement ¢ |

No.

Did you ever tell him, that in fuch Mat-
ters, the Opinion of One thould give way to
Two, and that you was furprifed he fhould
hefitate about fuch Matters 2

No.

Would any Motive or Argument induce
you to fign your Name to the Account fent
to St. James’s, refpecting the State of the
King’s Health, which you did notin your
Confcience believe to be fubftantally true 2

Certainly nat,

Should you not confider the figning your
Name to an Account to that Sort, tending
to miflead the Public into a lefs favourable

Opinion of His Majetty’s State than the Fact
warranted, in the fame Point of View as
N 2 giving
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When did you fee or hear of the Order
that no Perfon fhould be admitted fnto His
Majefty’s Apartments without the Leave of
Dr. Willis or his Son?

I forget ; I believe about a Week ago.

Do you know, or have ever heard, that
any improper Perfons have been admitted
into His Majefty’s Apartment, to makt that
Order necefiary ?

No; I know of no impraper Perfons.

By what Authority do you underftand that
Order to have béen iffued ?

I was told it was put up at Dr. Willis’s
Dtﬁre.

Whether you ever learnt what Authority
Dr. ' Willis had for putting up-that Order?

I think I heard him fay he thought too
‘many People went in to the King, and that
the Chancellor advifed him to du that, or
fomething elfe, to prevent it.

Had too many or'any improper People
been admicted, to your Knowledge ?

Not
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Did Dr. Gifborne underftand by  that
Order, that the Phyficians them{elves were
not to be permitted to fee the King, without
Dr. Willis’s, or his Son’s, Permiffion ?

The Words of the Paper are, that no
Perfons, except theé Pages, fhall be per-
mitted.

Then you did underftand it to extend to
‘the Phyficians ?
g -k g

~ Does Dr. Gifborne, when he goes to Kew,
- make Enquiry of all or any of the Four Me-
dical Attendants, who are in conftant waiting
,on His Majefty, to aflift himfelf by their In-
formation in forming his Opinion on the
King’s State?
Yes, I do.

Does Dr. Gifborne conceive that he thould
be deprived of the Means of material Infor-
_mation, if all thofe Gentlemen were excluded
from Accels to His Majefty’s Apartment?
Yes. '

Did Dr. Gifborne hear of any Difpute, or
material Difference of Opinion, which had

arifen on Friday the 2d Inftant, between
Dr. Willis and Dr, Warren ?

None,
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Does Dr. Gifborne recolle& Dr Willis
having recommended any particular Medi-
cine, in order to meet and counteract what
he, Dr. Willis, conceived to be the Caufe
of His Majefty’s Malady ¢
I do not think I underftand the Quefltion.

Does not Dr. Gifborne imagine, from this
Account given by Dr. Willis, viz. ¢ That
¢ from the particular Detail of His Majetty’s
¢ Mode and Manner of Life for 27 Years, I
*“ do imagine, that weighty Bufinefs, fevere
¢ Exercife, and too great Abftemioufnefs,
¢ and lictle Reft, has been too much for His
¢ Conftitution. It is very early to give an
¢ Opinion, and I may be miftaken, but I am
¢¢ the more inclined to think myfelf righe,
« becaufe the Medicine that has been given
“ His Majelty ever fince Sunday Morning,
¢ and was intended to meet and counteraét
¢ thofe Caufes, has had as much Effe&t as I
¢ could with,” that Dr. Willis refers to ‘
fome Medicine recommended by himfelf?

I fuppofe he does.

What was that Medicine, which had the
Effe&t ftated by Dr. Willis, in countera&ting
thofe Caufes of His Majefty’s Malady,

O namely,
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‘" Whether, fince the Order alluded to, Dr.
Gifborne continues to have every Means of
Obfervation and Information which he
deems neceflary to direct his Judgment upon
the attual State of His Ma_}eﬂ:y s Health ?

Yes I have.

Whether Dr. Gifborne obferves any ma-
terial Difference in His Majefty, at fuch
Times as he vifits Him in the Prefence of
Dr. Willis or his Son, and at fuch Times
when neither of thofe Gentlemen are pre-
fent?

1 think He is more quiet when they are
prefent ?

Does Dr. Gifborne know that any of the
Four Medical Aflitants have at any Time
been refufed Admiflion to his Majefly, and
“thereby prevented from procuring the Infor-
mation neceffary to be laid before the Phyfi-
cians ?

I really do not know.

Has Dr. Gifborne ever heard them com-
plain of any fuch Refufal ?
I have not heard them complain.

Whether, before that Order, any of the
Medical Attendants faw his Majefty early in
O 2 the
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the Morning before any of the Phyfictans, or
fat up with him in the Night ?

Yes—they have, I believe, got up to Him
in the Night—I believe they never fat up
with Him—they have feen Him early in the
Morning before the Phyficians,

Whether, fince that Order, they have béen
permitted to fee Him as ufual, without Dr.,
Wiilis or his Son’s being prefent 2

I don’t know.,

Since that Order, in what manner, when
thofe medical Gentlemen are called upon by
the Phyflicians, do they make that Report ?
—do they make it in the prefence ot Dr,
Willis and his Son, or by themfelves ?

It is accidental whether they are prefent
or not. |

Dr. Gifborne having obferved, that in the
Prefence of Dr, Willis or his Son, his Majefty
is more quiet, he thinks—¥Whether Dr. Gif-
borne apprehends that the reducing a Patient
labouring under His Diforder into a State of
Quuet, is, or is not, likely to be one of the
Means of bringing about His Recovery ?

I think Quict to be good for fuch Pa-

tients,
Whether,

e
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Whether, if the Effe& of Dr. Willis’s Pre-
fence is to render His Majefty more quiet,
it does not make any Judgment formed of
the State of His Majelty’'s Mind at that
‘Time more uncertzin ?

No.

Whether Dr. Gifborne does not think
that the Judgment formed of the State of
His Majelty’s Mind, by a Phyfician feeing
His Majelty in the Prefence of Dr. Willis,
might be different from that which he would
form if Dr, Willis was not prefent ?

Not if he were a Phyfician of Judgment,

‘Whether Dr. Gifborne, in his Confcience,
thinks, after duly attending to all the Cir-
cumfitances of His Majefty’s Cafe which he
has related to this Committee, and to all the
Circumftances of His Majefty’s Cafe which
have fallen under his Obfervation, or come
to his Knowledge, and notwithftanding any
difputes which may have taken place between
His Majefty’s Phyficians, or any of them,
either relative to His Majefty’s Cafe, or
other Subjefts, that His Majefty’s Chance
of Recovery is greater, or lefs, than it was,
or as good as it was, when Dr. Gifborne was
ezamined here by the former Committee ?

The
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Does Dr. Willis confider His. Majefty’s
Age as making a material Difference in the
Chance of His Majelty’s recovering or not
recovering, after duly attending to all the
Circumftances of His Majefty’s Cafe which
have fallen within his Obfervation, and come
to his Knowledge ?

I do not judge that the Age is of any Sig-
nification, unlefs the Patient had been afflic-
ted before with the fame Malady. '

Dr. Willis having ftated to the Commit-
tee, that His Majefty, a Fortnight ago,
would take up Books and could nor read
a_Line, but that He will now read feveral
Pages, and make, in his Opinion, very good
Remarks upon the Subject; Does Dr. Wil-
lis’s Obfervation and Experience of what
has happened in other Cafes, enable him to
fay that fuch a Circumftance does, or does
not, afford him a more folid Ground of
Hope of His Majefty’s Recovery, than he
had when he was examined before the former
Committee ? |

Certainly a more folid Ground of Hope
of His Majefty’s Recovery. -

Is that Hope the Effet of the Do&or’s

Judgment, °
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Judgment, formed upon his Expetience of
Twenty-feven or Twenty-eight Years?
Certainly.

In the Judgment of Dr. Willis, who has
{a'd that His Majefty is very irritable, is His
Majefty more or lefs frequently in an a&tual
State of Irritation than He was about the
Time when Dr. Willis was examined before
the former Committee ?

Nothing near {o frequently irritated ; and
when irritated, the Irritation does not laft a
Tenth Part fo long.

Has Dr. Willis, in his Obfervation and Ex-
perience, or has he not, remarked, that a
Change of the fame Narture has ufually taken
Place in the Cafe of Patients who have after-
wards recovered ¢

Yes,

Dr. Willis havi g {aid, in his Examination
before the former Committee, that his Ma-
jelty’s Irritation had then in a great Meafure
fubfided; Did Dr. Willis mean, when he fo
exprefled himfelf, that the Irritation was at
that Time lefsthan it had been when he firlt
faw His Majefty ? or did he mean to fuggeft,
that the Irritation had then fubfided in fuch
a Degree as to make what Dr, Willis calls

firm Coercion unneceflary ?
I was
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I was at that Time in Hopes that the Ir-
ritability would not be fo great as to require
any firm Coercion ; and perhaps, had there
been no Blilters applied to His Majefty’s
Legs, which had an Effe&t dpon His ner-
vous Syftem, which I was not aware of, from
being told that His Majefty was fcarce fen-,
fible of the Blifters that had been applied at
Windfor, there never would have been any-
Occalion for fuch Coercion ; but His Ma-’
jefty’s Blifters not operating kindly, had a
very extraordinary Effedt, as I thought, upon
His whole Syltem, and made ihe fenfible
that we were wrong in applying the Blifters
—though perhaps in the End they may not
have retarded a Cure,— For the fame Medi-
cines that I apprehend had abated His Ma-
jefty’s Irritability at that Time, have been °
continued ever fince, except about Eight

Dayss and I have Reaflon to think has
had the intended Effet,

Whether, in Point of Fa&, when Dr. Wil-
lis was examined before the former Commit-
tee, His Majelty’s Irritation at that Time
had in a great Mealure fubfided 2 .

It had fubfided greatly, in Comparifon to
what it was when I firft came, and firft faw
His Majefty, and gave me great Hopes that
the Medicine was given with a proper ine

tentmn.
) e What
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I very rarely miffed ‘curing any that I had fo
early under my Care: I mean radically cured.

Whether, from all the Circumftances Dr.
Willis has ftated, in his Anfwers to the pre-
ceding Queflions, relative to the actual State
of His Majclty’s Health, he has Reafon to
entertain Hopes of Ilis Majelty’s - more
fpeedy Recovery, than when he was examin-

ed before the former Committee ?
Yes. | '

Upon what particular Grounds are thofe
Hopes founded ?

Becaufe every bad Symptom 1is abated—
and His Majefty will attend to any Subjeét,
in a much better Manner than I ever hoped
he would do within this Period of Time.

. Whether, in thofe Patients, who have
been compleatly cured within Five or Six
~ Months, aconfidérable Progrefs towards Aéts

of Convalelcence has been generally made
within the firt Month?
No.

Has the Progrefs now made in His Ma-
jefty’s Cafe, been as great, or greater, than

has been ufually made within the fame Time
in fuch Cafes?

I think greater.

In
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Yes, if they converfe with them for a
Length of Time and frequently.

Dr. Willis having faid that he can give no
Account of the Numbers who have been
under his Care, he is defired to inform the
Committee, as well as he can from Memory,
what the Number may have been?

- They certainly amount to many Hun-
dreds; I bave attended many in Notting-
‘hamthire and Yorkfhire, who were not in
my Houfe.

Dr. Willis having faid that his firft 15
Patients were cured, ‘and had often recol-
lected, on Retrofpeétion, that 10 had gone
together ; does he mean to fay, that he had
often recolie¢ted one Inftance of yo going
together, or that he had recolle¢ted many
Inftances of 10 going together?

Several Inftances of 10 going away fuc-
ceflively. |

~ Does Dr. Willis mean that 10 Perfons,
~who had come fucceffively one after another,
had all gone away cured, confequently that

no one of thofe 10 had remained uncured?
I mean that,

From
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Days, have been given upon your Suggef-
tion ? il |

YEBI -TiA . f ' o :

L

Whether you recolle@ if any Pill, with a
Portion of Calomel in it, had been givena
litcle before the Time of your former Exa-
mination?

Yes; it was the Firlt Night T came, I be-
lieve it made Two Pills; and it was thought
tight that His Majefty thould have a Ca-
thartic Draught the Morning after, in order
to prepare Him for the Bark.

Whether the Calomel Pills were the Me-
dicine which you alluded to, when, in yout
former Examination, you fay, ¢ that the
¢ Medicine given His Majefty ever fince
« Sunday Morning, and inténded to meet
« and countera® the Caufes of His Ma-
« jefty’s Malady, had had as much Efc& as
¢ cyou ould wifh ?”
~ The Pills and the Draught were, as I faid
before, preparative to His taking the Bark,
which was the Medicine I alluded to.

Whether the Bark was given, at the Time
alluded to, by your Suggeftion?

Yes,

| Wichdrew.
Q Doftor
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but the next Morning:I recolléted, that on
my Arrival at Kew, the Day after I had
heard' the Rumaur of fuch a Letter being
written, Sir Lucas Pepys informed " ine,
that' he had a’' Meflage for me from  the
Prince of Wales,’ whn had been at Kew the
Nighf before, and had ordered him to de-
Jiver the Meflage to me when I fhould’ come
the next Morning. ' Sir' Lucas had “takén
the Meffage down in Writing, from his
Meninry,’ {foon “after the Prince left him.
The Meflage was to defire me to enquire .
into the State of His Majefty’s Health at a-
particular Time, becaufe’ the "Priace had
been informed, that a Letter had been writ-
ten by Dr. Willis, ftating, that the ‘King
was in a very good \V'ay at that Time, when
the Prince had underftood "that he really
was not fo, and then recited other Wards of
the fuppofed Letter, which I cannot recol-
lec. 1do not 'rr:n"'f:mhf:r that tui:;k'th'i_s
Paper from Sir Lucas. I remember that,
in talking about this Letter, T made Ufe
-of the Word ¢ Copy,” when I ought rather
to have faid, ftha.t 1 had unly feen an Ac-
count of the Letter ia Writing: The Firft
Account of fuch Letter being written, I
learnr .from Rumour ; the nexr In{oZmation
that I had of it was from the Meffage deli-

vered to me by Sir Lucas Pepys.
Q.2 Whether
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'+ 'Whether, in confequence of the:Meflage
“delivered to Dr. Warren ‘by Sir Lucas Pe-
' pys, he did; or did not, . afterwardsinform
the Prince of Wales of the Enquiry. which
he had made, with refpeét to the iTruthiof
- the fuppoled Fa& which, was the Subjeé of
.othat, Meffage, and 1of the Circumftances
which had taken place between Dr..Warren
~and Dr. Willis, in cnnfcqu:ncc of that En-

.ql‘i Iy P ! R Bed , N3
I'did y and the -nEa:t-—Day,: nr.fecund;ﬂay
. after, I acquainted the Prince thatd.had
donn wrong with refpeét to Dr. Willis, as I
could not find that any Letter had been
written by him at the Time mentioned
that I mu retract what I had faid to BPr.
Wiihisycand -acknowledge my Errori—He
spproved of my intended Condudét..

1s Dr. Warren ftill unable tln name an}'
other Perfon befides Sit Lucas Pepys, from
whom he ' received Information that Dr.
‘Warren had wricten the Letter in Queftion?

I pofitively declare, that I do not know
from whom I firft heard the Report, and T
paid very little Attention to it till I rccewfd
'the Meﬂ'age from Sir Lucas o

Had Dr. Warren, upon his laft: Exan'u-,
-pation, when he faid that he did not recol~

et
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le& from whom hereceived his Information,
that the Letter mentioned in: the former
Queftion: had been written; and. faid, that
the Subftance of the fuppofed Letter had
been ftated to him in general Terms, for-
.gotten the Circumitance of a Me(fage having
- been delivered ‘to him from the Prince’ of
Wales by Sir Lucas- Pepys upon that Sub-
ject; fuch as he has now frated ? .

I declare politively, from the Fatigue of
- Examination, or fome other Circumfitance,
I know not what, I could not recollet it;
I took Pains about it as foon as I left the
Committee, and, -as I was going to Kew
the next Morning, I gradually made it out,
and immediately determined to acquaint the
Committee with it as foon as I had an Op-
portunity, though I knew it was at the Ex-

.E;f:nce of appearing to have concealed the
ruth :he N!“ht before,

 When did Dr. Warren put in Writing
what he had thus rﬂcﬂllc-:fted on his Ruad to
Kew 7

Soon after I got home Yelterday.

