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THE

H 1 S T O R Y

OF THE

PROCEEDINGS anxo DEBATES

- or THE .

HOUSE of L ORDS,

Inthe FIRST SESSION of the

Scventeenth Parliament of GrzaT BriTAIN,
L ]
Appointed to be heiden at WESTMINSTER,

(43
TH IS day, about two o'clock, His Majeﬁyf:ame to the
Houfe, in the ufual fiate, and being robed and feated on the
throne, the Commons were fent for, and being at the bar,

‘I'he Lord Chancellor fignified, in the ufual form, that
it was His Majeity’s command, that the Commons rcturn to
their awn Houfe, and clet a Speaker.

His Majefty then went to unrobe.

As foon as His Majefty retired, and the noble Lords who
attended him to his coach came back into the Houfe, their
Lord(hips adjourned to unrobe, and the Houfe being re-
fumed, the Lord Chancellor went to the table, and was {worn
fingly ; after which the Lords prefent took the oaths, and
fubfcribed their names to the teft roll.

The Ford Chancellor being informed, that feveral Lords

were in waiting in order to bg introluced, netice was given
B te
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to the proper Officers, and the ceremony of intrcduction was

rfermed ifh the ufual manner.
The Houfe adjourned.

' Friday, 26th Novembers

This day, His Majefty came to the Houfe, in his ufual
flate, and being feated on the throne, Sir Francis Molyneux,
Gentleman Ufher of the Black Rod, was fent to the Com-
mons, to command their immediate attendance; and being
returned with the Speaker, and a confiderable number cf
Members,

The Speaker addreffed His Majefty to the fame effe® as-
the ufual form and purport of the fpecch made from the bar of
the Houfe of Pecrs, by the Speaker, on his informing His
M.jefty, thatin obedience to His Majelty’s commands, fig-
nified the preceding day, his loyal and faithful Commons had
proceeded to the choice of a Speaker, and that their choice
had devolved on him, who was but too coufcious of his im-
perfe@ions.

The Lord Chanceller replied in the ufual terms, only add-
ing, in His Majcily’s name, that the election of the Speaker
by the prefent Houle of Commons to that high office which
he had held in the fame Houfe in the late Parliament, had
confirmed His Majeity in the good opinion he had before en-
tertained of tixe Speaker’s abilities and qualifications.

This ccremony over, His Majefty addrefd both Houfes
of Parliament m a moit gracious fpeech. [ Vide Commons
Debates, Vol. XXVI11L.]

His Majefty then retired, and the Houfe was adjourned
during pleafure to unrobe, and being refumed, feyeral Lords
took the,Qaths.

‘The LoNl Chancellor then reported His Majefty’s Speech ;
and the fame having been recited, in an audible manner, by
the reading clerk, -

Earl Poulet rofe, and congratulated their Lordfhips on the
diflipation of thofe appearances of approaching war, which
had lately heen entertained ; and efpecially on the circum-
ftance of the differences which had fubfifted betweendagaat
Britain and the Court of Spain, being adjufted in fuch a man-
ner, as to obtain for this country a fuitable reparation for the
injury done, and to remove the grounds of fimilar difputes in
future. The happy iffue of the negociation would, his
Lordfhip faid, open new fources of commerce to the known
{pirit, induftry,. and enterprize of Britith merchants. This
fortunate chapge of profpet in our affairs, his Lordfhip~
afcribed to the prudent and neceflary meafares of His Ma-
jefty’s Minifters, who had given a ftriking proof of their ex-

1 ert1on,
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ertion, by the vigorous preparations for arming, that had
taken place, and in confequence of which, fo powerful a
fleet as we had lately afloat, was ena'led to put tos fta in a
very fhort period of time. He declared, that Minifters by
fuch wife conduét were entitled to the higheft applaufe from
their cocuntry. He rejoiced in the zeal and public fpirit that
had be¢n univerfally manifeited by Britifh fabjeés, and was
happy to hear that the difpofition and conduct of His Ma-
jefty’s allies had left na room to doubt of the moft effeGual
fupport, conceiving that every man wlho knew the true inte-

_refls of his country muft feel a peculiar fatiafa(&ion in the
confideration that the obje&s which His Majetty bad in view,
had been attained without any aual interruption of the blef~
fing of peace.

His Lordfhip farther congratulated the Houfe on theap-
pearance of a probability of a general peace in Europe, as

' the refult of His Majefty’s mediation, in conjunion with
his allies, for the purpofe, of negotiating a definitive treaty
between Auftrin and the Porte, of endeavouring to put an
end to the diffentions in the Netherlands, and of employing
the weight and influence of this couniry in contributing to
the reftoration of general tranquillity. His Lorafhip thought
the paternal 1egard expreffedby His Majefty for the interefts
of his people, and his declaration that it was painful to his
feelings to fee any increafe of the public burthens, called for
their Lordfhips moft gratefol acknowledgement, and had
no doubt but they would readily concur in affuring His Ma-
jefty of their zeal and alacrity to cooperate with the other
Houfe of Pailiament, in making due provifion for the charge
incurred by the lage armament, and for fupporting the fe-
veral brinches of the public fervice, on fuch a focm‘g as the
general fitvation of aflairs might require, and of their deter-
mination, invatiably to perfevere in that fyftem, which had
fo cffe@ually confirmed and maintained the public credit of
the nation.

With regard to India, his Lordfhip faid, it could not but
afford the Houfe great fatisfaction to learn, that the Britith
Goverriment cftablifhed in that quarter of the globe had been
condu@ed on fuch wife and prudent principles, that the
moft favourable profpet was afforded ot bringing the conteft
that had arifen in India to a fpeedy and fuccefsful conclufion.

lis Lordfhip added fome farther declarations of his convic-
tion, that the Houfe would readily agree with him in affur-

..ing His Majefty of their Joyalty and attachment, and their
zealous defire to fupport I1is Majefty in his endeavours to

, preferve and tranfiit to pofterity the bleflings of our free
and excellent conftitution, and to concur with him in every
meafure, which could maintain the advantage of our prefent

Ba fituation,
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fituation, and promote and augment the happinefs of his peo-
ple. He concluded with moving an addrefs, beginning with
acondolence on the death of the Duke of Cumberland, and
then preceeding in the terms of His Majefty’s fpeech to
aflure His Majeity of the fteady fupport of that Houfe.

The Larl of Hardwicke feconded the adirefs. He began
with deciaring, that after the many pertinent and pointed
obfervations that their Lord{hips had juft heard on the fub-
jects of His Majefty’s moft gracious tpeech, from the noble
Lbrd near him, it would be unueceflary for Lim to detain
their Lordfhips with more than a very few woids on the fub-
je€. He then iufilted on the happy profpect ot a continu-
ance of peace, and the great advantage that this country,
under its prefent circomftances, muft neceflarily derive from
{uch a fortunate turn of affairs, which he afcribed wholly to
the wifdown of His Majefty’s Councils, and the vigour of the
meafures which Minifters had adopted to enable Great Britain
to prepare againft the worft, and be ready for war, fhould
war unfortunately have proved to be unavoiduble. The
events of war, he reminded their LordiRips, were, in thena-
ture of things, uncertain, and evencould we have heen af~
fured of a fuccefsful war, we might, after years fpent in in-
finite wafte of blood and treafure, have been glad to fit down
and reft from fuch a conteft. The paffions of men, his Lord-
fhip obferved, were but too apt to mix with their politics ;
and it was impoflible to forefee the extent to which hoftilities
once comnenced, would have been carried, or the degree of
difficulty that Great Britain might have had to encounter
from a confli@, which might have heen fivclled to an excefs
of darper by the multiplication of our fues, rendered fuch by
circumftinces and time. Thofe who regarded the conecffions
from Spain as light and trivial, did not properly wcigh all the
relative grdunds upon which the negotiation originated, nor
Jjudge corre@ly of the value of its amicable termination. Tt
was not merely a trade to Nootka Sound, neither was it the
fouthern whale fifhery, valuable as both thofe objeéts un-
doubtedly were, that were at ftake, but an obje€t of infi-
nitely greater magnitude and impoitance. It was no lels
than the general commerce of Great Britain. No mun, he
trufted, in that affembly was fo fhallow a poliiician, or fo
ignorant of the interefts of his country, as not to know that
upon the prefervation of the honour of the Britifh flag every
thing dear to us as a commercial nation depended. What
but that could prote& the enterprifing and unarmed merchané
in every quarter of the globe ? Who theiefore but muft re-
joice at the termination of a difference, which affordcd fo
fubftantial a topic of national exultationt He trufted, on
whefe confiderations, that expenlive as the late armament

' : might
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might have been, no man would think it an expence that had
been unneceffarily incurred. Without a powerful arma-
ment, and without fhewing to all the world the fpirit, the
finnnefs, and the ability of the Government of this countiv,
at all hazards, to maintain the national honour, it was ols-
vious that the great objects in negotiation could not have
been obtained; the expence, therefore, he could not but
confider as a wife one; and he flattered himfelf that in voting
the addrefs unanimoufly, and carrying it to the throne. their
Lordfhips would not only communicate to tlis Majefty
.their own fenfe, but alfo that of all the peopfe of Great
Britain.
The motion having been read,
Earl Stanbope thus addrefled their Lordfhips: my Lords, 1
do not rife to oppole the addrefs moved and feconded by the
_nobie Lords, norany part ofit.  1do not rife, my Lords, to
detra&t from adminiftration any credit they may have ac-
quired by the negotiation with Spain; neither do {rifc to ap-
plaud them, as | am not yet in pofleflion of fufficient infor-
mation to doeitherswith propriety. No perfon can rejoice
ore heartily at the prefent profpect of peace, which is held
out to us, than I do, nor more ardently wifh for a continu-
ance of it, being thoroughly convinced that its confequences
are of the utmoit importance to the profperity of the country;
but 1 do affert, my l.ords, that if we have fecured that
peace, it is to be attributed, not to any wiidem or forefight
on our part, but, under divine providence, to the revolution
in France; and I am fure that nothing could tend more to
make it permanent, than a fleady and well formed alliance
with that great apd free countrv.—~Now, my Lords, if
peace is the end that we mean by our prefent egd€avours,
we ought not to neglec, but, on the contrary, feek for, and
cherifh every means that may attain that end. But, my
Lords, I rife to draw the ferious attention of your Lord-
fhips to a very extraordinary fubjed, a monftrous lihel
againft the King of England; for a libel againft the King of
England I certainly muft call a publication that has lately
appeared amongft us. This performance, my Lords, for
when I allude to a late publication, I do not mean a poem,
which fome people may think, becaufe in my humble opinion
poetry requires no anfwer—this book is no anonymous work;
it comes from no ordinary cr obfcure perfon, but is the
avowed produ@ion of a perfon of eminence, of a name well
known ;—of na lefs a man than one who was formerly firft
Minifter of State in a neighbouring kingdom;—of Menfieur
Calonne, late Minifter of France —If your Lordfhips will

give me leave, I fhall mention now what 1 confider :.s b;
i

Earl
Stanhepe.
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libel on the King of England, and on this country; and 1
fhall ftate the eftects which this publication has already occa-
fioned in France. Monfieur Calonne fays, my Lords, {peak-
. ing of fomething like a civil war, which he patheiically re-
conmends, that the attempt he fpeaks of will meet with the
fupport and encouragement of every crowned head in Europe,
which certainly includes the King of England. 1 fuy, there-
fore, that it is a manifeft and fcandalous libel on this coun-
try; and what no pcrfon here would ever dare to afcribe to
His Majefty, who has always fhewn the pureft love for his
people, ahd for the happinefs of his country. .

I would not have prefled this fo much upon your Lord-
fhips, continued Earl Stanhope, merely becaufe 1 heard that
this book had occafioned fedition in France, but, fince i
came to town, 1 have had letters from that country confirm-
ing that intelligence. Weall know, my l.ords, that there
are Scotch and lIrifh in France; are we then to allow thent
to become the faciifices to this atrocious work? If there are
any in this Houte, if there ure any in Adminiftration, who
countenance fuch procecdings, it is .full time that they
thould be known and pointed out to us and to the public,
that we may know why and for whom we are to {pill the

. blood of our countrymen, and® expend their treafures. My
Lotds, no man in this country dare afcribe motives to the
King of England, far lefs intentions, of fuch pernicious ten-
dency.  Are we then to{uffer this by a ftranger? 1 fee one
noble Lord in this Houfe who has declared that he never will
forfake his King; 1truft, therefore, he will prote& his King
from malicious flanders and villainy. 1 confider every pot-
fib'e means that can tend to attach and conneé this country
with Frapce, us produdlive of the moft falutary confequences;
and that if the wi/hed-for alliance were completely eftablifbed
and confirmed, where is there a power to be found that could
vival us ? I likewife mmaintain, my lords, that every flep
that may alienate or feparate the interefls of the two coun-
tries, or inflame the minds of the inhabitants in either coun-
try againft thofe in the other, to be of the moft ferioufly de-
ftrutive nature. T fhall at prefent content myfelf with Lav-
ing mentioned this ciicumftance, which ] truft will foou mect
with your Lordfhips moft deliberate confideration.

As foon as Earl Stanhope fat down, the Lord Chancellor
put the queflion upon the wmnotion for the addrefs, when it
was declared, that the contents had it nemine difJintiente.

A Committee was immediately appointed to draw up the_
addrefs, who foon returned with it, when it was read a firft
and fecond time, and ordered to be prefented by the whole
Houfe.

