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4 AN Inquiry info the CAUSES

judgment of the impartial difcerning
public, a plain detail of circumftances
undifguifed by any fallacious reprefenta-
tion may contribute to compofe thofe
animofities, and determine the point in
queftion,

To crimes of murder, when clearly
proved, no royal favour fhould be ever
extended ; but in difputable cafes huma-
nity demands compaffion, and when
evidence does not come up to certainty
of guilt, innocence groaning in chains
fhould be inftantly unfettered.

Thete are many reafons, befides my
duty tomy king and country, that have
obliged me in this cafe to take up the
pen. God forbid that the juftice of our
laws fhould not be impartally adminifter-
ed : that the guilty fhould not fuffer the

punifh-
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punithment due to their crimes, or the
innocent not be honourably acquitted.
Amongft thefe is a regard to my own cha-
racter, and a defire to vindicate it from
the moft malignant abufes that without
any provocation have been caft upon me ;
not without threats of taking away my
livelyhood, together with my good name,
and of injuring me in my profeffion of a
furgeon. This ftorm of malice hath been
raifed againft me on occafion of a para-
graph, which about the fecond of March
was inferted in the Ledger, to the follow-
ing purport ¢

¢¢ The late enquiry made by the matfter,

¢ wardens, &c. of furgeons ; whether
¢ the blow Mr. Clarke received at Brent-
s ford was the caufe of his death, arofe
“ at firft by accident, viz. A furgeon, not
““ far from Temple Bar, who has long
¢ been revered for his great abilities, hav-
A3 “ ing



6 An INQuUIRY inio the CAUSEs

€ ing an appointment at St. Paul’s coffee-
“ houfe, accidentally took up the feffions
‘ paper,—after paufing fome time, he
“called to the mafter, and obferved to
“ him, that, by the furgeon’s account
““ narrated therein, it appeared abfurd to
¢ think that the prifoners killed Clarke.
“ Mr, F--r--m~-r, a furgeon, coming up,
““ he was told the fame; next day coun-
¢¢ cellor J—s of the temple, on a vifit to
“ Mr. I-—g—m, furgeon, the difcourfe
¢¢ turned on this fubject and the improba-
“ bility of the convicts Being guilty,
¢¢ ywhich by anatomical defcriptions were
“ made fo evident to the councellor, that
 he acquainted fome of the judges with
¢ the fentiments of Mr., I—g—m, and
 told his name: with this the E— of
¢ R—d was made acquainted, and then
¢ it was thought neceflary to have a com-
¢ mittee of furgeons on the fubjelt or
‘¢ caufe of his death.”

My



Of the late Myr. CLARKE’s Dzath. 7%

My reafons for fo thinking at the coffee-
houfe and at that time fhall be delivered
and explained hereafter, and fubmitted to
every perfon.

But firft, in order that gentlemen not
converfant in chirurgical operations, may

form a diftin¢t knowledge of the confe-

quences of wounds, [ prefume it may be
pertinent to confider them under four ge-
neral heads :

Firft, Some wounds induce immediate
death, as thofe of the heart, capital veflels,
or arteries, &c.

Secondly, Wounds tho’ not mortal, be-
come fo in time, either by negle, or ob-

{tinacy, or careleflnefs, and fometimes by
untkilful applications.

Thirdly, Wounds in themfelves appa-
rently mortal, by the furgeon’s fkill are

A4 pre-

ey
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prevented, and life faved ; as in fractures
of the head, in fome gun-thot wounds,
divifions of arteries in the fore arm, leg,
and the like parts.

Fourthly, Contufions on the head, with
or without a wound, at firft may produce
no bad fymptoms, yet in procefs of time,
that life is loft by negleé, which by care
might have been faved,

Before I examine the depofition of Mr,
Foot, it feems réquifite to produce the de-
ceafed’s aunt’saccount of this affair (Mrs.
Talbot, who lives at the White Hart in
Welbeck-Street) with that of others in
the' neighbourhood, who communicated
the fame to the author and’ a gentleman
voluntarily, tho’ firangers to them,

Mr. Clarke not coming home to dinner
on-Thurfday the 8th of December, the

day of the election at Brentford, the (his
aunt)
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aunt) was very uneafy. A neighbour ftaid
with her that evening, but about ten
o'clock fhe alfo was uneafy and went
home, conjeturing he was gone to Brent-
ford, and that fome mifchief had poffibly
befallen him.

- The next morning fhe went to Mrs.
Talbot’s, and found her in the bar drefs-
ing Clarke’s head with Fryer’s balfam.
They both fay the wound was like the
fcratch of a pin, and no larger. The
neighbour told Clarke, that it would be
well to get fomebody to. look at it, for
fthe thought it in a bad part of his head
(the top). To this Clarke faid, it was
only a {cratch, and that the had a mind
to frighten his aunt,

Some time after his head was dreft he
went out to his mafter, Mr. H——n, an

attorney in Lincolns-inn Fields—alfo on
A

Satur-
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Saturday he was at his mafter’s all day,
and at night came home, and made no
complaints,—On Sunday Mrs. Talbot left
him very well, went to church, and re-
ceived the facrament.—On her return the
found her nephew very 1ll, and vomiting
with a fever : on her afking Clarke what
atled him, he replied, ¢ the eggs I eat
were very bad and ftale, they made me
fick and vomit.” (He was very fond of
eggs, and frequently eat them for fupper).

Grm;ring worfe, his aunt would have
him go to bed ; he anfwered, No ; and
faid, he would take care of the bar, if his

aunt would go to church again.

Early in the evening he went to bed
very ill, was blooded foon after. His
vomiting, which was twice or three times,

ceafed on cafting up fome of the eggs.

On
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On Monday morning, and not before,
Mr.Starling, apothecary in Princefs-Street,
Hanover-Square, was fent for. His aunt
and friends told him, that Clarke had
puked twice or three times, on the Sun-

day about noon, and once in the evening ;
that he had been bled ; and alfo that his
head had been broken at Brentford.

Mr. Starling looking upon vomiting in
a broken head as a bad {ymptom, and I
think without then feeing the wound, de-
fired a furgeon might be fent for to exa-
mine it. At firft neither Clarke or his
aunt did readily agree, thinking there was
no occafion ; but Mr. Starling prefling
the neceffity, the day following, being
T'uefday, Mr. Bromfield vifited Clark, he
ordered a clyfter and an oily opening mix-
ture ; but did not examine the wound,

his hair being platted by the balfam.

In
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In the afternoon of the fame day, Mr.
Bromfield fent his fon to let him know,
that his hair fhould be cut off, and his
head fthaved before he could {ee the
wound, and then he would examine it.
Mr. Clarke told his aunt that there was
no occafion, and entreated it might net
be done, and further, that he would do
or take any thing, except having his hair
cut off ; in a word, it was agreed not to
cut off his hair.

On Wednefday morning between two
and three Mr. Clarke died, and about fix
Mr. Bromfield was acquainted with his
death, to prevent his vifiting him,

M. Starling further fays, that from the
time he faw him to his death he did not
vomit ; that he took his cafe to bea vio-
lent. inflammatory fever, and I think his
oath before the coroner was, that he could

not
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not fay that the wound was the caufe of
Clarke’s death.—This affertion poffibly
was a reafon why Mr. Starling was not
{fubpeened to attend the trial at the Old
Bailey.

Mr. H——, his mafter was fubpeened,
and attended the feffions from about nine
in the morning till the trial was over at
night, but was not called ou to give evi-
dence.—Very likely Mr. H might
have told the court, that Clarke coming to
his bufinefs on Friday morning, and being
afked how he came to abfent himfelf the
day before, and go to Brentford, denied
his being there, and on being told he had
his head broke at Brentford, denied that
likewife, and faid he had a fmall fcratch
on his head, which he got at or near the
turnpike at Hyde-park corner, in feeing
the people go to Brentford.

On
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On Saturday Clarke was at his mafter’s
all day and until the evening ; he was
chiefly employed in forting paperson the
fioor, a bufinefs almoft too much for a
common head-ach, much more {o foravio-
lent broken head.

And now I proceed with due refpect,
to take a view of Mr. Foot’s depofition
concerning the wound of which Clarke is
faid to have died, as it ftands in the fef-
fions paper, page §3. Viz.

.~ ¢ He found the hair of his head full
of fand —a contufed wound on the
crown of his head ; he examined it with
his probe, raifed .the fcalp four inches
round, and found the fcalp much inflamed

~—then removed the pericranium to exa-
mine the {fcull, to know whether there
was eitheir fraCure or fiffure, and to be
more circumfpet, he raifed the fcalp on

the
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the oppofite fide, * to fee whether there
was 2 contra fracture or contra fiffure, but

amEE

* Which is the oppofite fide to a wound on the
crown of the head ?

A contra fracture can never happen, unlefs the
futures which join the bones of the head are obli-
terated, and the fix proper bones which form the
cale or box to contain the brain, are united and be-
come one,

I am inclined to believe, that if a coatra fralture
was ever met with, it muft in general be produced
by a firoke given on one fide of the head, and the
perfon’s inftantly falling on the oppofite fide,
againft any hard or blunt body, as the edge of a
wall, table, and the likL, by which iwo blows are
mew:.d as it were in ‘almoft the fame fPace of
.‘II.IIlt‘:. - ' I -

As to a contra fiffure it never can happen unlefs
under the above deferibed circumftances.

N. B. The elettion at Brentford was Thurflay
the 8th of Cecember, 1768, Clarke died on ’Wed-
nefd ay, between two and three in the morning
of the r4th, Mr. Foot never vifited Clarke till
the day after his death, the 15th,

As
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finding neither he raifed the fcalp round
the whole head, and then could not dif-
cover either fracture or fiffure in or about
the head.”

As thefe fearches were not fufficient to
trace the caufe of death nor give fatisfac-
tion to the jury, he proceeded to examine.
the infide of the fcull and brain, by open-
ing the head in the ufual way ; then ex-
amined the dura-mater or the firft cover-
ing under the fcull, afterwards the firft
covering of the brain, and then the brain
itfelf. In thefe operations he difcovered
the duramater inflamed ; found extrava-
fated blood under it, and the interior or
firft covering of the brain in a great ftate
of inflammation, the veflels quite fwelled
-with blood, alfo one part of the covering
of the brain ruptured.” From thefe feve-
ral appearances he concludes, that to the
E?gﬁ' of his opinion, the wound My. Clarke

received
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received on bis' head was the caufe of his
death. = « 1 .s100d,. o S

Thefe examinations of the head and its
internal contents were neceflary, and for
his time fpent therein, as well a3 trouble,
thanks are due to Mr. Foot, But if
Clarke’s thorax and abdomen had beéen
as curioufly examined into, the obligation
would have been more ; for then we might
have known how much the ftomach, bo-
wels, lungs, &c. were diftempered ; how-
ever this overfight c_ﬁnnﬂt' now be reme:
died, if the caufes of the fever could
therein have been difcovered. If fl:jt:in';
the above account no certain reafons can,
be affigned for murder (tho’ Mr. Foot has
faid that to the Dbeft of “his- ﬂpinig;n-_{hé
wound 'was the caufe of his death); I muft
prefufme to give my opinion, that cenfure
ought not to be caft on him in any wife,
fince in the prognoflics of diftempers, the

B ableft
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ableft. phyficians -and mén of long expe-
rience have been fometimes miftaken :
befides wounds in the head are very
fallaciotis, and have different appearances
after death ; having fuffered and been al-
tered by the agonies of death itfelf.

If we advert to matters in the law, even
there we: thall find that decrees .of the
ableft chancellors have often been juftly
reverfed ; and in phyfical confultations,
doéors of different opinions are frequent-
ly to be met with. If therefore this fur-
geon’s opinion was too precipitate, or mif-
taken, in either of thefe cafes he certainly
deferves forgivene(s ; ‘and his hafte is
oreatly overbalanced by his humanity,in
voluntarily applying to the fecretary of
ftate on behalf of M¢ Quirk and Balfe,
and declaring it ‘was his épinion, that if
Mr. Clarke had had care taken of him at

* - ' the
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the firft, that the faid wounds would not
have proved mortal.

But to proceed, let us probe the parti-
culars of Clarke’s cafe with all the tender~
nels poffible.

Firft, If the blow was the caufe of the
feveral appearances before mentioned, T
thould apprehend the cafe was a fmall
concuffion of the brain. If this had been
the real cafe, furely either immediately,
{foon after, or before death, we thould
have been acquainted with fome one or
more of the ufual and cuftomary fymp-
toms in {uch misfortunes—rthat fome one
or more do fucceed concuffions is evident,
becaufe as foon as an extravafation hap-
pens, the courfe of the blood will be in- -
terrupted or {ufpended for fome meoments,
and from this interruption in the circula-
fion, fome fymptoms like the following

| B2 take
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take' place, viz. inability’ of one leg or
arm or both—dizzinefs, fleepinefs, im-
paired fight, ravings, bleeding at the nofe
or ears, and more efpecially vomitings,
a {ymptom almoft always enfuing imme-
diately after concullion with extravafation.

The continuance and return of any one
or more of thefe fymptoms will be in pro-
portion to either a flight or' violent con-
cuffion and extravafation.

In a flight one, the circulation will be
fulpended but for a little time ; but in a
violent one, for about a minute, and as
the circulation becomes impeded, fo will
be the return of the {ymptoms.

Firft, as to any inability and palfy, or
the like, no one ever attempted to fay
that Mr. Clarke was affe¢ted by them ;
but on the contrary we find from the evi-

dence
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dence of both the Beales, that after he
had drank fome wine at the Three Pid-
geons on the day of the election, he had
wine again at the Rev. Mr. Horne’s, and
then Richard Beale {wears, firft, that he
faw Clarke down only upon his hands
near the ground—that Clarke recovered
himfelf and came to him and others at the
Three Pigeons—at this time he did not
know that he had got a broken head, until
he faw the blood upon his ¢ arm or cloaths
—Hence Clarke, Richard and William
Beales went again to “the Rev. Mr.
Horne’s, but did not ftay I(mrr on ac-
count of a report fpread, that a mob was
coming to pull down Mr. Horne’s houfe.
—On which they went info the church-
vard, climbed over a wall, ran into fome
part of Brentford town, and thence walk-
ed to Ifleworth—at this place they drank
ﬁmesz}zg,* but dnn t mention hE}‘W much ;

+ Neithe rqﬂnﬂf'@, or qui lIif:} menti ﬂll-f‘d'

- : B 3 h V=
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however Clarke had fome of his hair cut
off, and his broken head or wound wafh’d
with rum.—From hence they travelled to
Richmond, Kew, and Turnham-green,
where they drank a quartern of brandy,
thence proceeded to Great Marybone-
Street, where Clarke’s head was wathed
with tinCtyre of myrrh— After {upping
on pork, of which he eat but little,
Clarke walked to the Queen’s Head at
Marybone ; and tho’ thefe expeditions
were on foot, yet we don’t find that in all
this time he ever was attacked with any
of the fymptoms before defcribed ,-but on
the contrary, after having walked from
Ercntfurd and round about, at leaft a do-
zen miles, he anew entered on a party of
pleafure to the Queen’s Head at Mary-
bone, and from thence back again very
late at night to his aunt’s at the White-
Hart, Welbeck-Street. From this ac-
count, delivered on oath, it appears that

Clarke
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Clarke in.the whole walked more than
twenty miles that day. Who can concéive
‘that his wound was difmal or mortal jefpe-
cially when we add to thefe tranfactions,
his attending his mafter the next day,
-which 1s near two miles from Welbeck-
Street, alfo the day following ; fatigues
rather too much for a fickly-conftitution.