Did Dr. Warren communicate this Paper

to any Body before he read it to the Com-
mittee

_I com-
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%eﬂlun repeatec d.

I dn not know ;I capnot aflign any Reas
{on to believe ir, but that it differs very much

frc}m my own Way of thmkmg iyt

Whether Dr, Warren has received ‘any
Advice, Counfel, or Command, from any
Perfon, to reprefent the King’s Malady in a
worfe Condition than he found it? |
LN,

From whom did Dr. Warren receive Di-
rettions, and to whom did he conceive him-
felf accountable, in his Conduct and Attend-
ance on His 'Majefty, while His Majefty
remained at Windfor, fince the Commence-

ment of His prefenc Malady ?
Thc Prmce crf' Wales,

D}d the Prince of Wales then take upon
hlm to dire¢t that the Orders, Advice, and
Regulations of the Phyficians thould be duiy
carned 1nLo Exf:::utmn 4

. Yes.

Whether, fince the Order alluded to, for=
bidding any Perfon to go into the King’s
Room, except introduced by Dr. Willis or

hi
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his Son, Dr. Warren has continued to havé
fuch Means of Obfervation and Information
as are fufficient to enable him to form an
accurate Judgment upon the State of His
Majelty’s Health ?
Yes.

Whether Dr, Warren has obferved any
Difference in His Majefty, at fuch Times
as he has feen and. converfed with His Ma-
jefty in the Prefence of Dr. Willis or his
Son, and at fuch Times when neither of
thofe Gentlemen were prefent?

A very great Difference ; when Dr. Willis
or his Son are prefent, His Majefty is under
great Awe; when they are abfent, He talks
and acts very differently. :

Since the Order alluded to, has Dr.Warren
feen His Majefty, except in the Prefence of
one of the Dr. Willis’s ¢

Yefterday I defired Dr. John Willis to
retire while I was with His Majefty, that I
might obferve the Difference of his Beba=
viour, and report it to the Committee, if
required——Dr, Wills retired accordingly, and
His Majefty imupediately held a Language
very different from that which He ufed while

Dr, Willis was prefent.
Was
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Whas’ any other Perfon in the Room befides
Dr. Warren, when Dr. Willis retired ?

T'wo of the Pages,

Whether, notwithftanding the Order al-
luded to, Dr. Warren ftill continues to think
him{elr fully authorized to vifit His Majefty
as often as he fhall judge necefiary, without
either of  the Dr. Willis’s being prefent? =

I have made it a Rule, ever fince Dr.
Willis came, not to go in without afking the
Doctor or his Son, whether it was a proper
Time 3 but I thould go in, notwithftanding
that Order, if I thought there was a Necel-
fity for it, '

Whether Dr. Warren doe€s not think, that
it is in general difcreet to afk Dr. Willis_or
his Son, whether the Time at which Dr.
Warren propoles to go into’ His Majelly’s
Room, was a proper Tlme for that Purpofe,
{fuppofing there is ho Parncu]ar Neccﬁity for
acting otherwife?

Certainly,

Whether Dr. Warren has ever been preferit
with His Majefty, when He has entertained
Himfelf with Reading ? :

Yes,
x R Has
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Has it been for any confiderable Space of
Time, and upon a Subject which would re-.
quire much Thinking ?
I have never feen him read more than a
Line and an Half at a Time.

Ias that been lately ?

The Third Time from hence that I was
there—on Sunday laft, I think.

Whether Dr. Warren thinks that the
King’s Malady is lefs at thofe Times of
Reading than at any other Times?

His Manner of Reading, when [ have

been prefent, is a ftrong Proof of the Ex-
iftence of His Malady.

Whether or no, the Patient fuffering any
- Writings or Difcourfes to be read without
Interruption, by Perfons who have acquired
any Influence over him, appears to Dr,
Warren to be any Symptom of Conva-
lefcence ?

No.

Whether or no, fince the Commence-
ment of the King’s Malady, the Phylicians

have employed whatever Succours the Rules
of
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of their Art, or their Experience, have fug-
gefted to them towards His Recovery ¢
Yes.

Whether or no there are not certain Dif-
tempers {upervening on the original Malady,
fuch as Fever, which are fometimes known
to aid in the Cure of this Diltemper ?

e,

Whether any Fever has come upon His
Majefty fince the Commencement of His
Malady ?

/1Y B85

Has the Dilorder abated, in any remark-
able Manrer, in confequence of that Fever ?

No.

Has not His Majefty had frequent and
refrefhing Sleep from Time to Time?
Tes,

Has not that been known to be of fovereign
Ufe in the Cure of this Malady ?

A Perfon fick in this Manner is not likely
to get well without Sleep ; but he may fre-

R 2 quently
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Cwice; 1 believe at"Windfor, but fome Cir«
cumftance = arifing, - either: from" Fever, tor
fome other Caufe, prevented our going on
with it.—It was-determined, 1 think, juft
‘before Dr. Willis came, that the Bark (hould
be attempred again ; but it was poftponed till
the Arrival of Dr. Willis, that we might
talk with him upon the Subje&t.—I carried
Dr. Willis to Kew in my Chaife, and gave
him an Account of His Majefty’s Mode of
Living, former Habits, and prefent Difeafe.
—He agreed with me, that an Endeavour to
reftore the Conftitution by the Bark, and
occafionally  adding fome other Medicines,
which we difcourfed about, was the moft
likely Way ta reftore His Majefty’s Health
again.—His Majefty was immediatcly P“t‘
under this Courle,

Is Dr. Warren quite fure that the Return
of the Ufe of the Bark, after Dr. Willis’s
Arrival, did not happen on the Suggeftion of
Dr. Willis ¢ |

It did not happen on the Suggeftion of Dr.
Willis.

Whether the Medicines jult ftated by Dr,
Warren to have been ufed during the Period
immes
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immediately preceding Dr. Willis’s Arrival,
were not of the Clafs called Tonics ?
I think they were not; but Medicines
preparatory to the Ufe of the Bark. .

Whether Tonics had not been ufed a (hort
Time previous to Dr, Willis’s Arrival ?
I do not recolle¢t any Tonic but Bark.

Whether the Bark itfelf is not of that
Clafs of Medicines called Tonic?
1¢ 1s:

What new Medicines, not in the previous
Intentions of the Phyficians, were fuggefted
by him, previous to the Time of his Exa-
mination before the former Committee?

One of the firft Things he propofed was
Calomel.

What Benefits were had from the Calo-
mel ?

None, with refpect to the main Cum-
Pla_mt

Whether or no there has not been frequent
Returns of Irritation,  fince the Time of

Dr. Willis’s Attendance on the King ?

Yes.
Were

*
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Were the Returns of thefe Irntatmns ow=
ing to the Ufe of Blifters?

Dr. Willis was of Opinion, and declarcd
that he never knew Blifters applied ‘to the
Legs of fuch a Patient without Benefit:
The Blifters were applied, and, contrary to
what happened when Blifters were applied
before, produced much Sorenefs and Pain.
The Pain undoubtedly made His Majefty
much more unquiet, increafed the Ne-
ceflity of Coercion, but did not appear to

me to increafe or diminith the grand Ma-
lady. !

Whether.or no Dr. Willis confented to the
putting on of thefe Blifters, upon a Repre-
{fentation, that the King, when at Windfor,
had been hardly fenfible of Pain from them?

That Circumftance was mentioned to Dr.
Willis, but I could not think it his Motive
for confenting to the putting on of the
Blifters, becaufe he frequently talked of the
great Benefic that Perfons, afflited like His
Majefty, ufually received from Blifters, and
mentioned, if I miftake nor, his having

. cured a Perfon by the Application of f:w:ral
Blifters at once.

Then
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Do you recolleé Dr. Willis’s afking you,
whether, if a Perfon fo indifpofed fhould not
fay Ore fenfible Word in Twerty-four Hours,
and the next Tweaty-four fay but One
Word, that he would not fay if he was not
indifpofed, whether he would.not think him
berter.?~—and, if fuch a Queftion was pur,

did you anfwer to this, ** No”?

I don’t recolleét that that Queftion was fo
put, therefore can fay nnthmg as to the
Anfwcr. '

Do you recolleé&t giving any Opinion upon
that Subje&, and what was it?

I ftated to the Doftor my Rule of deter-
mining whether Perfons fo indifpofed had
amended, which I mentioned in 'the former
- Part of my Examination, and the Opinion 1
gave on Remver}r was founded on that Rule.
I remember that the Doftrine of Recovery,
‘as derived from what happens in a Fever, was
declared by me, in contradition to Dr

Willis, as mapphcable to the Diforder in
queftion.

Did you ever inform Dr. Willis, that it
was ufual for Phyficians to fign their Names -
ta Statements of Facts, which they are not

S fure
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Health, tending to deceive the Public into a
lefs favourable Opinion of His Majefty’s
State than the Fa& warranted, in the fame
Point of View as giving Information tending

to miflead this Commirttee ?
Yes.

If there has been any Error or Imperfec.
tion in the Accounts {ent to St. James’s, has

it, in your Opinion, confifted in reprefent-
ing the King’s State worfe thanitis?
No.

When did Dr. Warren fee His Majelty
laft 2

Yefterday.

In what State did you then leave Him ?

No better than fince the Commencement
of His Diforder.

Whether, Dr. Warren bhaving faid, in
Anfwer to a Queftion put to him by this
Committee, that his Hopes of His Majefty’s
Recovery ftand upon the fame Foundation
as they did when he was examined before,
excepting that a little more Time has pafi
ed, which does not add to his Hopes, but

; . S 2 15
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Convalefcence, has tended to forward, or
retard, the Cure, or to alter the Mudc of
Treatment ? -

It has neither forwarded nor retarded.the
Cure, nor altered the Mode of Treatment,

Whether Dr. Warren, from the Beginning,
has grounded his Hopes of His Majefty’s
Rccnvery, upon ‘the Symptoms he has ob-
ferved in His Ma_]eﬁy s Cafe, or on Calcu-

lations of ‘the proportionate Numbers cured
o the Perfons affected with this Malady ?
‘On the Calculations.

Whether there has been any Difference of
Opinion among the Phyficians attending His
Majefty, on any Point, fince the Commence-
ment of His Majefty’s Diforder ?

Not with refpe&t to Medicine and Diet.
Some Difference of Opinion at Windfor,
whether His Moajefty was not going to re-
cover, about the End of His Fever.

As Dr. Warren ftated that he believes he
1s corret in his Accounrt of the Words ufed
by Dr. Willis, viz. ¢ A certain great Perfon
“ will not fuffer it to go fo, and it will fall
“ ‘upon you,” and thought the Converfation

material
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Sabbati, 10° die Fanuarii 1789.

Thc Reverend Doctor FRANCIS WILLIS"
again called in, and examined,

ID Dr. Willis, when he fpoke Yefter-

day concerning the Medicines which
had been given to His Majefty between the
Time of his former Examination and the
Sunday preceding, mean to take upon him-
~ felf to fay pofitively, either that thofe Me-
dicines had, or that they had not, been
previoufly thought of by the other Phyfis
cians attending His Majefty ?

I think I faid that they had been thought
of.

Do you mean to take upon yourfelf to
fay, that of your own Knowledge, and in
your own Prefence, His Majefty has, within
the lalt Fortnight, read feveral Pages of
Books, making at the fame Time what

: were,
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Whether, from the Accounts which you
have received of the Sleep which His Maje -
fty formerly ufually had, and comparing the
Refult of fuch Accounts, with the refrefhing
Sleep which His Majefty has had, your Ob-
fervations and Experience enables you to
determine one Way or the other, whether the
Circumftance of His Majefty’s having had
fuch Sleep, is a Ground to hope for
Recovery ?

By comparing the Sleep His Majefty, I
am told, formerly had, even after great Fa-
tigue, I am inclined to think that His Ma-
jefty has, for thefe laft Six or Seven Nights,
had more Sleep than one could expeét from
a Perfon who has been ufed to fo much
Exercife, and has not been able of late to ufe

any.

Whether His Majefty is, within the laft
Fortnight, more or lefs quiet than He was
previous to the Time when you was examined
before the-former Committee 2

I cannot remember it; but there is a pro-
digious Difference indeed,

‘Whether, judging from a&ual Experi-
ence, and from what has occurred in the

L Cafe
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Cafe of Perfons who have recovered from
this Malady, you think that fuch Alteration,
as you mention in your Anfwer to the laft
Queftion, affords a {olid Ground of Hopd
that His Majefty will recover? |

Yes, very folid Grounds; for indeed I do
not think His Majefty has One Symptom
that ever attended an Incurable. I mean,
that He may have Symptoms that Incurables

have, but he has not Symptoms that mark
an Incurable.

Can you, from your Experience, fay whe-
ther His Majelty has any Symptoms that are
never obferved 1n Incurables?

1 cannot f{ay.

_Dr. Addington having faid, in his Exa-
mination before the former Committee, that
he had great Expectations that His Maje-
{ty’s Diforder would end happily, from this
Circumitance, “ That it had not for its
<« Forerunner that Melancholy which ufually
« precedes a tedious Dlnefs of this Sort,”
Poes Dr. Willis, judging from Faéts and
Experience, concur with Dr. Addington in
thofe Expectations ?

_ Entirely.
Whether
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Whether Dr. Willis and his Son have not,
in Point of Fa&, a greater Influence and
+ Controul over His Majefty than any other
of the Phyficians who attend Him? -
Certainly, much more fo.

Whether Dr, Willis, judging from Fadts
and Experience, does, or does not, think
it abfolutely neceflary, in order to bring
about the Cure of His Majefty, that fome
Perfon attending His Majefty conftantly
fhould have and exert that Degree of In-
fluence and Controul ?

Moft certainly.

Whether Dr. Willis, judging from Faéts
and Experience, can fay, that fuch Irrita-
tions as His Majefty may have, when vifited
by Perfons in the Abfence of thofe that have
this Ijegree of Influence and Controul, may,
or may not, retard His Majefty’s Recovery ?

It certainly may retard it.

Whether that Effet muft not dﬂ'pﬂ'nd on
the Conduct of thofe Perfons who vifit His
Majeity in the Abfence of Dr, Willis ?

On their Conduét, if His Majefty fees
them frequently in the Day, but if only
Once in Two or Three Days, it will difturb
His Ma_]f:ﬁv, by creating frefh Ideas.

13 Whether
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Whether Dr. Willis is of Opinion, that
the other Phyficians who attend His Ma-
jelty, vifiting His Majefty in the Manner
they have done fince Dr. Willis attended on
His Majefty, can have the Effe& of pro-
ducing that Irritation, which Dr, Willis has
faid may retard His Majefty’s Recovery ?

‘T have thought that it frequently has had
that Effect. |

Whether, fuppofing that Dr. Willis at-
tended One Perfon in the Manner in which
he now attends His Majefty, and had the
Care of another Perfon, of whofe Cafe he
fhould receive Accounts only every other
Morning, he thinks he could premote the
Cure of His Majefty and fuch other Perfon
in an equal Degree? -

The other Perfon would not have other
Pcople to vifit him, and confequently to
difturb him, and that therefore might pofii-
bly balance the Advantage of my feeing His
Majelty every Day, or every Hour of the
Day. X | |
Whether you have Reafon to believe,
that, .in Point of Fa&, any Vifit of any
Phliyfician to His Majefty has waked His
Majefty while he was fleeping, or prevented

Iis Majefty from going to fleep?
I be-
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I believe it has happened, Once in parti-
cular, His being prevented from going to
{leep.

What Phyﬁc;an was it?
It was Dr. Warren.

What Circumftances formed the Grnund
of Dr. Willis’s Belief, that the Vifit which
be has referred to did prevent His Majefty
from going to fleep ?

The Pages in Waiting, and the Attcn—
dants, affured me, that His Majefty was
going to fleep ; by Obfervations I fuppofed
they judged ; from his Manner of dropping
his Voice and Breathing.

Whether, previous to Friday laft, Dr.
Warren and the other Phyficians had not
ufually confulted you about the Propriety
of their going into His Majefty’s Room at
the particular Time when they propofed to
go in?

Sometimes they have, and fometimes they
have not.

At the Time you was informed that His
Majefty had been prevented from going to
fleep, did Dr. Warren confult you or your
Son about the Propriety of his going into
His Majefty’s Room at that Time ¢

| I told
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I told the Doctor 1 thought it ‘i im-
proper at that Time, becaufe His Majeity
had had a very bad Night, and had had juft
then Half an Hour’s Sleep, and the Pages
thought he was jult falling to fleep again,

Whether His Majefty’s State at that Time
was fuch as, in your Judgment, to create
any particular Neceflity for Dr. Warren’s
going into His Majefty’s Room, after you
had ftated to him what you have mentioned
in the foregoing Anfwer ? :

I know of none—as Coercion feemed ‘to
be the only Thing neceflary if His Majefty
could not reft.