The
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The Lord Chancellor left the woolfack, and reminded theit 1.ora

1 4

Lordfhips, that only thirteen Peers were on the return lift Chancel-

as reprefentatives of the Feerage in Scotland; but that there
had been more candidates, whofe claims and qualifications
were queftioned, and which muft confequently be fubject to
future inveftigation ; that it would of courfe be neceflary to
have fome proceeding on the fubjeCt, otherwife thofe elec-
tors who had votcd for the candidates, the return of whom
was not made, and who had an undoubted right to give their
votes for reprefentatives of the Scottifh Peerage, would have
rcafon to complain, that their privileges had not been treated
with proper attention by the Houfe. His Lordfhip faid, the
fubje€t had excited the notice of the Boufe foearly as the
year 1700, when, upon confideration, t'icir Lordfhips had
marnifeited their opinion, that the matter ought not to be
I te at large, and wholly indefinite in point of time. Upon
that ground it was, that he then thought it his duty to ftate
the matter to the Houfe, not intending to follow what he
faid, with any motion at prefent, but merely mcaning to
give notice, that on Wednefday next, with their Lordfhips
permiffion, he fhould move that the receipt of petitions of
thofe Peers of Scotland claiming a feat, as duly chofen of the
tixteen reprefentatives of the Scotch Pecrage, be limited to
three weeks from that day. In the year 1780, his Lordfhip
fuid, the Houfe had given nineteen days from the day of the
nintion, and as a weck or eight or nine days of the fcflion had
pafled before the motion was made, their Lordfhips would
find that adding the days of the prefent feflion that weculd
have pafled by Wednefday, to three weeks from that day,
the period in the prefent inftance would be much zbout the
fame with the time allowed in 1780, and it would, hegrufted,

be confidered as a reafonable allowance of time by all par-

tics.
The Eoufe adjourned.

H ednefday, 1/} Deicember.

This day, their Lordfhips waited on His Majefty, with
the following Addrefs :

The humble Addrefs of the Lords Spiritual and Temporal,
in Parliament affembled.

Moft gracious Sovereign,

IVE, your Majefty's moji dutiful and loyal fubjectsy the Lords
Spiritual and Temporcel, in Parliament afferstled, reiurn your
Miajefly our bumble thank: for your mofl gracicus fpeech from tha
throne.

Permit wus, Sir, to condole with your Majcfly on the lafs your
Majcfly and your Rayal Family bave fuflained, by the death of lﬁu

1¢

los.
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late Royal Highnefs the Duke of Cumberland, whofe many ami-
able qualities, as they bad endsared bim to the Nation, cannot but
excite univerfal regret for bis untimely lofs.

It is with the fincereft joy that we receive Z/rom sour Majefly
the information of the differences which bad [ubfifled between your
Majcfly and the Court of Spain, have been happily brought te
an amicable termination ; and at the fame time that we offer to
your Majefly our bearty congratulations on fo happy and imporiant
an evenr, we beg leave to return your Majefly our thanks, for
baving been gracionfly pleafed to order copies of the Declarations
exchanged between your Majefly's Ambaffador and the Minifter of
the Catholic King, and of the Convention which has fince bren
concluded, to be laid before us. )

We acknowledge, with the bigheft gratitude, your Majcfty’s
paternal care for the national bonour, and for the interefis of your
people, manifefied by your Majefly, in baving, in the wholc of this
tranfaltion, made it your objel? to obtain a fuitable reparation fq .
the alt of violence committed at Nootka, and to remove the grounds
of fimilar difputes in future, aswell as to fecure to your Majefly's
Jubjells the exercife of their navigation, commerce, and fifberies,
in thofe parts of the world which were the fubjel of difeuffion.

We are truly fenfible of the approbation your Majcfly is gra-
cicufly pleafed to exprefs of the acal and public [pirit manifefied by
all ranks of your Muyefly's fubjecls ; and we learn with fincere
ple:}ﬁa'e that the difpofition and conduél of your Majefly's allics
bad left your Majefly no room to doubt of the moft vigorous and
effeltual fupport : but we moft heartily unite with your Majefly in
dcclaring, that nothing could afford us fo miuch [atisfaction as the
attainment of the objefls which your Majefiy bad in view,
without any aclual interruption of the bleffings of peace.

e bgg leave to affure your Majefly of the fincere pleafurc we

el in learning that a foundation bas been laid for a pacification
between Aufiria and the Porte, and that your Majcfly is now
employing your mediation, in conjunilion with your allies, for the
purpofe of negotiating a dcfinitive treaty between thofe Powers,
and of endeawouring to put an end to the difféntions in the Nether-
lands, in whofe fituation your Majcfly, in your great goodnefs, bas
been pleafed to declare you are neceffarily concerned, from confide-
rations of national interefl, as well as from the engagements af.
treaties 5 and we beg leave to affure your Majefly of our bearty
concurrence in the benevolent principles on which yottr Majefly has
bitherto alted, and in fuch meafures asyour Majefly, in your wif-
dom, fhall think proper to purfuce for employing the weight and in-
Sluence of this country in contributing to the refloration of general
tranquillity.

Convinced as we are that the extent of th late preparaiions was
dillated by a due regard to the exifling circumflances, we refleft
witk' the bigheft pleafure on fo flriking a proof of the advantcg;
< deriy



derived from the liberal fupplies granted fince the laft peace, yor
the naval fervice 5 and we beg leave 1o affure your Majefly of our
utmofl readinefs to concur in making duc provifion for defraying
the chorges incurved by this armament, and for fupporting the [e-
veral branches of the public fervice, on fuch a footing as ihe seneral
JSituation of affairs may appear to require, as well for the inva-
riable adberence to that [yftem which bas fo effecinally confirmed
and maintained the public credit of the Nation,

The intrruption which bas taken pluce in the tranquillity of
our Indian po/fé(lons, in conjequence of tire unjrovoked attack on
an ally of the Lritifh nation, hus affcrded us much cincern; twe
refledt, however, with fincere fatisfultiony on the 1efpeiiable fiate
of the Britifh feice under the divit on of the Government tlere,
and on the confidence in the I it fb name, which the [flem pre-
feribed by Parliament bas efiubl fhid aming the native Powers in
India, asafford.rg the maff javourabie prefpest of bringing tie
contifl to a fpeedy and fuccefs;ul esnclufion.

We beg leave to affiure your Hdajcfiv, that we fhall below the
moft particulur allention to th [ate of the province of Quelec ;
and to the confderation of juch yeguistions for its gavcs nment as the
preent circumflances and ¢.ndition of th: province may appear te
require. ‘

Confious as we are of the incfiimable bleffing's we en'cy under
your Mujcfiy's mild and auipigious (Governiess, tve beg lewce with
srateful bear ts to affine your™ Aiajefly of sur mofi zcalous and af-
fedtionate attacliment, and of our firm veliviie on your Majufty's
‘moft gracious affurances of your defie ta cultivate an entire iar-
wmony and confidence between yourjelf and your Pavliament, in which
we_fhall ever mafl cordially unite, for the puwr pofe of preferving and
tranfmitting to pofterity the in: aluabic bifings of cur free and
excellent confiitution, and of comcnvring with your Moujofly in
every meafure wkish can maintain the cdvantages of -ur prefent
Situation, can premote and aurment the profperity &nd bappinefs
of your Majefly’s fubjedls, or can evinee the inft and gratcful fenfe
we entertain of your Majefly's patcrnal yeg.o d and watchful care
Jor the rights, interefls, and welfare of your faithful peaple.

To which addref., His Majefty was pleafed to return the
following moft gracious anfwer

« My Lords,

I ycturn you my thanks for this dutiful and loyal addrefs. Your
condelance on the lofs I bave fuflained, by the death of my late bro-
ther 1be Duke of Cumberland. is an additional proof of your at-
tachment to my per fon an family. )

Your congratulations on the amicable termination of the diffe-
rences which Fud fulfifled between me and the Court of Spain, are
extremely acceptable to me; and your concurrence with my wifbes
to cultivate the utmofi harmony between me and my Parliament, is

Vor. XXX. C -



oL

E]

Fal of
£ iunoul.

TP AR AMENT ARY IS

an additienal faiisfallion to me, as affording the beft grounded
bopes of preferving inviolate our exccllent conflitution, and of
cou fu contr tbuting cffentially to ihe general profperity of my fub-

Jeéls.
Thur[day, 2d December.
Nothing material,

Fiiday, 3d December.

The Lord Chancellor 1eported His Majelly’s anfwer to the
Addiets of that Houfe, and the famne havine been read by his
Lerdfhip, the Addrefs and Aifwer were ord-red to be
privted,

A petition was prefent.d by the Tarl of Abercorn, com-
plaining of an undue 1etura of Seots Peer.. The petition be-
ine read, was ordered to Lie on the table,

Th: Houfe ajourned.

Monday, 1300 December,

Before the order of the day was read,

The Earl of Kimoul. My Iords, beforc we proceed ta
the difcuffion of the very imnportant fubjeél of the lite dif-
pute and negotiation with the Court of Spain, I concerve it
to te not merely neceflury, but cflential toour pro €1 un.er-
flunding of the conduét of Miyiiters, that there fhould be
Iaid on the table other information than that which 1 find
there. Weare to be called on to examine the negotiation
with no other documents to gui-le our inquiry than His Ma-
jelty’s meflage, the declaration and counter declaration, and
the convention.  Penting the negotiation. fome colourable
argument might be adduced for refufing to expofe what Mi-
nifters might deem confidential papers; now that the nego-
tiation has finally terminated, and the couvention is ratified,
I eonceive that Minigters can have no reafon for withlold-
ing from the eye of your Lordfhips fuch information as may
enable you to do your duty to your country. I'he propo-
fition is fo felf evident that I cannot anticipate a found objes-
tion, and 1 therefore move your Lordfhips,
¢ That an humble addrefs be prefented to His Majefty,
praying that he may be gracioufly pleafed to give direc-
¢ tions, that all memorials prefented to and received froms
¢ the Court of Spain, from the 10th of February laft, in-
¢ clufive, to the 28th of O&ober, relative to the late dif-
#¢ pute between the Courts of Great Britain and Spain, on
¢ the fubjet of the thipscaptured in Nootka Sound, and the
¢ negotiation that followed thereupon, be laid before this
#¢ Houfe.”

The Duke of Montrofe could not agree with the noble
Earl in the neceffity that there is for the produion of fuch

’
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papers. If I were aware, faid his Lordfhip, that in the dif~
cuffion of the fubjet which is the order of the day, the in-
‘formation already before your Lordfhips was not ample and
fufficient, I fhould be ready to fecond the noble Earl’s mo-
tion; but, my Lords, 1 conceive that we have before us all
that His Majefly’s Minifters can properly prefent to the
Houfe; and all that can be neceflury for the purpofe of this
day’s difcuffion. I therefore muft give my negative to the no-
ble Eatl's motion.

The Earl of Kinncal perfifling in the ptopriety.of th: mo=
tion,

"The queftion was put, and it pafled in the negative.

The order of the day was then read for taking into con-
fideration the declaraticn and eounter-declaration, and conven-
tion.

3]

71 he Duke of Monts af¢ again rofe. I now rife, my Lords, Duke of
to fulfil a very honourable and pleafant duty, to call your Monuofes

1.ordfhips’ a‘tention to the difcuflion of thete important pa-
pers, and to move, as | am fenfible you wiil agree with me
that in gratitude and juflice we ought, an addrefs of thanks
to His Majefty thercon. My Lord., the paternal gooduefs
of His Majefty, difplayed in his expreflions of anxiety for
the continuance of the bleffings ot peace, call upen us for
the warmeft teftimonics of grateful a¥etion; and particu-
larly as we find by thefe important p#ers, that His Majefty
evi((ently felt an equal anxicty for the honour of his Crown,
and the effential interefts of his people. The wiflom and
digniry with which the negotiation has been condued, has
not only preferved to us thofe bleflings of peace, at all times
fo defirable, but has preferved to the nation, advantages
highly important to its navigation and commerce, *

T'be difpute between the Courts of (ireat Britain and
Spain, as ftated in His Majefly’s meflage of May laft, is na-
tutally to be viewed in two lights, in the infult on the flag
of Biitain, and in the injury doneto its trade. klis Majefty,
with that high regard to the honour of the nation, which
ought ever te charalterize the fovereign of a free people, de-
glired in his meflage, that the infult muft be repaired, pre-
vious to any difcuffion of the injury; and we fee, that ac-
cordingly, the declaration of the Catholic King did directly
atone tur that aggreflion. Thus, inthe firft great point of
the difpute, the promife made to the Britifh Parliament has
been honourably fulfilled.