His mafter H--m«b--t--n having afked
him about the wound on his head, Clarke
told him it was only a little feratch, 4and
that he got it near Hyde:park turnpike,
where he was to view the people going
to the Brentford ele@ion. 'This account
15 repeated to remove and- refute the wvul-
-gar report, long fince falfely {pread, that
Clarke was fo ill as to keep his bed from
the time he came home at his aunt’s, to
the time of his death. b |

Ba As
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As thefe faéts are chiefly upon oath,
we are inclined to.think he had no para-
lytic diforder, nor one fymptom of a con-
cuffion of the brain or extravafation.

Let us now examine into every parti-
cular which Mr. Foot advanced at the
Old Bailey—MTr. Foot declares to us that
his head had neither fra&ure or fiffure—
and it {eems that ghe bones were found
and in a natural ftate, becaufe he has not fo
much as hinted at a depreffion, feparation
of the inner table from the outward, or
that the offous cells, containing an oily
fluid, called the Diploe were broken or
thrown into confufion ; hence we may
{ay, death had not hla refidence in thefe
manfions,

| Mr. Foot found ¢ she hair of bis bead ﬁiﬂ
f,if. j;iff.’f’-'ri

; can-
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I cannot apprehend that this fand was
the caufe of his death-—nor reconcile the
manner how {and came to fill the hair ot
his head, with other circumflances here-
after to be mentioned,

We have feen from Mr. Richard Beale®s
oath, that fome of his hair was cut off at
Ifleworth, where his wound was wafthed
with rum by Mr. William Beale and him.
-~and on his arrival in London, at Mr.
William Beale’s lodgings,* it was wathed
with tin¢ture of myrrh by William Beale
or his fervants, But this is not all ; for
the next day, and the day after if not on
Sunday, his good aunt dreft this wound
with Friar’s balfam, - Here it is neceflary
to let you know, that Mr. Richard Beaje
is a barber, has a fhop and part of a little
houfe in LittleW elbeck-Street, he is by his

* Mr. William Beale is 2 man of 2 handfome
fortune 1n a landed eftate,

buincs
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bufinefs converfant in dreffing hair, there-
fore it might be fuggefted that after he
was fo careful to cut off fome hair, he
would have cleared the wound of ftraw,
gravel, dirt or fand, if any quantity had
been there ; or we will fay, innot doing
fuch neceffary offices, it was a great over-
fight in him and the f{everal people who
wafhed his wound.—Befides his aunt 152
very neat cleanly elderly perfon, and
every thing appears about her very de-
cent. She loved her nephew greatly, was
very tender of him, and careful even of
his cloaths : hence will any one fufpeét
that a relation fo circumfpeét in the pains
fhe took to drefs the wound, would fuffer
a load of fand to remain in his hair at leaft
five fucceflive days ? Is fuch wuncleanli-.
nefs likely ? And when we are told that
Clarke himfelf was rather a {pruce young
man, who will imagine that he would
attend his mafter and his bufinels two
days
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days without having once combed out his
hair? if it was only to tie it up behind,gs
was ufually done with a ribband,

- Upon my honour I declare, that I do
in my confcience believe, what Mr. Foot
hath given upon his oath, that the fand
was in Mr. Clarke’s hair, when he faw
him after his death. But you will excufe
me in not believing that the fand was in
his hair at Brentford, and continued there
five days afterward. Let any one confider
that the 8th of December was not a feafon
remarkable for duft or {and, efpecially at
the time of an election, where people are
travelling to and fro from the huftings to
the three pidgeons, the wvery fpot where
Clarke’s bead was broken—how then, or in
what manner the improbability of thefe
circumftances can be reconciled with per-

{picuity, I would leave to the fagacity of
others,

Some



28  AnINeuiRy into the Cavses

Some may perhaps think he was not
fober + when he left his company late on
Thur{day night at Marybone, and might
fall down about the new buildings, where
commonly heaps of fand are to be found.
Let us for argument’s fake fuppofe fo ;
but then either his aunt,or her friend, muft
have feen this fand in the hair, on Friday
or Saturday when the wound was dreft ;
for fuch a quantity could not have efcap-
the knowledge of at leaft fix people, who
had feen and examined his head. Add

1 This is only a furmize from the evidence on
eath—as William "Beale fell afleep, and Richard
Beale did not know when Mr. Clarke left them.~—
"The fatigue of the journey, and too much liquor
poflibly were the caufes, fihce fometimes we, know
4 fmall quantity will affeét us after great fatigues,
aiid at other times a trcble quantity will not difs
compofe us. I was teld, in the prefence of his
aunt, that this very fober man never was feen fo
drunk as fome are, but to be {ure he. hadalately feen
Clarke feveral times in liguor, or fuddled.

o
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to this what has been faid before, that
Beale fwore that he faw Clarke only up-
on his hands. But to forbear faying
more—

. Mr. Foot farther affirms, ““ #hat be found
the [calp much inflamed. .

- Slight wounds when either neglected,
or wafthed with rum and tinfture of
myrrh, or Fryer’s balfam, always mott
certainly become inflamed ; as for in-
-{tance, common wounds in the hand and
fingers, by neglect, become painful ; bur
- when they are wafthed with fpirituous 1i-
quors their lips become conftringed, di-
geftion retarded, and fuppuration prevent-
ed, as all this fort of application is high-
ly improper for curative intentions.*

* Put your finger, though not fcratched, into a
a glafs of rum, brandy, cor tinfture of myrrh for

In
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In regard to this wound on the head,
fo much ralked of in all public places,
permit me to fay that it was looked on
as no more than a fmall common broken
head, and as fuch, his kind aunt once or
twice dreft it with Fryer’s balfam ; and,
fince his death, hath declared that the
wound was not worfe or larger than a
fcratch of a pii—This is confirmed by
Mrs. H—r—y and every dne of the
neighbours, as well as many who fre-
quent the tap-room as well as Mefirs.
Beales.

This circumftance I thought neceflary
to be obferved, becaufe Mr. Foot did not
tell the court, either the fize, length,
breadth, &c. of the wound, and alfo as

&

a few minutes, and then youwll find the fpirits
wrinkle the fkinin folds, notwithftanding the fkin
of the finger, by ufe, is harder than in moft parts,
excepting the feet. ‘

Ll 1€
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it was indifputably fo, and looked on as
only a flight affair, by all as. well as by
Richard Beale ; for he fays he never faw
Mr. Clarke from the time he went from
Marybone on the Thurfday nmight, ali
after he was dead. -

This Richard Beale fays he was an inti-
mate acquaintance of Mr. Clarke’s, had
known him about two years, lives from -
him about the diftance of one hundred
yards, and in fight of each other, when
onc ftands at the corner of the Street, and
the other at Mrs. Talbot’s door.—1I would
fay, if any reader, on a party with inti«
mate friends, had been violently beat, is
it not natural to think a near neighbour -
and companion would have have enquir-
ed after him cither the next day or fome
one in the fix, if he thought his friend
had been much hurt.

But
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But'to proceed. ‘There are fome cir-
cutnftances in Mr. Foot’s evidence, which
not only at firft warped me from his op1-
nion, but even now ; for I cannot find one
circumftance in his. {feffions narrative to
induce me to alter my opinion, founded
on the ftuture of the human frame—
Therefore I thall retain the fame thought
2s I entertained.on firft fight at St. Paul’s
goftee-houfe, where I could not forbear
fpeaking of it to the mafter of the houfe
and afterwards to Mr. Farmer a furgeon,
and rhis was about the latter end of Ja-
nuary—To fupport fuch reafons I now,
with regard, tender to the faculty in ge-
neral, and to évery gentleman, my fenti-
ments.

¢ I found (Foot) wupon the crown of
“¢_his:head was a contufed wound ; I raifl-
“ed the fcalp round the wound, and
*F. gXa-
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‘¢ examined it with my probe; and found
“¢ the Jcalp,about four inches round the pe-
¢ ricranium, the immediate covering of
““ the fcull, was much inflamed. After re-
““ moving the pericranium I examined the
¢ fcull itfelf ; I found no fiffure or frac-
¢ ture, &c.

Firft, As the fuppofed death was from
an external injury,:the external part of
‘the head which received . the blow, was
the place firft to be applied to for finding
the caufe.—Now as the bones were found
to be all found, the fcullis out of difpute.

-Secondly, He, after opening the head,
found under the dura-mater extravafated
blood, &c.

If extravafated blood, under the dura-
mater, had been from the blow, Clarke
- would have been- difabled from walking

- C even
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even {o far as the three pidgeons, nay the
ufual bad fymptoms of this extravafation
would have happf:ned In 2 moment : of

Thirdly, If the extravafation found un-
der the inward membrane and the brain
was from the blow, inftant death would
have been the confequence.

Fourthly, As to ¢ the interior covering
¢ of the brainin a great ftate of inflam-
¢ mation, the veflels quite fwelled with
¢t blood ; and one part of it ruptured, the
‘¢ reft of the brain in a healthy ftate.,”—
Thefe are very readily accounted for,
fince moft anatomifts who have examined
bodies from the feveral hofpitals, that have
died in a few days of inflammatory fe-
vers, know from repeated experience, that
the inner membranes of the head or brain
are almoft always found in fuch a ftate of
nflammation. and their veflels diftended

' with



Of the late Mr.CLARKE’s Death. 3§

with blood ; nayl often an extravafation
from the membrane, and the like appear-
ances are very common from the ageniesof
death, more efpecially in thofe who have
died of ardent fevers.—What are deliri-
ums ? but the effe&s of an inflammation

on the membranes or meninges of the
brain,

Pardon me in thinking, when I reflet
on the circumftances of the day, that Mr.
Clarke, as a fober man, fickly, and often
ailing, as appears by Mr. Starling’s books,
drank rather too much: fuppofe now aper-
{on in a healthy ftate thould drink his glafs
too freely over night, the confequences too
often have been firft violent head-achs,
ficknefs at ftomach, heat in the fkin, reach-
ings and vomiting. In fuch a cafe, the
wine is not in the head, yet its inner
membranes are inflamed, which are the
fecondary caufe of the fymptoms ; but

L2 the
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the primary caufe is from the {pirituous
liquor attacking the nervous coat of the
ftomach, and hence by confent the mem-
branes in the head become inflamed. Now
pleafe to obferve, that all thefe {ymp-
toms go off as foon as the ftomach is re-
lieved by diluting liquors. Is it not a
common fight to fee men puke after
drinking rather too much,

Thefe were my firft thoughts which
inclined me to apprehend that Mr. Foot’s
conclufion, that the wound was the caufe
of Clarke’s death was not evident. Af-
ter I was attacked on this fubjeét, I
called in a little anatomical knowledge
of the parts to explode my opinion or
fupport ‘it ; this informed me, that the
pericraneum covers the external bones of
the head, adheres very clofely to them
(temples excepted)and furnifhes the dura-
mater with fome filaments (through the

' futures
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futures) by which they areé connected
with each other ; alfo that the dura-mater,
which lines the internal furface of the
head is clofely connected to the inward
bones, and has its achefions very ftrong
and firm to them, that it is a double mem-
brane, full of branches of arteries and
veins, as well as the pericraneum—nhence
I put to myfelf the following queftion :

~ Suppofe, by a blow, the.dura-mater
was detached from the infide of the bones
—as Mr. Foot has told the Surgeons ; I
might fafely fay, its veflels muft be bro-
ken : in this cafe where would the extra-
vafation be found ? why truly, not under
the dura-mater, but between it and the
bones—and not as Mr. Foot has faid, un-
der the dura-mater only ; if he had faid in
both, Ithink, I fhould have agreed with
him, becaufe 1 have feen it often, but
for the extravafation to be under and not

C3 above
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above, * I am afraid is-a miftake,.——
This I thought was fatisfattory. But
when another confideration appeared,
which was, that if the inflammation and
extravafation proceeded . from the blow,
fome little matter or corruption would
have been found in or about the infide of
the head, after near fix days ; not a drop
of matter in the wound of the fcalp, nor
{pat blood, no nota word of any—for 1
thought obftructions produced inflamma-
fiun, ‘and _inflammation fuppuration or
maturation ; in a word, the readers muft
jﬁdge' whether I am right, as I leave all
I have faid entirely to them.

Some weeks after I heard that Mr,
Clarke, on the Sunday, was feized with a
vomiting (one of the ufual fymptoms of

*® See Ingram’s Praétical Calfes, on wounds, frac-

tures, &c, on the head.
a COIl=
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a concuffion of the brain.) My little
judgment will endeavour to demonftrate
to you, that this vomiting plainly puts
out of difpute that opinion, that Clarke’s
inflammation, &c. on the membranes,
were from the blow.

- Whenever’ vomiting fucceeds either a
fracture, fiflure, depreffion, concuffion, or
extravafation, though ever {o flight; there
is not one medicine can check, ftop, or
prevent them, for they will at trmes re-
turn, becaufe they are {fymptoms from the
caufe ; and till the caufe, that is the mem-
branes and brain are relieved, vomitings
at times will attend,—Here then {tands
Mr. Clarke’s cafe : the third:day he had
three or four vomitings ; thefe, without
the aid of medicine, difappeared totally in
about two hours, and never returned tp
the time of his death, for they ceafed as

Ca {oon
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foon as the ftomach had unloaded itfelf of
the bad or ftale egges.-~

I believe the whole college of phyfi-
«cians, the mafter, wardens, &c. of apothe-
caries, as well as the corporation of fur-
geons in England, and in all cities in' Eu-
rope, will affert, that vomitings are com-
‘mon fymptoms on the firft onfet of inflam-
matory feversand foul ftomachs--and why?
becaufe nature wants to difburthen herfelf.
Do not phyficians always prefcribe a vo-
mit, even only on reachings to puke, in
the beginning of fevers—

To conclude, from what has been ad-
vanced you are to confider whether you
can difcover any fubftantial reafons for

believing that cither the blow or its

+ In a concuffion the vomits are bilious.

can
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effeéts were the caufe of Mr. Clarke’s
death ; and to affift you either to affent to,
or diffent from, your Sovereign’s and His
Council’s opinion, as well as the opinion
of the ableft furgeons, permit me, by way
of fummary, to lay the heads of what has
been faid before you in one view,

Firft, It feems that from the day he re-
eeived the blow to the time of his death,
neither Mr. Foot, or any one has fo much
as hinted at one fymptom of a concuffion

of the brain, except that one I have men-
tioned, viz. vomiting on Sunday, which
ceafed, without any medical affiftance, the
{ame day.

Secondly, Inftead of ftupor, inability
in any of his limbs, &c. he walked a do-
zen miles after his head was cut.

Thirdly,
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- Thirdly, He had neither fraure, fil-
fure, or depreffion of the bone 1in his head,
as Mr. Foot could find, nor feparation of

the inward table from the outward. '

~ Fourthly, The 1.#01111{1 only a common
broken head.

_ Fifthly, Mr. Clarke, his aunt, and
others faid the_woqnd was not larger than
a fcratch of a pin.

Sixthly, Mr. Clarke told his mafter it

was no more than a fcratch.

Seventhly, No extravafation between
the bones and dura-mater. '

Eighthly, What effect did .the blow
p'r'nduce to convince us that it killed him ?