Whether you ftated to Dr. Warren the
Objection before mentioned ?—whether you
can recolle¢t what anfwer Dr. Warren gave
you ?

When Dr. Warren went into the Pages
Room, Mr. Braund or Mr, Compton, the
Pages, defired Dr. Warren not'te go 1, 1in
my Prefence; and he faid to them, as he
had done te me, that he muft go in, for he
was a Spy upon them all,

Are you polfitive that Dr. Warren gave

that Anfwer?
i am very pefitive,

Are
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Are you puﬁtwely fure that thofe were
the very Words which Dr. Warren made
ufe of, or do you only mean to {tate the Ef-
fect and Subftance of Dr. Warren’s Wordg
on that Occalion ¢,

The very Words, which the Pages havt:
mentioned many Times fince.

Will you inform the Committee upon what
Day this. Converfation paffed 2
I cannot.fay, but it is down in a Journal,

When did you put this down in the Jour+
nal ?
That day.

Did you fhew that Part of the Journal
which contains the Account of this Matter
to the Two Pages that you have mentioned,
or either of them ¢

I ha:vc not.

Whether you mean to admit and avow
that you have figned Reports of His Ma-
Jelty’s State of Health, propofed to be fent
to St. James’s, which contained lefs favour-
able Accounts of His Majefty’s Health, than
you think might have been given to the

Public,
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Public, if the whole Truth had been rold
them ? |
To be fure I have figned fuch as T would
not have fent to any Relation of a Patient

that I was concerned for in the like Situa-
tion,

Would the Accounts, which you would
have fent to the Relations of other Patients,
have been more or lefs favourable Accounts
than thofe which have been fent to St.
James’s ?

More favourable, in general.

Would it have been confiftent with the
whole Truth, in His Majefty’s Cafe, to have

given mere favourable Accounts in general? - .

In my Opinion, more confiftent.

Will you ftate to the Committee, what
were your Motives for giving lefs favourable
Accounts than might have bf:en given in
general, confiftent with the whole Truth

As it did not affe¢t His Majefty's Health,
or the Cure of his Majefty, I figned them
rather than have any Difpute about Wards.

Do you mean to affert, that in your Con-
fcience you are fully perfuaded that you now

fpeak the Truth, when you fay, that more
favourable
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favourable Accounts of His Majelty’s State
might have been given, in general, in the
Reports fent to St. James’s?

I do affert i.

Whether you ever figned any Paper, at
the Requeft of Dr. Warren relative to the

Tranfaction of that Day, in which you have
been informed that Dr. Warren had pre-
vented His Majefty from fleeping ?

I did fign a Paper, by the Defire of Dr.
Warren, and the Perfuafion of Sir Lucas
Pepys, that Dr. Warren, as far as 1 knew,
did not go into the Room and wake His
Majefty.—But [ did not ign any Paper, fig-
nifying that he did not go in at any Time,
when it was thought he niight prevent His
Majelty’s fleeping.

Whether, at the Time that you gave this
Paper to Dr. Warren, you informed Dr..
Warren that you would not fign any Paper,
acknowledging that Dr, Warren had not
prevented His Majefty from going to fleep,
but that you would only fign a Paper, ftat-
ing that. Dr. Warren had ot waked His.
Majefty ?

The Paper was nﬂ'&red to me, and I re=
fufed to fign it, if it contained any Thing

U o



[ 154 ]
to the Purpofe, that Dr. Warren did not go
into His Majefty’s Reoom at a T'ime when it
was probable he might pre?tnt His Ma_leﬂ’y
going to fleep.

By whom was that Paper drawn ug! and
tendered to you ? '
By Dr. Sir Lucas Pepys.

Are Accounts, ufually fent by you to the
Relations of your Patients, conceived in as
general Terms as thofe which have been fent
to St. James’s ?

I fend the Relations Word that they are
better, or worfe; and mention fome Parti-
culars—but then that is not often above
Once a Fortnight.

Can you recollect, pofitively, whether, in
the Converfation which you had with Dr.
Warren Yefterday Sevennight, you did, or
did not, afk Dr. Warren, if a Perfon indif-
pofed fhould not fay One fenfible Word in
Twenty-four Hours, and the next Twenty-
four fhould fay but One Word, that he would
not fay, if he was not indifpofed, whether
Dr. Warren woyld not think him better;
and whether you can, or cannot, fay pofi-

tively, that Dr. Warren anfwered, No?
I can
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" I can fay pofitively, as well as I can re-
colle&, that Dr. Warren faid No, to the
Queftion fo put; and I believe the By-

ftanders remember the {ame.

Whether, in the fame Converfation, you
can, or cannot, fay pofitively, whether you
did, or did not, make ufe of the following
Expreflion to Dr, Warren, ¢ A certain great
¢ Perfon will not fuffer it (meaning the
¢ Report) to go fo, and it will fall upon
oy T |

It was not in the fame Room, or at the
fame Time.—I did fay fo, or fomething of
that Sort, when the Report was drawn up for
me to {ign, faying, at the fame time, “ Why -
¢¢ fhould we fend up what will be {fent down
¢ to be altered ?”

Will you explain to the Committee by
whofe Authority you fo faid, and what your .
Meaning was in thofe Words ?

Prefuming that the Perfonage would know
from the Pages how His Majefty had pafled
the Day and Night, I thought it was not
right to fend up a Report which that Per-
fonage would not think equal to His Ma-
jelty’s prefent State of Health,

U 2 Was
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Was that your Meaning in the Words

which you aftually ufed in that Converfation ?
Entirely fo.

What did you mean by the Words, it
“ will fall upon you ?”

Sir George Baker, the Day before, when
‘His Majefty had not been quite fo well, nor
“had fo good a Night, had made a more fa-

vourable Report, and therefore I concluded

that Perfonage muft think this Report arofe
from Dr. Warren.

Did Dr. Warren ever inform you, that he
had made a written Memorandum of that
Conveifation, or of any Part of it, or defirg
you to explain yourfelf upon the Sub_lc&
of it? -

Not that I know of—I do not remember
any fuch Thing.

Do you remember any Order having been
put up in the Pages Room, Yelterday Seven-
night, or upon any other Day, dire&ing that
no Perfons thould be admitted intoHis Ma-
jefty’s Rooin, without the Knowledge of you-
or your Son ?

I wrote it, and put it up myfelf.

What was the Reafon of your writing

and putting up, fuch Order?
, Becaufe
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Becaufe fometimes a Phyfician, fometimes
a Surgeon, or an Apothecary (for there are
Four concerned—I mean Two Surgeons, and
Two Apothecaries) did go into the Room, as
I thought, at improper Times, and difturb
His Majefty ;—and, as I thought it my Duty
to do to His Majefty what I fhoyld think it
my Duty to do for any private Gentleman, I
wrote that Order.

Did you put up that Order of your own
Authority, and for the Reafons you have
now mentioned ; or had you any other Au-
- thority for putting up that Order, from any
Perfon, and whom ?

The Lord Chancellor ordered me to do
that which fhould prevent any Body’s going
into the Room without my Confent, and was
not pleafed that I had not done it before.

Had you explained to the Chancellor your
Reafons for thinking that it would be proper,
with refpect to His Majelty’s Health, that
fuch an Order fhould be given?

I fuppofe 1 did, in Converfation, think it
neceflary that People fhould be prevented -
from going in and difturbing His Majefty.

Have
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- Have any of the Phyficians, who attended
His Majelty, fuggefted any Complaints to
you, that fuch Order has prevented them
from feeing His Majelty at proper T1mes?

I.do not remember that they have.

Have any other Perfons fuggefted to you,
that they have been prevented from feeing
His Majefty?

I do not remember that they have.

Did you ever inform the Phyficians, that
any Perfons had improperly intruded 'into
His Majefty’s Apartment ?

I do not remember thar I did.

When did the Lord Chancellor give you
the Directions, in confequence of which you,
put up that Paper ? '_

I really do not remember the Time ; but,
more than once, the Chancellor has men-
tioned the Neceflity of keeping any Perfons
from going into His Majefty’s Room, with-
out fome Limitations |

‘Do you know upon what Grounds the
Chancellor thought it neceffary to repeat the
Neceflity of this Precaution ? JEL

I cannot remember; it was in Converfa-

tion, I fuppole.
B PP At
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Are you quite fure you cannot recellett
when, or where, you had the la{t Conver-
fation with the Chanceller -on this SubJe&
before you put up that Order?

I am very fure I cannot fix the Time, but
I believe the Place was my own Room at
Kew.

Was it before, or after, the Difpute with
Dr. Warren, on Friday ‘the 2nd Inftant?

I believe before. I do not know that I
have feen the Chancellor fince Friday the
2nd Inftant. '

Was it a Day or two before, or Ia'ng be-
fore?

I do not remember at all; nor do I re-
member whether it was the laft Time I talked
with the Chancellor.

-

Have you any Memorandum, relative to
this Fact, in your Journal ?
Yes.

5 |
When did you make that Memorandum ?

The very Morning, within a Quarter of
an Hour,

On
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On what Day was it that you wrote and
put up that Order?

I do notknow. I believe the Order itfelf
is ‘dated, but I am not fure. The Journal
will afcertain the'date.

Have you kept a regular Journal of Oc-
currences fince you attended His Majefty at
Kew?. . T

I have, from about the 6th or 9th Day,
I believe, of my Attendance.

Is thar Order up now ?
. velieve fo. Sir Lucas Pepys faid he faw
- ¢fterday Morning,

| When His Majefty read a Page or Two,
and made very good Remarks upon it, whe~
ther the Books and the Pages were of His
Majefty’s own Sele@ion, or whether they
were put into His Hands and pointed out by
you ! | '
Particularly by His own Selection.

Whether, at the Time, His Majefty read
the Pages aloud, to be heard by Dr. Willis,
or to himfelf ? | |

Aloud ; nor could I know, if he did not

d aloud.
Tead Whether
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Whether His Majefty has done this Once,
Twice, or {everal Times ?

Many Times in a Day, as I underftand
and on more Days than One in the laft Six

or Seven Days. I have now been abfent a
great Part of feveral Days.

Can you remember the laft Time you

heard His Majefty read One or Two Pages?
Laft Night he did.

Did you hear him yourfelf laft Night?
Yes.

Whether you have obferved, in your At-
tendance on His Majefty, that His Eye-fight -
15 at all affe¢ted by His prefent Malady ?

Not that 1 know of,

Whether, when you or your Son was not
prefent, have you been informed by any of
the King’s Phyficians, Surgeens, or Apothe-
caries, that His Majcfty has read with At-
tention, and remarked with Judgment, upon
the Objects which he had read?

I think I have heard fo by Dr. Pepys,'
but I think I have heard from feveral Per-
fons that they have, at Times.

X | What
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What State was His Majefty in this Morn
ing?
I came away before He was up.

'__'_Wha:t State was His Majefty’in gnimg. to
Bed laft Night ?
Very quiet.

~ “Whether His Majefty continued, to the
Time of His going to Bed, to fhew Signs
of the fame Attention and Power of Reflec-
tion, as in the Inftance of reading in the
Manner mentioned by you?

Yes, to the Time I left Him, which was
about Half paft Ten; and I underitand from
the Pages, that He went to Bed immedi-
ately afver,

Whether any Thing of a contrary Nature
was intermixed, during the Time you was
with His Majefty Yefterday Evening ?

I cannot fay there did. :

Whether you obferve that the King's
Mind is in a better State in the Evening be-
fore he goes to Bed, or in the Morning ?

I think His Majefty is never fo well in a
Morning getting up, nor for an Hour after-
wards. |

How
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How long was you with His Majefty
Yefterday Evening ?

I believe, in all, about One Hour and a
Half; but I went f{everal Times out of the
Room.

Whether any other Phyfician or Medical
Perfon has been in the Room when His
Majefty has either read, orattended to Read-
ing in your Prefence?

I think Dr. Pepys was Twice; I am not
{ure whether there was any other; I am not
fure whether Dr. Gifborne was in the Room
laft Night, while His Majelty was reading.

Whether at any, and at what, Diftance
of Time after His Majefly has read, or at-
tended to Reading, in the Manner defcribed,
His Majefty has converfed with you on the
Subjetts he has either read or heard read 2

Very frequently, fometimes feveral Hours;

for 1 believe His Majefty never forgets what
He reads.

Whether, on any fubfequent Day; His
Majelty has converfed with you upon what
has been before read ?

X2 Seweral
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Several Days after; and 1 think His Ma-
jefty can give a good Account of any Book,
or Subjeét in a Book, that He has read,
either fince His lllnefs or before, as to the

Morality and Truth of it, as moft People
can, I think,

Whether you have found it neceﬂ'éry to
ufe Coercion more or lefs frequentl}r within

the laft Furtmght than you did in the pre-
ceding Fortnight ?

- Much lefs frequently, and not now for
nearl}' a Week.

Are you, upon Recolleétion, fure of this
Faét? '

1 am fure of it,

Whether the Circumftance of His Ma-
jefty’s having read, and attended to reading

‘as above ftated, is, in your Opinion, a clear

and decifive Symptom either of Convalef-
cence altually approaching, of of a very
{peedy Recnvery 1

I look upon it at the Time as Convalef-
cence itfelf, and certainly a Sign of His
Majefty’s Recovery ; but I will not pretcnd
to fay how foon.

What
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What do you confider as Convalefcence ?
A&ing properly upon the Bulfinefs you are
engaced in.

Whether the refrefhing Sleep His Majefty
has had, has been natural Sleep, or Sleep
procured by Medicine or other Means ?

_' No Medicine has been ordered for the
Purpofe, and no Means but that of having
His Majefty go'to Bed as quietly as you can.

Whether any other Phyfician attending
His Majefty has ever fuggefted to you the
Idea of pleafing or difpleafing any great
Perfonage, as a Motive to induce you to fign
any Report of His Majefty’s Health, more
or lefs favourable than the a&ual Circum-
ftances then warranted in your Opinion?

I know not of any fuch.

Whether, during the favourable Intervals
in which you have obferved His Majefty, you
have remarked that His Majefty had refleéted
upon the Nature of His 1llnefs ?

At fome Times I think he has, but rather
feems to avoid hinting any Thing of it.

Have you obferved that it has deprefied
His Spirits, {o as to retard his Cure?
T cannot

Va
A
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In an{wer to a Queftion before put to you,
¢« Whether, the feveral Circumftances of His
¢« Majelty’s Cafe, which have fallen under
¢ your Obfervation or come to your Know-
« ledge, being duly attended to, you in your
« Confcience think that the Chance of His
«« Majefty’s Recovery is greater, or lefs, or
¢ as good, as it was when you was examined
¢ before the former Committee?” Whe-
ther you remember having anfwered ¢ Much
¢ greater 2"’

I did fay fo, and I fay fo ftill.

‘Whether you recolleét this Queftion being
put to you by the former Committee, and
your Anfwer upon it,

¢« What Hopes has Dr. Willis of his Ma-
¢ jefty’s Recovery ”

“ I have great Hopes of His Majefty’s
¢ Recovery. . If it were any other Perfon
¢ but His Majeity, I fhould {carce entertain
“ a Doubt: When His Majefty refle¢ts upon
¢ an Illnefs of this Kind, it may deprefs His

¢ Spirits, and retard His Cure, more than a
¢t common Perfon

I do.

Dr. Willis having, in his former Examina-
tion, declared his Hopes of His Majefty’s
; Reco-
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Recovery to be fuch, that if His Majefty
‘was a common Perfon, he fhould fcarce en-
tertain a Doubt ; but that His Majefly’s re-
fle&ting upon an Ilnefs of that Kind might
‘dcprefs His Spirits, and retard His Cure more
than a common Perfon ;—and Dr. Willis
having now ftated to the Committee, that he
‘has' 'no Reafon to think that His Majefty’s
Spirits have been deprefled, or His Cure re-
tarded, by His having refleéted upon His
Hinefs, or that He has fo refletted ; and hav-
ing ftated alfo. to this Committee, thathe has,
in his Confcience, Hopes of His Majefty’s
Recovery, much greater than he had when
he was examined before the former Commit-
tee; Dr. Willis is defired to fay, what that
Confidence is, which is much greater, with
refpe@t to His Majefty’s Recovery, than a
State of Mind which fcarcely entertains a
Doubt? . "

As in the Caﬁ: of a common Patmnt, thc
Symptoms are greatly abated, and therefore
greater Hopes of His Recovery,  As to His
particular Station in Life, from. my Know-
ledge of His Majefty’s Senfe of Religion, 1
have greater Hopes that He will, with a
proper Refignation, reflect upon what it has

pleafed God to have affiicted him with.
Then



[ 169 ]

Then do you mean that the Committéc
fhould underftand that your Apprehenfions,
with Refpect to the Confequences of His
Majefty’s reflecting 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, I believe he was.