The next confideration is the injury; and it is now the
duty of your Lordfhips to fee whether the convention does
not amply repair the damage ; and whether it does not alfo
procure for England advantages of a high and important kind.
[.ook, my Lords, to the firlt and fecond articles of the con-

Ca vention,
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vention, and you will fee that reftitution is to be made, and
reparation to the parties injured. But this isnot all. What
never was done before, what has always been fubjeét of liti-
gation, is now finally adjuficd, and Spain concedes the na-
vigation of thof& feas. We are not only reftored to Nootka,
but, by an exprefs ftipulation, we may participate in a more
northern fettlement, if we fhall find at any time that » more
northern fituation would be preferable for the carrying on
of the tiade. In like manner, what has more than any thing
been a fubjeét of jealoufy to Spain, and what muft be the.
fource of wealth to Britain, the great queftion of the fouthern
fithery is finally eftablithed, on fuch grounds as muft pre-
vent all future difpute. The line of limitation is marked,
advantageous permiflion is given us to e1¢(t temporary build-
ings; but by a ftipulation of the utmoft importance, all vio-
lence, in cafes of infraltion, are prohibited, no officer muft ,
venture to feize a veflel which he may deem to have in-
fring' d the treaty, but he m-{l content himfe!f with writing
home to his Court. By this prudent provifion the feeds of
future war are prevented, and time is given for cool, delibe-
rate, and fiicndly negutiation to reconcile any differences
that may arfe.  Thefe, my Lords, are advantages of a very
impertant hind erived from this convention, and which am-
ply repay the amount of the fum which the armament has
coft. And yet, out o doors, 1 have heard of murmurs that
the expsnce was not only enormoufly great but unncceffarily
incurred.  If there are any confiderable men in this Houfe
who are of that opinion, i,hope they will come forward and
flate explicitly their reafons for {o thinking. Noble Lords
who may be candidates for office ought to ftate handfomely
and cleluly, their obje@ions to any a& of Minifters, when
they think they have reafon to make an objeion. I frankly
ftate my confidence in His Majefty’s Minifters, and I think
them highly deferving not only the fupport of your Lord-
fhips, but your thanks for the dignified, and at the fame
time, prodent manner, in which they have condued this
negotiation.  Suliciting only yopr Lordfhips’ indulgence,
that if, in the courf. of the day, any objection fhould be made~
to the motion which I fhall now have the honour to make,
that 1 thould think myfelf able to anfwer, you will give me

. leave to intrude again on your patience, I conclude, my Lords,

with moving,

¢ That an humble addrefs be prefented to His Majefty,
¢ humbly to exprefs to His Majeity, that having taken into
¢ confideration the declarations exchanged between His Ma-
¢ jefty’s Ambaffador and the Minifter of the Catholic King,
¢ and the convention fince concluded for terminating the
& differences which had arifen with the Court of Spain ;

¢ That
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¢« That this Houfe feel themfelves bound to return His
¢ Majefty their moft dutiful acknowledgments, for the pa-
¢ ternal regard to the rights and interefis of his people, mani«
«¢ fefted on the occafion of obtaining a fuitable preparation
¢« for the a&t of violence committed at -Nootka, and re-
« moving the grounds of fimilar difputes in future :”

¢ fmd to exprefs to His Majefty that they looked with
¢¢ confidence to the zeal and alacrity to His Majefty’s fer-
¢ yice, the powerful preparations that were made, and the
¢ unanimity, fpirit and ardour of the nation at® large, for
«¢ {peedily cfle€ling the fame valuable objets which His
« Majefty hias fo happily accomplifhed, without an actual
& interruption of the bleffings of peace.”

The Earl of Glafgow feconded the motion.

The Earl of Coventry. My Lords, | join in the praifes fo
properly beftowed cn Miniflers for the conduét of the nego-
tiation with the court of Spain, for the atonement fo ho-
nourably obtained for the infult, and the advantages gained
to our trade. 1 thidk no noble Lord can objeét to the cheer-
ful payment of the four millions that atchievements fo
brilliant may have coft. My Lords, fome peifous object
to the convention, that the dimits between us and Spain are
not fufficiently defined, fo as to prevent future ruptures. I
am of opinion, that we have defined a point which will,
more than all the parchments of the werld, tend to preferve
England f:om future infult. We have equipped feventy
thips of the line in five months. Treatics may be broken,
conventions may be infiinged ; but we have fhiewn, through
the zeal and aivity of government, that we are too power-
ful to be attacked a%ain by Spain. This, my Lordsp is my
motive for joining in the motion, and which induces me, as
1 cannot fecond, to thitd it; my Lords, I third it.

Lord Ruwdon, I rife, my Lords, with un:afinefs, com-
pelled to give a relu®ant negative to the motion of the no-
ble Duke. I fay with uneafinefs, becaufe no Lord would
have rifen with more fervent alacrity than myfelf to have
joined in expreflions of gratitude and tharks to His Ma-
sefty for the fentiments of benevolent regard to the happi-
nefs of his people, which His Majelly’s molt gracious fpeech
breathed; and it gives me confiderable pain, that Minifters
have chofen to interweave matter in the addrels, which indi-
re€tly combines with gratitude to His M.2jelly, approbation
of a meafure upon which their Lordilips cannot form a de-
liberate judgement. ‘I'hey have thought fit thus to couple
the great queftion of the convention with the motion for
the addrefs, that they may feize on the loyalty of the Houfe,
and bend it to their temporary ufe. I will not make ufe of
a harfh expreflion on the expedient : but I prefume, ;hey
3 think

LY
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think it a matter of convenience, thus to crouch under the
general motion of thanks, and thus to draw from certain
equivocal expreflions, an opinion that may afterwards be fet
up to preclude the Houfe from all future difcuffion. If [
knew any way of retaining fo much of the noble Duke’s
motion for an addrefs, as fimply exprefled the thanks of the
Houfe for His Majeity’s goodnefs, | would be proud. tq, pre-
ferve the unanimity which was manifefted on the return to his
fpeech ; but they have {o adroitly incorporated the approba-
tion of the meafure, that 1 am reduced to the neceffity of
moving the previous queftion, that 1 may be able to move
an addrefs of thanks to His Majefty unconnected with other
matter.

It is, iny Lords, fo neceflary to our honour, and give me
leave to fay, to the true honour of Minifters alfo, that we
fhould not make a premature judgement on the important
point before us, that I confefs T am aftonifhed they fhould
thus call for blind admiratiol. from this noble Houfe. We
know nothing of the trug hiftory of the negotiation, on
the condu and iffue of which they call for our thanks.
‘I'hey withhold from us the means of judgement, and yet
claim our praife. This undigpified courfe on their parts,
my Lords, ought ta make us more than ufually ftri€t of the
difcharge of our duty. Confidence, that generous quality
which led us, in our deliberative capacity in the laft feffion
of the laft Parliament, to truft them implicitly with the
condu&t of the negotiation, would change its chara&er, and
become fomething even worfe than weaknefs, if now that
the negotiation is ended, we were to continue to give it. In
my prafeflional capacity | would with promptitude go forth
a: the cofumand of my Sovereign, and difcharge the duty
confided in me by my commander, without inquiry and
without diftruit ; but the war being over, [ would, in my
place in this Houfe, think myfelf bound to call on Minifters
to prove the juftice of the war in which they had involved
their country. Laft year Minifters thought proper to refufe
us all information. Even the refcript was improper to be
given, although the Court of Spain could not poffibly ac-
quirey by fuch difclofure, any information which they did
not previoufly poflfefs. But is it now to be denied? And
are we to facrifice our fun&ions, to overlook our duty, and

"to pafs a vote of approbation, without knowing whether

Minifters may not be actually criminal in what they have
done? Suppofe, my Lords, that the Commons Houfe of
Parliament fhould, in procefs of time, find ground for the
impeachment of Minifters in this very negotiation. Should
we not go into Weftminfter Hall under aukward circumftan-
s, with the prejudgement of this addrefs on our journaés“?
ave
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Give me leave, my Lords, to fay, continued his Lordthip,
that condu@, fo myfterious and dark, naturall‘y engenders
fufpicion, that there is fomething in this bufinefs which
they are loath, becaufc they are fcarful, to difclofe. The noble
Vuke fays, that the points to be confidered are, 1. Whether
the infult given to the national honour be atoned for amply?
and 2. Whether the advantages gaived are equal to the
injury and the cxpence? 1 diflent totally from this ftate-
“ients=4 ke firft and obvious queflion is, was there an infult
given to the national honour ?  He pafles over this cflential
firft inquiry, for the beft of all reafons, becaufe he fees
Minifters have denied the Houfe the means of afcertaining
the fa&. Bat it muft be known, and from the true circum-
ftances of that aggreflion we tiuit draw the firft conclufion,
cither that Minitters had baliily committed their country,
or that they had with dignity 1ctented an zflront.

No noble Lord can be mere decided than myfelf in the
opinion that national honour s a fubftantial ground for war.
‘I'he honour of a nation js as facred and as delicate as the
honour of a gentleman ; for, wounded with impunity, the
confequences are the fame. Tle nation that fubmits to be
infulted, comes firft to be defpifed, and next to be opprefled.
National honour, therefore, is of all caufes of war, the moft
found and rational. Lut give me leave to fay, that infult is
of a quality which requites not time and calculation to
comprehend. It is felt the moment that it is committed. 1t
is not like a damage to be weighed and balanced, pure fpirit
and proper fecling a&t the moment they are affailed. How
did His Majefty’s Minifters treat this pretended infult?
We know from the publifhed memorials of M. de Florida
Blanca, and M. de Vauguyon (which I quote, becaufe no
Minifter, however *they may withhold papers {rofn the
Houfe, will invalidate their teftimony), that information
was officially given of this infult on the 1oth of February,
What did they do on the occafion? They never came for-
ward to avenge the infult and maintain the honour of
England till the sth of May. What can the Houfe collet
from this, but that either the infult is a mere pretext taken
up to anfwer another purpofe which they did not think it

- fafe to avow, or they dallied with the honour of their
country.

If T were to indulge a conjecture, I fhould fay, that the
firft of thefe was the tiue caufe of all this violent buftle.
Looking back to certain rumours, and particularly to all the
warm encomiums op the gallantry and heroifm of the King

: of Sweden, which the miniftcrial papers were fo fully
charged, I fhould infer that the fpring was pregnant with a
defign to affift the northern warrjor ; but that, fenfible the

) nation



16

nation would not much relifh fuch a defign, and that the
noble Earl who commanded the fleet, would not have been
perfetly pleafed to have gune to the Baltic, they thought a

little bullying of the Spaniards a feafonable thing, both for .

concealment and popularity. That they afterwards changed
their fvitem, and abandoned the Bwedith monarch to his
fate, on'y proves that they condufled their fyflem as weakly,
as they undertook it unwilfely. But I again aver, that it’is
indifpenfable to our faithful difcharge of the duty.that we
owe to our country, to demand the means of alcertaining
the true nature and extent of the infult, by which we may
go propeily into the examination of the fecond part of a ra-
tional.courfe of inquiry into the manner in which they con-
duétad themfelves in this infult, granting that it was com-
mitted. I certainly will not think the expence incurred toa
great, if it fhall be faiily efiablijhed that any expence was
neceffary. }

I hold it as an uncontrovertib'c axiom, that nothing bu:
pofitive neceffity could juflity Minifters in putting us to the
hazard of a war. I fhall 1.0t be controverted when I affert,
fhortly, that our expenc: for the three ycars, ending in
January 87, 88, and 89, excecded our increafe 709,000l a
year, inftead of our having, as the Miniiter promifed us, a
million of furplus. A growirg debt demanded, therefore,
we fhould, by every pofivle neans, preierve the bleflings of
peace, that we mizht improve the advantages which the fa-
tuitous concurrence of cire-aflances had put within our
grafp. Shall we then it down conterted, and not inquire
on what foundation it was that Miniflers broke in upon
this condition, fo eifenticl to our profverity, and involving
us in the hazard of i, ©ir a canie which, on the atpe&
of 1, doss not jullity tieir procedure?

The*noble l.ord procecded in a train of argument, to
analyfe the condult of Minifters in the feveral flages of the
negotiation, of which a curfory view can only be given.
If, his Lordlhip faid, the infult was given, they compro-
mifed the honour of the nation by delay, but there was a
moft blumeable {pirit of inflammation vifible in their whole
deportinent.  Inftead of cultivating that liberal fyftem
which the enlightened philanthropy and philofophy of the
aze made it fo prafticahie for themn to cherith and promote,
(and from which we, of all nations, would protit the moft),
he obferved that by all their vehicles of publication, and by
the whole tenor of their condu&, they roufed and excited in
the nation an unwife and ignoble rancour againft Spain,
which that generous and high-minded nation never deferved,
and which it is fcandalous to cherifh, even if there were
provocation. His Lordfhip took notice of the obfervation
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of Lord Coventry, that our beft confidence was in our
ftrength, and faid, that if we were not to truft in juflice
and h.nour, we might eafily lofe that boafted fuperiority by
combinations among other powers. He paid high compli-
ments to the navy for the ardour and alacrity they had dif-
\played, .and he addrefled an elegant compliment to the
Pake-of Clarence, for the happy effe® which high dif-
cipline, prompt obedience, and ar!;nt gallantry, manifefted
by a perionage of his rank, had had ont he fervice. He exa-
mined the convention on its own merits, and found it preg-
mant with difpute, barren of advantage, and he concluded
with moving the previous queftion.

Lord Sydney next rofe. I confefs my aftonifhment, my
I.ords, faid his Lordthip, at the hearing the obfervations
that have fallen from the noble l.ord who fpoke laft. I

*may he fuppofed to be partial to Minifters from having left
the Cabinet fo lately ; and | fairly acknowledge my par-
tiality ; but did | ever expe@ to hear them charged with
being anxious to involye their country in war, or to inflame
the minds of their fellow citizens with illiberality and ran-
cour againit other nations? Above all the reft, did I ever
expe& to hear in this noble Hgufe, that thefe charges againft
them were to be drawn from rumour, from the minifterial
prints, (I thank God | read none of them) and from conver-
fation out of doors? His Majefty’s Minifters muft be
firangely changed in their difpofitions, continued his Lord-
thip, fince 1 had the honour to fit among them, if they are
now difpofed to involve their coumr{ in a war, or to incom-
ber it with unneceffary expences. | beg leave to bear my
humble teftimony to the merit of their labours in this pego-
tiation, They have, in my mind, accomplifhed all shat they
pledged themfelves to obtain. And I was indeed not a little
{uprifed, that a noble Earl, from whom I have received
much parliamentary information, fhould have moved for
the produ&ion of a{l
his Lordfhip muft well know, could not be difclofed without
danger to the ftate, and for the prodution of which 1 wiil

.venture to fay, he cannot produce a fingle precedent. I
was not furprifed that the noble Earl's friends did pot think
proper ta fupport the queftion, .