Ninthly
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Ninthly, From the circumftances ad-
vanced, might not his death arife from a
furfeit, producing a violent inflammatory
fever? and this furfeit, from travelling at
lealt twenty miles on the Thurfday, with-
out fufficient food ; inftead thereof drink-
ing wine, porter, rum, brandy, and thefe
repeated almoft all day long till late in
the evening, fetting up, &c. it is not un-
likely that fuch caufes before now have
happenad, and perfons in the prime of
youth have by this means loft their lives,
nay I think it not improbable but fome
of my readers may recolle&t fuch cafes. I
have heard of people over walking them-
felves, drinking too much, and dying a3
it were {uddenly of inflammatory fevers,
in a few days, which our anceftors and
'parents commonly called and now fay is
a furfeit, ;

Having
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Having thus ftated, and brought into
one view, without the leaft mifreprefenta-
tion of falts, the feveral circumftances I
have been able to collect, relating to the
death of Mr. Clarke ; I appeal to the
tribunal of the public. Their fentence,
after due attention to the evidence refult-
ing from the combination of the different
circumftances, will confirm, I prefume,
the opinion which the committee of Sur-
geons hath already given. If by this
means the contentions with which this
matter hath been agitated fhould be hap-
pily appeafed, I hope I fhall have dif-
charged the duty of an honeft man, in
bringing’ any teftimony to truth, and
in undeceiving the public, to whom thefe
confiderations are with due deference
fubmitted

f 1 ")'{l y their humble fenant &::r:.
/w:ﬁ" Kj//e’ frg 7 e
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P51 56 Bud-B 7E.

Before thefe fheets could be printed off
M. Foot’s Appeal to the Public appeared,
with an account of his depofitions in the
trial, and anfwers to the queftions put to
him by the committee of furgeons. In
the trial ““the pericranium was infiamed ;”’
before the furgeons ¢ it * was almoft {e-
¢ parated from the cranium for about
¢ two inches in circumference under the
¢ wound —it was not attached, as is
¢ ufually found in healthy fubjets, but
¢ feparated from the cranium.

* Can the attachments of the pericranium, with
its veffels, be broken from the fcull without an ex-
travafation ? Blood-veflels when ruptured fpill their
contents, if fo, one would think either blood or
matter on the fcull muﬁ havc efcaped a man of
fcience. |

¢ The
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¢¢ The extravafated blood was between
the dura mater and pia mater, oppofite
to or under the weund. The dura
mater was greatly inflamed, there was
a general inflammation of that mems
brane—it was detached from the cra-
“ njum for a confiderable {pace round,
¢ immediately over the extravafation, and
¢ about half an ounce of extravafated
‘ blood, as near as I could guefs.”

£c

£¢

(44

(11

(11

It muft certainly ftrike a furprize in
fome to find this account fo widely differ
from } what was depofed in open court ;
alfo as it ftands in his own account of the
trial ; but as he has made an apology
(page 27) in regard to his blooming ge-
nius I will not criticize on any part, left,
before the fruit of knowledge is fet, it
fhould be blafted. el

1 Separation and non-attachment are added to in-
flammation,

In



Of the late Mr. CLARKE’s Death. 47

In tendernefs and compaffion T will
admit every article to be exaétly true;
but then I think no man would be fo rath
as even to prefume, that the blow could
caufe fuch like deftractions in the head,
and the man live near fix days after with-
out one bad fymptom.—Nay, if you will
take his vomiting as one fign, remember
that three whole days were over before
one vomit appeared.

In order to weed away and grub up
the luxurioufnefs of falfe imaginations as
well as manure the promifing fruitful
medical plants with -which this nation
is remarkably inriched ; as layers I now
fet down a few of thofe aphorifms which
formerly I planted in my chirurgical and
anatomical lectures, in hopes they may
hereafter prove _pr{]ﬁtable_.

Apbo-
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Apkorifns on the Effelts of Blows and
. Wounds on the Head, :

1. The pericranium cantrot loofe its at-
tachments to the bone, without the feull
1s either depreffed, fraétured, or fiffured ; or
when it does adhere we may be certain
there is neither. g

1i. The dura mater is never feparated
from the infide of the head by a blow,
without one of the three accidents above-
mentioned, ' WS pag A

w -

111. Whenever the dura mater, either
by depreffion, fiffure or fracture loofes ifs
adhefions, there will be, from its blood
veflels broken, an extravafation between
the bone and it, &

1v. In a feparation of the dura mater,
the extravafation cannot be under it with-

put being above.
V. A
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v. A dram of extravafated blood on the
meninges of the brain is fufficient inftant-
ly to produce, either a pally, ravings, or
apoplexy —but half an ounce, or lefs,
death in a moment,

Contufed Wounds.

vi. Wounds in the fcalp by puncture,
(though as {mall as a fcratch of a pin)
made by the point of a fword, penknife,
nail in a bludgeon, &c. penetrating either
the pericranium, or the aponeurofes of the
frontal or occipital mufcles, will produce
extenfion, inflammation, or erifipelatous
{wellings, by which they are known,even
when the eye cannot difcover the wound-
ed part, by reafon of its {mallnefs,

vii. Contufed wounds, not injuring
the pericranium at firft, may by confent,
in a few days, affectit. This is known
by the fubfequent fymptoms, which will

D be
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be an inflation or tumefaction on the fcalp,
bloating or puffing up of the face, and
if not remedied in a few days, fome
fymptoms. like thofe of a concuffion of
the brain fucceed. |

The curative intention for thefe two
cafes is by enlarging the wound and pro-
moting {fuppuration.

viii. A violent blow on the head with
a large bludgeon, not beating the head
to the ground, nor againftany hard body ;
moft frequently caufes a fracture or fiffure
with but a fmall concuffion.

1x. When a blow is given with fuch
violence as to knock the perfon down,
and his head hits the ground, if the {fcull
does not break by the impulfe, the confe-
quence will be aconcuflion, indegree tothe
oppofition—and, tho’ but flight, lofs of”
' {enfe,
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fenfe, lethargy, &c. always attend in like
proportion.

x. If the head ftrikes itfelf againft any
hard immoveable body, as by a fall from
a high place, off a horfe, againft a pillar,
corner of a wall, &c. a concuffion and
extravafation follows, and moft common-
ly death. LS

The fame in leaping out of a machine
whilft in attion; an inftance of which
motion in a relation of my own jumping
out of a chaife, going down Box-Hill, who
died on the {pot, without the appearance
of a wound or blow—In chhiliké cafes
the brain being prefled forward againft the
folid body, is reatted upon by that body,
and undergoes two_contrary motions at
the fame inftant of time.—— |

11. In thefe two laft aphorifms, we fee
it 1s rather a misfortune that the {fcull has |
D » ftrength
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ftrength fufficient to refift the force given,
for whenever it yields to the impulfe, the
concuffion 1s but fmall, in comparifon to
what happens by refiftance ; becaufe the
whole ftrefs of the violence is tranfmitted
to the brain and its membranes,

x11. A concuffion of the brain feldom
or never is attended with extravafation,
unlefs when reaction follows the blow,

x111.- A concuffion with a fratture is
not fo dangerous as with a fiffure, becaufe
the extravafation will be lefs confiderable,

x1v. A concuffion and extravafation
happening at the fame inftant of time
from -a blow, is almoft inftantly fol-
lowed with terrible 'f}*:ilptcms, fuch a3
fofs of fenfe, palfy, fleepinefs, ftupor,
vomiting if not inftant death-~but this
laft is particular to the part where the

extravafation happens,—
XVa
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~xv. There is a great diftinétion to be
made in concuffions of the brain, fince
fome happen without, others with extra-
vafation — and fome, with or without
fracture or fiffure,

xvi. Of extravafations much is to be
confidered: forfromthe part where the ex-
travafation happens, either mediate or 1m-
mediate death, violent {ymptoms, or flight
appearances follow, from which true
prognoftics are to be formed, whether
the extravafation is in general, or only
in one part,

xvii. A blow not {ufficient to beat a
perfon' down, but caufe an inftantaneous
extravafation, in this cafe the fubjeft will
drop down as dead, not by the blow,
but from its effects, the extrava/ation,

XVIIl. Ex-
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xvirr  Extravafations from a blow,
as a bludgeon, &c. are moft common-
ly found under the fcull, or between
it and the dura mater—in this cafe a
lethargy, or fome other fymptom, will
continue till the extravafation is removed,

x1x. Extravafations on the brain hap-
pen in different parts, which cannot be
known but by either the fymptoms or
confequences, as in number xvI.

xx. There cannot be an extravafation
without lofs of fenfe, or fome bad fymp-
tom the moment it happens ; becaufe the
blood fpilt on the brain will produce a
firangulation or obftru&ion in the circu-
lation.

xx1. Wounds on the head with ex-
travafations are very fallacious, and why?

Becaufe
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Becaufe the extravafation may be between
the fcull, and the dura mater, or under it,
both at the fame time, alfo under the pia
mater or the feveral foldings of the dura
and pia mater as well as in feveral other,
parts of the brain, but thefe never hap-
pen but with {fymptoms at the very in-.
ftant the blow is inflicted. So much for
the emolument of young ftudents in fur-

gery.

As to difputes, if any are between
Mefirs. Ranby, Bromfield, and others
with Mr. Foot, they in no wife regard
this enquiry, therefore Iam filent, as they
may have room to vindicate themfelves ;
fince truth, whenever it is toffed and rolled
about from place to place with derifion,
will fooner or later, find a firm centre,
immoveable as a rock, to reft on,

Much
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A

COUNTER-APPEAL.

- FTEN as appeals on pri-

vate grievances are laid be-
fore the public, it is feldom that they
are brought to that tribunal with pro-
priety. One of the cafes in which they
are leaft exceptionable, is, when the
party appears as defendant. If public
outragebeadded to perfonal injuftice, the
impartial reader will receive with be-
nignity, from the friends of the inju-
red perfon, a claim to their candour,
if fupported by argument, and offered

with decency. It might even be ju-
B ftifiable,
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{tifiable, with regard to the accufer, to
retort railing with invecive ; but the
latter method not only difgraces a good
caufe, but would imply a defe& of
capacity in the judges, as if their fen-
tence were to be extorted by clamour.”

Mr. Foot complains of ill-treat- .
ment, and the writer of his appeal (for
Mr. Foot will hardly fay thathe penned
it him{elf, tho’ he has figned it,) is not
very tender, but on the contrary is
very fevere on Mr. Bromfield.—But
who has ill-treated Mr. Foot ? When
was it? Has Mr. Bromfield done itP—
That does not appear—then why fo
fevere on Mr. Bromfield ? he was only
one of the examining furgeons. Does
Mr. Foot envy him his extenfive prac~
tice? Does he feek to wound his repu-
tation ¢ Or does he want to be made
furgeon in the room of Mr. Bromfield,

to
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to the moft amiable and virtuous prin-
cefs on earth, I mean her Royal-high-

nefs the Princefs Dowager of Wales?
Mr. Foot would feem to infinuate,
that the court of examining furgeons
is an infringement of the liberties of the
people, by controuling the verdi& of
three juries. May be fo, tho’ I very
much doubt its being any infringe-
ment ; yet I would rather undergo the
inconveniencies of fuch infringement,
if it be one, than an innocent man
{hould lofe his life. But how is it an
infringement ? Is it in its inflitution ?
—Had the examining furgeons con-
firmed Mr. Foot’s opinion, he would
not have called theirs an infringement
of the conftitution. And yet if it is {o
in one cafe, it is equally fo in the other.
But they diftered from Mr. Foot ; and
{o becaufe he cannot, or does not chufe,
B 2 to
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to contend with them fcientifically, he
would inflame the minds of the people,
by artfully endeavouring to reprefent
the meeting of the examining furgeons,
as a breach of the conftitution.

What was the cafe refpe@ing admi-
ral Byng ? The court martial, to whom
the trial of his offence was committed,
condemned him, ¢ becaufe, (as they
{2id,) they were under a neceffity of
doing fo, by reafon of the letter of the
law.”  And again they faid, in theit
letter to the king, ¢ that for the fake
of their confciences, as well as in juftice
to the prifoner, they moft earneftly
recommended him to his majefty for
mercy.” Al further enquiry into the
cale was precluded by the court mar-
tial being under an oath of fecrecy.
But it was offered to releafe them from
their oath of fecrecy, *“in order to

difclofe
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difclofe the grounds on which they
pafled fentence of death on the admi-
ral.” Was not this in effe& controul-
ing the verdi& of the admiral’s jurors ;
atleaft, wasitnotrendering it{fubordinate
to a fublequent determination ? Nay,
was it not doing more, was it not
fuperfeding an oath alfo?—Yet this
was never by any party, (and parties
ran as high then as they do now)
called an infringement of the conftitu-
tion.—Why P—becaufe it was obvi-
oufly an attempt to aflift the confti-
tution, in promoting the moft full
enquiry, for the impartial execution
of juftice.

How often do we hear of motions
in Weftminfter-hall for »ew trials;
what are all thefe but controuling the
verdicts of juries: and what is the plea
for thefe new trials; juft the fame as

that
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that for the examining furgeons: be-
caufe there had been fome defe&@s in
the former trial ; that there was new
matter, or new evidence, fince difco-
vered, which had it been produced on
the firft trial, might have induced the
jury to find a contrary verdi@&. To
{upply this defe¢t was manifeftly the
view of convening the furgeons at
Surgeons-hall ; and who fo proper to
{fupply it, as furgeons; all men of
eminence, and of acknowledged fkill
in their profefiion.

There feems to have been great
caution in the miniftry. ‘They do not
advife a precipitate exertion of the royal
prerogative to pardon: but they ap-
point an enquiry, whether the convi&
prifoners were objects worthy of
it. And it was not till after fuch

enquiry
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enquiry was made, that the royal
mercy was extended them.

If T were difpofed to compliment
the prefent miniftry, I could do it to
a very great degree: but I am not.
The fa& is of fuch a nature and com-
plexion, that it will fupport itfelf.

Did not Mr. , accompanied
by another friend to the profeeution,

apply that very night that the men
were convi¢ted, or at fartheft the next

day, for a pardon of them? Is it not
plain from this circumftance, which is
a very material one; that Mr.
who was certainly in the fecret, had
oreat doubts concerning the conviéion?
Such an application coming from a
known friend to the profecution, might
well encourage a minifter to think of
advifing a pardon.  Yet here the ad-
miniftration do not chufe to reft their

opinion ;
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opimion ; - they only advife a refpite, till
an enquiry is made. What is properly
the queftion before the miniftry ? Clear-
ly this, Whether fuch application ought
to be complied with? But this was not
the only application for a pardon j that
of the Hon. B. W. and Sir W. M.
was more reflpectable, two gentlemen
of chara&er, and in firm oppofition to
the prefent miniftry.  Yet it was not
till after this fecond attempt had been
made, that the ddminiftration thought
fit to convene the furgeons. When
fuch repeated applications came from
the other {ide, adminiftration may be
fairly juftified in dire&ing an enquiry
into the merits of the cafe.

Mr. Foot has to thank his own
friends, I mean the friends of his
caufe, or at leaft a part of them, for
the imputation, which he fays has

been



i 23, )
been thrown on his chara®er; and
Mr. Bromfield has to thank the {fame
friends, who, by their applications for
a pardon, occafioned the {furgeons en-
quiry, for the unprovoked and unme-
rited abufe of Mr. Foot’s {cribe.