Did Dr. Reynolds join in the Objection
made by Dr. Warren, to the propofed Alter-
ation in the Report which was then in Quef-
tion?

Dr. Reynolds faid nﬂthlng, and I have
been ufed a good deal to ftand alone in that

Sort of Confulration.

~ Did you hear from Dr. Reynolds at thaf
Time, or afterwards, that Dr. Reynolds did

agree to the Alteration propofed ?

I do not remember any Thing of it.
' Withdrew,

Y Luna,
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Lz;me 12° die 7&?::::1?‘:: 1789.

The Reverend Dr. FRANCIS WILLIS
again called in, and examined.

FHETHER, when you figned Ac-
" counts, at the Defire of Dr. Warren,
and by the Perfuafion of Sir Lucas Pepys, lefs
favourable than the Circumftances of the
King’s Health would have warranted, you
thought that Difference to be a mere Difpute
about Words? _
I figned no Account, that I know of; by
Sir Lucas Pepys’ Perfuafion—thofe I figned
by his Perfuafion was, that Dr. Warren had
pot waked His Majefty.

Whether you did at any Time, or at.any
Perfon’s Deflire or Perfuafion, fign Reports
lefs favourable than the Truth would have

warranted, concerning the State of His Ma-

jefty’s Health ?
Not' by any Perfualion, that I knuw uf.

but in my own Mind, rather than have any
Difpute-about it.

“Was it to prevent a Difpute originally; or
t6 put an End to r.he Cuntmuancc of 'a

Difpute? -
ipu Pa
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As-it did not atall refpect His Majefty’s
Cure, and we had had Difputes about Words
before, and I did not then think i1t worth
while to have any for the future,

Do you think that the Truth or FRHE:’.}%?PC!
of aReport, figned by the King’s Phyficians,
for the Information of His Subjeéts, to be
of no more Confequence than a leputc
about Words ? :

It really {truck me fo then, and I am not
at all affected with it now.

“Whether or no you have not given to Her
Majeity, and to the Ladies who have the .
Honour to be about Her Perfon, more exact
Accounts, according to your Opinion, and
of a more mnfulamry Nature ¢

I have always given them the Truth, to
the beft of my Opinion.

'Whether thofe Accounts were in Fal of
a more favourable Nature ?

The Report that was made to the Public,
1s from the Appearance of His Majefty in
the Morning, when the Symptoms have
ever been lefs favourable; the Accounts to
the Ladies attending Her Majefty have been
frequently in the Day, and therefore, taking

X 3 the
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lefs favourable to-the State of the King’s

Health than the Truth would warrant ?

To the beft of my Judgment, lefs favour-
able. . R

Is it then, lefs favourable than the general
Refult which might be drawn from all the
Circumftances of the different Accounts
which you give to the Ladies attending Her -
Majefty ?

Yes, I think it is.

On what Occafion, and for what Purpofe, -
did you fign the Certificate relative to the
Tranfaction of that Day, in which you was
informed that Dr. Warren had prevented
His Majefty from fleeping ? |

A good-natured Purpofe, and on the Paper
being offered me to fign, and being affured
that it would hurt Dr, Warren’s Charaé’ter if
I did not.

- At the Time of figning that Certificate,
did you explain to Dr. Warren, or Sir Lucas
Pepys, or to any other Perfon then prefent,
the Diftinction and Refervation which you
have now mentioned to this Committee ?

Yes,
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Yes, vcr}r particularly to buth Dr. War-

ren and Sir Lucas Pﬁp}fs—Whethn an}'Bndy‘
elfe was by I do not remember.

: Whethtr you called in_any of the Phy.ii-l
cians attending on His Majefty, or the Sur-
geons or Apothecaries, or any other Perfons
than thofe of your own Family and the Pages,
to be Witnefs of the Circumftances which
you have defcribed as anpearmg on Friday
Evening laft ? |

I did not.

Whether your Purpofes in excluding any
Perfon from coming to His Majefty, éxcépt'
by your own Permiffion, does not arife from
an Apprehenfion that the Appearance of fuch
Perfons might excite troublefome Enmtmns?‘

Very cert:auniy '

Whethtr you have ever cunfultcd the Rt:-
aifters of public Hofpitals, or other Houfes
for the Reception of Patients labouring un-
der this Malady? ' _

I never did. Hﬂfplta]i take in Paticnts, '_
and call them thus indifpofed. Numbers of
them have been fo mdlfpofcd for Years, per-

haps, and do not give you any Account of
the
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the particular Symptoms of the Malady when
taken into the Hofpital.

As Dr. Willis has faid, that the Circum=
ftance of Perfons going into His Majefty’s
Room may excite troublefome Emotions;
whether his Experience -enables him to fay
that fuch Emotions do, or do not, in gene-
ral Cafes, retard the Cure of the Patient ?

In my Opinion, very much.

" Will you inform the Committee, whether,.
after duly attending to every Circumitance
which you have related to the Committee,
and all other Circumftances which have
fallen under your Obfervation, or have come
to your Knowledge, refpecting His Majefty’s
Cale, and judging from Faéts and Expe-
rience derived from your own Practice, youy
have, or have not, greater Hopes of His
Majefty’s Recovery than when you was
examined before the former Committee?

Much greater Hopes. -

Whether the State of the Weather, or the
Scafon of the Year, hasany Effeét upon Pa-
tients labouring under this Diforder?

The State of the Weather, preventing H;s !
Majefty from raking Exercife, and keeping

o
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Wereithere, in the Courfe of Play, fres'
quent Signs of the Continuance of hls Ma-
jefty’s Diforder ? - : |

I have faid, in Anfwer to a furmt:r %Ef‘}
tion, that the material Changes in his Ma-
Jjefty’s Situation, ‘I think, are a better State
of I—Iealth, and more Quietnefs in His Man-,

I think that is an Anfwer. Thercv
were Slgns of the Cﬂntmuanc: of Hls Ma.
jefty’s Diforder. S En

Whether yuu was prefent at any Readmg,-
with His Majefty?2 - :
~No, He did not read while I was prcﬁ:nt

“Have you at any Time obferved, that your
going into His Majefty’s Room ‘has been a
Caufe of any Irritation? 9

I think lefs with me than with others.

Do you know that the gmng in of any DF
His Majefty’s Phyficians, other thad Dr.
- Willis, or the goingn of Surgeons or Apo-
thecafties, has been a greater Caufe of Irfita- -
tion‘than the going in of Dr., W:lhs and hls :
Son? * E

“I'think thofe he fees the ofteneft irritate
hlm I:hE Iﬂaﬂ' -, . Hed 2pT '

%
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| Was you ‘prefent at the ’T:me ‘W’Mﬂrﬁr.
Willis feemed to impute a D' fturbance of
His Majefty to the unfeaﬁ:nab'le gbir'f’g ftfof

Dr Warren ?
p remcmbcr Dr. W’iﬁis s faying hethmrght'

the gmnw n uf us tngether 1rr1tatcd‘ H’ts

Majefty. _
Were you ever prefent when Dr Wllm
did at any Time impute to Dr. , Warren, his.
-having gone in fo as to prc?cnt His Majelty’s
fleeping? o - LV

I do not remcmber hxs ﬁaymg fn. | |
FUl] ooc¥ Wu:hdraw

Doltor WARRE’N auarn calleﬂ ’ih and,

cxammed

Ha?c you. fcen thf: K.u'lg Ta-day R d
Yes. . IR

In what State did you ﬁnd Hlar Majhﬁy'
this Morning, and what Account’ had“ybu
of the anteceding Day ? YR A%%ho;

I found His Majefty in a very 1rr1tﬁix_d*'
State this Morning, and wis informed that
he has had, in the Whole, but Five Hours’
Sleepin the Three laft Nights—that having

had
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‘had no Sleep at ally or very little, the Nighs
before lgﬁ, it was propofed’ to give Him
fomething laft Night to.compofe and quiet
him==—fuch a Medicine.was written. down,
but was not given him.—It was propofed
Yefterday to carry His Majefty out.to take
the Air—I was not informed that this was
mentioned in the Confultation in the Morn-
ing, but I was informed by Dr. John Willis,
that His Majefty’s Pulfe was Yefterday 120
in a Minute—I was likewife informed that
He had lain all'Night under Coercion, and
had fweated a great deal. Some: prudent
Perfon advifed His Majefty fhould not be
carried out to take the Air.—I have Reafon
to think that the Pulfe became quieter in the
Courfe of the Day.—I found it this Morn-
ing between 106 and 108 in a Minute, and
obferved Marks of Fever on His Majefty’s
Tongue. Dr. John Willis told me. that he
. had promifed to carry His Majefty out Tqe
day, and defired me to confider, whether the
not complying with His Expectations might
not irritate Him a great deal,—1 was forry
that He had had fuch a Promife; 1 was
. neceflitated to. take the leaft of Two Evils,
and. advifed that His Majefty fhould not be

| Z 2 carried
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liar to fay to'me, 'and frequently propofes to
confer Favours: ﬂpon me He has dnne i'u
this Murhmg. - | Lot dh o

Wherhcr Hls Ma_;e,&y has pver Ih»:wn any
Signs of Diflike towards you? |

Not lately ; but His Majefty fometuneai
mixes Marks of Diflike with Marks of
Favour; but in general thofe. nf Favour are

gr&atly predommant. :

Smce what T:me havc }'ﬂu CI‘HEH}F obf:rvf:d
Marks of Favour to predominate ? .

I do not recollect any Mark of Dlsfavuur
at any. partl{:ular Time. I was in great Dif-
.favaur at Windfor—it cnntmued for fome
Time after His Majefty came to Kew ;—it

began to diminifh foon after Dr. Willis. -

came; I gradually grew into great Favour,
and remain fo at prefent, excepting that
fometimes He has found Fault with me for
bringing him from Windfor; but at another
Time told me, I did right in bringing Him
from Wlndfur, and perhaps found fome Dl’.hEI‘
Faults, but not lately, that 1 know of.—
This is the Progrefs, to the beﬂ: ﬂf m}r
R:colle&:on. |

o

o vk il
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+ Have yow heard that His Majefty has been
more irritated by the coming in of His Ma,
jefty’s ordinary Phyficians,  Surgeons, or
Apothecaries, in a greater Degree than by
the coming in of Dr. Willis and his Sons ?

Not that I know of; I have' never hntn
fb mfhrmcd& : :

Whet.htr the Prefence of any Objeft,, which
tends to excite ftrong Emotions in His Ma. :
jelty’s Mind, is favou rablc, or uthcrmﬁ:, |

His Recovery ? = |
Unfavoumbim ‘ poveR 1 FhS 1

Has there, in Ea& been any Introduéhqn
of Perfons, to your Kﬂﬂwltdgcl whlch h:gd,
prﬂduce fuch Irritations? f.

- Yes.—1I fhould like to give an Accuunt of
the Firft Cunfultat:un we had with Dr. WIHIS
—The Day that | intraduced Dr. Willis to
the King, I fummoned the reft of His Ma-
jefty’s Phyficians to a Confultation at my
Houfe.—It was there firlt fettled as aPrin-
ciple, that Quiet of Body and Mind were to
be endeavoured to be obtained by every
Means poffible ; and that every Thing fhould
be carefully kept from His Majefty t:hat
might
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might tend’ to prevent this defirable Acqui-
fitton. =Tt was fettled that a regular Coer-
cion ‘fhould'’ be ‘made ufe of—that every
Thing Thould be kept from His Majefty that
was likely to' excite any Emotion—that
though His Majefty had not fhewn any Signs
of an Intention to injure Himfelf, yet that
it was abfolutely neceffary, confidering the
fudden Impulfes to which His Diftemper
fubjleﬁlts: 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 Majefty’s
Hand, and a Penknife.—~When [ faw the
Do&or next, T afked him how he could ven=
ture to do fuch a Thing—he faid, he fhud-
dered at what he had done.—As he made ufe
.of this Expreflion, I did not think-it necef-
fary to fay much to him upon the Subjedt.—
On the 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 Emo-
tion, which was accompanied with Aéts de-
monitrating that Emotion, as T was inform-
ed, to the beft of my Memory;, by Mr
Keate.—Notwithftanding this Effet of fee-’

) 3 ing
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ing the Children, Dr. Willis, the next Day,
introduced that Perfon, whofe great and
amiable Qualities we all know muft neceffa-
rl,ly make Her the deareft and tendereft Ob-
je& of His Majefty’s Thoughts --Thf.‘: In—
terview was_fhort :—His Mﬂj?ﬁ}’ was {0011
aﬁ:erwards in a great State of Irritation; and
the ftrict Cucrcmn was, I believe, fﬂr the ﬁrﬁ
Time, atually applied that nght—the
Blifters were put on that N1ght I:kewxfc..;
The next Time that I faw Dr. Willis, I fpoke.
to. him upon. this Subject with fome Degree
of Sharpnefs, becaufe it was contrary to my
Opinian, and contrary to what had been
fettled in Confultation; for it, had bcen re-
ferred, that whatever could be done by De- -
liberation, fhould be fetl:lt:d bg Cnnfultatmn,
that the Condu& of His Majefty, in the in-
terior Room, fhould be lef to Dr, Willis’s,
Diﬁ:retion, becaufe it did not admit of De-=,
the I}oc"tor that his Opmmn was w;nqg, but;
that the A& was contrary. t;nd\prtha‘;: was laid,
down in Confultation could not bedenied —,
I was always confidered, by the. ‘higheft Au-
thority, as the F irft Phyfician, and therefore,
thought myfelf- particularly  refponfible; T

g thought
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thuught my/lelf obliged to look into, and to
enquire afrer every. '1"1111[1{r that I'EIat{..d to His
Majefty : [ did nc}t- fuppaﬁ: myfelf in a dif-
ferent Sltuatmn upnn the Arrival of Dr.
WIHIS, and thtrefbre tock the Libérty of
fpeakmﬂ to him wu;h fome Degree of Autho-
rity.—I rememer, when his Three Atten-
dants arrived, I fent for them into the Phy-
ficians Room, examined them very carefully,
partlcularl}' as to the Temper with which
they condu&ed themfelves towards thofe
‘whom they attended, and fpﬂLe to: tlzem, as
they were Strangers to me, in fuch a Man-
“ner as to let them know that their Conduét
would be ftrictly obferved.—My being I irft
Ph}fft:ian made me talk to Dr. Willis about
. every Thmg that I heard of, thut did not ap-
pear to me to be quite accurate, and fome-
times led to leputes .—I informed the Doc-
tor, that he was ‘there in a double ClpEClt}“—-—
as Phyﬁcmn, and Attendant on His Ma_]f:ﬁv
in the interior Room; that [ muﬁ take my
Share in direting what related to 'Hlm n
the Capa?wy of Phyfician, though I fhould
not interfere with refpect to the Conduét of
His Majcﬂy in_the interior Room.—Not
many Days after this Tranfa&ion I ubﬁ:rved

Aa 2 _Bo_'ﬁie:
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a Book in His Majefty’s' Hands, which af=
fected me much, and immediately deter-
mined me to bring a Charge againft Dr.
Willis, for what I thought bad Praétice.—I
do not mean to bring the Story of this Book
as a Fault, becaufe I believe there was no
Intention to convey fuch a Book to His Ma-
jefty : It was the Play of King Lear, not in
a Volume of Shakefpeare, but it was a cor-
re€ted Lear, by Colman, and mixed with his
Plays. T can have no Reafon to think, that
Dr. Willis could fufpect that fuch a Play was
in that Volume. His Majefty told me that
Dr. Willis brought Him the Book, and Dr.
Willis did not deny it, when I fpoke to him
on the Subje&t.—I do not bring this as a
Fault, but it was the Circumftance that de-
termined me to put in Execution what I had
been thinking of before, with refpect to Dr.
Willis ; for His Majefty’s Obfervation on
the Book affected me ftrangely. I carried
an Account of this to the Prince of Wales,
and he deflired me, as-he had done in every
Cafe of Difficulty that had happened, from
the Beginning of the Illnefs, to lay the Af-
fair before the Lord Chancellor. The Lord
Chancellor went to Kew, I believe; and the

Refult
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Refult was, when I faw the Lord Chancellor,
that the Rules of the Confultation fhould be
firictly obeyed.—Dr. Willis has, a fecond
Time, introduced the fame great and amia-
ble Perfon. Iwas informed, that fome De-
gree of Irritation came on in the Night; but
having collected, as I thought, from feveral
fmall Circumitances, that the Power of in-
troducing Perfons to His Majefty, was to be
left entirely to Dr. Willis, I did not make

any Complaint about it.