The Earl of Kinnoul role to explain. The noble Lord, if
he had taken the trouble to attend to the words of my mo-
tion, faid his Lordfhip, would have found that | did not de-
fire all the papers, but only the memorials; papers which in

their very nature cannot be dangerous to difclofe ; and that’

there is a precedent, let the noble Lord luok to the cafe of
Falkland’s ifland, where he will find thut more papers than I
atked for were cheerfully gr. nted.
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Lord Lord Porchefter faid, the motion of his noble friend was
Porchefter not only diGtared by difcretion, but by an attentive regard to
that nicety which Minifters aflect. The noble Earl afked
for lefs, perhaps, than he ought, certainly for nothing more
than ought to be given, if we are at all to enter into the dif-
cuffion of the fubjedt. 1 cannot conceal from your Lord
fhips, faid Lord Porcheft.r, my fentiments, that 1-enps&dd
rather to meet this marter in the fhape ot impeachment than
in the fhape of addrefs for thanks. A conduél fo abfurd and
pernicious, fo deftitute of all policy, fo fruitful of danger
and fo barren of advantage, 1 will e bold to fay the hiflory
of nations cannct exhibit.  Bullying fo unprovoked, evapo-
rating at length in a convention fo unmeaning 3 contidence
given fo 'berally, and fo ill rewarded 5 1 defy any Lord to
parallel in his realding, much lefs in his experience. It is,
in fad, a bubble, fuccefsfully blown up, at a crirical con’
junéure, to enable Minifters, under the fititious name of
an armament, to influence a geaeral election in fuch a way
as to bind the majoiity in the fervice of Mmniflers. The
noble Lord having made a picface to this effedd, confeflid,
that when he read the articies of the convention, he did not
underfland them. Did not the event, he afked, confirm the
. very general obfervation without deors, that we have a
Miniftry who have neither the courape to make war, nor
the fkill to make peace? e exprefled himielf at a lofs to
know the meaning of the firft article «f the convention,
¢ what buildings or trafls of land Fnglifh fubje€ts may
¢ have been ditpefiefied of about the month of April 1989.”
Had Mr. Pite faid, ¢ a reflitution of all feizores made on
¢ the 13th of May,” he certainly weuld have put it out of
all doutk that our fettlements at Nooutka were to be reftored to
us; but then it would have abaudoned all prior claims;
whereas by faying about the month of April, he not only
includes April, but March.  As to tire events of May, s
Lordthip faid, in which month M. Ditt kuew moft cor-
reétly. froin Mr. Meares’s memanl. thar we had been dif-
poflefled of Wootka, thofe are taken ex,.rcfs caie of in the
tecond article, inafinuch as the 1 3th o' Viay is unequivocally-
fubfequent to the month of April, 1789. The fecond arti-
cle, he tad, ftated that reparation fhuil be made for all afls
of vivlerce or hoflility which may have been committed
fubfequent to the month of April 1799 by the fahjeéts of
either of the contraéing partics againft the fubje@s of the
other; and if anv of the tuid refpective fubje@s fhall, fince
the fame period. have heen forcibly difpoflfeflcd of their
lands, buildings, &c. they fhall be eflablithed in the poflef-
-fion thereof, or a joint compenfation fhall he made to them
for the lofles they thail have futaineds  Afier commenting
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upon the feveral articles contained in the éonvention, where-
in he remarked, that all conceflions on our part were clearly
and explicitly ftated, but that the conceffions on the part of
the Spaniards were obfcurely ftated, he concluded by ex-
prefling his perfe& approbation of the previous queftion.

The Marquis of Lanfdown then addrefled the Houfe in Marquis
@ fpeech, of which the following are the principal particu- of Lanf
rars: . -downe

iy Lordfhip faid, that he did not trouble the Houfe,
when the queftion refpe@ing Nootka Sound came before it in
the laft feflion; confidering the executive power as intitled,
in the firft inftance, to condué the negotiations with Spain.
The conititution gave them that power ; good fenfe gave it
them. Bur it belonged to the legiflative body to pafs a judge-
ment on what was done. A judgement was even called for ;
Jmt none could weigh with the public which was not founded

n information.  Papers had been refufed, and minjftry
eemed equally difpofed to refufe all verbal information.
To expeél a vote of approbation under fuch circumftances,
was clearly a violation of conftitutienal principles, which
could never be admitted. 1t reduced the Houfe, therefore,
to the neceflity of taking up the queftion upap the footing of
notoriety and general information.

A noble Vifcount (Sydney, had juft given affurances, the
Maiquis faid, that the general fentiments of minifiry were
pacific, when he was lately a Member of it. Miniftry cer-
tainly fet out upon the principles of the peace in 1782-1,
and had built, and taken credit with the public upon that
foundation. It was neither juft, nor was it his inclination,
to try their proceedings by catching at general words, or even
affurances ; bot by comparing their general condu& with the
general fyftem of the %late peace, upon which thev had ¢hus
folicited ‘and obtained the public confidence. Th% could .
only be done by re:iewing the great features of their admini-
ftration on the fubjc @ «f foreign politics; and as the points
were foon fummed un, the public would eafily judge for
themfelves,

With refpect to France, the ohje&t of the late peace had
heen, to ~x*inguifh all miftaken ideas of rivalfhip, which had
hitherto prevailed ; to leave nothing;-. if poffible, undefined;
nothing of confequence, mixed ; nothing to Commiffioners
to fettle ; and no room for foreign powers to interfere. The
refult was, that never was there a period when animofity fo
foon fubfided, when fo few fubje&ls of difcuffion, much lefs
of difpute, had occurrel with France as fubfequent to
1782,

7With refpe& to Spain, the defign had been to fuffer the
chief of what was conceded at the peace, te remain in the
Da hands
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hands of the wéskelt power.’ He had no hefitation to fay,

that after the independence of the North American colenies,

North American poffeflions no longer ftood in the fame po-
fition with regard to Europe ; nor trom that time could any

k.uropean fettlements in thofe parts be deemed of a perma-
nent tenure. Ewvery thiug, however, was referved of which
the negotiation admitted, for two purpofes; firft, to collet,
the public opinion, which bhas a right to be confulted where
it can be done with fafety in all great occurrences,-elpeci-
ally commercial, a diftinéion ftirongly founded in the nature

of things and in the practice of our Government ; and fe-

condly, ‘to affift the terms of our treaty of commerce with

Spain. .

Regarding Holland, the obje& was to remove the re-
proach which hurg upon us from De Witt’s treaty, and to
ftipulate for freedom and extenfion of trade, by the article
refpecXing the Spice iflands; and, by the thiid article of
the treaty with them, to make them fenfible of the confe-
quence of treating through a third power.

As to the reft of Europe, the ftate of it was juft fuch as
could have been wifhed ; being without a fingle engagement
upon our hands, and free to adopt any or none as might be
found eligible.

It remained to be inquired-how far the conduc of Minif-
ters fince 1783, had been conformable or not to thefe prin-
ciples, and this fituation in regard to their general fyftem
in foreign politics, and their particular proceedings with
Spain.

pln the early affairs of Holland, the memorials they pre-
fented had been faid in that Houfe to have been milk and
water, and in bhis own opinion they might have been mcre
poinzed ; but, if there was any error*in this, it was on the
right (We, and correfponded at Jeaft with the bafis of their
profeflions, s .

The next congern was the Germanic league entered into to
check the growth of the Emperor’s power in Germany;
which was an inftance of the higheft diplomatic wifdom to be
found in the hiftory of Europe. = Pruffia had every merit in
proje&ing it, aud it was highly becoming England to have
been among the firft to.fupport it; but Miaifters, apprehen-
five of a clamour refpe@ing Hanover, confined themfelves
(in the language of one of their body) to a bow upon paper.
Hanover and England ought certainly to be kept diftin&, yet
in this cafe they had agreeing interefts. The whole of Eu-
rope was indeed comprehended in the queflion ; for Germany
under a fingle head, not to mention the Emperor's other
pofleffions, menaced the fafety of Europe; and the league
aperated accordingly. The condu& gfed by Miniftry up;.n,

this
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this occafion, if miftaken, was another miftake on the
right fide ; the prevailing intereft of this country being
eace.
P Next, continued his Lordfhip, fucceeded the commercial
treaty with France; which together with the language ufed
in fupport of it, was fo perfe@ly confiftent with the funda-
mental principles profeffed, as to leave nothing to remark,
ekcept.as to the neutral code ; the evils of which might be
srefumed to have been fufficiently felt by Minifters in their
" commercial negotiations with Holland ; and muft have been
more fo, had ourdifpute with Spain ended hoftilely.

The next proceeding of Minifters, calling for notice, was

« the memorable convention with Spain in 1786, refpedting
the Mofquito fhore; a treaty which was wnipartite. It had
no precedent in hiftory, except in the ceffion of Bucovina to
the late Emperor by the l'urks, and was not to be explained
upon any {yftem of civilized or LKuropean politics. In all
this however there was nothing to offend againft pacific fen-
timents.

But the King of Pruffia dies, and a total alteration of
Englifh politics enfyes. From this  zra, the pacific {yftem
became rejefted ; the antient language revived ; €rance was
again treated as a natural enemy ; and delenda ¢ff C..rthago.
Still more ; England was thought equal to ditate to the whole
world. Our Minifters and meffengers overfpread all Eu-
fope. Every Court was to feel terror at the name of Bri-
tain; our refources were inexhauftible ; and our power not
to be refifted, efpecially without the balance of France.
Holland was obliged by force to return to our alliance,
principle and perfuafion being deemed equally unneceflary to
be ufed with that free country ; France was di€ated to ; the
Turks were excited to murder the Ruffians, while pypclama-
tions at home were iffued for reftraining vice and snmorality ;
the Swedes were to complete the humiliation of this devoted
power ; Denmark was ordered not to intermeddle ; employ-
ments for the Emperor was found in the Belgic provinces,
in cafe the Turks had provud infufficient for the purpofe;
and all this was finally made to terminate in Nootka
Sound. -

Some young gentlemen at China, attached to geography
and a little commercial advantage, fit out a veflel called the
Sea Otter, for the North Weft Coaft of America. Some
Bengal adventurers fit out two other fhips, with fine names,
under Portuguefe paper and colours. Some fpeculative mer-
chants, men of letters perhaps, fit out two other fhips, and
the whole fails under the command of a young gentleman of
the name of Mears; who is inftru&ed and inftrués his fol-
lowers, in terms becoming the form and pomp of oﬁc_e,l to

. violate




TFARYTAMENTARY K175

violate a fyftem regarding Sdpani(h America, which it has
been the policy of Europe, and in particular of this country,
to adhere to for ages. ¢ Ruffian, Englith, and Spanifh ef-
& fels were direéted to be treated with like civility in the
& firft inflance ; but in cafe of an attempt to turn the adven-
¢ yurers out of their way, force was to be repelled by force,
& the parties to be feized, and their fhips brought in to be
¢ condemned as prizes and thelr crews as pirates. Irphan-
& ning a fatory, it was declared that they looked to a folid
¢ eftablifhment, and not one to be abandoned at pleafure ;
¢ and they authorized the fixing it in the moft convenient
¢ ftation; only placing their colony in peace and fecurity,
s¢ fully prote@ed from the fear of the fmalleft finifter acci-
% dent.”

Tt was faid that this had appeared by papers laid by Minif-
ters before the Houfe of Commons; but this was impoffible.
QOrccurrences, arifing out of this enterprize of a few indivi-
duals, bezun without any due warrant for it, on any proper
fubordination to the public at large, form the oitenfible

und of a diffenfion with Spain. We arin in a manner re-
gardle(s of gxpence, and fummon Spain 4o fubmit in a man-
ner alike dnprecedented and infulting. The convention
then follows, which Parliament, with pretty much the
fame peremptorinefs, is called upon to approve.

The fa&ts, thus ftated, continued the Marquis, admit the
following obfervations : firft, as to the late change made in
the general fyftein of our politicsfince 1783 ; and, fecondly,
as to the departure from the particuiar fyftem obferved for
ages by this country refpeing Spain and Spanifh Ame-
rica.

With regard to the firft objec, namelv the change in our
general fyftem, that which had been fubRituted appears to
have want=§ both vigour and confiftency.

The fituation of France had produced a erifis not un-
worthy the deliberation either of (Greece or Rome. Qe
plan, evidently offering for this country, was to have re-
mained quiet and laid a foundation of aratitude and refpeét
with France and Spain, and of reputation with Europe at
lurge, by affuming a tone of dignity, moderation and policy,
united. On the other fide were to be urged old prattice,
ancient prejudices, revenge, and difabling poflible enemies 3
motives juftified by hiftory, and even by civil law writers.
He undoubtedly was for the fitft {yficm ; but, feeing admi-
niftrarion had not adopted it, he had been one of thofe al-
Juded to by the noble Vifcount, who was duped by the lan-
guage of the minifterial prints, and imagined that the affairs
of the Baltic had had a large fhare in our armament, A
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As every thing was left free by the peace upon a pacific
fyftem, by the fame rule every thing was left open upon one
that was warlike. We had alliances before us to choele;
we were the only perfon in Europe looked up to ; and we had
only to have imitated the Pruffian plan of the Germanic
league to have impufed whatever conditions we inclined to,
and to have been 1eftrained by nothing but our own regard to
juftice and reputation.  Sweden et us mere than halt way;
Denmark had no option; France, Ruffia, and Auftria were

. occupied ; and we might have obtained what terms we pleafed

* from lrance and Spain, or have firuck a blow which muft
have put it out of the power of either to have molefied us
for an immen{r period to come.