The examining furgeons report
their opinion; and upon that report
the conviéts are pardoned, agrecable
to the folicitations which had been
made for that purpofe.—Is ary tﬁﬁing
that Mr. Foot has aflerted, more than
matter of opinion? He is of opinion,
that Clarke died of the blow he re-
ceived. The examining furgeons,
who are at leaft as refpeCtable as Mr.
Foot, and as eminent in their pro-
feflion, are of a different oprzion, that
had proper care been taken of Clark,
he might fliil have been alive. The

whole 1s a difference of opinion. It is
(i no
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no new thing to fee the moft eminent
of men differ in opinion. Thelearn-
ed judges have done it upon the
bench; the moft able minifters have
done it in the cabinet. Put in thefe
cales, as well as in that between the

examining furgeons and Mr. Foot ;
~ thofe who are to judge of this diffe-
rence of opinion, who are to deter-
mine upon it, and who are to take
fome meafure confequence of it, are
always guided by the authority of the
moft refpestable fide. And can there
be any doubt which fide an impartial
man would take in this cale ? Whe-
ther he would yield to the fingle opi-
nion of Mr. Foot ? or the united opi-
nion of Mefirs. Cowell, Bromfield,
Crane, Ranby, Hawkins, Middle-
ton, Kullager, Younge, and Pott ?

Ido
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I do not find even in Mr. Foot’s
account of - his ‘examination at {ur-
geons-hall, the leaft expreflion drop
from any of the furgeons, to the in-
jury of Mr. Foot. Yet Mr. Foot is
greatly enraged with the condu& of
thefe {urgeons—becaufe they differed
from him.

One of thofe gentlemen has excul-
pated himfelf from the foul afperfions
which had been repeatedly caft upon
him, in the public papers. And it
would have become Mr. Foot, fince
he is fo very angry with Mr. Brom-
field, to have taken fome notice of
that gentleman’s vindication of him-
felf, which appeared in the papers
feveral days before Mr. Foot’s appeal.
Mr. Foot thould have anfwered it, as
it contains a flat contradiétion to one
of the many falhoods which have

C 2 been
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been indultrioufly circulated by Mr.
Foot’s admirers ; and a very material
fa&, fufhicient for a furgeon of his
reputation and fkill, to form an opi-
nion upon. Until Mr. Foot does an-
{fwer this paper, the difpaffionate part
of the world will incline to Mr. Brom-
field.—Mr. Bromfield’s vindication,
together with the paper which gave
rife to it, I fhall here tranfcribe.

7o
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To the Court of Examiners of .zbe Surgeons
Company. !

Mr. Benjamin Cowell.

William Bromfield, Efq; Surgeon to her
Royal Highnefs the Princefs Dowager of
Wales.

Mr. Stafford Crane.

John Ranby, Efg; Serjeant Surgeon to
his Majefty.

Czfar Hawkins, Efq; ditto.

David Middleton, E{q; ditto.

M:r. Chriftopher IFullager.

Mr. Robert Younge.

Mr. Percival Pott.

* Mr. Robert Adair, Surgeon to the
Third Regiment of Foot Guards.

GENTLEMEN,

OES not Mr. Foot depofe upon oath,
in the trial of Balf and M'Quirk, for
the murder of Mr. Clark,—That his dura
mater was inflamed, blood extravafated be-
tween that membrane and the pia mater,

® This Gentleman was not prefent, and in another Lift,
Mr. Gregory is put inftead of Mr. Adair.
the
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the pia mater not only inflamed, but rup-
tured alfo : and that the wound received on
his head was the caufe of his death ?

If falfe—Has not Mr. Foot been guil-
ty of the groffeft ignorance, or the fouleft
perjury ?—But from whence thefe infa-
mous imputations '—Do they not arife
from your joint opinion, that the falts he
relates are falfe, and that Clark’s death was

not occafioned by the Wound received up-
on his head ?

If, by the ignorant or perjured depofi-
tion of Mr. Foot, two innocent men were
found guilty of the murder of Mr. Clark,
a court of Juftice not only troubled with
a long and tedious trial, but deceived at
the fame time by his evidence ; what does
he merit lefs than M’Quirk, whofe life has
- been almoft miraculoufly preferved, by the

new and happy medium of the Court of
Examiners ?

But if, on the other hand, 2 murderer has
‘efcaped juftice, is let loofe on the public,
and the clemency abufed, in confequence

of your opinion that this wound of Clark’s
was
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was not mortal, or the caufe of his death,
what do you not deferve ?

Let me atk, whether (if there be in na-
ture 2 poffible mortal wound) an extrava-
fation of blood between the dwra and pia
mater, and a rupture of the pra mater itfelf,
does not come under that denomination ?
Is not this definition eftablithed by writers
of the beft credit, by conftant practice and
obfervation, and by innumerable evidences
in judicial anatomy ? What is the refult;
but that this wound of Clark’s was abfo-
lutely mortal per /e ¢ Nor does this reft up-
on a fimple affirmation, which might well
enough and effectually enough be contrafted
with your fimple opinions ; butis founded
on a bafis of truth and reality, which the
Court of Examiners can neither fubvert
nor deftroy.

It is allowed, that fome wounds, mor=
ral in themfelves, are fome times, though
but fe!ldom, cured by the art of furgery.
It appears from the Gazette, that William
Bromfield, Efq; Surgeon to her Royal
Highnefs the Princefs Dowager of Wales,
attended Clark from the firft. Mortal
' Blows,
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Blows, and wounds of the head, do not
always {peedily difcover their fatal effets ;
they therefore require the utmoft attention,
as well as the utmoft {kill, preventive and
curative.—Let me afk then, How did Mr.
Bromfield attend, and what did he do for
this man whilft under his care ?~~Was he
frequently and plentifully bled ?—If a {trict
regard was paid to {fymptoms (had he no
{fymptoms ?) why was not the trepan ap-
plied ?—the only means by which a chance
of life could be given? But may it not be
{hrewdly {ufpetted, that Mr. B d’s
many engagements deprived him of that
advantage ? But fuppofe an omiffion in life,
why did he not infpe¢t the head of his de-
ceafed patient? Did not duty to his God,
King, and Country, demand this ; that he
might have been qualified, to give evidence
g0 a matter of fuch importance as Murder ?
How then could he pretend, feveral weeks
afterward, to take the lead, and dire& the
opinions of the Court of Examiners, in an
affair wherein they were ftill lefs able to
form a true idea than himfelf? If the
Court of Examiners cannot fet the part

they
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they have atted in a better light than it
now appears to the world, will they not
expofe themielves to the cenfure of all
mankind ?

An anfwer to thefe queries and allegati-
ons are expected, and demanded, by every

honeft man in the kingdom.
I am, GENTLEMEN,

As far as Truth and juftice thall appear,
more or lefs,

your moft obedient, humble fervant,
CHIRUR GLCUS,

To the PRIN T HER.

Conduit-fireet, March 18, 1769.

I was this day thewn a letter in your pa-
per, figned Chirurgicus, on which I thall
make no further comments, but to difabufe
the public, in refpect to one allegation rela-
tive to myfe//. It is faid, as a quotation
from the Gazette, that ¢ I attended Clark
from the firft.” Nothing can be falfer than
this affertion, as I never faw Clark till
Tuefday, about noon, the 13th of Decem-
ber 1768, the fixth day, as I was told,
from the blow being given. I then direct-

D ed
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ed fuch things as I thought proper for his
immediate relief, and fent my fon in the
afternoon to know the effe& of the medi-
cines, who told me the clyfter only had
been given. The next morning, Wedne{-
day the 14th, notice was fent me that the
man died in the night,

Thefe facts being known, the abfurdity
of the fubfequent queries, contained in the
letter, muft be too obvious to ftand in need
of any reply.

I hope, for the future, your correfpon-
dents, as well as yourfelf, will be better
informed of fats before you attempt to
traduce my charader; which, I flatter
myf{elf, has hitherto been, and will remain
unimpeached, for want of integrity, in my
profeflion,

W. BROMFIELD.
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Befides Mr. Bromfield’s Anfwer to
Chirurgicus, there appeared in a few
days after the following, which de-
ferves fome notice here.

¢ Does not Mr. Foot, fays this writer,

¢ depofe upon oath, that Mr. Clark’s dura
mater was inflamed, blood extravafated
between that membrane and the pia ma-
¢ ter, the pia mater not only inflamed but
ruptured alfo ¥’
He does not. That part of Mr. Foot’s
depofition, to which the letter-writer refers,
1s vague and indefinite, his judgment, with
refpect to the caufe of Mr. Clark’s death is
explicit and decifive.

‘That the public may not be deceived
by unfair reprefentations, it is neceflary to
obferve, that at the time of Mr, Clark’s
illne(s, a fever prevailed, attended with
{fymptoms fimilar to thofe under which he
laboured. In this fever, which is often fa-
tal, the fame morbid appearances are found
after death, which the letter-writer {uppo-
fes Mr. Foot to have defcribed,

D 2 When
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When this is explained, and when it is
confidered that Mr. Clark did not complain
for fome days after he received the blow,
that he was then feized with the ufual fymp-
toms of a malignant fever, and that the ap-
pearances which Mr. Foot defcribes, if this
evidence has any meaning, are exaly fuch
as might have been occafioned by that dif-
eafe, it will be difficult to perfuade the un=-
prejudiced part of mankind, that that blow
which Mr. Clark received was abfolutely
the caule of his death.

Many cafes occur, where it is impoffible
to decide pofitively concerning the caufe of
death ; and in every doubtful cafe, clemen-
cy ought to prevail, fince it is better that a
guilty perfon fhould efcape by a favourable
reprefentation of the cafe, than that an in-
nocent perfon thould unjuftly be condemned
to death.

‘The letter-writer's queftions concerning
the confequences of Mr. Clark’s wound, are
founded on an imaginary reprefentation,
not on Mr. Foot’s evidence, and therefore
can have no weight.

MEDICO-CHIRURGUS.
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I will now proceed to take fome
notice of what were the 7ea/ caufes of
Mr. Clarke’s death.

He might formerly, for it does not
appear to the contrary, have been a
{ober, but was he not lately, an idle
diffipated young man? He went to
Brentford, though no freecholder. A
riot happened ; and he received a
ftroke, or a blow, from fome un-
known perfon. It does not appear
to this day, that Macquirk ever ftruck
him, or that they even knew each
other.  Yet, notwithftanding this
blow, he walked afterwards to Ifle-
worth, to Richmond, to Turnham-
Green, and to London ; drank rum
and brandy at moft of thefe places:
and that he attended his ordinary
bufinefs, without any material incon-
venience, for fome days. He was

at
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at length feized with a fever, the
fymptoms of which were highly in-
flammatory, and he died.

After his death, Mr. Foot, who
had never feen him during his illnefs,
was called in.  Mr. Foot himfelf fays,
that he found no fra&ure: but the
veflels of the brain were in general in-
flamed, a quantity of blood was found
between the membranes, and the pia
mater was ruptured. It was there-
fore his opinion, that Mr. Clarke’s
death was caufed by the blow.

Upon this evidence the two men
(Balfe and Macquirk) who were at
Brentford on that day, were condem-
ned for the murder of Clarke.

Then came the applications for a
pardon, which have been already
mentioned. Some of the moderate
men in oppofition, are faid to have

reafoned
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reafoned thus, on this affair; ¢ what-
ever may be the conftru&ion of the
law, ’tis certain that the conviés did
not intend to murder any perfon;
and therefore their cafe firongly pleads
the exertion ot that part of the royal
prerogative fo wilely ordained to tem-
per judgment with mercy. In them
there was no premeditated malice,
nor even momentary intention to kill
any perfon.—It is very common for
perfons who have been drinking at
eleCtions to die, though they have not
received a blow, but in fuch a habit
of body a very flight wound may
prove fatal; and it is very probable,
that if the unhappy man had been
properly taken care of, he might have

recovered.’
In confequence of the doubts which
were thus fuggefted, the affair was
ordered
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ordered to be enquired into by ten
eminent furgeons. Itappeared to them,
from the evidence produced, that Mr.
Clarke’s principal complaint had been
a fever highly inflaimmatory, but un-
attended with any fymptoms indica-
ting preffure upon the brain.  Anex-
travafation of fluid blood in the brain
from a blow will always produce fome
fymptom of preflure. In fevers,
when the inflammation runs exceed-
ingly high, the veflels of the brain
may be preternaturally diftended; a
rupture of fome of them may and fre-
quently does happen ; and all the ap-
pearances {een by Mr. Foot may be
produced from fuch a caufe. It was
their opinion, therefore, that the
wound which was received by Mr.
Clark was not the caufe of his death.

And
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And I am of opinion, that had Mr.
Foot attended or enquired carefully
into what happened before death,
and had he refle®ted only that there
was a poflibility of fuch appearances
being produced by a fever, he would
not have been quite fo pofitive in his
decifion. I fhall readily allow him
to be a good furgeon, and will grant
him all the merit of large experience
acquired both while a Mate in Ger-
many, and while a pupil at the Mid-
dlefex Hofpital ; but I muft likewile
think, that fome refpe is due to ten
of the principal furgeons in London,
whofe opinion was formed on a care-
ful comparifon of the {fymptoms pre-
vious to death with the appearances
on diffe@tion; and I am perfedly
convinced, that thofe who gave evi-

dence with refpeét to the firft, are men
E of
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of fuch integrity, that what they de-
clared on fo folemn an occafion, they
would not {fwerve from at the bar of
a court of juftice. Mr. Foot’s ac-
count of the cafe enabled the Exami-
ners to judge as well as if they had
been prefent; and his opinion, that
the man might have recovered had
proper care been taken of him, ju-
ftifies ‘their decifion; neither indeed
does it throw any refleGtion upon him,
provided he is fatisfied that it was not
incumbent on him to make any en-
quiry about the ftate of the patient
before death; and if his mind was
perfe@ly at eafe after giving fuch a
pofitive opinion without the leaft qua-
lification at the fame bar, where the
lives of two of his fellow-creatures
were {uppofed to depend upon it.

This
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This does not in the leaft arraign
the juftice at the Old Bailey : their
verdi&t was founded in a great mea-
fure on what Mr. Foot faid; but
other evidence appearing before the
Examiners, gave very good reafon for
the opinion they fubicribed to on that
occafion. ‘To fuppofe, that any of
thefe gentlemen were under undue
influence, in an affair of fo much con-
fequence, is too malicious to admit
of a ferious confutation. Such inf1-
nuations can proceed from the male-
volence of fation only ; and though
{fome men, to anfwer their diabolical
purpofes, may endeavour to enforce
them on the credulous and deluded
multitude, yet the good, the fenfible,
and unprejudiced, will rejeét the idea
with horror. It is no difficult mat-
ter to aflign the motive of this war-

E 2 hoop
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war-hoop, this death-fong againft poor
Balfe and Macquirk. If they are par-
doned, adminiftration i1s to be abufed
for remitting the guilt of blood. If
they are executed, the very perfons
who fo eagerly demanded their lives
will exclaim, and with very good
reafon, againft thofe pufillanimous
minifters, who {acrificed the proper
objedts of royal mercy to a factious
and inhuman clamour.

- The cafe of Balfe and Macquirk
was therefore like a two-edged {fword,
it would cut either way.—But ad-
miniftration wifely refolved not to
advife an extenfion of the royal
clemency, till it fhould be made
manifelt, even by the faculty them-
felves, that the conviéts were de-
ferving of a pardon. But this pru-

dence,
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dence, which was not intended
to give offence to any, has brought
down the vengeance of Mr. Foot ;
and he has dealt about him in a moft
unmerciful manner.