Can you afcertain the Time of the laft
Interview ?
I cannot.

- What Time of Day was the firft Interview ?
I apprehend the firlt Interview was in the
Evening—and that the Interview happeneds
not only without confulting His Majefty’s
Phyficians colleétively, but that Dr.Gifborne,
who was in the Houfe that Evening, and
fitting in the Anti-Chamber when the Intro-
duction took Place, was not-confulted upon
the Occalion.

Do you know who were prefent at the In-
terview?

: Aaa I think
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fty, upon a particular Day, concerning which
it has been fince faid, that you prevented His
Majefty from going to fleep? |

I never could accurately learn what Day
was fixed—I have only had a Sufpicion of the
Day.—I wifh to have a Day fixed, that I may
meet the Charge. | iy

Was there any Day on which Dr. Willis
“feemed to be peculiarly folicitous to prevent,
or delay, your going in to the King?

I do not recollect any {uch Day.

Do you recolle& 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 remember a Morning when Dr. Willis
faid, ,His Majefty had had .a bad Night,
which I mylelf had been acquainted with by
afking the Page, as I paffed by the King's
Anti-Chamber, the Door of which I opened
as I was going into the Phyficians Room,—
In the Phyficians’ Room I mentioned that I
had learnt the King had had a very bad
Night, but was then fallen afleep.—I fat
down, and what Difcourfe paffed between
me and Dr, Willis then, about the Night, I
"do not know—a few Words only.—The

Doctor
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Dodtor foon went out of the Room, and
when he returned, faid,  That the King
* was not {leeping, for that he fpoke’—I
got up, the attending Phyfician of the Day
with me, and walked cowards. Dr. Willis—
we went together through the Anti<Cham-
ber ; when I arrived at the Door of His Ma-
jeity’s Bed-Room, Dr, Willis faid, You may
open_the Door, a Circumftance that I do not
recolleét ever to have happened to me be-
fore—fomebody elfe generally opening the
Door ;—when I opened it, 1 found thﬁp the
Room was dark—I ftepped forwards very
flowly; as foon as | had gone the Width of
the Door I was vifible to his Majefty. The
Door being open, His May efty immediately -
addreffed himfelf very pointedly to me, fay-
ing, “Iam glad to fee you,” and adding
His With to be releafed from the State he was. -
then in, which was a State of Coercion. I
hefitated ; went one Step back to look for
Dr, Willis, who was ftanding very near me.
1 faid fomething to the Doétor, and he im-
mediately replied, in Subftance, that if His .

Majefty complained I might comply with

His Requeft. In confequence of which it
was done, by my Defire. I flaid but a fhort
Time
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Time with his' Majefty, and, as I'was walke
ing back, T faid, ¢ I had fome Doubts
¢ whether the complying with Flis Majlty’s
“ Requeft was not improper, for Heisina’
¢¢very irritated State.” Dr. Willis faid,
< His Majelty will rife' prefently, ard then
¢¢ we fhall be able to do without Coercion.”

Whetlier Dr. Willis exprefled, at that
Time, any Difpleafure at what you had done,
or reprefented to you any Mifchief that he
conceived likely to enfue from it?

Not that I remember.
~ On what Occafion did any Difcourfe arife,
concerning any Certificate {ubferibed by Dr.
Willis, relacive to a Tranfaction 1n which
His Majefty’s Sleep had been prevented or
interrupted ?

The Story was fo abfurd, that T never
gave myfelf the Trouble of confuting it.
Sir Bucas Pepys faid, the Srory wonld do
me a great deal of Harm. I told him, I
did not value it, or fome fuch Expreflion,
Notwithftanding which, without any Iniima-
tion from me on the Subject, he wrote down
a Paper, without my knowing what it was
about, till he was very near the End of i,
and in a Minute or Two more fhewed it to

Dr.
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fallen to fleep, and you muft not go in.—
. You know, faid I, that I am a Spy, and
muft {ee the King :—1I did not mean then—
and went immediately to the Phyficians
Room.—This was fpoken in a very good-
natured Manner, and- meant no more, than
that I, from my Situation, was an Infpector.,
~—Will the Committee pleafe to confider,
whether any Man, who meant to be'a Spy,
ever told it of himfelf?

Have any violent Difputes ever ‘exifted
between His Majelty’s Phyficians, concern-
ing the Method of His Medical Treatment ?
~ No, if you mean the Medicines, fo far as
I know, |

Have any Difputes. arifen betwen any of
the Phyficians among themfelves (the Dif-
putes with Dr. Willis excepted) concerning
.. any Part of his Treatment ?

Never,

Do you recollect whether Dr. Willis re-
monftrated againft the Ufe of Blifters, as
fuppofing them improper in this Cafe, or
dangerous ?

- On the contrary, the Dotor {poke highly
in Commendarian.of Blifters in fimilar Dif-

orders.
Bb Do
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Has any Influence, Command, Dlrc&mn,
or Perfuafion, been ufed to you, from any
Perfon whatfoever, to reprefent His Ma-
jefty’s Cafe in a lefs favourable L1ghf than it
appeared to youupon your own judgmtnt 4

%

 Certainly not.

- When Dr. Warren was examined: bef'nre.
this Committee on Thur{day laft, was he ac-
quainted at that Time with the feveral Cir-
cumftances of Dr. Willis’s Condu& which
he has this Day. ftatéd to the Committee, as
having excited Irntatmn in his Ma}eﬁy"‘?

JiXess gc:

" Whether the Paper which you' received
from Dr. Willis was, in Point of Faé, ac-
cording to the beft of your prefent Recol-
leétion, an Acknowledgment that you had not
waked His Majefty, or an Acknowledgment
that you had not prevented him from going
to fleep ?

I muft refer to the Paper; I can hardly
fay that I read it with Accuracy—but I am
ready to fend the Paper heres

Whether, upon that Morning in which
you fay, that you wufed the Words in the
Senfe in which you have explained them,
relatwa to your being a Spy; you recolleét

Bba2 being
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Whether the Circumftances which you
have mentioned, of the Increafe of Irritation,
the Quicknefs of Pulfe, and the other Symp-
toms;, as having been obferved by you fince
you were laft examined by this Committee,
produce any material Alteration-in the Opi-
nion which you have before ftated to this
Committee refpecting the Probability of His
Majefty’s Recovery ?

No.

~ Upon what Ground was your Opinion of
Recovery founded ? ligt KL QS

By Calculation, | '
¢ : i Withdrew.

Sir GEORGE BAKER apain called
in, and Examined.

When did you laft fee his Majefty ?

Yefterday Morning,

Will you inform. the Committee in what
State His Majefty was' then, and had been
in the Day preceding, according to your
own Obfervations, and the beft Information
you have received ? :

According to the Information which I
received, His Majefty had paffed the pre--
ceding Afternoon quietly ; that He had had

a very
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a very reftlefs Night, without any Sleep;
that from Six o'Clock to Eight in the Morn-
ing He was very much difturbed.” When 1
vifited his Majefty, He talked for about a
Minute a little confiftently, but then went
into a total Aliemation, ~ 1l
i How long did you ftay with his Majefty 5

Perhaps about Twenty Minutes—I cannot
fay with Accuracy. St |

Do you, from what you have obferved on
this and the former Occafions, believe His
Majefty to have been lately, at any Time,
capable of reading a Book, with Attention
and Obfervation, for any Length of Time
togéther? | -

From what T have obferved lately, I do
not conceive that His Majefty has been -ca-
pable of reading a Book, for any Length of
Time, with Attention and Obfervation.

Whether, when you obferved the firft
Symptoms of His Majefty’s Diforder, on the
Twenty-fecond October, you communicated
your Apprehenfions to any Perfon?

. I communicated - my Apprehenfions by a
Note to the Ghancellor of the Exchequer.

" To any other Perfon ?
- WNo,
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No, not that Night, except to Mr. P.
Hawkins.

When did you communicate your Appre-
henfions to the Chancellor of the Exchecquer?
The Twenty-fecond of O&ober.

Do you recollet the Circumftances of that
Communication to the Chancellor of the
Exchequer, or any Thing that pafled in
confequence ? _

The Terms of the Communication were,
“ Sir G. Baker is forry to acquaint Mr. Pitt,
¢c"that he has juft left His Majefty in an
¢ Agitation of Spirits bordering on Deli-
“¢ rium.” In confequence of that Commu-
nication, Mr. Pitt called on me, on Thurfday
the Twenty-third of October, about Two
o’Clock in the Morning, 1 believe, after I
was gone to Bed. It was Twelveo’Clock
when I came home; I fent the Nete to Mr.
Pitt immediately after.—I endeavoured to
give Mr. Pitt a more full Account of what I
‘had obferved.

Do you recollect being afked, in that Con-
verfation, if you thought, under the Circum-
ftances you had mentioned, it was prudent
that His Majefty fhould be left that Night

' without
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Then you did not conceive it neceflary,
or advifable, to acquaint His Royal Highnefs
the Prince of Wales, or any other of the
Royal Family, with the Apprehenfions you
had conceived the Night before? |

I did not conceive it neceffary to acquaint
His Royal Highnefs with my Apprehenfions
the Night before, for this Reafon only, be-
caufe I thought I had been miftaken.

Did you, for the fame Reafon, abftain
from informing Her Majefty ? |

For the fame Reafon,

Whether Sir George Baker obferves any
further Degree of Convalefence in His Ma-
jefty, than when he was laft examined before
this Committee ? | y

No Signs of Convalefcence.

- Whether Sir George Baker, duly attending
to the Circumitances which he has mentioned
in his Examination this Evening, does, or
does not, in his Confcience, think that the
Chance of His Majefty’s Recovery, from his
prefent Indifpofition, is as good, or greater,
or lefs, than it was when he was laft examined
before this Committee ? |

It is as good. .
o Can
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Can you define to the Committee the
Meaning of the Word Convalefccncc?

Some Degree of Recovery, I fuppnfe, it
means. If it does not mean a Recovery, it
means fomething towards a Rccovery '

Whether, in any leorder, any Degree of
Amendment would come under the Term
Convalefcence? |

1 think hardly.—In a Fevcr; i, yuur Pulﬁ:
was fomewhat quieter To-day than Yefier-
day, I {hould not fay that you were Conva-
lcfccnt, but that Jou yere Better,

Is it to be undcritood that a Pcrfqn may
be Better, without being Cnn?ﬂ.ltfcguti .
He certainly may.

" 'When you attended His Majefty Yefter-
day, what were the Obfervations you made
upon the State of His Majefty’s Pulfe, and
of the State of His general bodily Health?

The State of the Pulff: was 84, and as to
the State of His bodily Health, it was mu;:h_L
as it had been.—His Majefty is grown ex-
tremely thin.

Was there any Fever, or any Thing mate-

nally different in the State of His bodily
~ Health
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Health from what it had been for fome Time?
No, nothing materially different.

Does His Majefty’s general Habir, or His
prefent Diforder, make His Majefty liable
to fudden and temporary Variatiuns in the
State of His Pulfe? |

I do not know the Meaning of the Word
Habit; but as to the prefent Diforder, it cer-
tainly makes His Majefty liable to fudden
Variations of His Pulfe. 1 have counted it
from 68 to 126, but notwithin fhort Intervals,

Whether you confider fome temporary or
occafional rational Difcourfe, a Proof of the
Abfence of this Malady ? ' ar'sg

I do not.

Will you inform the Committee, whether
you have, or have not, known many Peeple
extremely ill of this Malady, and who have
never been cured, that did notwithftanding
occafionally ufe fome rational Difcourfe?

I have hardly ever feen a Perfon in that
Situation, who cannot occafionally talk ra-
tionally.

Whether you do not know that Perfons in
this Malady, who in the Prefence of certain
Attendants have abftained from thofe Dif

Cca courfeg
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courfes and Aé'tmns whtch wou!diﬁdic.’ate the

Malady ? -
Certainly.

Hew many Perfons labnurmg under this
Malady, whe had been Three Months ill,
have recovered, under the fole Care of your~
felf, during your Life?

- Not one. .

Whether a Patient haﬁrmg occafioral
rational Converfation, while labouring un~
det this Malady, is not more favourable than
‘when that Circumftance is wanting ¢, -

I'like it better; but 1 am not fure itis
more favourable. e

How many Patients have you, in the
whole Courfe of your Life, thought it proper
to continue under your fole Care, after they
had - continued Three Months under your
fole Care, lndlfpofed in this Malady ?

Twenty, 1 believe.

How many of r.hnfc Patients have you

. cured ?
Not One.

Of that Number, which you fuppofe to
be Twenty, are you able to ftate how many
of them ultimately did recover 2

1 do not believe any of them. .
: Did
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Did thofe Perfons remain under your Care,
to the beft of your Knowledge; as long as
they lived ?

I do not know that.

Then, do you know whether ultlmateljr

‘they were cured or not ?
I can fay nothing at all to fome of them.

Can you fay under what Care J;hnfe,hta
whofe Cafe you can fay nothing, were put,
after they ceafed to be under your Care ?

' Some of them have gone into Hofpltals,
- others into private Houfes. ' -

Whether there are particular Symptoms
~ which enable you to ftate it as your OPIH.IOH,
that Patients never will be.cured ? .
‘When the Diforder degenerates into a
State of Fatuity, there are no Hopes of Cure,

Whether it is not common for thisDif-
order, where it lﬂng,cnntm ues mthmit Gure,
to degenerate into fucha Statf:?

Very common. T

* What is 'your Opinion of a Calculation,
which, under any Management you have
hitherto heard of, gives g Cures out of 10
Maladies, provided they are taken into Hand

within
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within Three Months- after the @amnitncc-
ment of the Diforder? .« 10 vinoyineh

As far as I know, from my own Experi-
ence, and from the Experience of Dr. Batty,
whom I attended formerly, fuch a Calcula-
tion is incredible,

Whether the Lofs of Flefh which you have
mentioned, has bf:cn attended with Lofs of
Strength ? .

About a Month ago there’ was no Lnfﬁ of
Strength—His Ma‘]fﬂry has had fo little Ex-
ercife fince, that I cannot judge now,

To what Caufe do you attribute the Lofs
of Flefth ? , Y (54

To Agitation, and to Perfpiration, and
lefs Sleep than ufual ; thofe are all the Caufes
that occur to me.

Whether Lofs of Flefh, in Cafes of this
Sort, affords any Argument as to the Pm-
bability of Recovery ? |

I think it affords no Argument clthcr way.,

Sir,George Baker defired the Two fol-
~ lowing Queftions and Anfwers, in his £
amination on Thurﬁ:lay lat, nmght S

be read.

Q-
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Q. *¢ Has Sir George Baker attended His
““ Majefty only, or bas'he been employed in
¢ attending the Royal Family ?”
A. ¢ Both His Majefty, and alfo the
¢ Royal Family—I mean the Family at
¢ Windfor and at Kew.” :

Q. ¢ Is Sir George Baker now employed
“ to attend on the Royal Family ?”

B 0n1y the King, not the Ruyal
¢« Family.”

Sir George Baker then defired that his
Anfwer to the Firft of thofe Quel-
tions might ftand as follows.

¢ Both His Majefty and the Queen, and
¢ the Royal Family re dmg wuh their
¢« Majefties.”

And that his Anfwer to the Second

Queftion might ftand as follows.

¢ Not on the Royal Family.” '

Do you know any Inftance of Dr, Warren,

or any other Phyfician, by improper Inter-

ruption difturbing His Majefty’s Reft, or
preventing His going to fleep?

I know no fuch Inftance.