Inftead of this, what is the ftatc of Europe ? We have
mortally wounded the pride of Spain, who will always think
that we have taken an unfair advantage ; we have fhaken
our infant confidence with France; we have alienated both
the fovereign and the country of Ruflia ; Sweden has been be-
trayed; Denmark infulted; Porrugal driven into a clofer
conneflion with Spain by our language, while both our
complaints and our merchants appear notwithftanding,
dropped and forgotten ; and Pruffia, our only efficient ally,
will not fay fhe is obliged to us.  Europe, which, in 1582,
was open to us throughout on pacific principles, and the
balance at our command on warlike principles, has the
fcale turned againft us, and ftands on principles of alienation
and perfonal hoflility. Such has been the condud ufed re-
fpeGting Europe at large,

‘The Marquis thus proceeded. As to Spain, no relation of
this country has Jdndergone more complete difcuffien than
our connection with Spain, and particularly refp!éling Spa-
nith America. Oar friendfhip with Spain, without refer-
ring to remote antiquity, was the obje& of our policy fo far
back as the reign ot Henry VI1II. and, upon the foundation
of the treaty which then took place between the refpetive
fovereigns, we have never furrendered our right of trading to
the Spanifh Weft Indies, in the fame manner that we have
infifted with Portugal upon a right of trading to the Brazils ;
nor have we ever yielded up the right to either, in any ne-
gotiation, till the prefent convention. ‘I'he navigation in
the.Spanifh American feas were exprefily ftipulated by the
15th article of the treaty in 1670 ; which was recognized by
the Spanifh Minifter in 1749, and by their Ambaflador here,
Mr. Wall ; and of late years we have notorioufly exercifed
the right itfelf both in voyages of difcovery and for fithery.
Sir Benjamin Keene, one of the ableft foreign Miniftars this
country ever had, ufed to fay, that, if the Spaniards vexed
us in the firft inftance, we had means enow to vex them

1 without
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without infringing upon treaties, and the firft ftep he would
recommend would be to fend out fhips of dilcovery to the
South Seas. Thus ftands the queftion, long ettablifhed as
to the right, which is plainly, therefore, not a point ob-
tained for us by the prefent cunvention : but let us now fee
with what cautious wifdom this avowed right has uniformly
bcen managed.

A fucceflion of able Minifters at the Court of Spain in
Charles the Second’s reign, Sir Richard Fanthaw, Lord
Sandwich, and Sir William Godolphin, all united in advif-
ing forbearance as to the ufe of it. Sir William Godolphin
did this in moft pointed terms, after much converfation with
the wifeft of our Londen merchants ; whofe unanimous opi-
nion had long been, that it was better to ttade with Spanifh
America, through Old Spain, than to have a dire& inter-
courfe with that part of the world ourfelves. He was fo
much in earneft upon the fubjel, that he wrote to the King
to prevent his being miflea, directly or indireétly, by in-
terefted adviflers ; afluring him that there was no way more
c.rtain of fundamentally alienating the Spaniards, (as Sir
Eeunjamin Keene afterwards confirmed,) and throwing our
1ivals in navigation into ftriler correfpondence and inore
frequent intercourfe with them, than by interfering in South
America. It was as clear then as it is now, that whatever we
obtained for ourfelves was not obtained for ourfelves fingly,
but that other nations muft participate in it. Perhaps there
was wifdom, in more refpects than one, in fuffering the
great flake, contained in the Spanifh American pofleflions,
to lie to a certain degree dormant and unimproved in the
hands &f Spain. In any event, aslong as Spain held the re-
venue and commerce arifing from her colonies to be prefer-
able to her manufa&ures, it was our intereft to be content-
with commercial advantages in Europs as a compenfation
for fufpending our claims refpe&ing the South Seas, fince our
rights in that quarter might always be revived and brought
forward when opportuni:y called for it.

This policy was fo wife, that it was confidered by fubfe-
quent Minifters as fundamental, and not to be departed from,
Accordingly it was followed all through'the reigns of King
William and Queen Anne, and it governed the negotiations,

“fuch as they were, at Utrecht ; where Lord Bolinbroke

confidered it as the intereft of Fngland to uphold, as high as
poflible, the claims of Spuin, with the idea of fecuring a pre-
ference to ourfelves over the other nations in Europe.  Sir
Robert Walpole's opinion is notorious, for he fell a facrifice
toit. The Duke of Bedford, a warm Minifter, who had
proje&s of difcovery, was {o cangious, that he confulted the
Spanith Auinifter here, as well as fent to feek the opinion !c;f

R the
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the Court of Madrid; and found our right fairly acknow-
ledged, but the exercife of it deprecated as likely to be pro-
duftive of war. He wasnot backward in infifting upon our
large ¢laims in thofe parts, and dwelt upon the good to arife
to {cience, and to the world, and €ven to Spain, from pro-
ceedingin them; but, with great wifdom, he ftopped fhort,
faying that amity with Spain was important enough t.. fuper-
fede every other confideration, where the rights of the King’s
fubje&s were not immediately and intimately concerned,
Next came Lord Chatham; and, to his own intimate know-
ledge, being then {ecretary of ftate, and without alledging his
own opinion or conduét as authority, this principle was
‘what governed Lord Chatham in the early part of the nego-
tiation 12fpeting Falkland’s iflands; and it finally appeared
to influence Lord North’s conduét at the conclufion of that ne-
otiation.

& As to ihe particular terms of the convention juft con-
cluded, it flipulated, with refpe@ to Nootka Sound, what
was either pernicious or trifling. It appeared a madnefs to
think of colonies after what had pafled in North America;
bur, if there were even two opinions upon this fubject, there
could be but one about our power of affording it: we could not
do it.

As to the fifliery, it was defined to our detriment, ten
leagues being a new ftipulation in the Spanifh American
feas.  Such a boundary deprived us of all fifhery of confe-

uence, excepting that of whales, and even of that in a con-
fiderable degree. Grotius, and all the civil law writers,
joined to what had pafled with Spain upon the fubje&, ren-
dered any conceflion on this head ufelefs ; particularly as we
had been in the habit of exercifing the right of fifhery for
fourteen years back, under the avowed fanttion o‘ otir alls
of Parliament.

Anotler obfervation the Marquis defired to offer, which
was, that we endangered our commercial treaty fo long de-
pending with Spain. We put to hazard, he faid, our Spa-
nifh trade in woollens, hardware, cottons, and even fih it-
felf; not whales indeed, but fomething more material,
namely, the cod of our fifheries of Newfoundland. Andthe
proceeding was the more unfortunate, asour trade in Spain
laboured under many hardthips, particularly the Alcavagl.
duty, which was a per centage upon every tr«n-fer of our
articles fold in Spain, fo as fometimes to amount to two-fifths
of the prime coft,

But whatever increafe of fifhery or trade we had obtained,
if it were even true that it was (gaincd by means of the con-
vention, the gain is not exclufive, but may be partaken in

by other nations. The Awmericans had already been asalive
Vor. XXX. E in
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in thefe feas, as they had been accuftomed to bein their own;
and, by the accounts of Mr. Meares, had even fome claim of
difcovery in their favour, by proving Nootka Sound to be
part of a large ifland. Ruffia had perhaps a ftill clofer intereft
in the cafe. -

It was farther to be noticed, that, if trade and fithery
fhould increafe under the convention in thefe diftant feas, the
experience of Newfoundland made it clear that a fleet muft
be provided to protel botlr of them; which yet, in cafe of
war, would, together with the objects de(}gned to be pro-
te&ted by it, belikely to fall into the hands of a fuperior force,
always on the fpot; and thus lofe to us the very naval
firength we defigned to create by them. In fhort, every
thing proved the abfurdity of having a nurfery for feamen at
fo great a diftance.

he experience of Newfoundland had ferved to convince
us of another thing admitted under the prefent convention,
namely, the mifchief of concurrent rights. There was nota
Sea Officer, who could not witnefs from his own experience,
or what he had heard, the fuocceffive difputes which had oc-
curred at Newfoundland, till diftin& lines were drawn, and
all interference prohibited’by the peace of 1782.

Tt was fingular to find the convention ftipulating, on our
fide, that the moft effe€tual meafures fhould be taken to pre-
vent our navigation and fithery being made a pretext for illicit
trade with the Spanifh colonifts, when it was notorious that
we could not prevent contraband trade upon our own coafts at
home, clofc to the very feat of our Government. How then
was it poffible to prevent quarrels upon this fubject, arifing
from the guardu coftas of Spain?

The convention, in fhort, feemed big with evils, and this
was thg more to be lamented, as the Spanifh poffeffions in
the parts i ‘queftion were probably not worth many years
purchafe to Spain. Before our engaging therefore in the dif-
cuffion, it would have been wife had the matter bheen pro-
perly inveftigated, and the public opinion duly taken, as
well as the value of the whole properly weigh .d; efpecially
taking into confideration the confequences of war in regard
to, taxes, which ro man could tell, let our fuccefs be what it

might.

glis Lordfhip concluded with ftating the following reafons
for calling on every refle&ing man to vote on the prefent oc-
cafion, however difpofed he might be on other points.  Firft,
to manifeft to Spain, that the public of this country had not
changed its opinion advifedly, whatever might be the conduét
of its Minifters; and difdained to take any ungenerous ad-
vantages. Secondly, to prove the fame things to Europe at

large; and that we-are as forward as any nation whatevlg;'l to
’ . l en
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liften to the voice of philanthropy, and philofophy and
which as a noble Lord (Rawdon)yhad ﬁaﬂed, wl:)as,y fo hf;;icley’
for mankind, gaining ground faft in every civilized nation,
Laftly, to affift in preventing future Minifters either from
falling into difficulties of a {imilar magnitude with the pre-
fent, by the alts of unauthorifed individuals, on the one
hand, intimeslefs favourable to the event of them; or from
being forced into them, on the other, by a fenfelefs clamor, as
happened to that great Minifter of his day, Sir Robert Wal~
pole, though living in clofe confidence with Cardinal Fleury ;
and whofe fate therefere it would be difficult for Minuf-
ters, lefs able and lefs refpe&ted, in fuch cafes to avoid.

lLord Grenville made his maiden fpeech in this Houfe, in

Lord
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an{wer to the Marquis, to the following purport. He con- Grenville.

svtended, that if any thing more than another made the con-
flitution of England defirable, it was the diftinét authority
which it gave to Government to negotiate, unfhackled by
the legiflature, pending the bufinefs, and refponfible only on
its couclufion. No one paper, his Lordfhip faid, was want-
ing in addition to thofe already produced to elucidate the bu-
finefs, on which the Houfe had to determine: for here was
the meflage of His Majefty, containing the injury; and
fairly ftating what would be the reparation that fheuld farisfy.
Here was the convention, fhewing that the reparation was
complete, as it was originally propofed, and unlefs it could
be fhewn that the fatisfgﬁtion did not come up to the propofal,
or that there was ground to fufpe&t misftatement; if they
thought the money faid to he fpent had been mifapplied ; or
that fome other grofs malverfation had occurred; he faw no
folid ground for calling upon Minifters to difclpfe® what
never could be done without indelicacy, and perhaps dan-
er.
. His Lordfhip then entered at full length into the Articles
of the convention, to fhew the benefits we had obtained,
both to our fithery and fur trade; and in particular he an-
{wered that charge of Lord Landfdown, which imputed to
Minifters a change of the pacific fyftem in which they fet
out. He faid, he was utterly ignorant of any one of
the intrigues that the noble Lord had afcribed to them.

Lord Vifcount Stormont, in a mafterly difcuffion of the Vifcount
treaty of convention, ftated, that we had in truth conceded Stormoat.

rights which we poflefled by the law of nations; in as much
as that law gives us leave to fettle where no other power had
pre-occupancy; and by this agreement we deprived our-
felves of that right. In like manner, his Lordfhip faid,
the navigation of the South Seas was always claimed on the
principle of its being an open Sea ; and he was well informed

that the moft valuable part %f the fifhery was at the diﬁam::f
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of five leagues from fhore, whereas we were debarred by the
cenvention from coming within ten fea leagues.
+ The Marquis'of Lan/down (in reply to Lord Grenville)
rofe to fay, that he fhould confine his anfwer to a few points.
‘I he purport of his fpeech had certainly been mifunderitood,
for he had feldom or never rifen to {peak in that Houfe, with-
out infifting that we ought to have a ftrong executive and'a
ftiong legflative power. The executive was to take the
lead, and when it had done its work, it was to be refponfible,
in the perfon of its Minifters, to the legiflature. That it had
been the objet of the late peace to put an end to every thing
that was concurrent, and muke every thing as diftinét as
poffible; but that the prefent treaty confrunded and mixed
every thing, and brought back that concurrent fyfiem,
which had never left us without difpui=s with France about
the Newfoundland fifheries for many yeurs, when he had
been in a firvation to witnefs it.  He concluded by fuying,
that he was at no time for making undue coactflinng, but he
never could confent to put the fafery of the nanica at flake,
and incur the expence of millions, for mdividuals Wlng
without one fubordination in purfuit of what was nothing
worth.
The Houfe divided on the previous queflion ;
Contents - 29
Proxy - - 1
Not Contents - 63
Proxies - - &
- 73
‘ * b
‘ Majority - 42
‘I'he addrefs was then carried in the affirmative.
"I'he Houfe adjourned.