If Mr. Foot had confined his ap-
peal to only fuch matters as were
within his profeflion, as a furgeon,
had made it purely a chirurgical
performance; it might have had
fome weight with the ignorant part
of the public; who are not always
able to inveftigate intricate truths.
But having introduced the affair of
St. George’s-fields, and an abundance
of other political matter, all foreign
to his fubje&, or at leaft to what
ought to have the only fubjet of his
appeal ; he has thoroughly convin-
ced the world, (notwithftanding

the
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the aflertion he fets out with, that
he is unconne&ed with, and difclaims
all party) that he is as warm a friend
ta a certain faction, and as zealouily
attached to the caufe, as the moit

ambitious leader in it.

il S L e K
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From the LONDON GAZETTE.

St. Fames's, March 1 1.

1S Majefty has been gracioufly pleafed

to extend his Royal Mercy to Edward
M’Quirk, found guilty of the Murder of
George Clarke, as appears by the Royal
Warrant to the tenor following.

GEORGE R.

WHEREAS a_doubt has arifen in our
Royal Breaft concerning the evidence

of the death of George Clark, from the re-
prefentations of William Bromfield, Efg;
{urgeon, and Solomon Starling, apothecary ;
bot/ of whom, as has been reprefented to us,
attended the deceafed before bis death, and
exprefled their opinions that he did not die
of the blow -he received at Brentford : And
whereas 1t appears to us, that neither of the
{aid Perfons were produced as awitnefles upon
the trial, though the {aid Solomon Starling
had been examined before the coroner, and
the ozly perfon called to prove that the death
of the {aid George Clarke was occafioned by
the faid blow, was John Foot, furgeen, who
never faw the deceafed till after his death 5 we
thought fit thercupon to refer the {aid repre-
{entations, together with the report of the
Recorder, of our city-of London, of the evi-
A | A2 RN
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dence given by Richard and William Beale,
and the faid John Foot, on the trial of Edward
Quirk, otherwife called Edward Kirk, other-
wife called Edward M'Quirk, for the murder
of the {aid Clark, to the Mafter, Wardens,
and the reft of the Court of Examiners of the
Surgeons Company, cammanding them like-
wife to take fuch further examination of the
Jaid perfons fo reprefenting, and of faid Foln
Foot, as they might think neceflary, together
with the premiffes abovementioned, to form
and report to us their opinion, ¢ Whether
¢¢ 1t did or did not appear to them, that the
¢¢ {aid George Clarke died in confequence of
¢¢ the blow he received in the riot at Brent-
¢ ford, on the 8th of December laft.”” And
the faid Court of Examiners of the Surgeons
Company having thereupon reported to us
their opinion, * That it did not appear to
¢¢ them that he did;” we have thought
proper to extend our Royal Mercy to him
the {aild Edward Quirk, otherwife Edward
Kirk, otherwife called Edward M’'Quirk,
and to grant him our free pardon for the
murder of the faid George Clark, of which
he has been found guilty: Our will and
pleafure therefore is, That he the faid Ed-
ward Quirk, otherwife called Edward Kirk,
otherwife called Edward M'Quirk, be in-
{erted, for the faid murder, in our firft and
next general pardon that fhall come out for
the poor convi@ts of Newgate, without any

condition
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condition whatfoever ; and that in the mean
time you take basl for his appearance, in
order to plead our faid pardon, And for fo
doing this fhall be your warrant, Givenat
our Court at St. James’s, the 1oth Day of
March, 1769, in the ninth Year of our
Reign,
By His Majefty’s Command,

ROCHFORD.

T'o our trufty and well-beloved
James Eyre, Efq; Recorder of
our City of London, the She-
riffs of our faid City and
County of Middlefex, and all
others whom it may concern.

An
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%%E% difcharge of my duty in the
I ﬁ(‘% regular exercife of my profei-
%%#% ﬁ@;@ $ fion would ever make it necef-
%ﬁ%ﬁ% fary for me to appeal to the

K public, Much lefs could I
{uppofe, that the fame perfon who refufed to
attend the coroners jury on their inquifition
into the death of Mr. Clarke, would be the
principal in an attack on my charaéter for
having obeyed their fummons,

However I acquit Mr. Bromfield intirely
of any malicious intention perfonally againft
me, I believe the fame motives would have
made him aé the fame part againft his brother
or his deareft friend,

But
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But I think it would bealittle hagd if in the

fhock of contending parties, the reputation of
an indifferent man who is conneéted with.and
.attached to neither, thould be deftroyed, to
anfwer the purpofes of one of them. Sur-
geons of any eminence were before {fufficiently
relutant to attend on thefe occafions. The
coroner’s jury, the grand jury, and the petit
jury at the Old Bailey were accompanied with
difagreeable circumftances enough to make
any one wifh to decline {uch {ort of attendance.
I am afraid {urgeons will hereafter be more
than relu&ant, fince the eftablithment of this
new court of judicature, the court of exami-
ning {urgeons, which is convened by a fecre-
tary of ftate evidently to anfwer a particular
purpofe : -whofe members are not upon oath
themfelves, nor receive any evidence upon
oath ; who without infpeétion of the body
are to declare their opinion of another man’s
opinion, founded oz i-?;‘?eﬂfan of the body,
and three times delivered upon oath.

If their determination fo obtained and ‘{o
Fivcn can jzftly controul the verdict of three

everal juries, firengthened by the unanimous
approbation of the learned judges, what con-
clufion muft the publicdraw ! nota very fa-
vourable one I believe either to juries, judges,
or {urgeon. -

I fay juries and  judges, for it is impoffible

‘that the imputation fhould light enly.on the
{urgeon.

The
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The verdi& is not founded on his evidence
alone, but on a number of concurring cit-
cumftances; and the education of every
fcholar, of every gentleman, will not permit
us to fuppofe the learned judges in particular
fo totally ignorant of the human firame as net
to be able themf{elves to form fome judgment
of the furgeon’s report. But there is nothing
intricate or difficult in the cafe before us.
Every man of common {enfe in this kingdom
is a competent judge of this queftion.

It was proved that the deceafed Mr. Clarke
was in perfeét health on Thurfday the 8th of
December, and till the very mement of re-
ceiving the blow; from that time he lan-
guifhed and continued daily to grow worfe
till Wednelday the 14th, when hedied. He
was him{elf {enfible that the blow would be
the caule of his death; and repeatedly de-
clared it. He lived only five days and four~
teen hours after receiving the blow.

However, fince fome Perions feem very
defirous to believe that the deceafed Mr.
Clarke died of a nervous fever, or a putrid
fever, or a drunken fever, or of any other
fever or diforder, or of any thing but the
blow ; and fince many reproachful infinu-
ations have been thrown out againft me and
my evidence, 1 will lay the whole before the
public, as well to convince them that I have
never retratted my opinion, as to inform

them on what it was founded. At the{lame
“ time
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time I declare, that I do not mean by this
Appeal, to debar myfelf from any remedy
to which I may be entitled by Law, either
againft the Court of Examining Surgeons,
or the Secretary of State, for the injury done
to my reputation.

On Thurfday the 15th of December,
1768, 1 wascalled in by the Coroner’s Jury
to ' examine the dead body of Mr. George
Clarke, at the White-Hart, Welbeck-fireet,
Cavendifh-Square. Mr. Walker, Surgeon,
- had likewife been fent for, but, fortunately for
him, was not at home. I attended, and en-
quired who had taken care of the deceafed in
‘his illnefs ? I was anfwered that he had been
vifited by Mr, Starling, Apothecary, and by
Mr. Bromfield, Surgeon. Mr. Starling had
already given his evidence. I defired Mr.
Bromfield might be prefent. I was informed
he had been {ent for twice, and had refufed
to come, becaufe he apprehended 1t might be
an Old Bailey bufinefs, and for the fame reafon
would not permit any of his affiftants to
come. At the coroner’s requeft I went
up ftairs into the room where the body lay,
exprefled my defire that Mr. Underwood,
a Surgeon, (who had been fent for by Mrs.
Talbot, the aunt of the deceafed) would
be prefent, waited fome time for him, and
was informed that he was gone away. 1

then proceeded to examine the body, in the
B prefence
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prefence of the jury, affiffed by Mr. Bear-
cr{;ft, a Surgeon in his Majefty’s fe“v:s.:e,
who had formerly lived with me for his im-
provement, and was at this time acmdentally'
in Town.

I examined the body very carefully all
over, it was not difcoloured in any part, nor
‘had any appearance of hurt or difoider of
any kind, except a contufed wound on the
top of the head, by the fide of the fagittal
futﬂre upon the rlght parietal bone § the fcalp
‘was elevated for a confiderable fpacc round
the wound, the pericranium which natura’ﬂy
“adheres ﬁrmi to the bone, was much in-
flamed, and fe parated from the fcull. After
-ﬂearmg this part [ fearched for a fiffure or
frafture, but found neither; I then raifed
the whole of the {calp and pericranium, and
-as-fraftures are not always to be found under
the part where there are marks of external
violence, I continued my examination, and
fought for what has been called a contra
fiffure or fraCure : 1 met with neither. I
“then proceeded to faw the bone circularly,
“beginning at the forcheads after carefully
‘raifing the upper part of the {fcull, 1 found
-the dura mater (which is the external mem-
brane of the brain) greatly inflamed, par-
“ticnlarly under the part vshere the bIG‘W was
given, and - here detached from the bone, to
~which in a found ftate it is clofely conneéed.
Upcn removing this membrane, 1 faw a

quantity
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quantity of extravafated coagulated blood
between it and the pia mater. The pma
mater, or interior covering of the brain, was
itfelf inflamed, and {ome of its veflels rup-
tured on the right hemifphere of the brain.
From thefe appearances I was led to enquire
into the {ymptoms that attended the de-
ceafed during his illnefs. 1 was informed by
the {everal deponents, before the coroner and
jury, That at firft the deceafed complained
of pain in the wounded part of his head, this
ncreafed, and was fucceeded by faintnefs,
ﬁuPidify, chillinefs, ficknefs, vomitings, fever,
delirtum, and convulfions, to his death. He
was not freefrom {fome one of thefecomplaints
from the time of his recetving the blow tiil
he expired. At the {fame time I was told, that
- Mr. Bromfield was called in only on the day
that Clarke died, when he ordered his head to
be fhaved; but did not even examine the
wound, Mr. Bromfield {faw him no more,
for he died the fame night.

The coroner then proceeded to take the de-
pofitions, of which the following s a copy :

MippLEsEX. Marybone, Dec. 15, 1768.
White- Hart, Welbeck-fireet,
touching the Deathof George

Clark, then and there lying
 dead. '

S501.oMON STARLING, of Princes-Street,

near Hanover - Square, Apothecary, - faith,

laft Monday he was called in to attend the

B 2 decealed,
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deceafed, that he went and found the de-
ceafed in a violent fever in bed ; that he ap-
plied proper remedies ; that he attended him
the next day, and found him not better, and
defired further advice, upon which Mr.
Bromfield the Surgeon was {ent for, but the
witnefs was not prefent when he came, but
adminiftered the remedies Mr. Bromfield ad-
vifed, and attended the deceafed the evening
of the fame day, but found him no better ;
fays the deceafed’s brain was affeGed, for he
found an abfence of mind and frequent flut-
terings, which a violent fever will caufe ;
that he called the next worning, and was in-
- formed the deceafed was dead of the fever, but
what was the caufe of the fever he cannot fay.

SOLOMON STARLING.

Wiriiam Beare, of Marybone, fays,
That on the 8th of December Inft. he was
at the cle@ion at Brentford, and the deceafed
ftood next to him clofe to the rail at the
Huftings; that about half after two a mob
arofc and a riot enfued, and the witnefs re-
ccived a blow on the left wrift and another
on the head, by a fhort ftick or bludgeon ;
that the deceafed ftood next to him, but the
witnefs being afraid of being kiiled, made the
beft of his -way out of the croud, and did
not fee the deceafed. firuck, but in a very
fhort time after, about a minute, the deceafed
came to the witnefs in the yard of the Three
Pigeons, all of a gore blood from the headd
~ an



( 13 )
and neck ; that then they went together to
the Rev. Mr. Horne’s, at Brentford, and with
Richard Beale, went through the yard of his
houfe into the Church-Yard, and got over
the wall to fave themfelves, being afraid of
their lives, and from thence went to Ifle-
worth, the deceafed being ftill bleeding ;
that when they got to Ifleworth the deceafed
pulled off his hat and ftock, and the witnefs
lIent him his handkerchief to hide the blood
which came from a wound near the top of
the head, the witnefs then bathed the de-
ceafed’s head and wound, and likewife his
own hand, with fome rum, and then fet out
for home; that in coming home the deceafed
complained of his being faint; that they
called at a public-houfe on Turnham-Green,
and with Richard Beale, had a quartern of
brandy together, and from thence came di-
reétly to Marybone, where the deceafed’s
head was dreft, and that they all three went
to the Queen’s-Head at Marybone ; that the
deceafed, at Mr, Horne’s, informed the wit-
nefs and Richard Beale, that he had been
knocked down with a fhort ftick or bludgeon,
by fome ruffian whom he knew not, which
he has frequently repeated; that he faw him
on Friday laft and he was wvery bad, and on
the Saturday worfe, when be was blooded,
nor did he appear better on the Sunday, but
on Monday in the evening he was in body
worfe, and all in 3 {weat ; that on the Sun-
e day
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day the deceafed declared to the witnefs that
he was forry he had been at Brentford, for
he was of opinion the blow would be his
death ; that the witnefs, alfo Richard Beale,
and the deceafed, were all very {ober; hath
“known the deceafed about three years laft
paft, and never knew him {ubje&t to drink,
and was well in health before he was at the
Huftings.
WILLIAM BEALE.

Ricuarp Bearg, of Marybone, Peruke-
inaker, faith, That he was at Brentford on
the 8th of December, with William Beale
and others, where he went with the deceafed
to the Huftings between two and three
o’clock, when a mob and riot enfued ; that
he did not fee the deceafed knocked down,
but faw him down, or was down with his
hands towards the ground; that after they
met at the Three Pigeons yard, from thence
they went to Parfon Horne’s, and went thro’
the yard of his houfe into the Church Yard,
and went cover a wall, being afraid of their
lives; that from thence went to Ifleworth,
the deceafed being ftill bleeding ; that Wil-
liam Beale lent the deceafed a handkerchief
to hide the blood which came from a wound
from the top of the head, which was then
bathed with rum by Mr. William Beale;
that in. coming home he complained of his
head and: being faint, and at Turnham-

: Green
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Green they had a quartern of brandy ; that
after they came to Marybone to Mr. William
Beale’s, where the deceafed’s head was dreft,
and they then went to the Queen’s-Head at
Marybone, where the deceafed faid he had
received a blow at Brentford, which greatly
pained him, butthat he knew not from whom;
that there was a great mob and riot at Brent-
ford, and that they were glad to get away to
fave their lives; that he hath not feen the
deceafed fince alive; that he hath known
the deceafed about three years, and never
knew him fubje& to drink, and was well in
health before he was at the huftings. -

RICHARD BEALE.

Henry FrANcrs, of Marybone,Coal Mer-
chant, faith, that on the 8th of December, he
was not at the ele®ion at Brentford, but in
the evening of the {fame day he was at the
Queen’s - Head, at Marybone, in company
with the deceafed, the two Beales, and others
where the deceafed complained he had been
very ill ufed at Brentford, and had been
knocked down there with a ftick or bludgeon,
and then pulled off his hat which wasblcody,
alfo a white rag in the hat and the hanker-
chief about his neck, and the fhirt and coat
were very bloody ; that the witnefs had the
curiofity to take a candle and examine -the
wound on the top of the deceafed’s head,
when the head appeared much {wollen, and

the
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the hair clotted with the blood ; thathe {at
. nexthim, that the decealcd often {aid his head
was very bad, and that he'muft go heme,
‘and wifhed he was in bed.