Sir
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Sir George Baker having faid,  in Anfwer
to 2 Queftien put to him, That, duly ate
tending to the feveral Circumftances which
he has mentioned in his Examination this
Evening, he ‘does in his Confcience think
that the Chance of His Majefty’s Recovery
1s as good as when he was laft examined be-
fore this Committee—and feveral Qeﬂzons
having been addreffed to, and feveral An-
fwers given by, him fince he fo declared his
Opinion, Does he continue, in his Con-
{cience, to hold the fame OEinionE, due Re-
gard being had to the feveral Circumftances
referred to in fuch Queftions and Anfwers?

I am of the fame Opinion that I was Two
Hnul"s ng. T Withdrm}r.

Sir LUCAS PEPY S agam ca.llcd in,
~ | and examined.

Whether you know any Inftance of Dr,
Warren, or any other Phyfician, by improper
Intcrruptmn, difturbing His Majefty’s Reft,
or prcvf:ntmg Him from gomg to ﬂt‘ep g

“No Inftance.

When did you fee the ng La{;? i

I came from Him this Morning,
' il In
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‘In what'State did you leave His Majetty ?
Rather quieter than He was laft Night;

wery far from being fo calm as I have feen
Him, ‘

Have théi-e'been, ‘within the laft Three
Days, great Signs of Fever and Irritation?
Very canﬁderablea

How has His Majelty been, with refpeé‘c
to Sleep, within that Time?

From the Report of - the Pages, who have
fat up for the laft Three Nights, it appears
that His Majefty has not had above Five of
Six Hours Sleep. :

A PAPER, of which the following is 2
Copy, was then fhewn to Sir Lucas Pepys.

- ¢« Kew Houfe,

« December 25th, 1788,
¢ A malicious Report having been in-
duftrioufly circulated, that Dr. Warren
“ had gone into His Majefty’s Bedchamber,
¢ contrary to the Defire of Dr. Willis and
¢“ the Pages, and then and there, in a
violent Manner, difturbed His Majefty
out of his Sleep, in confequence of which

' Dd ¢ he

L4

L]

-y

1

L2

-~

L 4
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“ he became more than ufually difturbed—
¢ This is to certify, that the Whole of  the
‘¢ above Report is not true, and is merely
¢¢ founded in Malice.

¢ B oWILLIS?”
¢ Thurfday Morning.” :

This Paper was written by me, and figned
by Dr. Willis, upon the 245th of December
L5 i |

-

What Share had Dr. Warren in procuring
the Drawing up or perfuading the Signature
of this Paper?

Having heard frequently of the Report.
mentioned in this Paper, and conceiving it
to be very injurious to his Character, with-
out any Communication with Dr, Warren
on the Subjeét, and whilft Dr. Warren and
Dr. Willis were talking in the Room, [
hattily wrote this Paper, withing thereby to
put an End to all Altercation. [ fhewed it
to Dr. Warren, who immediately prefented
it to Dr. Willis; and I told Dr, Willis I
conceived he could have no Objeftion to
fign his Name in Contradiétion to fuch a
:‘nahcmus chnrt This hc readily did, and

Dr,
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Dr. Warren thanked him for having fo done.
—Nothing more paffed on the Subje, -

Did Dr. Willis at the Time, make a Dil-
tintion = between preventing Sleep, and
waking from Sleep—refufing to give any
Certificate with regard to the preventing,
but confenting to this Certificate with regard
to the waking—or any Diftinétions to that

- Effe&t?

No fuch Diftinétion was made to me, nor
were there any more Words, to the beft of
my Recollection, paflfed on the Subjeét.
‘What they might fay, I do not know, for I
was writing.

Did you defire Dr. Willis to give a Cer-
tificate to the former Effeét, which he re-
fufed ?

No, I never afked him anymore Queftions
on the Subjeét,

Was not this Certificate to meet the par-
ticular Charges, which you had heard were
circulated againft Dr. Warren ?

¥ el

Will you inform the Committee, whether
the Report that had been circulated was, to
Dda2 " the
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Martis, v3> die' Januarii 1789.

The Reverend Doftor FRANCIS WILLIS
again called in, and examined.

DO you remember the Time when you
were firft introduced to attend on His
Majefty 2
About Friday Five or Six Weeks.

Do you remember at that Time a general
Confultation of all the Phylicians, at which
you was prefent ?

Yes.

‘Was the Objeét of that Confultation to
fettle the general Rules upon which His
Majefty’s Cafe was to be conducted ?

Concerning Medicines in particular.

Was it agreed, at that Time, to keep out
of the Way of His Majefty every Thing by
which a Perfon, under His Diftemper,
might, from {udden Impulfe, be induced to
injure himfelf? '

I do not remember one Word about it :
Things of that Sort, I underftood, were left
to me to judge at the Moment,

Do
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Do you remember your having put aRazor’

and Penknife into the Hands of His "Ma'-".

jefty, the Day after the Confultation? -

“His Majefty had not been’ thaved for a
long While, perhaps a Fortnight, or Three
Weeks; and the Perfon that had been ufed

to fhave hlm, could not complete the Parts:
of his upper and under Lips; and, being

confident, from the Profeffions and Humour
of His Majefty at that Moment, I fuffered
His Majefty to {have His Lips himfelf; and

then He deflired He might have His whole:
¥ace lathered, that He might juft run it over |

with a Razor; and He did fo in a very calm
Manner. His Nails alfo wanted cutting

FiFi

very much; and upon His Aﬂ'urance, and ..
upon my Confidence in His Looks, Iqu'ertd
him to cut His own Nails with a Penkmfe |

while I ftood by Him.—It 1s neceffary for
a Phyfician, efpecially in fuch Cafes, to be

able to judge, at the Moment, whether he .

can confide in the Profeflions of his Patient;

and I never was difappointed in my Opinion,

whether the Profeffions of the Patient were

to be relied on or no.

After hawng attended a Patient “for fo

thort a Time, as you then had His quﬂ:y,
- have

P
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have you f{uffered them. to fhave themfelves,
or cut their own Nails ? -
1 do not know particularly as to that but
1 have trufted them with a Knife and Fork,
at as early a Time, I believe.

As both thefe Operations might have been
performed by other People, was there any
particular Reafon which induced you to
fuffer His Majefty to do them Himfelf?

The Reafon was, the great Uneafinefs and
Diftrefs His Majefty thewed from the Razor
going over His Lips, by the Length of the
Hair, and the Perfon not being able to ac-
complifh it.

Had you any Converfation foon after, with
Dr. Warren, on the Subjeét of that Tran{-
action ?

I believe 1 h;;:d, a Day or two after.

What were the Particulars of that Con-
verfation ?

I.do not know any further, than thatthe
Doé&or fhewed his Surprize that I h f'-'
fered his Majefty to perform thofe
Operations Himf{elf ;~—~upon which I told the
Doctor, as I have now mentioned, I believe—
that, at the Moment, 1 was {ure thofe In-

TEEL | flruments
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I think His Majefty walked out Two
Days fucceffively, early in December.

Was it about the 12th of December ?
I fancy it was there or thereabouts; he
walked out but twice.

On either of thofe Days, did His Majefty
{ee any of the Royal Children in the Courfe
of his Walk? |

When He came by the Houfe, the firft
Day, He looked up at the Windows where
the Princeffes are generally, and complained
very heavily that they would not fo much as
fhew themfelves to Him.—In confequence of
which, the next day, I did defire that Ithey
thould appear, and myfelf ftood at the Win-
dow, with two of the Princeffes, when His
Majeity was coming by; and His Majefty
fhewed extravagant Joy at the Sight of them,
though. He faid, His Eyes did not fuffer
Him to fee the Princefs Amelia fo well as Fle
could wilh.

How long were the Princefles in His Ma-
jefty’s Sighe ?

Not many Seconds.

Do you think that this Circumftance, of

having feen thofe Princeffes, was attended
Ec with
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There would have been more Inconvenience
in His not feeing them, from His Anxiety;
for the Irritation occafioned by a Patient
feeing his Friends or Relations is entirely
overbalanced by the foftening himintoTears,
which ever leads to Amendment,

Do you confider the obferving thofe Emo-
tions, which may naturally take Place at the
Sight of Relations or Friends, as furnifhing
Grounds of judging with regard to the State
of the Diforder, or the Probability of Cure?
 Yes, it is a favourable Symptom, if the
Patient thews Affe&ion, inftead of Averfion;
which latter is very often the Cafe, in thofe
who are not fo likely to recover,

Soon after the Occurrence which you have
related, had His Majefty an Interview with
~the Queen?

. I believe in the Evening of that Day, or
the Day after; I think fo. |

How long did that Interview laft?
A Quarter of an Hour,

Ecz__ Are
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Are you of Opinion that this Iaterview
was attended with any prejudicial Confe-
quences, or the Reverfe? |

I can form no Opinion whether it 'was the
oneor the other, becaufe that that Night Two
_ Blifters were applied to His Majefty’s Legs,
which, from the Confequence of them after-
wards, I believe, were the Occalion-of His
having a very bad Nigxht, and that His hav-
ing feen Her Majelty had no Concern in it;
but that is mere Opinion,

Are thefe the fame Blifters which you have
already mentioned before this Committee?
Yes; there has been no other fince I came,

Are you of Opinion, that the Application
of Blifters is a falutary Remedy in Diforders
of that Nature ?

I have had the greateft Reafon to think fo,
if they were not applied upon or near the
Head. | ‘

Was you of Opinion that the Blifters ap-
plied to His Majefty’s Legs, on the Evening
of the Day when He faw the Qlcen, was 3
proper ] Meafure?

! th?ughﬁ



R’ |
»+ 1 thought fo at that Time, as I underftood
Two Blifters, that had been applied at
Windfor, did not thew that" they increaled
His Majefty’s Irritability.

Was it fettled at a Confultation, that thofe
Blifters fhould be applied ?

'_Yﬁs .

Was there a S_ﬂcond Interview with the

Queen ?
Yes.

When was that ?

It was while His Legs were bad from the
Blifters, before they were at all well.

Were there any bad Effe@s produced from
that Interview ? |

I do not know that there were, nor do I
know that there were any good, becaufe of
the Blifters irritating Him. |

Do you recollett any particular Circum-
ftance which led you, in addition to your
general Reafoning upon the Subje, to with
the King to have an Interview with fome of
His Family ? '

No
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His Majefty afked me to give Him the
Tragedy of King Lear. I told Him it was
improper. - He then defired to have Foote’s
Plays, and Colman’s. 1 did not know that
Colman had put out an Edition of King
Lear; indeed I had never read Colman’s
Works, and when I told it to the Chancellor,
- he told me he was as ignorant of it as T was;
and when I was charged by Dr. Warren for
giving His Majefty it, I thought I had not
done it, and pofitively faid I had not ;—and,
it being the fame Day that Dr. Warren had
charged me, in a moft extraordinary Man-
ner, for writing'what I had pot, and doing
with a political View what Idid not, I really
thought that the Do&or had charged me as
falfely with the one as in the other ; and was
very much furprifed, when I went into the
Pages 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 Majefty
could not read Three Words in any Book.

Was His Majefty in a very irritated State

Yefterday Morning ? |
I juft faw His M'ljﬁﬁ}f--whﬁn I lefc him,
about Half paft Seven o’Clock, and he was
not
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not fo then. His Majefty took hold of my
Hand, and faid, I fhould not go to London ;

and complained of my having leﬁ: Him fo
much in the laft Week. |

At that Time did you feel His Majeft}' s
Pulfe?
I did.

In what State was it
An irritated Pulfe—confiderably too quick.

Had the King a confiderable Fever upon
Him ?

A nervous Fever, from Irritability, more
than from any other Caufe, in my Opinion.

Was His Tongue much affeted ?

Yes, His Tongue looked white;—but
there are Appearances of an Affetion of the
Nerves from the Tongue, that is rather of a
different Nature from that which is from
Fever alone—in fhort, what appears in

Hyfterical Cafes.

How long were you with His Majefty 2
About a Minute ; not more.

Had you propofed to carry -out His
Majefty to take the Air Yefterday, or the

Day before?
I'had
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I had an Intcntmn both Days, becaufe fuch
appearances of Fever as I judged His Majel-
ty’s to be, are to be removed by Amufement,
more perhaps than by any T'hing elfe.

Had His Majefty been in a great Perfpira- -
tion the Night before ?

On the Saturday Night he had; and that
was the only Reafon that determined me not
to take His Majefty out.

What Phyficians attended on SundayMom-
ing at Kew?

Sir George Baker, I think,

- Did Sir George Baker and you agree upon
the Impropriety of taking His Majefty abroad
after fuch a Per{piration ?

1 don’t remember that we faid any Thmg
about it.

At what Time of that Day did you deter-
mine againft His Majefty’s going out ?

I believe it was about Two o’Clock, butl
arn not fure.

Did}uu fee His Majefty this Morning ? g
1 did not—1I faw one nt;the Pages. ‘
Fda Was
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Was you at Kew Time enough to fee Him
faft Night? |

I faw Him go to Bed, and a long while be-
fore —He went to bed extremely quiet and
fenfible, while I was in the Room, laft Night—=
went to fleep a Quarter paft Eleven, and
waked a Quarter before Seven, as [ underftand
from the Page, and one of the Attendants.

After you had permitted the King the Ufe
of a Razor and Penknife, what were the bad
Effects that you apprehended from His think-
ing that He had a right to do other Things ?

His Majefty took it ill that T would not let
him go up Stairs to fee His Family, and many
other Things, which I found it would ngt
be prudent to do.

Whether you have fince continued to in-
dulge His Majefty in the Ufe of the Razor
and the Penknife ?

Never fince, either of them, for the Rea-
fon I have already given.

s it only for Fear he fhould afk for other
Likerties, which you think it proper to refufe
him 2 |

¥C$r
Do
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Do you think that the ExpeQation of the
Liberties which the King might call for would
be of more Danger to him than the Ufe of Ra-

zors and Penknives ?

To be fure, becaule the Refufal would 1rri-
tate Him much, and increafe His Diforder.

" ‘Whether you refufe to the King all Indul-

gencies which may be fafely given, left He
fhould demand thofe that ought to be refufed ?

I do a great many that may be fafely given.

Will you inform the Committee, whether
you have frequently indulged the King in the
View of the Royal Children, fince the Inter=
view you mention ?

Not once.

Will you inform the Committee, whether,
after the firft Interview with the Queen, there
was not a Remonftrance made to you upon the
Impropriety of that Step ?

Yes, there was.

Was it only made to you by the Phyficians,
or carried further?

Only by the Phyficians, as I know of.—
I had a converfation with the Chancellor about
Ffa it,
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it, and 1 told the Chancellor, as T did' the
Phyficians, that I imagined that thofe Things
were left to my Judgment, and to be done,
or not, as it appeared beft at the prefent Mo-
ment.

Did the Chancellor encourage” you the
Ufe of that Difcretion, without Confultation
with the Phylficians attending on his Ma-,
Jefty ? |

The Chancellor told me that I theuld con-
fult the other Phyficians as much as I could,,
but that I was to follow my own Line; and do

as I had been ufed to do with Patients at
IHome. '

Whether any other Phyfician, befides Dr..
Warren, exprefled his Difapprobation of your
indulging the King in the Ufe of tharp Inftru-

ments, and in affecting Interviews ?

I do not know any, except Dr. Warren—I
do not remember.

Were any of the reft acquainted with thofe
Circumftances ?

Dr. Gifborne was prefent at the Firft Inter-
view with Her Majefty.

How:
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How came the Indulgence of the King in
the Sight of Two of the Princeffes at the
Window to be fo fhort; when the King ex-
prefled fo much Satisfation in it ?

I can give no particular Reafon for it: His
Majefty faw them as he paffed along, and
made a little ftop ; the Window was not open,
and they were up Stairs.

What was the Occafion of the Interview
with the Princefs Amelia? =~ - = .

His Majefty’s earneft Defire, and 'the Hope
that it might have fome good. Effet.

" Whether the Princefs Amelia was quughr.
into the King’s Prefence, or only fhewn at a
Window ? |

- I led the Prm::el's Amelia into the Room
myfelﬂ
What happened on the Occafion?

He was extremely fond of her, and thewed
the greateft Mark of Parental Affection I ever

faw. .

Did His Ma_]efty fuffer her to depart wil-
hingly ? -

Very willingly, on «condition = that ‘fhe

brought the Queen to His Majefty.
~ - OS] -
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What was the caufe why the Interview witfi
the Queen did not continue longer ' than the
T 1me you have ftated .

Becaule his Majefty gave me His Word it
thould be but for Fiftcen Minutes.

Are you quite fure that his Majefty’s Dif-
courfe did not grow more difordered towards
the End of that Meeting than it had been at
the Beginning ?