Tuefday, 21f8 December.

This day being appointed for taking into confideration the
petition of the Rev. Edward Tynewell Brydges, clerk, claim-
ing the title and dignity of Baron Chandos of Sudeley, Coun-
fel were called to the bar, and after fome time, the Chair-
man reported progrefs, and the farther confideration of the
faid claim was, upon motion, adjourned to the firft day of
February next. ' '

The bill for farther continuing the a&l of the laft Parlia-
ment relative to the importation and exportation of corn,
was prefented, and read a firft time.

Petitions were prefented from Lords Napier and Somer-
ville, claiming a right to have been rcturned among the fix-
teen Peers at the late election.

The



The Lord Chancellor took an opportunity of drawing the Lord
attention of their Lordfhips to the petitions that had heen re- Chancel-
ceived refpeCting the Scotch Peerage in that Houfe. To- lor.
"morrow, he faid, would be the laft day of receiving then,
.according to appointment. He therefore thought, that on
Thuriday their Lordfhips fhould take the fame into their
view, and difpofe of them in fuch a way as fhould appear to
be the moft proper one of being adopted on the occafion :
perhaps, to have them taken into confideration that day
menth might be a fufficient time ; it was what was allowed
in all cafes of appeal, though a longer period might be found
neceflary with regard to the peutions in queftion. His
Lordfhip faid, he was by no means inclined to hurry on a
confideration betore due notice thould have been given to all
the parties concerned.  In doing this, however, there cer-
“tainly occurred {ome difficulty.  All perfons concerned or
interefted, fhould undovhtedly have notice, bt 1t was not
fo caly to afcertain who thole pettons were,  ‘n fume of the
petitions, it was appatent to their Lordilips, that nnble

—Aerde wete {0 alluded to theren, as to put 1t out of ali doubt

but that they weuld attend that Houfe.  1nother petivions,
certain noble Lards were fo flightly concorned, that madt
probably they would not (hink it worth their wihile to come
fiom Scotland.  In feveral petitions, the inplications were
of {fo general a nature, it was hardly voflibi. to wll who they
would atf*&. In fome it was ftated that the pedirioner
ought to have been returned, but dul not ftate who of thole
returned ought not to have been teturred.  Jigain, many of
the voters were faid to have no right to vote, without men-
tioning who ; aud ygt all perfons whefe rights and privileges
were called in queftion by thofe petitions, ought_mdit cer-
tainly to have notice given of ity in oirder that rl?ey might
have an opportunity afforded them of attending their Lod-
fhips. He would, therefore, {ubmit it to their Lord{r .os
to confider of thofe petitions on Thurfday, and then arrar.ge
them in fuch a manner as their Lordlhips thould think peo-
per. The way, no doubt, would be, to reter them to a
Committee 3 but firft, all perfons interefted therein fhould
have timely notice.

Vifcount Siormont faid, he was very fure that whatever vifcount
mode the learned L.ord recommended, it would deferve their Scormone.
L.ordfhips® approbation. A great difficulty, however, oc-
curred in his mind, in the petition his Lord{hip then held in
bis hand, and which had been received from Lord Somerville,
In that petition it was ftated, that certain Lords had not been
allowed to vote, although they had a right fotodo But
who were thofe noble Lords ? The noble Vifcount thought -
this extremely obfcuie at leaft, but owned, though he faw

the
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the evil, he did not at that moment fce the remedy that was
to be applied.

The Lord Chancellor replied, that he had not feen the pe-
tition. What he had menticned, had been on the petitions
prefented before L.ord Somerville’s, With refpeé to that pe--
tition, it would of coutic be referred with the othets to the
Committee, and it would then be determined, whether the
allegations therein centained were fufficient or not.

Lord Catheart obferved, that Lord Somerville had, by no
means, refted much on the part felefled by the noble Vif-
count, but'that he had merely ientioned it, in cafe the other
allegations in his petition could not be thoaght fufficient to
fupport his cafe.

Vifcount Starmont fuid a few words in reply.

The Lura Chuncellor ended the converfation, by obferv-
ing, that he would look into it again on Thuriday.

‘The Houfe then went into a Committee on the Land-tax
bill, Lord Cathcart in the chair. After the preambleof the
bill had been read, .

‘Y he Duke of Norfo’k rofe.. His Grace faid, he had ob-
ferved a very dangerons inncvation in this bill, which might
1.ad to ftill farther and more dangerous intrufiors upon the
ancicnt and legal method of pafling thofe bills.  As the law
had for a long period of time flood, all perfons who held pa-
tent places under Government were confidered as in the ac-
tual enjoyment of frecholds, and paid Jand-tax, in the dithict
where their offices were fituated, in the fame manner as other
frecholders, and other perfons liable to be affefled to the land
tax. This was a .very great hardfhip upon the diftri&t in
which, the offices were fituated, as the other inhabitants and
proprietors muft make up the deficiency. His Gr:ce did not
mean at prefent to make a formal oppofition, but he thought
the alteration bore very hard upon the parifh of St. Margaret, -
the inhahirants of which, he underitood, were utterly unac-
quainted with the circumftance. They, at leaft, ought to
have had notice to have been prepared to make the proper
application for relief. His Grace farther obferved, that he
knew that the Tellers received back the tax at the kxche-
quer ; and therefore it made no difference to them ; but that

. wasa circumflance which did by no means recompenfe the

diftri& in which their officcs were fituated ; for it was eafy
to confider that four fhillings in the pound, upon near twenty
thoufand pounds, was an objet of confiderable magnitude.
The Lord Chancellor profefled himfelf ignorant of any
fuch alteraticn.
Lord Grenville and the Duke of Norfolk held a private

“converfation upon the woolfack with his Lordfhip, after

which
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which the bill paffed the Committee, and Lord Cathcart re-
ported it to the Houfe.
The Houfe adjourned.

Thurfday, 23d December.

Lord Grenville moved, ¢« That the petitions prefented by
¢ the feveral noble Peers of Scotland, complaining of the
« late eleétion and retiin of the Pecrs to repreient the
¢ Pecrage of Scotland, b referred to the Committee of
« Privileges.”

The motion was agreed to, and the following crders were
made:

. That the " veral Lords petitioners do give notice to the
¢ feveral pariies interefted in the fuid petitions.”

¢ Thzt the feveral Lords patitioners have liberty to be
¢ heard by Counfe!, if they think fir3 and that the feveral
*¢ petfons intercfled in the matier of the faid petitions, or
“ whole titles may be aftcCied thercby, may alfo be hicard by
¢« Counfel, if they think fit.

¢ That noproxies be ufcd on any queftion in this Houfe
¢ relative to the matter of the faid petitions.”

—te-fcveral motions having being read by the Lord Chan-

cellor,

The Earl of Laiderdale obferved, that he did not under- Earl of
ftand that either of the motions made by the noble Lord, Lauder-
went to order the returning officer to attend, or to furnifh dale.

the Houfe with a lift of the eleion poil, or any of the
. books or papers refpeting the late choice of the Scotch Peers.
! This his Lordfhip thouglit extremely neceflary, and it was
| no more than what had been done in the year 1708, and in
' the cafe of Lord Dumfries and Lord Rutherford. The
“only queftion, in his opinion, was, whether the parties
i fhould have to procure the papers and documents thag would
. be wanted, or whether they fhould be ordered by the clerk of
athe Houfe. In theone cale, the expence would be paid by
he individual, and in the other cafe, by the Public.

Lord Grenville did not think what the noble Lord had
pi entioned, at all neceflary in the prefent ftage of the bu-
inefs.
. Lord Cathcart explained why the returning officer, and the

In the year 1708, his Lordfhip faid, and in the other cafe,
there had been a formal complaint agaiaft the returning of-
ficer, and on that account he had been ordered to attend theic

Lordfhips.

X contained

Lord

papers named, had not been ordered on the prefent occafion. Cathcart.

The Earl of Lauderdale, in reply, contended, that it was Earl of
precifely on this ground that he had mentioned what had Lauder-
fallen from him; for if he could read, there certainly was dale.s
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contained in the prefent petitions matter of complaint againft
the returning officer, and the records ; from which circum-
ftances, he thought the Houfe ought to adopt what he had
begged leave to recommend to their confideration.
Vifcount %Iifcount Stormont faid, he could not altogether agree with
Stormont. his noble friend. He could not fee, for his part, any charge
againft the returning officer, which could juftify their or-
dering him up to their bar. With refpet to the papers, he
thought they might be very neceflary in the inveftigation of
the feveral cafes.
Ld.Chan-  The Lord Chancellor was of opinion that nothing more was
ecllor.  peceflary, at prefent, than to fend the petitions to a Com-
rhittee of Privileges. What papers, he afked, could they
fend for? It was impoffible for them to tell what they fhould
want, tiil they came to examine into the petitions.  In his
opinion, the firft thing was to look into the allegations fet,
forth in them, and fee what evidence would be wanted, and
having done fo, to caufe it to be proiuced. With regard to
fummonring the returning officer to attend, he could fee no
occafion for putting him to {o much inconvenience and ex-
pencr. Suppofe, for inflance, they were to have that offi-
cer’s attendance, and alfo all the papers and documents
thought requifite by the noble Eail, it might fo happen that
when the day for taking into confideration the petitions,
fhould arcive, the parties petitioning might withdraw their
petitions. For thefe, and many etiier reafons, he thought
it befl to let the matter reft as it was, until the petitions
thould come under their Lord{hipy confideration, when they
might make tuch orders thereon, as fhould be found expe-
dient in the farther profecution of the inquiry. His Lordfhip
allowed what the noble Farl had ftated, of the year 1708,
and of the cafe of Lord Dumfries, to Be perfecily right, but
they whfe by no means analogous to the prefent one; the
eletion of 1708, in particular, had been rude and barbarous
bevond sl example.  Thete was fcarcely ang records then
to be found, and little more than mere memorandums on
loof= bits of paper.  All the proof the petitivners in the pre-
fent cafc wanted, was open to them ; and when they came
under confideration, it would remain for their Lordfhips to
confider how far the evidence would go in fupport of what-
they had feverally fet forth.
f.ord Lord Kinnoul faid, he was utterlv unable to conceive
Kinnoul. what inconvenience there could poffibly be in agreeing to
what the noh’e Earl had propofed. Moft certainly the evi-
dence called for would be wanted, and their Lordfhips might
as well have it at rt. But the proper way of proceeding,
his Lordihip was of opinion, would be by examining all the
circum-
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circumftances of the late elakion, and then detenining who
ought to have been chofen.

"85

he Lord Chancellor veplied, if the noble Lord fhould be 1.4 Chan-
thought, by what he had faid, to have put the matter fairly celior.

at iffue, the prodution of every neceflary information would
undoubtedly be proper, but he ftill adhered to his former opi-
nion.

. TheEarl of Lauderdale and Vifcount Stormont feverall
rofe again, and pointed out charges againft the returning of-
ficer, and alfo againdt the reeords. .

The Lerd Chancellor once more quitting the woolfack, faii, Ld.Chan-
no returning officer was to be fummoned to thar Houfe for cellor.

an error, unlefs it was a crimminal one. No man was to be
charged with an error of the judgement ; and with regard
to the records being defaced, that might be, and yet no of-
fence committed, Records that were defaced, provided they
could be read, were never the worfe for that, but equally as
good as if they had neverbeen defaced in any manner what-
Gver.
‘I'he motions were then put, and feverally agreed to.

_Vifcount Stormont wifl.cd to know if any day was to be
naméd for taking the petitions into confideration.

The Lord Chancellor thought the moft proper way of
proceeding was, to get all the petitions, and papers annexed
thereto, before the Committee, and then to appoint a day
for confidcring them.

Mr. Gilbert, from the Commons, brought up the Malt
bill, which was afterwards read a firft time, and ordered for
a fecond reading on Nionday.

Mr, Gilbert afterwards prefented the additional Malt bill,
which being read a firft time,

Lotd Grenville pointed out the ohjeéts of the bill, and de-

Lord

fended the principle thereof. 1t was, his Lordfh#p faid, to Grenville.

anfwer demands which Government had incurred on account
of the latehaval armament ; but when the advantages that
it had been produétive of to this country, came to be pro-

perly confidered, and duly weighed, he trufted no one would -

think the expence too gieat on the occafion. The bleflings
of peace had been preferved, and the credit of this nation was
raifed to a higher pitch than ever. The purpofe of the bill
too was only of a temporary nature; it was to raife the fum
of 800,000l., and when it had done that, there would be an
end of the bill. This, he faid, would take up a fpace of
fittle more than four years: he therefore trufted, that the
burden for fo fhort a period would be chea:*ully acquiefced
in. The noble Lord then moved, ¢ That the faid bill be
“ read a fecond time on Monday next ;” and the fame was

Vor. XXX. I agreed
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agreed to,*and the Lords ordered to be fummoned accord-
ingly. '
g'the Houfe adjourned.

Monday, 27th December.

‘This day the Houfe met purfuant to the adjournment of
Jaft week.

"The bill to continue the a& relative to the importation
and exportation of corn, was read a third time and paf-
fed. :

The Malt bill, the Aflefled Taxes bill, and the Diftillery
bill, were read a fecond time and committed to a Committes
of the whole Houfe to-morrow.

‘1 he order of the day being read for the fecond reading of
the hill for laying additional guties on malt, and the queftion
being put, that the faid bill be now read a fecand time.