HENRY FRANCIS

Tromas Crosey, of Marybﬂne,(’,nachmau |
to Mrs. Huftler, faith, that:about five o’clock™
on Monday m the evening he {faw the de-
ceafed in bed 11l ; that he ftaid with him about
an hour and an half, in which time he ap-
peared {ometimes {enfible and fometimes
upon the flighty erder ; fays the decealed faid
nothing to him otherwifc than T'om or. Tho- .
mas, when he was {fenfible, when he was in- .
{enfible he would mutter out Brentford eléc-
tion and I fhall die to night ; that during the
time he was infenfible he twitched . at the .
theets and pulled one of them out, and would . -
- have flung it away.. That he fat up with .
him all mght on Monday night laft durmg
whlch time he was mﬂnﬁbl& b

TEHOMAS CROSBY
.A'JI Severally taken, Se. . - ro g Bt

E. Unfreville, Coroner. . o B R
Saint Mary-le-bone, Welbeck- -

Street, December 15, 1768,
"Thefe are to certify that I have examined
"the body of Mr. George Clarke, and found
a wound on the upper part of the head with
‘the {ealp much bruifed ; on opening the head
there
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there appeared a quantity of extravafated
blood under the dura mater, and the veflels
of the pia mater and brain were turgid with
blood and ruptured ; from thefe appearances
(I do verily believe to the beft of my judg-
ment) that his death was owing to the afore-
{aid wound.
JOHN FOOT, Surgeon.
Sworn, &e.
Willful Murder by fome Perfon or
Per{ons unknown.

- Tt is proper here to mention, that after the
depofition, Mr. Starling being afked by {ome
anthﬂ jury what he thought was the caufe of
the fever, anfwered,“moft certainly the blow.”
1 havebeen an Apothecary of the Hall near
forty years, and would be very cautious
what 1 fay, but there is no doubt ke BLow
was the CAUSE of the fever.

On Wednefday, January 11, 1769, A
bill of indi@ment was found by the Grand
Jury at Hicks’s-Hall, againﬁ Balfe and Mac
Quirk, for the murder of Mr. George Clarke.

On the Saturday following, January 14,
. the trial came on at the Old Bailey.

The following is that part of the evidence
which relates to the caufe of Clarke’s death,
as tzken from the Seflions Paper,

C Richm':f
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« R Beal, When Mr, Tomlin and Mr. Clarke
came up, they atked William Beal and me, if
we had any thing to drink; they told me they
had 'not drank fince the morning, which was at
the Three Pigeons. Lhen he atked us if we.
would go down as far as Mr. Horne’s : this was
about half an hourafter one.  We went there.

Counfel. Did you return ? | |

R. Beal. We had, I believe, two glafles of
wine there, I cannot be fure toa glafs, 1t might
betwo, or lefs.

Cawsfff D!d you return to the Huflings from
Mr. Horne’s

R. Beal, When we came to Mr. Horne’s
there was Mr. Wilden, Mr. Whitwell, and two
other frecholders. Mr. Wilden faid to Mr.
William Beal, if all was quict, he would go up
and give his vote.- -Mr. Beal faid it Was very
quiet, and he thought he might go up very fafe,

Counfel. Was Mr Wilden an infirm man ?

R. Beal. A very elderly man.

Counfel. What time was this ?

R. Beal. About two o’clock, or a little better.

Counfel. Did the deceafed Mr. George Clarke
go up:

R. Beal. He went with me.
 Counfel. Did he go to the Hufhng:- then ?

R. Beal. Yes. |

Counfel. To what part ?

R. Beal. To where we went before.

Counfel. Did you get'admiilion to the Huftings?

R. Beal. Yes; Mr. Whitwell bad poiled.

Counfel. Now tell the court what yuu obferved
of this riot.

it Bl

.
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R. Beal. Juft as Mr. Wilden had done giving
his vote, they came round both fides of the Huft-
ings, and through the Huftings.

Counfel. Which fide the Huftings did they
come up to firft ; that where you were ﬁandmg,
or the other ?

R. Beal. That I cannot fay; they came on
both fides, and through.

Cau;'__z/?ff Did you ﬂ:e the mob comimit an}r
aéts of violence ?

R. Beal. 1 cannot fay that I faw one firuck.
I'faw fome down, but did not {fee any blows
given. We were then going away from the
Huttings; Mr. Clarke was on one fide, Mr.
Wilden and I on the other.  We were got three
ot four yards from the Huflings, going down
to the Three Pigeons. Idid not fce the blow
given ; but going down the Three Pigeons
Yard, Mr. Clarke overtook us, after he had
received the bow. 1 had not miflfed him.
At firft I faw him almoft down upon his hands
near the ground a little below the Huftings.

" Counfel. Did he appear falling or flooping ?

- R. Beal. 1 was frighted very much. There
was a riot at that time. Mr. Clarke recovered
himfelf as well as he could, and came down to
us. ‘We were then at the gata-wa}f, gmng down
to the Three Pigeons.

Counfel. What diftance was you from him,
whf:n you faw him near the ground ?

R. Beal. 1 might be an hundred yards diftance.
(I /ill not be pﬂﬁtnve} When he came up to
us, we were not quité at the Three-Pigeons,
I happened to ‘ee the blood. It ran down the
right fide of his head, upon his coat. He wore
ks own hair. It wastied behind. The blood

came.
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dame from the upper part of his head, rather on
the right fide. He faid he did not know that
his head was broke, till he faw the blood running
down from under his hat down his arm.

Counfel. Did you make any apphcation in or+
der to relicve him ? |

R. Beal. 1 afked him if he knew who firuck
him. He faid it was fome great fellow, but who
he did not know. We went away to Parfon
Horne’s houfe again. |
- Counfel. When you came to Mr. Horne’s houfe
did you examine this man’s head ? -

" R. Beal. The people faid the mob were com-
mg to Parfon Horne’s houfe, to pull the houfe
down. We made through the heufe into the
church-yard, where Mr. William Beale lent him
a handkerchief, and wiped off the blood with it
in the church-yard.

- Counfel. From thence where did you go?

R. Beal. We went through the church-yard,
and over a wall, and up into Brentford. He
pulled his own ftock off, which was vaftly bloody,
and put Mr. Beale’s handkerchief over his neck
We got over the wall into Brentford Town, and
from thence to Ifleworth. We went into fome
public-houfe there, and had fomething to drink,
and got a glafs of rum there, and cut {fome of
his hair off, and Mr. Wiliam Beal bathed the
wound with a little rum. He feemed to be in
tolerable good {pirits. From thence we went to
the river, and over to Richmond, (we were all
on foot) and from Richmond to Kew, and over
Kew-Bridge ; thence to Turnham-Green. . Then
Mr. Clarke complained that he was faint, and
that his head patned him a good deal. He faid he
fhould be glad to have fomething to drink.

| We
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We went into 2 houfe and had a quartern of
brandy. - Then we. came on for London, and
eame .to Mr. William Beal’s lodgings, in Gr at
Marybone-fireet. . ‘' There fome of his people,
and the landiord, bathed Mr. Clarke’s head with
a little tindture of myrrh. We had a {fupper.
drefled there. Mr. Clarke ate very little. 1 hen
we went ,to Marybone, to the Queen’s-Head .
there. . We had a pot of beer.. Mr. Clarke
drank once, and Mr, William Beal onece;, Mr.
William Beal fcll afleep, being tired, walking in
boots. Mr. Clarke, in about half an hour went.
away, without faying any thing. 1 d’d not fee
any more of him till he was dead; thenI faw
himat his aunt’s, in Wellbank- ﬁrt_ct the day
after he was dead. He died there.

. Gounfel. When did he die ?

Beal. He died the 14th of Dec ember, at the
houfe of Mr. Talbot, th& White-Hart, in Well-
bank-Strect.

Counfel. Was he in liquor, or {aber, at the time
he received the wound.

" Beal. He was fober: he was a very fober
-man. |
Cﬂﬁnﬁ! W hat age was he?

Beal, He was (wenty-two years of age.

Cmnﬁf How  was lle as to health at that
tlme el

Beal. He was a ver}' healthy man. I knew
him three years. . I never knew him ailing.

‘Gounfel. What time of the day was it that he
received the hurt?

Beal. It might be between two and three
© clnpk when hf: went out,

M,
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. My, William Beal ﬁua,rn ad fisd
Fxamined by Mr. Impey. Frod
W Beal. I am a freehalder in the county of
Middlefex. Ibelieve I fet out from Weltminfter
“between eight and nine in the morning : I be-
lieve I got to Brentford by ten. Mr. Clarke
the deceafed, came to the Huiftings to me about
“half an hoyr aftc‘r one ; from thence we went to
Mr. Horne’s, and had a glafs of wine or two
each. -
Counfel. Was that all yuu drank 3 i RO
W. Beal. 1 believe we-had no more. 'Mr.
.Wilden, Richard Beal, and Mr. Martin, were
there. They atked me, ifI had given my vote?
I faid [ had. = They atked me if every thing was
{afe ? I faid there was no riot then. Some of
them afked me, if [ would go along with them ?
I faid I would. George Clarke and Richard
Beal, went with. me We went together to. the
Hu{hn s, while Mr. Wilden, and two ot three
-others, I will not be fure whether two or three,
were giving their votes. I believe they might
have done, but cannot be fure,. A mob. came
from the oppofite part, and -began at the corner
.next to the Three Pigeons Yard, and then'came
round, clearing the people away, before them.
Mr. Clarke feemed to ‘be afraid : I faid, Do’ not
be afraid, for I hope there will be no hurt.
[ turned myfelf round, and faw them draw their
‘bludgeons from under their great'coats, . - I had
a flick in my hand ; I put-it over my head, and
.put my left hand upon my head; they beat my
ftick down, and firuck me over the lefl:,ha,mt,
which fwclled my-hand.. I received another
‘blow on-the fide of my head ; then I raminto

-the ya,rd. belonging to- the Three P:gcons,h 5
a
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had not been there above a minute or twe,
before Mr. George Clarke came tome all in a
gore of blood. It iffued from the right fide,
or rather backwarder, of his head, n-ar the top,
and ran down his cloaths. From thence we
went to the reverend Mr. Horne’s,

Counfel. Who went with you? |

M. Beal. Richard Beal, Mr. George Clarke,
Mr. Wilden, and Mr. Whitwell, a gardener.
The people at the door faid, the mob were
coming to pull the houfe down. We went out
at' the back door, into the church-yard, and
from thence we turned to the right hand, and
got over the wall, and then we went to Ifieworth.
We fiopped at a public-houfe, and Richard
Beal took fome of the hair from the wound that
Mr. Clarke had received, and I bathed ‘it with
fome rum. After that I bathed my own Ileft
hand with fome rum: then we fet out to go
home. We firft went over the water to Rich-
aond, then over Kew-bridge, then to Turnham-
Green. Mr. Clarke faid he feemed to be faint,
then we had fome brandy. '

Gounfel. How much brandy?

W. Beal. A quartern. Then we ‘went te
my lodgings in Great Marybone Street, and
bad fome pork. Mr. Clarke eat but very little,

Counfel. Did he drink any thing ?

W. Beal. He drank a little quantity of rum,
Ibelieve. We went from thence to the Queen’s
‘Head at Marybone, and called for a pot of beet.
Therel went to fleep, and did not know when
Mr. Clarke wentaway,

‘Gounfel. Did you fee him after this?

W, Beal, 1 did; 1 faw him on the ¥Friday.
The ¢le@ion was onthe 8th, and I faw him the

. next
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next day. I afked him how he did? he faid
he was very indifferent.

Counfel. Did you fee him after that Friday ?

W. Beal. 1 faw him on the Saturday ; he had’
been let blood on the Satur: lay, I afked him how
he was? he faid he was no better. I faw him
again on the Sunday ; I afked him how he did
then? he faid he withed he had never been at
Brentford. I faid, Why ? he faid, the blow he re-
ceived there, he believed would be his death, .

Counfel. Did you afk him if he knew the per-
fnn that gave him the blow ?
 W. Beal. 1did. He faid it was a ruffian of
great fellow that gave him the blow, but he did
not know the man..

Counfel. Did you fee him after the Sunday ? |
W. Beal. 1 f:w.r him on the Monday evening
He was then very bad in bed. Ithought he wa.s
not fit to be talked to. When I was coming
away, he put his hand cut of bed, and faid, Mr.
Bml ' will you fhake hands with me ? I faid 1
would. Idid,and parted, and never faw him after.

Counfel. W as hc fober at the time he recewcﬂ
the blow ?

W. Beal. He wasas fober as [ am thls minute ;
~ he was as fober and honeft a young man, as ever
I faw ; he was a young man that I never heard a
bad word come out of his mouth tomy know-
ledge.

Counfel. How was he for health before this ?

W. Beal. He was in as good health when ar
Brentford, as Iam at this time,

M. Fokn Foot [worn.
Examined by Mr. Adair.

Mr. Foot, 1 am a furgeon, _
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Counfel. Do you remember being called in,

upon any occafion, to fee the bud}r of (Jforgc
Ctarkc e

Foot. 1 was called in on Thurfday the 14th of
December, at a publlc-huufe in Wellbank- Street
by the coroner, to examine a wound on Lhe hcad
of the body of Gcﬂrge Clarke.

Counfel. Did you examine the wound ?

Foot. T did. Thehair on his head was full of (and.
I found upon the crownof the head was acontufed
wound ; I raifed the fcalp round the wound, and
rxammed it with my probe ; and faun1 the
fcalp elevated about four inches round. The pe-
ricranium, the immediate covering of the {cull,
was much inflamed. After removing thc peri-
cranium, I examined the fcull itfelf; Ifc-und no
fiffure, nor fratture. I then raifed the {caip op-

pofite to the wound the contrary fide, in order
to E_hfcuw:r if I could, what we call 2 contra-
fracture or fiflure. I found neither, I then
raifed the fcalp round the whole of the head,
and found none at all. I then opened the head
the ufual way. [ found under the dura mater,
which is the firft covering that lies under the
dcull, a quantity of extravafated blood, and the
dura mater itfelf was much inflamed. [ then
examined the firft covering of the brain. The
interior covering I found to be in a great ftate
of inflammation, and the veflels quite {welled
‘with blood; and that one part of it was ruptured,
but the reft of the brain was in a healthy ftate. .

Counfel. Do you, from any or all of the appear-
ances, apprehend what occafioned his death ?

Foot. To the beft of my opinion, the wound
he :{‘:L,{.ﬁfd-ﬂn his hcad was the caufcuf h1s death.