I was not a Judge, bécaufe his Majefty
fpoke in German feveral Sentences, which I
did pot underftand ;=—but his Majefty took
Leave of the Queen and Princefs very pro-

perly.

For what Reafon, that Night, was' it
thought proper, on Confultation, to have Re-
courfe to Blifters, for the firft T'ime fince your
Arrival ?

T'o make a Revulfion.

What Occafion was there that Day more
than before to have Recourfe to that Opera-
tion ?

It was determined by us in the Morning to
put them on that Night,

Whether
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Whether the King grew more compofed
“before thofe Blifters were put on ?

1 do not remember any Thing about it.

Whether, after the Interview with the
Queen, the Phyficians did not remenftrate a-
gainft fuch Interviews ?

I believe they might,

Did you, at that Time, tell them that you
were refolved to permit {fuch Interviews at your
Difcretion ?

I told them, I believe, that I was fent for
there in order to make ufe of my own Difcre-
tion, and that they could not think themfelves
proper Judges about it,

At what Hour were the Blifters put on, af-
ter the firlt Interview ?

About Ten 0’Clock at Night. -

Was actual Coercion ufed on that Night ?
I do not remember,

Can you recolle&t ?

¥
L

1 cannot, w=
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Whether any, and what Converfation, gave
Rife to the King’s Defire of having the Tra-
gedy of King Ledr put into His Hands ?

I do not know of any; I never before read
King Lear in my Life. |

Why did you reprefent. it as improper to
give the Tragedy of King Lear to the King ?

Becaufe I did underftand the Charaéter of -
King Lear, though I had not read it: *,

Were ‘aiy of the King’s Phyficians, Sur-
geons, or Apothecaries prefent; when the King
called for Foote’s or Colman’s Plays ?

I do not remember.

Whether -the King did actually read any
Part, however fmall; of Colman’s Tragedy of
King Lear? f :

I had faid before, that I did not know it
was there—I did not feé him read it 4t any
Time;

Did you hear himi refer to it ?
I did not:

On the Whole of j«"aﬁr ExperiencE, for
Gg ‘ near
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near Thirty Years, do you, or.do you not
think, that in the Man&gcmt of Bm-ﬁm. in
His Mﬂjﬂﬁ}!’ s Situation, though a general
Line of Conduét may be laid down, yet that
much Good may refult fram_ occafional De-|
viations from it, when made ae the Difcre-
rion and under the conftant Obfervation of 2
Phyfician who is thoroughly converfant with'
this Species of Complaint? |

Very certainly. 3 el st A

Do you think that fuch Deviations ot
being allowed to fuch Ph}ﬁcmns mpgrwly'
retard the Cure ?

W

I am very much of that Opinion. '~

Do you recolle@ whether you ever told Dr.
Warren, previous to Yefterday Morning, that
His Majefty had afked for the Play of King
Lear, and that you had refufed to comply
with the Requei’r as mproper, bcfnre you,
brought His Majefty the Volume of Calmaqi

Plays 2
I really do not remembefs - -1 A
e il
Dr Willis having informed the Committee
that from his. Knuw]cdgt of His Msge&? s

3 Senfe
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Senfe of Rehgmﬁ, he' has greater Hopes that
He will, with a ‘proper Refignation, reflect
upoen what {tf‘na% p!caffd God to have afflicted
him' "with——— —whéther Dr. Willis grounds
thﬂfeﬂupﬁ upon obferving that His Majefty
is not irritated b}? being fenfible of His Situ-

ation ? 4
I do 210t undcrftand the Queftion,

o ’(—"Iave vou obferved that the *K*mg has ap-

pearr:d at all fenfible of His Situation ?
«Very much fo; and more parucularly late-

- ly, within thefe few Days. :

< Xoihat Tine e d you mean by a few Days ?
Within this Week —but more fo laft

ﬂghr: 3

Hnw .Eﬁﬂ'lﬁ you now ,to be enabled to _mfwf:r
pnﬁtwc]}r, on bemg aﬂ{ed wherherﬁ:s Ma-
jefty appeared fenfible of His Situation, that
He has been very much fo wichin this Week
paft, when on Saturday laft you faid you was
not fure that He had been fenfible of it 2

By His Situation now, I mean both His
Majefty’s Situation as’ King, andHis Indif-
pofition; - taken togu:her ; ~— complaining of
His being confined in one Room, when He

| Gga has
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has other places that' He might be in ;e=not
to dine where He lies;—and that He fhould

be deemed a Perfon fo indifpofed, as not tobe
fuffered to be His own Matter -——allwbmh
pre?cnted I—I1m, His. Majé&y told me’Jaft
nght, from ever thmkmg Df tak.mg ths:

Rerns of Guvemmcnt.

“1s the Committee to underftand &"miu'yau, '
that thofe Sort of Complaints have been made
by His ‘Majefty only Once, or frcqucnﬂ g2,

“They have been made vaguely ﬁ'equtnﬂy,
but not to make one underfland that he wa
fenfible of His Indlfpnﬁtmn, aqd theﬁ C,?ﬂfe"
quence nf it, P
£11€ L

Then, in Pmnt of Fa& Dr. Wlihs, t:H hﬂ:
Night, had no reafonable Ground to atfnbptc
any Sym toms in His MaJc&y s D:Tordﬂ‘ tq
His Rec Ie&mn of His Suuatmn?

- g dgnd o
]

I do not attr:butc any of His Symptmhs to
His RCCD“C&IGH uf I—I:s D1fbrd-:r, I do nun
rcmfmbtr that I ever chd | 4

“"Havg “His *quﬂ:y‘s Spmts Eppearnd ﬂ:—
prefled or “irritated by ‘this Confcioufnefsy 1f 3
i’ I_’mnf 6\.":!"&& 1t d:d bm{’c WA g @

Y | Hﬂ.s

J Ly
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«Neot at all, as I kaow of ; they are rather
the 'thfequunccs ol:"rlmta{mn, than the Caufe
ofdhermon b4 ¢htlsgibhar (v ik

f‘T"‘"w R "-1'1_1 ’t i g3 .
)0 you, rqmember tﬂ h;we wnttcn, nn thf;. |

F; [1 nf this Mnnth a Lctter cnntammg _the
fnﬂowmﬂ f’aragraph « HIE MaJ eﬂ:}' can 1:111]{
** of and be kept to any Subje in generai
® much bettey. p:h.an heretofore; but is more
¢ {ubjett to Gufts of Paﬁiun upun any tnﬂmg
# Contradiction,. unlefs T or miy-Son are pre-
¢ fent; and this T rather attribute to His
¢ Majefty’s being more fenfible bf himfclf
¢ and Sitvation?”

ch, I dld write it, ‘and thi'nk it.

Tn whum was that Lettr:r wntten ?
I fqlcy it ¥ to the Prmcc of Wales.

Du'i that Letter commenpe_by_ faymg, L ¢

- am{orry I cannot give your Royal Highnefs

“ fo good an Account this Morning as 1 gave

“ you when 1 laft did myfelf the Honour tp

¢ wrte to your Royal Highnefs;” and then
did the Paragraph laft quoted follow ?

"

It did; the Reafon of that Letter com-
mencing with thofe Words was, His Majelty
havmg had a very t bad N ight, which the Re-

port
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port to his Royal Highnefs would plainly
thew, but which bad Night did not at all prove
that I had a worfe Opinion of his Majefty’s Re-
covery, thnugh I could not give fo favourable
an Account as T had fome Days before, w
His Majefty had had ’I”wo or Thr@ very

ﬁgﬁts ; and I thought it neceﬂ'ary' to give. h,ls
Royal Highnéﬂ oy ﬁpmmm of Hlﬁ Ma_]cﬁyg
State ﬁ:parar.c ﬁ'bm His bad Nigh |

’J{ [i0] 2w L- h.riu.q”li_ﬁ.

_ Then yom, in &fﬁagthnn His Majefty could
talk of and be kept -to any Subjeét:in general
-much better, referred to His Md_lcﬂg ’s W‘l

51tuat1nn P 3186 b .'i.- »

Tohis Summ at that Time; bﬁcau’ﬁfthe
Exaccrbanuna of fuch Diforders do not weak-
en_in general the Underftanding in- thofe
Cafes; but as the Patienc recovers,. we often
find_ that the Undcr{’candl is {trengthened
t-f:ar each, efpedaﬂy if the Time betwlﬁf cach
is Tengthened ;—which has been the Cafe-of
Tlis Majefty for this laft Three ‘Weeks or a
onth, I'think; for though' Hrs‘MEjefé,'r‘ms
Gufts of JPaﬂ}'on, and is eafily irritated, yet they
are of very ﬂwm*t’Duratmn, in C%’rdﬁar"féﬁ*’tlﬁ

Whanthayrwtre AU 6

Wtre thefe: G'u'f’cs of Igamun Of ﬂwrter I}u- .
'!a*mn tHan' they had been when you wrote this
Letter
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Letter to the Prince, on the Fifth, of Janu-,

Mf b Ribenad = 6D +1_~.: 20l Tl T Y .'-"'-"‘1;
Vcr}f much fo. i il

Were' they *rhem or kﬁ: frequem at Eﬁac
Tiwi 33 10hsd 2Ry

ﬁémfﬂfn-g as the Peoplt who were Jmth
Him under{tood how to fpeak to Him, tlnvey
were meré or lefs ﬁ‘equent L

But, in pomt uf Fa& were they mare nr iet's-
frequent ? Lol o
Lefs ﬁ‘eqmnt Ilank Glogd 56 "Dhs 0 FHR

‘Dr. Willis having taken a Dlﬁ:m&mn mth
regard to his figning the Account fent to St
James’s, will he inform the Committee whcrhcr
he does ‘not hold himfelf refponfible for the
‘T'ruth of the Accounts he fends to His Royal
Highnefs the Prince of ‘Wales, which e figns’
alone, and that they fhall contain the real Statt
afthc ngsSituauon? SO e

To he ﬁ;rf:

‘Will you mﬁ':rm tlu: Cummme why you'
informed his Royal Highnefs, on the Fifth of
January inftant, that His Majefty was more:
fubject to Gufts of Paffion upon any trifling:
Cantradi&ion, unlefs you or your Son was pre-.

_fmt at that Time, than before—when you now
anform

=
5 -
Pl B S

el -l
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inform the Committee that thofe' Gufts of
Paffion were then lefs frcqumt than thay had;
been ?

- His Majefty began to feel h:mfclf more in
his own Situation as King, and could not bear
ta be contradiéted ' fo well by either Pages or
Atténdants, and confequently: would break out
in Gufts of Paffion upon Things that they did
for him, perhaps not in a Manner that His
Majefty thought became them, dnd which t'hcy
had ufed themfelves to whcn HIS Ma;cfty was
not fu wells

Is it to this that )zou atr.nbutf: thc Guﬁ:s uf
Paffion being then more frequent, as_ de-

fcribed ?
ch-and it rcqmred amore deluzate Btha 5
*Emur than it had done before.

"Then }rﬂur having obferved thofe Circuni-
ftances, namely, the frequent Guits of Paffion,
in His Majefty, and that His Majefty fele
himfelf more in his own Sitvation as Kingy o
as to make a more delicate Behaviour necefia-

- 1y to him; and having, on the Fifth of Janua-
ry, informed His Royal Highnefs that you
attributed fuch Guis of Paffion to His

Majefty being more fenfible of him-:
felf
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felf and Situation ;—you wﬂl now inform the
Cﬂmmlttce why you declared yourfclf, on Sa-
turday laft, not to be fure that His Majefly
had been fcnﬁble nf the Nature of His Illnefs ;
and why ynu 'now have informed the Com-
mittee, that it has been within this Week only,
and more particularly Taft thht, that you have
perccwed fuch Symptoms or Effe&ts?

. His Situation, as King, is d:ff'erent from thc
Naturﬁ of His Illnefs

Do you not mean, when you {’catt thf: xing
in that Letter to be more fenfible of Himfelf
and Situation, that He was fenfible both of His
chg King, and of the Circumftances wh:lch
muﬂ: bring to His Mind His Malady ?

No: I mean being King, and bcmfr conﬁn-
ed in 2 Room. -

Then have you, nr have you not, feen in the
ng any Symptoms of His Recolleéhon uf
His Malady ? -

& Ithink I did particularly laft Night,

Did you never before laft Night ?
1 may have faid that- Ithaught I had, but I
am not fure, e

H h | Whether
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Whether the Converfation. you had with
His Majefty laft Night has not now'led ym;
‘to be more certain, that, on formerﬂccaﬁnnﬁ;
His Majefty was, in Fa&;, fenfible of the Nd-
ture of his Illnefs, though, at the Time, that
Circumftance was only vaguely hiﬂted,ﬂ'Eyi

His Majefty, or conjectured by you ? -
Much more fo, :

-“Is the Committee to underftand, that, pre-
vious to the Fifth of January, the Exacerba-
tions of His Majefty’s Diforder were more
ftrong and more frequent, though His Majefty
might become, at that Time, from the Rea-
fon you have already given, more fubje& to
particular Gufts of Paffion upon any trifling
Contradiction, unlefs you or your Son was
prefent ?
Yes, certainly.

Da you mean to fay, that the Obfervation
you made on His Majefty laft Night could at
all have affeéted any Opinion you formed, or
any Communication you made, on the Fifth
Inftant? |

Not at all,

Why you, having nbﬁ:rvcd as you ftate in

Flfth
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Fifth Inftant that you did, that His Ma-
jefty’s frequent Gufts of Paffion were to be at-
tributed to His Majefty beinz more fenfible of
himfelf and Situation==why you informed the
Committee; on Sdturday laft, that you had
now lefs Apprehenfions with relpect to the
Cenfequences of His Majefty’s refleting u pon
His Ilinefs; than when you was examined be-
fore the former Committee ?

Becaufe I was then better acquainted with
His Majefty’s Principles, and Notions of Re=
ligion, than I was befor.

Withdrew.

Hha ‘B
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- Has he been confulted as.a Ph}rﬁcmn fince
he has attended at Kew?

As to the Medicines—and, thuugh he has
not figned the Report, always was confulted
about it.

Was Dr. John Willis ever confulted by the
other Phyficians in forming any Prefcription
for Medicine to be given to His Majefly ?

1 think I anfwered before that he was.

Has he ever figned his Name to any One
Prefcription 2 -

Several.

For his Majefty 2 -
I think fo—am pretty fure‘fo—there never
was any Prefcription without his being there.

~Then you underftand that all the other
Phyficians confider Dr. John Willis, and a&
with him, as a Phyfician attending on his Ma-

jefty, and rot an Affiftant to you in the Care
of the King ?

I underftand as a Phyfician.

“Why-has Dr, Jnhn Willis never figned the
R,_H It fent to St. James’s 2

! never knew any Reafon,

By
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By whofe Diretion ‘was Dr: ’]‘oﬁﬁwmm
fummoned to attend His' Mﬁ}é‘{ty'? O Pas;
1 underftood by the Privy ﬁmnumfr'
Sydney fent the Letter. ‘

When was the Letter fent?

1 believe it was on the Monddy or Sundar
before he came.

th informed you thut the Pmy Cﬂuﬁcll
fcnt for your Son ?

Lord Sydney fent the Meflenger; that s all
I know.

To whom was the Letter fent ?
To Dr. J. Willis.

Whether -ybﬁkhuw that it was at the De—-
fire of the Phyficians the Letter was fent, or
at whofe Defire ?

I really do not know—but I believe Dr.
Warren firft faid that T-could not attend
enough, that it would be too much for ﬁte' £

Whether you fign the Prefcnptmns 2

i ﬁgn ‘them, or give my Confent to the
Phylician that writes to fign my Name. |

When



| [ 247 ]

When Dr. Warren. mentioned that your
San fhould. be called on, as you could not at-
gend enough, did you underftand that Dr,
Warren meant as an Affiftant, or as a Phyfi-
cian ?

As a Phyfician as well as- any Thmg e]l'e-—--
not as.an Affiftant diftinguithed from a Phy-
r!(-_"iﬂlh. |

Do you confider your Son as in any Dé-
gree refponfiblé for the Mcdmme adminiftered
fo H!E Maje{’c‘," .

? S Withdrew:

Pr. RICHARD WARREN again called un,
- | and examined, -

Whether you confider Dr. J. Willis as at-
tending His Majefty in the Charaéter of a
Phyfician, or as an Affiftant to Dr. Willis in
the Care and Management of : His Majefty ?