T he Earl of Kinnou! obferved, that however unwilling-he
was to give any oppofition, or occafion any delay to fo dif-
ficult a part of the office of adtriniftration, asthat of impof-
ing additional burdens on the people, yet the tax propofed on
malt was of fuch a nature as he fhould with decidedly 1o op-
pofe; and which, if he could not fucceed in this, he fhould
move to be put off for fome time. It was a tax impolitic,
opprefive, and unjuft. Malt was already taxed fo high,
that it could not bear any additional burden. Any new tax
muft be hurtful to the revenue, for though it might increafe
the fum paid for any given quantity of malt, yet by diminifh-
ing th= confumption, it could not but affe¢t the whole pro-
duce of the dutics on that article, which were already fo
high, thar he had had it in agiration to move for a repeal of
part of the duties already impofed Their Lordfhips were
nat perhaps apprized of the rate at which barley, in its vari-

" oas fornfs, was alreadv taxed. If they were not, the enu-

meration would aftonifh them.  As malt only, it was taxed
at the rate of ten fhilling and fxpence per quarter. The ads
ditional duty of threepence per bufthel wouid raife it to twelve
thillings and fixpence per quarter. When to this was added
the land tax, and the duties on beer, which he feverally cal-
culated, it would be found that the raw commodity, which
brought the proprietor of the foie on which it was raifed
abort nine fhillings, paid to Government, in its feveral
flages, above two pounds ten fhillings. The firft principle
of finunce, his Lordfhip obferved, was that no article thould
be taxed too high, that there fhould be no exorbitant duties,
the cffect of which always was to opprefs the fubje& and di-
minifh the 1evenue.  If the calculations he had ftated were
well founded, which admitted of no doubt, the prefent tax
was an addition to duties already oveicharged.

It
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1t was partial and unjuft, his Lerdthip faid, as itfell chiefly,
if not folely, upon the laborious peafant and the induftrious
mechanic, a clafs of the community which more than any
other was entitled to the attention and prote&ion of the
Houfe. For though the opulent paid fof that quantity which
~“they copfumed, to them the tax was by no means an objeét,
1ts ill confequences ware likely to be cunfined to the fmaller
manufalurers and hufbandmen. the moft ufeful and merito-
rious body of the people. With them it would operate in
fuprrefling private breweries, a fpecies of domettic induftry,
which deferved to be prote€led and encouraged ; and in driv~
ing them from their own houfes and fumilies to the alehoufe,
where they might contra® habits of diflipation, ruinous to
their health, their morals, and public utility. Agaiuft thefe
* obje€tions was urged, he faid, the finall fum, at which the
tax was rated. This was, however, to be eflimated ac-
cording to the abilities of thofe upea whom it flll. Small
as the fum might appear to thofe in more opulent circum-
flances, yet, to the poer, the repeated payment of fuch a fum
becaine a matter of ferious confideration and grievance.
Their lordfhips, he fuppofed, knew, that upon every
new impofition, the tradefman took occafion to raife the
price of their commodity three or four times the value of the
tax; fo that every new tax gave rife toextortion much more
exorbitant than the fum which it was intendcd to exaét. It
had been likewife faid, that it was meant only to be tempo-
rary.  On this head, however, he was nct inclined to give
much ere!it to the affurances of Minifters, nor did he fup-
pofe that they would be willing to diop it, if thicy fhould find,
as they ncw certainly expeted, that it was a productive tax.
Befides, if it fhould have the bad confequences, gvhich he
had enumerated, befoi. it thould have accomplifhed its pur-
pofes, the mifc! ief weeld bealready done, and it would then
be too late to counteraft it.  He concluded with moving,
¢ That the fecond reading of the bill fhould be put off till '
¢ the 1ft of February, 1791.”
The Duke of Mourofe o' rved, that the impoffibility of Dukeof .
.impofing taxes which would not fall heavy upon fome clafs Montrofe.
of men, was well known to every one. But if there was
any grievance in the prefent tax, it fell upon the rich and not
on the poor, as there was a much greater proportion laid on
ftrong than fmall beer, The fum, however, in both cafes,
was fo fmall, that he apprehended it could not be productive
of any bad confequences, either in occafioning inconvenience
to the one, or preventing the hofpitality of the other. Ifit
fhould produce any fuch bad confequences the temporary na-
ture of the tax gave at leaft a fecurity againft their continu-
ance. If the tax was to take place, it would, however, be
Fa propet
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proper that it fhould be pafled at onte, as any delay in the
forms would give thofe who were interefted an opportunity
of providing fuch a ftock of malt, as for the prefent year at
Ieaft would deprive Government of a great part of the ad-
vantage to be derived from the tax.  On thefe grounds he op-
poi~d poftponing the fecond reading. .

Lord St-vmeu was not furprifed that the prefent tax fhould
be fo much prefled, at a moment when that veil of delufion,
which had been fo long and carefully held up by miniftry,
was to be torn away from the eyes of the people. He faid,
we were now within a few weeks of the boafted millennium
of 1791 ; the period v hen it had been promifed that the pub-
lic receipt fhould cxceed the public expendiiure in a fum of
eight hundred thoufand pounds annually, to be applied to the
redution of the national debt. Whereas, it was evident,
from the experience of paft years, that the expenditure had
exceeded the reccipt, and, that inftead of reducing any part
of our prefent burdens, we fhouid be under the neceffity of
contracling additicnal dubts, or impofing additional taxes.
His I.ordihip faid he was fenfible of the neceflity of paying-
expences which had been once incurred, and whatever he
might think of rhe occafion from which they had proceeded,
he could not but approve of the plan of :he Minifter, which
propofed to defray them as early as poffible. But of an ad-
ditional duty on malt, he could by rie means approve. The
articls was already fo loaded witih impofition that it could
not admit of any additional burden. Barley in its different
ftages contributed the greatcit part of the revenue, and, alto-
sether, afforded no lefs a fum than three millions eight hun-

red thoufand pounds, .

It washighly impolitic, the noble Vifcount faid, to attempt
todrain this fource of national wealth by additional exac-
tions. Such additions might be fatal to the revenue, by ex-
haufting its refources; becaufz a branch of revenue was al-
ready highly productive, it ought not to be faddled with ad-
ditional impofitions, It might be loaded with burdens
above what it could bear. A new tax did not always pro-
duce an acceffion of revenue: while it increafed the fum paid
for a particular quantity, it might diminifh the general con-
fumption. This was the cafe in the prefent inftance. The
revenue arifing from malt, taking the average of the three or
four laft years, would be found to be on the decline. He did
not ftate any one year, as the diminution then might be owing
to a failure of the crop.

The fmall fum indeed, at which the tax was rated, might
be urged as an argument againft its producing’ any effeét of
this kind, Bat the fum was by no means fo fmall, confider-

ing
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ing that part of the community on whom it fell; and the
many additions which had already been made to the duties on
malt ought to prevent any farther increafe. Asa confe-
quence of the diminifhed confumption of malt, the importa-

sdon of foreign fpirits had greatly increafed.  For the year
1789, the importation of brandy had been one million eight
hundred thoufand gallons, about five hundred thoutand gal-
lons more than had been imported the year preceding 3 and
fmuggling was by no means extinguifhed. This could not
be attributed to the operation of the commercial treaty, or
.the diminifhed duties, as all thefe advantages had been ep-
joyed in 1788 without producing the fame effcét. The con-
fumption of Britifh fpirits had increafed in a flill greater pro-
portion. The quantity for 1788 appeared to have heen two
hundred and twenty-two thoufand gallons, and for 1789
four hundred and eighteen thoufand, nearly double of the pre-
ceding year.

But befides all thefe circumftances, there were others, arif-
ing from the nature of the tax itfelf, which had been men-
tioned by the noble I.ord who made the motion, asinduce-
ments for poftponing the confideration of it. Notwith-
ftanding what had been alledged by another noble lLord, it
was a tax which fell not upon the rich, bu: upon the poor,
it was in its tendency partial and wnjuft, it was direCled
againft a clafs of the community whom they were more cfpe-
cially bound to protect, as they had now no other protectors ;
it fell upon the induftrivus poor, and the finaller farmers,
who were accuftamed to provide themfelves at home with a
fimple and wholefome beverar~. Every thing which tended
to interrupt o1 diflaib the uniiorm fimplicity of their lives,
muft be confidered as hurtfr!,  In confequence of this tax,
they would be fent to the alehonfe in queft of the refrefhment
which labour made neecffary; they would be feparated from
their familics, expofed tu the influence of bad company, and
tempted to indulge in the ufe of {pirituous liquors ro excefs
The cffe@s to their irdufiry and morals muft be pernicious,
There were peopl- in the counrry, who were placed at fich
a diftance frem a brewery, that unlefs they fupplied them-
felves, they had only this fatal refource left.  To Jrive this
moft ufeful body of the people to fuch a refource, would be
attended with mi‘chief-, which no accceflion to the revenue,
far lefs fuch an inconfiderable one as was to be derived from
the prefent tax, could compenfate. It was faid, that the du-
ration of the tax was to be thort, and he would not argue
with his noble friend, who preceded him, that the Minitter,
if he found it produ@ive, would be unwilling to repeal it.
But were the effet of it to be fuch as thers wasevery reafon

» to apprehend, would the ceffation of the tax care the Tnf-f
chie
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chief it haddone? Would the man who had been driven from
the comforts of domettic life, and habituated to the riot and
diffipation of a common alehoufe, forget the vicious habits he
had acquired, and return to the calm and temperate enjoy-
ments of his family? Would the man whofe tafte had been.
vitiated by the ufe of fpirituous liquors be capable of relifh-
ing the plain and homely beverage with which he had been
formerly contented? Such fudden tranfitions were not to be
expeCted from men who had little to dire€t them but the im-
pulfe of their habits, when experience convinced us that the
béft education, and the moft cultivated underftanding, was’
not always equal to the exertion.

It had been fuggefted, his Lordfhip faid, that a perfonal tax
was preferable to a tax on confumption, a pofition which
from what little knowledge he had of finance, he was by no
means ready to admit as generally true.  But, when a large
fum of moaey was to be raifed by a tax of fhorr duration,
a perfonal tax was undoubtedly preferable to fuch a tax on
confumption as the prefent. When the perfonal tax expired,
all the evils attendant on it expired with it; but of a tax on
‘confumption, which tended to injure the morals, the health,
and the habits of the people, the advantage was tranfitory,
the evils permanent and unlimited, .

He did not expe@, he faid, that his argument would make
much impreflion on their Lordfhips; becaufe he recolleted
how ineffetual his oppofition had been to the fhop tax,
which the Minifter pertinacioufly maintained againft argu-
ment and againft reafon.  all that he had heen able to urge
again‘i that tax had made very little impreffion on their Lord-
fhips’ minds, till experience brought ab -t that which argu-
ment could not effle€. The tax had heen repeuled in another
place, and 1he repeal being fent upto their Lordfhips, was
then agree. to without a fingle diffenting voice.

Equally unavailing, his Lord(hip faid, \iad been his oppofi=
tion to the excife on tobacco: and he had little doubt but
time would effet that relief to thufe who were aggrieved by
the excife on tobarco, and thofe who were likely to fuffer
by the prefent tax on malt, which it had done for thofe who
complained of the fhop tax. But by tl:e 1epeal of the fhop
tax all the inconveniences that accomp:nied it were removed 3
and fo would the ‘nconveniences of the excife on tobacco in
a great meafure. Not fo would the evils of this tax. They
would long be felt after the tax ccafed to be produétive. Un-
der fuch circumftances, the bill, if not wholly dropped,
ought not to be paffed with fo much incautious hafte. Time
ought tobe given to collet from the various parts of the
country, which it would moft materially affe&, information
refpefting its tendency and its probable confequences. His

Lordfhip
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Lordfhip concluded wirh faying he was therefore of opi-
nion that the fecond reading ought to be poftponed till after
the recefs.
Lord Grenville rofe next, and commenced his fpeech with  Lord
faying, that he had always been defirous of difcuffing every Grenville.
/queﬂion on its own proper grounds. Their Lordthips would
not therefore expe& that he fhould fay any thing on the fhop
tax that had been repealed, or on the regulations for prevent-
ing frauds in the colleftion of the duties on tobacco, which
had been introduced collaterally into the debate, and which,
he conceived, to have no connexion with the merits or de-
merits of the prefent tax.  As little did he feel himfelf'hound
“to notice what the noble l.ord had thought proper to intro-
duce refpe@ing the flate of the public revenue and expendi-
ture. ‘That fubje& had been before inrroduced in a difcuffion
* to which it had as little relation as to the prefent, the debate
on the convention, under the idea, he furpofed, that from
the concern he had had in another place in the report of a
Committee on the ftate of the public receipt and expendi-
ture, the fuhject muft always be proper, pruvided he was pre-
fent.  On that fubje@®, however, Lord Grenville faid, he
would not enter into any debate till the proper documents
were before their Lordfhips. That period was faft approach-
ing, and when it did arrive, he trufted that the noble l.ord,
who had mentioned the fubje&t before, or the noble Viicount
who had alluded to it now, would bring it regularly before
the Houfe. 1t would then appear, that their calculations
were as ill-founded, as their mode of introducing them was
unfeafonable: and that the ftate of the public receipt and ex-
penditure was fuch as all their Lordfhips, and every man,
who felt as an Englifhman, would rejoice to perufe. The
prefent tax, his Lordfhip faid, made no part of rhe germanent
expenditure of the country. It was part of a fyftem of
finance to which, asa whole, he had not heard a fingle ob-
je&ion ; of a body of taxes brought forward to defray an ex-
traordinary expence within a fhort period. Of the objeéts
to obtain which, that expence had been incurred, their Lord-
fhips had exprefled their approbation. That they ought to
be defrayed there could be no doubt, and that they ought to
* be defrayed with the leaft poffible lofs of time, had been gene-
rally admitted. Taxes, to be produ@ive, muft be felt; fo
large a fum as 800,000l. ¢ould 1ot be raifed within the year
without falling heavy fomewhere. The only queftion then
was, whether this tax, as a part of the whole, was fo ob-
JjeCtionable as to deferve to be rejected. He would not fay,
continued his Lordfhip, that the money muft be had, and
therefore that the tax muft pafs. To fuch a miferable argu-
ment he would not have recourfe, becaufe he knew the fitue
- ation



ation and refources of the country to be fuch, that if the tax
was improper, a fubftitute could be eafily found.