If
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If it thould be atked why my evidence a
the Old - Bailey was not fuller, and more
technical ; 1 anfwer that I was {peaking to
a jury, and thought it my duty to be intel-
ligible rather than {cientific. 1 anfwer that
the judges and the jury were thoroughly
fatisfied that Clarke died of the blow. I
anfwer, that this peint was admitted even
by the prifoners’ own numerous, ingenious
and indufirious counfel ; who, on application
made to them, declined to afk me any far-
‘ther queftions. |
On Friday, February 3z, Mr. Bromfield
fent a meflage to my hﬂufe, that he defired
to fee me in Conduit-Street, I immediately
waited on him, He afked me the particulars
refpefting the appearances 1 found m the
head of the decealed Mr. Clarke, I minutely
informed him. After which he faid that he
{fuppofed he was loft for want of care, adding -
that he fuppofed the apothecary had com-
mitted an error with Mr. Clarke in treating
a* concuffion of the brain as if it had been
a nervous fever: I replied that it might be
fo. I acquainted him how much 1 had
wifhed that he had been prefent at the time
of opening the head; and told him that I
was informed that he fuppofed it would be
attended with many inconveniences; as it
might fubjeét him to be fubpeena’d on the
trial ; which he acknowledged. We pro-
ceeded to talk of the particular circumftances
. attending



( 28 )

av.ending the riot at Brentford. = Mr. Brom-
field exculpated Sir William Beauchamp
Pro&or ; and faid that a party of men hired
by Serjeant Glynn, with Sir Wiiliam Beau-
ch*m*p Pro&or’s labels in their hats, making
a regular attack on the huftings, and crying
Pro&or for ever, was a piece of great general-
thip in the Serjeant; 1 replied that I could
not think fo, becaufe Serjeant Davy in the
Sheriff’s room had told me, during the trial,

that he fhould bring the cleareft proof in the
world that Mr, G] nn had hired them; and
as he produced no proof whatever of that
fort, I concluded he could not, and that it was
not fo.

On the 1 5th of February, Mr. Bromfield
met me at Mr. Clare’s, in Oxford-Rcad
about two o’clock in the afternoon, and de-
fired I would go with him to meet Mefirs.
Ranbv and Middleton, at Mr. Hawkins’s
in Pall-Mall ; who wanted to talk with me
relative to the deceafed Mr. Clarke, 1
anfwered him that I was forry he had not
given me previous notice of ‘the meetin
that 1 had a patient to fee and would d:fpatch'
that enzagement as {oon as poflible, and wait
on them. I went to Mr. Hawkins’s, and
found there Me({rs. Ranbv, Middleton, and
Bromfield; Mr. Ranby faid that Mr. Star.
ling, an apothecary, had figned a paper that
the deceafed died of a fever; I anfwered it
was not material to me what he had figned.
| M.
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Mr. Ranby afked me if I had not declared
1t as my opinion to Mr. Bromfield that in
cafe the decealed had had early care taken
of him, attended with large evacuations by
bleeding, opening medicines, &c. &c. that
there might have been a probability of his
recovering. I told him that I had. Mr.
Ranby {aid if T would {pecify thefe fentiments”
in writing it would be an a& of real huma-
nity, that it would be laid before his Majefty,
and might be of great fervice to the two ma-
lefators. 1 accordingly drew up the fol-
lowing and figned it, -

€59y

-1 JOHN FOOT, Surgeon, of Holles~
Street, Cavendifh-Square, declare that it is
my opinion, that in cafe proper and early
care (accompanied by neceflary evacuations)
had been taken of the deceafed Mr. George
Clarke, whofe head I examined on Thur{day
December the 15th, 1768. That in all pro-
bability he would have recovered. '

Of thefe {entiments I acquainted the aunt
at her houfe previous to the trial,

" Holles-Street, JOHN FOOT,
“Feb, 15; 1769.
 The above is a true copy of the paper
delivered by Mr. Foot to us?y i

Witnefs M. RANBY,
) | D. MIDDLETON,
W. BROMFIELD.
| Mr.
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Mr. Ranby then returned me many-
thanks, declared 1t was a humane generous -
a&, and that it did not invalidate in the
feaft my former teftimony. Mr. Ranby
invited me -to dine with him, which I de-
clined.

Afeer ‘T had left thefe gentlemen, it fruck
me that there was fomething very extraordi~
nary in all this, I could as little comprehend
their earncfinefs as their compliments.

It began 'to make me uneafy left there
thould. be fome. thing more 1 it than I was
aware of. "I therefore went the fame after-
nocn to Mr. Ranby at Chelfea, and told him
my uneafinefs and apprehenfion, left any im-

oper ufe fhould be made of what I had
witten. I told him that as I difclaimed all-
- party, and had no conneftions with either,

I thoud be very forry even to appear to be
influenced. 'Mr. Ranby affured me on" his
honour that no improper ufe fhould be made
of the paper ;- that it fhould be feen only by
the Duke of Grafton and ILord- Rochfﬂrd :
and- that he thould-efteem me for what I- had
done as long! as he lived. - Mr. Bromfield,
whom- I found at- Mr. Ranby’s at Chelfea,
promifed me the fame ; and teld me that he
would introduce me to. Lord Rochford the
next day, that I might have the fame aflur<
ances from- his Iuordfhip.

About three days- aftenvards Mr. Brum—

ﬁeld {ent to me, and I-went with him to -
Lord
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Lord Rochford’s. His Lordfhip was at din=
ner. I did not fee Lord Ruchi%rd, but Mr.
Bromfield told me, that his Lordfhip {fent his
compliments. to me by him, with affurances,
that no uie thould be made of the paper, but
what Meflieurs Bromfield and Ranby had
before engaged. He added that his words
were—I might be very ealy, I fhould come
into no {crape. -

Very foon after a Report was induftrioufly
{pread, that I had altered my opinion, and
had figned a paper which: contradiéted my .
former evidence. It was likewife rumoured,
that the court of Examiners of the Surgeons
Company were to meet, by the Secretary of
State’s order, to give their judgment con-
cerning the death of Clarke, and my evi-
dence and abilities in my profeffion. |

In confequence of this report I waited on
Mr. Bromfield on Saturday the 25th of Fe-
bruary, and told him, I had reafon to fuppofe
that a very difingenuous Ufe had been made
of the paper I figned. He {aid we ought not
to credit reports, and that no fuch thing had
been-done. I defired to know Whetier I
might credit another report, of the meeting
of examining furgeons, at their Theatre in
the Old-Bailey, on the Monday following ?
He faid it was very true, and thewed me the
{ummons he had received from the Secretary
of State. He {aid he muft apply to Lozd
Reochford for the paper 1 had w:itten,in,ﬁr-

er
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der to lay it before the court of FX‘IH“‘IIl*I’Ig
- Surgeons. I anfwered him it was unne-
ceflary, as I.would wait on the court mylelf,
that they might examine me, if he wonld
pleafe to inform me at what hour they met.
Which he did.

The next day, Sunda ¥,  the 26th {}f Fe-
‘bruary, 1 quted on Mr. Ranby, and defired
he would give me a copy of the paper I had
- {igned, whlch he agreed to do; he faid he
had read over my depofition atthe Old-Bailey,
very attentively ; and would take the liberty
of a friend (beggm I would not take it
amifs) of making a %&w obfervations on it.
He faid 1 examined for the contra-frafture
or fiflure, e added it was a received opi-
nion, and had been handed down to us from
the ecarlieft writers and afiented to by the
moderns ; but gave it as his opinion, that it
never had been, was, or would be found;
and afked me if 1 had {een it, to which I
~anfwered, I had not. Yet, could not forbear
what I had the greateft authority to jui-
tify my {fearch after. Mr. Ranby made ufe
of the fame arguments, with every author
“who has "written on this {fubje&t, and who
has denied the poffibility of a contra fiffure or
frature ; {uch as that the futures were wifely
contrived to prevent the fraGture exceeding
the bounds of the future, &c. ' Tho’ this
remark of Mr. Ranby is very foreign to the.
~death of Mr. Clarke, I would beg leave to

refer
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refer him to the very ingenious and exten-
five Pra&titioner Mr, Sharp; and to Mt.
Adair of Argyle-Street, who isfecond to none
in his profeflion : They both affert the con-
trary. And 1 will venture to fay, I have
now a patient, Mr. Stephenfon, who has a,
contra fracture. He proceeded to talk of the
extravafation between the dura and pia mater,
“and {aid, that had there been fuch an appear-
anc¢e he could not have furvived it four days.
I fhould be glad to know if Mr. Ranby can
prefume to afcertain the exa& pertod of any
man’s life after fuch an accident? He defired
to know if 1 had not wounded the dura mater
~with my faw; I an{wered, that had it hap-
pened it could not affe@ the extravafation,
as the half of the crantum was {awed off, be-
. ginning at the forehead, and the extravafation
was immediately under the wound on the
“fcalp ; and the blood was coagulated.

- At Mr. Ranby’s 1 found Mr. Murphy,
one of the counfel for the prifoners, who,
in converfation tald me, that the reafon why
- the counfel atked me no more queftions upon
the trial was, becaufe the cafe was too clear,
and befides they did not know but fomething
wor{e might come out. '

The next day, Monday, February the
277th about one o’clock, I went to Surgeons-
Hall, and {ent in my name with my compli-
ments. [ was thewn into a room; after

waiting about an hour and an half, I was
E called
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catted in. 1 w;ll give what pafled to the beft
of my recolle€ion. Tbe fecretary read over
my evidence as given at the OId-Bailey; I
was defired to be attentive to it, and to fay
if I objetted to any thing in it. It was a
copv from the Recorder’s minutes and a more
juft account than that in the Seflions Paper.

I then was interrogated,

9. Mr. Pott. On what part of the head was the
wound ?

A. On the crown of the head.

., What do you mean by the crown of the
head ?

A. On the right parietal bone, by the fagittal
{uture.

Q. In what manner did you take off the fcalp ?

A. By a circular incifion.

. In what ftate was the pericranium ?

A’. Much inflamed, it was almoft feparated
from the cranium for about two inches in cir-
cumference under the wound.

9. Mr. Tﬁungr Was 1tintrely feparated ?

~ A. It was not attached, as is ufually found in
Kealthy fubjects, but feparated from the cranium.

2 Mr Petts. What do you mean by exam-
ining the oppofite part ?

A. The os occipitis.

&, Mr. Cowell. How did you prucccd in
opening the head ?

A. After raifing the fcalp and pericranium,
I proceeded to open the head,

2, At
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. At what part did you begin to faw the
cranium ? ‘ ' '

A. 1 began at the os frontis and fawed round
the head.

Q. Mr. Bromfield. Where was the extrava-
fated blood ?

A. Between the dura and pia mater oppofite to
or under the wound.

Q. Mr, Pott. 1 would afk you two queftions
as 2 man of experience and an artift. In what
ftate was the dura mater ?

A. It was greatly inflamed.

. What the whole of the dura mater?

A. There was a general inflammation of that
membrane, .

. Did it adhere to the cranium ?

A. It was detached from the cranium for a con-
fiderable fpace round, immediately over the
extravafation.

. Mr. Hawkins. What quantity of extra-
vafated blood do you fuppofe there was?

A. As negr as I can guefs, above half an
ounce.

Q. Mr. Ranby. The extravafation, you fay,
was under the falx ?

A. The extravafation was to the right of the
falx of the dura mater ; I have endeavoured and
will endeavour to fpeak in as clear a manneras L
can. 1 would be properly underftood in what I
mean by extravafated blood. 1 mean, accord-
ing to the general acceptation of the word, clot-
ted blood. Becaufe if we refine on the word from
its derivation from exfra and vas, it fimply means
any blood efcaping from a veflel,

Q. Mr. Ranby. I told Mr. Foot yefterday
when we had fome general converfation on the

B2 affair,



(. 59 3
affair, that when there was extravafated bicod
on the pia mater, the patient would not
furvive more than four days.

A. 1donotimagine that any one can alcertain
whether the extravafation happencd immediately
after the blow; or whether it was in confequence
of the mﬂamm&tmn and rupture of veflels caufed
by the blow : Nor do I fuppofe that any on¢
can determine how long a perfon might poffibly
live under either of thofe circumftances.

9. You {ay the pia mater was inflamed and
rupturf:d Where was the rupture ?

A. At the anterior part of the right hcmifpherc
of the bram _

After this examination I was defired to
read over the copy of the paper 1 had given
to Meflrs. Ranby and Bromfield, which I
did; and Meflrs. Ranby, Middlét:on, and
Bromfield witnefled and ﬁgned it. They
then returned me thanks for my voluntary
attendance, and I withdrew.

On the Eleventh of March came out His
Majefty’s Proclamation, which I have pre-
{ixfd to this apptal £ _
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‘To THE PuBLIC AT LARGE I fhall now
beg leave to make a few obfervations.

i. The {eparation of the pericranium and
dura mater from the fcull, and the inflam-
mation of the membranes and {urface of the
brain, and the extravafated blood found be-
~tween the dura and pia mater, convinced me
that the blow the young man had received,
was the caufe of his death; though there
was no  appearance of {uppuration, which
probably would have happened had he lived
longer.

2. It is no uncommon circumftance in n-
juries done to the head, for the patient to re-
main tolerably well for feveral days, and af-
terwards to be feized with {ymptoms of an
opprefled brain, which too frequently proves
fatal ; and on examining the heads of {uch
people ‘after death, we commonly find either
extravafated blood, or the dura and pia ma-
ter, and the brain itfelf inflamed ; or a fup-
puration ; according to the nature of the in-
jury, and the length of time the patient lived
after the accident.

3. Wehave undoubted authority for num-
berlefs inftances where concuffions of the
brain from external violence have proved
fatal, though upon infpefting the head no
marks of violence have been found, The
- fcalp has appeared found; the bone in a
‘healthy
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healthy ftate ; the meninges of the brain
unhurt ; and even the brain itfelf, to appear-
ance, undifturbed. If in fuch a cafe where
there were not appearances to juftify my de-
termination, and where mens lives were at
ftake, I had freely given an opinion, I then
might juftly have beerf blamed, and too well
have merited the cenfure pafied on me, But
Mt. Clarke’s was a very different calfe.
There was every appearance to juitify my
opinion. And though Mr. Bromficld and
Mr. Starling may, wﬁzm not upon their oaths,
chufe to attribute his death to a fever, I be-
lieve it will be readily allowed, that no pet-
fon ever died withnut a fever_, after having
received a blow upon the head which caufed
an inflammation of the membranes with an
- oppreflion of the brain. That the deceafed
had fuch inflammation and confequent fever
is unqueftionable ; and it may as well be ad-
vanced that he died of a vomiting, or of any
other concomitant {ymptom which had its
fource from the fame caufe—the Blow.
The coroner’s jury, I am fure, will do me
the juftice to fay, that I took the utmoft
pains to thew and explain to them, all the
appearances in thé head which I have men-
tioned : Indeed they were fo well fatisfied
with me at the time, that they unanimoufly
gave me their particular thanks for my be-
haviour. 740 |
To
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To them I muft likewife appeal, for the
declaration of Mr. Starling, where he fays,
¢ he thought the BLow was certainly the
caufe of the fever.

~ Of tuEe SecreTary oF StATE I {hould
be glad to be informed, whether his rank or
his office can give him a right to injure with
impunity, the charaéter of an nnoffending in-
dividual; and whether he imagines that any
title he may give to a performance, or any
name he may prefix to it, can fan&ify wilful
detra&ion, or make a libel lefs a libel.

Though it is not in the Seffions Paper, 1 fhall
not eafily forget the anfwer of Mr. Juftice
Gould to Mr. Recorder of London, who on
the trial of Mac Quirk, WHISPERED an ob-
jeétion to fome Part of the evidence being
taken, for fear it fhould affe& Sir W, B.
Pro&tor. Mr. Gould anfwered him Arovup,
that if Mr. Recorder had any objeétion to
make, he muft make it Ar.oup ; That for his
own part he was for hearing all the evidence,
whoever might be affefted by it ; for, added
he, nobly,  we are all equally the fubjeéls of
the fame gracious King—We are all equally
proteéied by the fame wholefome laws.”

If this 1s true (as I moft fincerely believe
the worthy Judge wifhes it to be) there
muft then furely be an equal remedy for him
that 1s libelled, whether 1t be done by a po-

pular
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pular writer or a ftate fecretary, in the Ga-
zettee- or the Gazette.