Fhave always confidered him as an Affiftant.
Do
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Do you cnnfuk w:th j‘ W.ﬂhs as a
Phyﬁman, bcfui'e you prefc rlbe fﬂn ﬁlsMa-
jefly? ;

Dr. j’ Willis is gcntra'l]y, fbﬂléﬁ’é”l mag
fay almoft always, prefent at the Confulcations;
we enquire of him Low thé‘K’mg has paﬁ%d
his Time—W hen Medicines are propofed, Dr.
J. Willis has often {poke upon the Subject of
them, and Attention has been paid, to what
he faid—yet at_the fame Time I cunﬁdgrtd
him only as an Amicus Currzr.

Do you not make the {'ame. Smygf I.n-
quiries from the other Four Medical Gentle-
men who are in Attendance on His Ma-
jelty? |
~Yeu but thcy do not talk about M:dlcmu.

- Do’ you Ctmﬁﬂcr Dr. J. Willis as tcfponﬂ-
ble with you in the Prefcriptions and Phyﬁca.l
‘Treatment of the King ?

l;hmknoy SCh SehBanaant

= Does Dr. J "Willis [' ign thofe Prefcrlphom
with yuu 29

Tt is ufual for the 'Wnter of the Pr:ﬁnpnuns
to put down the Initials of the Names of the

confulted Phyﬁcmns—l‘ believe when I have
written

L
M
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wricteni the Prefcnpﬁoﬁ; Ihm ﬁevérpﬂt his
Namedewn, =

In that Cafe then, as far as you are tnn—-
écrno;l; ﬁnl Wﬂha is tefponﬁblﬁ for th¢
Medicires adnumﬁcre&} _

2y,

Does Dr. J Wﬂlts ﬁgn the deom ﬁ'ﬂi'
ﬁ.'lSﬁq Imsa?
' Nﬁ‘ Nacrtar 1 ‘: [

If he had a&e& ﬁnd hdd frecn canfultcd,
ana confidered 2s a Phyﬁcmn atteﬁdmg on
His" ‘Majefty, would it not have been right
and neceffary that he fhould have taken  his
Share of the Refponfibility in bmh ot cithet
of thofe Refpeéts ?

It wnuld be ccrtamly tlght that he Ihauld

Jhm Dr. Wilits; ﬂlE.Fﬂthef, ﬁgnbd ?hf-‘
Prcfcnpnnnsj and from what Time? =

I apprehend the Father’s Name is put down
to the ﬁrchrig;ip@ fmm the _'I'i.n_'tg_thgt he

W?leﬁ did he fhbfcnbe I‘us Nsme to th':
Reports* kit

" 1I'do not exaétly Hhow e ‘f'zfﬁe IE !s ea-
ﬁl}f feen,

¥ ;
L |

1i Did
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Did he defire fo m do? -

I underftood from the Chanr:pnﬁt,thm; h(:
did.

" 'Haye the other Ph 1’1:13:15 Qp’fn of fﬁcm!
fubfcribed the Thitials 0? ]jr, "Wﬂ is a}Nam
to Prefcriptions for His Majeﬁ}' .

‘I .do not know—-—but 1 haﬂf bcch toﬁ that
fome of them have. - ! 1 H1% cff

"Do you confider Dr ] W'Ihs moré in the
Characer of a Phyfician, with refpect -tohis
Situation about the King, than the Fou M[ other
'Mcdlcal thtl:mfn a.ttendmg F{IE
name? Mr. Hawkms, M Kcat
das, aixrler Battifcor f b: eP l\i‘i Lu}lt
; Murc Refp:ﬂ: IS dug : and palcf 50 .hlm ﬂc |
cauﬁé he has taken a chrce e }

But-with :efpc&, to his: Suuamn ,apqu;;thr.
ng, do you aé with l'urn, or confider him
more in the Light of 2 Phyﬁuan thanl iﬁofc
Four Gentlemen ? : e

No. vstlis™ od | _1'1
“ ¥Would not the fame ‘Attention ‘have been
paid to any other Phyfician then prefent, who
had feen His Majefty, though not a all.at-
'téndiné'éﬁ a*Phyﬁcian to His Majefty 2 .
4 Prowdcd thtrc Was no Impcrtmpnc; in: his
being there. PR

| n lf'
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-+ 1lfy after’ Dr. :J: Willis converfed swith Dr.
Warren upon the. Subje& ‘of the M dicines
for His' Majefty,, Dr. Jo Willis had, defired
Dr.,; qu;anw wfhfp‘r he was writing. the Pre
Acription, to, put tlu': Initials of Dr. J. Wlllls
ta fuch Prefcription, or to permit him, Dr.
J.. Willis, to do fo, Dr. Warren, knowing
that: Duz J. Willis had been educated at. Ox-
flord and had taken a Dnﬂ;urs Debree: at
Edinburgh, and. had praéhicd Phylic for
Zghu'tten or Fourteen Y ears fince he took that
Degree, ‘would have made the {ame Objeéhun
to adding fuch Initials or permmmg thcm 1o
be added to the Prtfcrlptmn, as .he. would
havc done if the Surnenns and Apothecar:es,
all or any of them, had made the fam: Reque{t
wrtﬁ rei’pc& to their own Initials? -

. The Queftion muft have been,' wht-ther
Dr“‘]"ohn Willis was authonzcd t-:‘.- a& there as
a Phyfician.

Cnnﬁdenng the Clrcumﬂances of Dr John
Willis’s Attendance upon His Majefty, and
that be is a Phyfician who has been educated
and has taken a Degree, in the Manner men-
tioned in the laft Qg(:&mn——lf Dr. John.
Willis had made fuch a Requeft with refpet
to h:s Tmtmls, fhould Dr. Warren have thuuaht
11 an impertinent Requeft ?

Ili a2 Cer-
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‘Certainly==unlefs he was cmhdm u res
fponfible for the Medjcines, '+ =

‘Then does Dr. Warren confider tl'!é éﬂ&r
| ?hyﬁﬂans, if any, who have put the Initials, or
permiteed the Initials of Dr. John Willis to be
put to their Preferiptions, as having done, o
fuffered to be done, an improper A, tﬁnﬁdul
ing’ the Circumftances under ‘which Dr.’ J’&hn
Wﬁifsm!tbnds Hig M&leﬁ}r o THAAY

T eant ienlyianﬁver for my own eondu&u-i
think *l‘ﬂwﬂld’nm be caﬁe& upon to Wdf
e i P i EANET:

IfDr. Warren had 1 ermuted ihl Irir,t :1T
Dr. John Willis to br: put to a Prefcqptmn,,'
does he Lﬁmk ( anfwermg fqr h15 qvirn &on ﬂ:
if it Kad been fuch) that he ‘would hau.re pna:
an_impropep A&, n::&nﬁde.nng the Carcl.%m-
{’:ancés under whlch Dr :Iql}n W}]}m at;cnq.q.

His Majefty ? Ts

I fhould never confider it as a 'Pe;m:; mn,
unlefs “{ had bccn atked *whtther hls ’Imnalg
fhould be put down ; Becaufe thcy are g&hén |
written by the preferibing Phyﬁélah*aﬁﬁr the
Preﬁ:ﬂptinn has been agrced to, and thc Tgf:fﬁja
not part'tcularly mmmcﬂ

thfthﬂr, ;fhls Pgmuiﬁon hag.:l bcm iﬂ{cdq

w‘len 3 Prefcr;ptmn was written by, himfelf, of
. gny
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any other iof I:!,ls Maﬁﬂi%?h}tﬁchm o put
thc lmnals of Dr..]oh&Wh]Jgs e?fuchl?rq[w
tion, together, with bis own Name s and'if he
had gl?; Léatﬁ e%fﬁin,,%:.l %Va::rﬁuh an-
fwering for his own Condué, wuuld have
thought-he had done mumpmpur A& ing giv-
ing this Permiffion, confidering the ' Cirnum-
ftances, undet which: Pr. John Willis attends
His Majefty, and confidering the Circumftan~
ges of his Educdtion at Oxford, the Fa& of his
ha.'srmg taken. the Degree of Doétor of Phyfic
at- Edinburgh, " and the Faét of his having
practifkd as: JanPhpﬂman for" 13 or 14 Ttm
Pkﬁi"': L 351 19qotq Thiasi

. The P:mprkty of putting t'lié lmtlah down
muft &cpnnd uppn ';Iic Rcfpenﬁhnﬁtyof the
P!:rﬁ:m.

thﬂm tha feareml (?Jtrﬁumﬁaneﬂs men=
mm:d in  the foregoing Queftions being
duly attended to, if Dr. John Willis had this
Morring afked Dr. Warren’s Fumnﬂ}on toput
his Initials to a Prefcription, Dr. Warren would
this Mﬁﬁﬁl!ﬂg haﬁt refufed ta gwa fuch Per-

mifion?
Degrccs in Phyﬁc gm: qu Authmity ta

practife in London, or within Seven MJICS_ of
Londen:, théte isno other Qualification than
l;hat of being a Fellow or Licentiate of the Cel-

lege
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]tge! of *Phyqi,cmns “loyg %hﬂ gt?:ﬁrﬁ aih{f of
bt'mg about -i'-!;s ‘Ma;j cﬁ}r 1nrr'l‘uccd me to mk

hint refponfible | fui‘ the Mm#min;gf Y Ihh ld
hzvc‘pm the l‘ﬂll‘.‘lais down r |

S TTex: O 'hH,.i"

In, Point tﬁ;Eaét, idue- ﬁt:enuun being paid
Iq all the Circumftances, relative to Dr. John
Willis’s Arcendance upon: His Majefty, would
Dry Warren this Morning have refufed to per-
mit the Initials ‘of Dr. John Willis to/ be put
to a Prelcription, vpon the Conviion of his
Dr‘ Warren’syMind that thofe Circumftances
> not make him fefponfible in fuch 2. Dégree

as to make it fuﬂimenrly proper that thofe Inis
tials fhould be put; = and whether the Fa& of
His-Majefty’s _b_cllng at Kew vquuld mnduce Dr. -
Warren to form an Opinion upon the Propriety
of .giving fuch Permiffion, different-from the
Opinion which he might have on fuch Pro=

priety, if His Majefty was'at Windfor2 -«

+.+‘Fhe Rule to guide me, whether the’ Initials
of a Perfon 'attending His Majefty thould be
put daiwn to a Prefcription, muft:bemy being
informed - that that Perfon is put about the
Kiing by propcr Authanty 5 o

|.'| W 10 0O A L L,:....' :'{

p Has Dr Warren, in Pmnt ufJFaEt written
many -of ‘the Prefcriptions for His :Majefty,
NG and
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and fubfcribeds the 1mt1als uf the othier F’ﬁy-

ficians ? .

I hwe not written many | I' Ince J—Ils Majcﬂ;y
carme to keﬁ but when T have ! erttcn, I. I;uavc:
put: down the Imuals nf the Phyf' icians pfafeﬁt.

Whether you knnw that aLct,tcr was wntt:en;
by Lord Sydne}r to bnng Dr. Jﬂhn W:llﬂ R
Town ?
~ L know of no fuch Thmg s a Le&cr wﬁg_
mbyLoﬁiﬁydncy e oA W

- | {I tf:

Do Ymr ‘know in what Manner Dr ] qhnj
Willis was' 'ferit for to attend the ey

I confulted the Chancellor and Mr. Pitt on
the Prﬂpnf:l'y ?f‘Pr Willis’s Servants béing
fent ﬁr—They were fent for with the Confent
911" E'he - han:qllqr andy Mr Pitt—Ds. Willis
wroté tth;tt?r and I behc\q: I advifed him
to fend for his Sop o A& him.. . 1 £ i)

. Has any otheriof the Perfons thenﬂfenfr"’fa_g
up been prefent at a Confultation, and ‘giver
an Opmmn r;fp:&mg the Mc_l;‘_]*lcm':a?

DN O (e ; :

- Whether Dr. Warren dsd not knnw :har
there - was pthcr Appmbatmn, -befides - the
Chancellor and Mr. Pite, for fr:ndmg for Dr.
Willis’s Servants ? .

Nur;
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Not for fending, for thém, but for lﬁuﬁing

Ufe of them afterwards.

’Wlut nther Appmbamn was th;rgfor m:Ik
ing 1 Ute ofthem{. ..~ -

I underﬁoud that1 1t‘wa.; commumpatpd..ﬂ
D Wiltisthe Dodor’ told me he had Au-
chofity to ke Ut of thofe Servants.”

nvwo’l

Does Dr: Warren appreheitd that Dro Jdm

Willis’s Attendance was with the | Knowledge
or Apprnbauun of any of the Royal Famxlﬂ

1 could nt;trthull{. uthways, bp.ql zm:ﬂt W
tuld fo,. b g A

I} :F 3id ‘.:.'. -

Did I’r ‘Warren concelve that ‘the ip}
bation of ahy of the Royal ¥ ai’n’ilf gnrcn ;
the Attendance of Dr. Johin "Willis" was given

8 & Phyficiad, ‘oF as che’pnn&pal P o
direc the Servafits of Dr. Willis ? m

.. Not as, ;Phyﬁqun; bm&ﬂi&mvuhis
Fanh:r - roieati) golo3q nosd go

On whit Grotdhds does Uiu War:‘cﬂ eml:r-
tam that Opinion ¢

" Becaufe, vpont Enquity, foun afeet Kis Aj'n-e
val, when 4’ Preﬁ:npnun was writi:cn, ﬁrhéthit:r
Dr. John Willis’s Name was 0 bc pm to ity
hc declined it. e

'B,-
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By whom and of wlium was that Enqu:ry
Hagem.. A g
By one of the Phyficians aﬂ(mg, at a Morn-
ing Confultation, whether Dr. Juhn Wllhss
Nime was to be put to it.

Did Dr. John Willis decline ?
Yes: | 3
'Wete anj Obfervations made vpon it by’
any oncelfe? -
I believe not.
Had Dt. John' Wiilis not declined to fign
the Prefcription; fhould you have had any Ob-
jettion ?

I fhould then have fuppuftd that he hﬂd had
Authority to act as a Phyfician. -

Dr. Warren having faid, that he b eliévés
that other Phyﬁcmns Kave: put Dr. Joha
Willis’s Initia'ls to Prelcriptions, &nuid he, in
that Cafe, conclude that Dr. John Willis has
Authority to attend His Majefty ?

Dr, Warren can only anfwar for the Motives
of his own Conduét. |

il

Whether, when you recommended it to|
His Majefty’s Minifters to fend for Dr. John
Willis, you intendedto recommend it to them |

Xk g tq
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to fend for him in the Character of an addi-
. tional confultmg Phyﬁman, or asan Aﬁiﬂ::mt
o his Father in the Care and Managcmcntof
i thc Klng ?
1did not recummcnd It to M:m[tcrs to fcnd
for Dr. John Wllhs at all, that I knuw of =
i recammcnded it to Mm:[bcrs to fend for Dr.
Willis’s Servants, ancl I advifed the Do&or
to fend for his Sqn to aﬁi& hlm, bccaufc I
thought the Conﬁnc:pp_n; more than he ppp}t}-
fubmit to. Ak o |

Whether you had, :uher to His Ma;cﬁy'sk
Minifters or to Dr. Willis, :vf:r fuggcﬁcd 2
Wdh that Dr jnhn W 11115 fhould bc called

-----

:tatmn ?

No.

Whether any Notification from Authority
was ever ‘made to you, that Dr. John Wllhs
was to be confidered in that nghr? i

_Na.

thther you have ever heard fmm any of
sour Brethren, the King’s Phy ﬁc:ans, that any
Notification fo that Efﬁf:& had been made to’
them ? L

No. _
vy Whether
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Whether you explained, either to Dr. Wil-
lis the Father, or to Dr. John Willis, that
Dr John Willis was fent for as the Director
of Dr. Willis’s other Servants, and not in the
fame Cha,ra&er as Dr. Willis himfelf, as a
Phyﬁcian who had dedicatcd his Attention
Partlcularly to Lhat Branch of Medicine ?

Dr. Willis’s Son was fent for merely at my
own Sugﬂreﬁmn, as I apprchend to affift his
Fathr_-r, without my knuwmg that he had even
taken a ;chre?_

When you underftood that Dr. John Wil-
lis was a regulanbrcd Phy[" ician, did you'then
make the Explanauon as ftated in the former
Q&leﬁmn ?

1 do not recolle& that I faid any Thing

......

Withdrew.

Ay e