I thould be glad to be informed, whether
the Secretary of State knows, that by our
Iaws not ore fingle Surgeon can be admttted
in a jury on a trial for murder ; and whether
it was for that reafon, and te fhcw his rever-
ence to the laws of his country, that he chofe
a jury of Surgeons only, to over-rule the de- -
termination of three common legal juries.

I fhould be glad to be informed by what
firange means the faculty have {o mgrat:ated
themiclves lately with the Secretary of State,
thatthey are not only the {ole per{ons appoint-
ed and deemed competent to {it as judgesand
jurv, but they are likewife theught the only
perfons fit to be examined as evidence 5 for
the command to the Surgeons was to examine
only Mr. Bromfield, Surgeon, Mr. Foot,
Sargemz, and Mr. Starling, Apothecary. .
1 fhould be glad to be informed whether
the Secretary’s ?ace will not glow whilft he
reads this Appeal; and re-confiders the mea-
fures he has taken to deftroy me and my
evidence, and overthrow my teftimony. Ten
men who never {aw the. bod y, were to exa-
mine whom !—Mr, Bromfield, who will not
dare to fay he can give any evidence about it,,
And Mr. Starling, whoin his depofition taken
before the coroner, has {worn and {igned,
that ““ what was the cAusk of the fever he
cannot saY,” What then was he called to
- SAY
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sAY before the examining Surgeons? What
he THouGgHT ? When he was on his oath
before the coroner he THovGHT that ¢ cer-
tainly the BLow awas the cAuse of the fever.
~ Lihould be glad to be informed by the
Secretary of State, whether any " meafures
have been taken to invalidate the teftimony
of the other witnefles alfo on the trial, who
fwore to the a&tivity of Mac Quirk in the
riot 3 particularly that of Mr. Clay, the
High-Conflable W hether it has appearcd by
any fymptoms or [urgeons, that the High
Conftable’s difabled arm was not hurt by
Mac Quirk’s bludgeon, but difordered by
fome fudden cramp. And I am particularly
curious to know, whether fuch an attack on
a High-Conflable, at an Eleftion, ever before
entitled a Murderer to a FREE pardon, with-
out any condition whatfoever ; and that too
anticipated by 8A1L, that he might have the
fingular and decent triumph of leaving be-
hind him in Newgate, the gallant gentleman,
who, at the apparent rifque of hus life, had
brought the offender to juftice. -
The Secretary of State has improperly faid,
that ¢ the oNLY perfon called to prove that the
death of the [aid George Clarke was occafioned
the blow, was Fohn Foot, Surgeon.”’—
hat was the evidence of the two éealﬂs ?
' It is given as areafon for what has been
done, that < neither Mr. Bromfield nor Mr.
Starling awere produced as witnelfes upon the
trial.” I will inform the Secretary of State
K that
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that Mr. Bromfield had no eviderce to give;
and Mr.- Starhng was examined before the
coroner’s jury, who not only heard nothing
from bim to prevent their bringing in their
verdit Wilful Murder ; but cn the contrary
were led to 1tby his attti’mtmnthat “ he thought
the BLOW was the cAUSE of the fever.” Hhould
be glad to know if the fecretary of flate has any
reafon to fppofe hisevidencewculd, or onght
to have had a different effe&t on the Jury at
the Old-Bailey.

It 1s mentmned as an invalidation of my
teftimony, that I ¢ never faw the deceafed il
after his death.” 1 fhould wifh the Sfcr.:’mry
of State would confult all former trials for
murder ; he will find that it {eldom happens
otherwife ; in the prefent cafe it could not be
avoided, for Mr. Bromfield the Surgecon,
who attended him before his death, (if in-
deed Mr. Bromfield will call his fingle vifit,
without examining the patient, attendiﬂg
him) declined coming cither to the coroner’s
jury, the grand jury, or the Old-Bailey. I
ihould with the Secretary to confider the na-
ture of my evidence; it reported only the
appearances of the head which I opened.
Were they changed becaufe I had not » Jeen
the dfcmﬁd till after his death 2° Or could
Mz. Bromfield and Mr. Starling have given
a better account of thefe appearances who
never examined the head at all, dead or alive ?

Had this ingenious objeéion been difco-
vered fooner, what a number of executions

 would
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would have been prevented ! And how eafily
may amurderer now efcape,only by taking care
to give fo decifive a blow, that no Surgeon
may fee the murdered perfon ¢ till after his
death.” :

- Had the Secretary at War known the force
of this argument when Macleane was tried for
the murder of Allen in St. George’s Fields,
it would have prevented a great deal of trou-
ble, and done no dithonour to our judicial
proceed nos 5 for it would not then have
been neceifiry to have procured a number of
common foldiers to {wear that they lheard
another .{cldier fay, that /e killed Allen by
accident, in order to fet afide four pofitive
evidence to-the manner and premeditation of
the fhooting, and fawo pofitive evidence to the
perjonof Macleane who thot. Macleane might
have been {ftill more honourably acquitted, for
there was but one Surgeon produced to prove
that Allen died of the fhot, and he too
“ mever faw the deceafed till after his death
- I beg leave humbly tointreat the Secretary
of State to give to the public “‘the report of
the Recorder-of the City of London of the evi-
derce giver by Richard and William Beale,”
which is infinuated to be another reafon for
convening the examining furgeons. 1 wifh to
have that report made public, that we may be
all in the fame fituation ; and that the charac-
ter of every man who was an evidence on the
fide of the profecution may fuffertogether. .

The
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Tue Courtr oF EXAMINERS or THE
SurGeons’ Company, confifts of the fols
lowing gentlemen,—Meilrs. Cowell, Ranby,
Middleton, Czfar Hawkins, Crane, Pott,. .
Gregory, Fullager, Robert Young, and
Bromfield. - .

Of the fentiments of thefe gentlemen we
hitherto know nothing but from the procla-
mation : and that only tells us-——“IT DID
]:m'r appear to them THAT HE DID. |

nlefs the Secretary of State fhall fwear
to t I will not believe that this ambiguous,
oracular {entence was the whole anfwer they
returned. I am well affured that there are
amongft themthofe whofe #ruth and fonour
would incline them to fpeak plain.

Of them I requeft, the public expc&s, and
their own charatters demand to give a full
and clear account of the fhare they had in
this firange tranfaction.

It will then be known whether ANY THING
and WHAT did appearto them : for at prefent
it isleft quite in the dark, I will however
mention fome few things which I think muft
appear pretty plain to them.

The whole of this proceeding mult appear
to them very extraordinary. It muft appear
to them that tho’ they were ¢ commanded to
take examination,”’ and might chufe to cbey
{uch command, they had however no autho-.
rity to command. or to {fubpoena others to at-

- tend,
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tend. It muft apsear to them that I attended
voluntarily, uniollicited, and even awith-
oxt notice, 1t not {eeming to have been the
with of Mr. Bromfield that 1 thould attend,
both from his forbearing to give me {uch
notice, and from his telling me that ¢ he
muft apply to Lord Rochford for the paper
I had written, in order to lay 1t before the
court of Examining Surgeons.” I think it
muft appear to them, that I am not capable
of having mif-reported the appearances of
the head, either thro’ ignorance or wicked-
nefs. It muft appear to them, that my con-
clufion is juftified by their own experience,
and by every chirurgical author on this fub-
jeét, both ancient and medern ; particularly
by one of their own body, Mr. Pott, in his
Obfervations on the nature and confequences of
thofe injuries to which the head is liable from
external vielence. It muft appear to them,
that my chara&ter and reputation were in-
tended by Mr. Bromfield, to be made afa-
crifice to the fafety of the perfon or perfons
who hired Mac Quirk and the other rioters
at Brentford. -

Or Mgr. BromrierLp I would afk, fince

“ the doubt arofe in the Royal Breafl from his
reprefentation,” Whether any doubt about
the caufe of Clarke’s death has yet arifen in
his owwn mind ? 'When Mr. Bromfield un-
dertook
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dertook the care of Clarke, did he fuppofe
himfelf called in asaPhyfician or as aSHngG?E 4
This queftion is more particularly pertinent,
becaufe it does not appear that he difcharged
the duty of either : certainiy not of the fur-
geon ; for hedid not even losk at the wound :
m dire& oppofition to the father of phyfic,
whofe axiom it is—Nullum vulnus capitis
- confemnendun.

Mr. Bromfield faid ke would not come
himfelf nor fend any of his people to examine:
the dead body ; but endeavoured to perfuade
Mrss. Talbot, the aunt, to have him buried
without Examination, or the coroner’s inqui-
fition'; and he gave this advice, ke faid, out
of friendfhip to her, becaufe it would be
very expenfive to her otherwife: Will Mr.
Bromfield pleafe to explain this condué and
his earneftnels to conceal the caufe of Clarke’s.
death ?

When Mrs. Talbot could not be diffuaded
from calling in the coroner, why did not
Mr. Bromfield attend his inquifition? Why
did he fuppofe it would be expenfive to the
aunt ? Why did he think it would be an.
Old-Batley bufinefs ?

When Balfe and Mac Quirk were tried for
the murder, Why did he not appear as an
evidence at the OId-B uley ? *

What does Mr. Bromfield fuppofe to have

been the caule of Clarke’s dﬂdth ? Will he .

even now declare, en his aath, his ¢ opinien.
that
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that Clarke did not die of the Blow he res
ceived at Brentford 2 Will he give his
reafons for fuch an opinion ?

When did Mr. Bromfield firft think that
the blow was not the caufe of his death?
When did he firft make this reprefentation
to his Mjefty ¢ Balfe and Mac Quirk were
not tried till Janvary 14, a full month after
Clarke’s death. They were IMMEDIATELY
refpited. It was on the 3d of February, full
feven aweeks after Clarke’s death, that Mr.
Bromfield firft talked to me of it; and he
had no doubt at that time ; For he then {aid,
he fuppofed the Apothecary to have com-
wmitted an error, in treating a CONCUSSION OF
THE BRAIN like a nervous fever.

Why were Mr. Bromfield and Mr. Ranby
{o earneft to get that paper of me !} Why did
they think it would be ufeful to the prifon-
ers? Why wa: it carried to the Duke of
Grafton and Lord Rochford ? If Clarke did
not die of the blvw, how did it even diflantly
affe& the prifoners whether proper care had
or had not been taken of him ! It has been
induftrioufly reportcd, that this paper contra-
di¢ted my former evidence ; the public will
now have feen, that on the contrary it con-
firms it, however infidioufly and artfully it
was procured from me; for it fays, that
Clarke might probably have recovered if
¢ pROPER and EARLY care had been taken”
Of What ? ¢ of the head I examined.”” 1t at-
: tributes
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tributes theretore h15 death to the concu/f ron
of the brain.

It was not my duty or my office to repre-
{fent to Mr. B"Dmﬁeld, or to the Secretarv of
State, that the want of proper care bemﬂ*
taken of a Man, either thro’ the poverty, the
1gnorance, the folly, or the negle&t of him
that 1s wounded, will not, and nnght not to
acqmt the murderer; efpecially where death
fo quickly enfues; where the fuccefs of that
care 1S uncertam . and where the weapon
ufed to ‘give the blow was deadly. This
confideration ‘ belongs to thofe who are tied
by oath and by office to adininifter fgmi
juﬁiLe to the peoﬁlf_ : into whofe hands the
power of reward and punithment is intrufted,
not partially to gratify their own Jnchmtmn,
their pride, or their refentment; but juflly and
confciencioufly to apply them as 1eﬁramts from
bad, and encouragements to good altions.

For my own patt as a private individual,
without the mean folicitation and compli-
ments of Meflrs. Bromfield and Ranby, and
without the ufe of {uch names as Grafton and
Rochford, 1 thould always have been ready
to declare any #ruth that might be ufeful to
fave the life of afellow creature, tho’ guilty ;
but farther I dare not go. And I behevr:
every indifferent man 0% my profeflion will
allow that when T faid “i m’l probability he
would have recovered,” My HUMANITY
carried me as far as PERICLES’ FRIENDsHIP—

%ua
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—ufgue ad aras. Mr. Bromfield muft forgive
me i [ leave him there.
7 Will Mr. Bromfield declare faithfully
upon oath his true motive for this conduét ?
Wil he tell us 2/l the fteps he took through
the whole, and 4/l the perfons with whom
he conferred on this affair ?

The employment Mr. Bromfield holds un-
der his Majefty ,—the Queen,—and the Prin-
cefs Dowager of Wales, do not give him the
privilege of a peer to declare upon his honour,
nor the more honourable exemption of a
guaker, to be believed on his affirmation. On
the contrary, they make it ftill more necef-
{fary that he fhould fo far place himfelf on
a level with me, asto anfwer the queftions
[ have put to him—o~N OaTn; that fo s
opinion and his evidemce may come to the
public with the fame fan&tion with which
mine has been given,

Or Mr. Starring I would afk, If he
thought Mr. Clarke’s only or primary dif-
order was a fever, Why he called in a
Surgeon rather than a Phyfician 2 1 defire to
know how Mr. Starling treatedClarke’s cafe
the very fhort time he attended him ? If he
does not know the difference betwen dying
WITH a fever, and oF a fever ? If Mr, Starl-
ing changed his mind after having sworN

that he could not say what was the cAuse
G of
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of the fever ; but THovGHT the BLOW Was
certainly the ‘cause of 'the fever; 1 would
afk the reafons for fuch change ? If he has
not changed his cpinion, how could ke ﬁgn
a paper declaring that Clarkedied or a fever?
Did he ever fign fuch a paper ? What are the
whole contents of the paper fo figned by him?
When did he fign it? At whofe requeft?
When, and for what purpofe did he mzke to
hisMajefty thereprefentation mentioned inthe
pmcldxmtmn ? By what means, and at whofe
Solicitation did he convey his opinion to his
Majefty ?

Will he now give upon oath his opinion
that Clarke « did ?E‘Gf die of the blow he re-
ceived at Brentford,” 1n dire@& contradiétion
to his two former declarations upon oath ?
Will he at the fame tume give his realons
for that opinion ? Why did not Mr. Starling
give evidence at the Old Bailey ?

As Mr. Starling’s opinion when given upon
Oastl:, agrced {o perfeétly with mine, 1 mufi
defire him once more to an{wer thele queﬁi-n
ons dpon oath ; tho’ itis faid he has differed
with himfclf and me fince that time, perhaps
when he comes upon his ﬂath again, we
imay again agree,
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I have now done atking queftions, and if
the fubject of this appeal related only to my-
felf, 1 thould not expe& either notice or
an{wwer, 'T'he charalterof anindividual how-
ever flagrantly injured, is not of confequence
enough to attratt the attention, or intereft
the paffions of the public.

The loofe tile or mortar which the wind
blows down from a houfe 1s neither heard
nor regarded by the bufy or heedlefs tenants
within. But a repetition of MURDER encour-
aged and rewarded. An open avowal of
the violation of the deareft and moft impor-
tant rights of the fubje&. The withdraw-
ing the prote€tion of the laws; and inftead
of pEFENCE for which alone they were or-
dained, making them only ferve the purpofe
of oFFENCE, which alone they were intended
to prevent,

The reducing a free people to the moft
abje&t and melancholy fiate of flavery, that
of living under laws which whilft they pu-
nith do not proteét. '

This would be fuch a manifeft breach of
every tie and contraét, fuch a fundamental
defiruétion and diffolution of the whole
political building, as could not fail to be both
heard and felt by every inhabitant of that
unfortunate country, where {fuch a calamity
{hould happen.

Folles-Street, Cavendifh-  JOHN FOO'T,
Square, March, 27, 1769.


