The noble Vifcount had faid, that additional duties on
malt were improper, bhecaufe they temded to diminith the
confumption, and to leflen the produce of the revenue upon
the whole. Were he difpofed to refort to the argumentum ad
bominem, he might fay that the mode of the tax was plannéa.
by an adminiflration, with which the noble Vifcount was
particularly connefled, of whem the prefent adminiftration
were in that refpe& only the humble imitators. An addi-
tional duty of fixpence per bufhel had been impofed in 1780;
the neble Vifcount muft therefore difapprove of a meafure
which he had formerly fupported, or approve of the prefent
additional duty. This argument, however, his Lordfhip
faid, he would not prefs. The tax was to be examined on its
own merits. The principal obje@ions he had heard to it
were, that it was partial, and tended to produce ill effe&s on
the health and morals of the induftrious poor. Every tax
muft be more or lefs partial, till that great defideratum in
finance could be found eut, a tax that would affect every in-
dividual in the community in the exa& proportion that he
ought to bear. Could fuch a tax as this be difcovered, there
would be an end of all other taxes ; but till it was difcovered,
every new tax muft fall heavier in a certain degree on fome
particular defcription of men than on others. All that could
bedone, was fo to calculate the general aggregate of taxes as
to bear on all ranks and deferiptions of men as nearly as pof-
fible in proportion to their ability. Now, what was the cafe
at prefent? A number of taxes were propofed to raife a large
extraordinary fum, within a fhort period. Was there any
one of thefe taxes that could be find to 2ffe€t the poor in the
leaft degrce, except the additional duty on malt? Not one;
and of this they would pay only a fhare. 1t was evident,
that of the extraordinary aid required the poor paid perhaps
Jefs than their fair proportion. The objetion of partiality
was confequently done away. With regard to theevil con-
fequences prediéted from it, they appeared to have no foun-
dation in experience. f the former additional daty had not
putan end to the private brewerivs, was it to be expected
that fo {fmall an addition as the prefent would do it ? The ad-
ditional charge per gallon on the beverage cf the poor would
be lefs than one-third of a farthings a charge fo fmall, as
could not, furely, prevent any man from brewing for him-~
felf who had been accuftomed to do fo before. It would, in-
deed, asa noble Lord had obferved, fall much heavier on the
rich than on the poor, as the beer brewed by the former
would pay three times as much as that ufually brewed by the

latter.
4 ‘ When
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When the noble Vifcount mentioned the great increale in
the quantity of foreign fpirits for which duty was paid, it
was unfair to anticipate the true anfwér to the argument
which he huilt upon it. Notwithftanding what the noble
Lord had faid of the tontinuance of finuggling, it was certain
that lowering the duties on fpirits, and the vaiioas whole-
fome regulations adopted by the laft Parliament, had greatly
reftrained fmuggling, and increafed the regular entries of the
drticles that were the objedts of it. It was equally true, that
the wealth and commerce of the country had increafed in a
‘anner unexampled in any former period, and that the fitu-
«ation of the poor had been fo much improved as to enahle
them to coiffume much greater quantities of excifeable com-
modities than they had everdone before. T'o thele caufes was
the increafed confumption of Britifh and foreign fpirits to be
atnibuted, and not to any diminution of the private brew-
eries by the increafed dutieson malt.  The advantage to the
private brewer over the common brewer was #iill {o great,
being nearly iu the proportion of two te cne in point of duty,
as to afford fufficient enceuragement to all, who chofe it, to
brew at home. Conceiving, on thefe grounds, that the tax
was neither partial, nor likely to produce any evil confe-
quences, his Lordfhip faid he was of opinion that it ought to
pafs. And as the operation of it was to be but temporary,
#nd there was an evident advantage in bringing the piodace
of it to account asfoon as poffible, it ought not to be delayed,
becaufe delay would afford the means ot evading it, at leaft
for a confiderable time,
Lord Loughborough faid he was happy o hear from autho-

4t

Lord

rity, that the finances were in a flourithing fituation ; that Loughbo-
the public receipt excetded the public expenditure, and that reugh.

there was no prefling exigency for money which®alled for
inftantly pafing the tax. The circumitance of their [.crd-
thips being fummoned to difcufs rax bills at a time ulually
allotted to recefs from their parliamentary duties, might
have induced a fufpicion that the demand for money was too
urgent to be delayed. But as they had been relieved from
any apprehenfion on that account, he hoped the urgency of
- paffing a retrofpeftive tax, a mode of taxation not very
ufual, would not be confidered {o very prefling as to preclude
confideration. Tlie making of malt was not a procefs that
could be much haftened; and it feemed hard to be attaching
the tax to the ftock in hand, to that whith men had previded
under other ¢ircumftances, and without any expectation of
an additional duty. When the noble Lord faid that he and
his colleagues in office were only the imitators of a former
Adminiftration, in laying an alditional duty on malt, it
would become their wifdom to confider what had been the
Vor, XXX G effolt
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effecl -of that addition, and whether experience bad not proved
that any fubfequent addition would be injurious, not only
to the revenue, but to the people. Befides, the circumftances
of the times were widely different. The additional duty of
fixpence per bufhel had been impofed in 1780, a period of
great and urgent neceflity, in the moft expenfive year of &
moft expenfive war. 'The prefent was declared to be a peried
of no neceflity, when wealth and commerce were daily flow-
ing in upon us, and when, of courfe, other taxes could be
readily found. Much as he refpefted the noble Lord at the
head of Adminiftration in 1780, he was perfuaded that no-
thing but the neceffity of the time could have induced him
to adopt that mode of raifing money, and that he would
not have adopted it, had he been aware of all its confequences.
The effeft of the repeated additions to the duty on malt, his
Lordfhip faid, had been a great diminution of the quantity
confumed, and a very confiderable decreafe of the old du-
ties, not lefs than feventy thoufind pounds. If then the ad-
ditional fixpence in 1780, had produced lefs than it was cal-
culated to produce, and reduced the produce of the old re~
venue, the value of the duty row propofed was to be efti-
mated only by the furplus left after dedu&ing what it might
be expeQed to take from the produce of the exifting duties.
1t was to be confidered that exorbitant duties not only dimi-
nifhed confumption, but tempted mcn to fubftitute other ar~
ticles for the commodity fo exorbitantly taxed. He needed
not inforin their Lordfhips that the brewers were acquainted
with various fubftitutes for malt in brewing, and that on the
beer ptoduced from thefe fubftitutes, they obtained a draw-
back for duty that had never been paid. This operated in
the nature of a bounty, and with the addition of fuperior
fkill and better utenfils, gave them fuch an advantage asthe
private brewer could not contend againft. In the town of
Leeds, before 1780, he conld not recollet the precife date,
there was but one common brewer, and his whole ftock in
trade amounted only to three thoufand pounds. It would
not be imagined that the parifh of Leeds, containing more in-
habitants than fome counties, was fupplied with ﬁeer from
fuch a ftock as this. The fa&t was, that the people were
fupplied by their own private brewing, which was now
nearly fupprefled; and fince that period, the number of
common breweries that had been ereéted in all parts of the
country was inconceivable. The induftrious poor who were
thus prevented from brewing for themfelves, could not he
all fupplied from the common brewery. It was erroneoufly
fuppofed, that they all lived in towrs where they could have
accefs to the common brewery. Many of the manufa&urers,
and many who were partly manufacturers and partly farmers,
H were ..
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were fpread over the face of the country, at fuch a diftance
from any public brewery, that the carriage would far ex-
ceed the amount of any duty. Andtkofe who were prevent-
ed from brewing for themfelves, a inore ufeful and' induf-
trious fet of people than the manufaurers colle@ed in towns,
had no refource but in the alehoufe, or the ufe of fpirituous
liquors. ‘The effet of the additional duties on malt, had
been to-reduce many of this clafs of people to thefe extremi-
ties, and the effe&t of the addition now propofed would
reatly extend the evil. .

~ Their Lerdfhips had been told, that the additional duty
was fo light, as hardly to be felt by the poor. The prefluie
of every burden was felt in proportion to the weaknefs ot
him who bore it. Few of their Lordfhips, he was afraid,
could form an adequate idea of the effe@t of any additional
duty on a neceffary of life to the poor. 1t had been faid, he
believed by Montefquieu, ¢ that a Farmer General, after
dinner, would fign an order, by which a whole province
might be reduced to beggary and want ; and no man could
accufc him of inhumarnity, becaufe in the firft moments of
indigeftion, it was impeffible for him to conceive that people
could die of hunger.” ‘Thus it was, his Lordfhip faid, that
man’s reafoning was clouded by the feelings incident to their
own fituation in life. Let the tax, however, be confidered,
and the annual amount to a poor man would be found to
be heavy. Allowing a gallon per day for the confumption
of a family, an additional duty of one-third of a farthing
r gallon would be five fhillingsa year. What would their
rdfhips think of a capitation tax to that amount on every
adult male of the,induftrious poor } Would they not repro-
bate the idea as unjuft, oppreflive, and cruel ? The effe& of
this tax was ftill worfe, as it tended to corrupt their morals,
injure their health, and ruin their induftry. In Yoikfhire,
and other counties, it was ufual for the farmers to allow
their labourers beer. Was this duty no burden on them?
It tended not only to injure thofe who were immediately
employed in the manufa&ture, but thofe who were employed
in raifing the materials of manufa&ure, and he was confi-
dent would be felt much more in the increafe of the poor
rates, than the increafe of the revenue. It was alfo partial

in its operation, partial as it would apply ; although gere--

rally impofed by the letter of the bill, it would affeét thofe
counties only, whete beer was the common beverage of the
people, while the cyder counties, and great towns where the
common brewer fupplied the whole demand, were totally

exempted.
There was alfo another objeion to it, his Lordfhip faid,
which would be more propgly difcufled in the Commit’i_ee.
.G 2 he

.43



m

PARLIAMENTARY A. 1700

The drawback allowed to the brewer on ftrong beer was er~
roneoufly calculated, and gave a greater allowance on agiven
quantity of beer than the amount of the duty paid on the
malt employed in brewing it. For all thefe reafons, he
thought time ought to be given to confider, and to collec
information from thofe parts of the country in which jt was
}ikely to be mofl felt. Thole who were to fuffer by it were
eparated and difperfed. They could not hold meetings to

confult on their common grievances, and excite a clamour
againft atax, As it was meant to be temiporary, its being
continued for {ix wecks Jonger than was at firft intended,
could be of little confequence, and this was all the inconve-
nience to be apprehended from the propofed delay, If, on
inquiry, it fhould appcar to be a proper tax, the people
would fubmit to 1t with more chearfulnefs, when they knew
that it had not been impofed upon them, but on mature con-
fideration, and a cautious regard for their circumftances.

The queftion, ¢ That the bill be now read a fecond time,”
was put and carried.

The bill was accordingly read a fecond time, and ordered
to be committed to-morrow.

The Houfe adjourned.

' Wednefday, 29th December.

This day His Majefty came to the Houfe and being feated
on the throne, Sir Francis Molineux, Gentleman Ufher
of the Black Rod, went to the Houfe of Commons, and
commanded their immediate attendance.

As foon as the Speaker of the Houfe of Commons came to
the bar ot the Houfe of Lords, he addreffed His Majefty to
the following effect :

« That His Majeﬁg’s mofl faithful and loyal Commons
¢ had cheeifully provided the neceffary {upplies for defraying
¢¢ the expences incurred by the armament lately entered into
“ for the maintenance of the hanour, and fupport of the
¢« dignity, of His Majefty’s Crown, That in providing
¢¢ thefe fupplies, His Majefty’s faithful Commons had a-
¢ dopted a principle, which, although it would in foine de-
¢ gree increafe the temporary burthens of the country,
¢ would add no permanent load to the national debt, and
¢ would afford to furrounding nations a ftriking proof of

% the internal ftrength and copious refources of the king-

¢ dom, at the fame time that it would hold out an example
« to pofterity and form a precedent, which it was the ardent
¢ hope of His Majefty’s faithful Commons future Parlia-
¢ ments would follow.”

The Speaker then read the titles of the feveral bills of fup-
ply which he had brought with him from the Houfe of
: : ' Commons,
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Commons, and delivering them one by one to the clerk,
humbly intreated His Majefty’s moft gracious concurrence.
After which His Majefty retired, and the Commons
withdrew.
The Houfe was, upon mation, adjourned to Monday the
31t of January,

‘Wednofday, 23d Fibruary, 1791.

The order of the day having been read for the fecond
reading of the bill, to diffolve the marriage of John Walford,
the younger, with Sophia Elizabeth Jeanes, his now wife,
and to enable him to marry again,

Counftl were called to the bar, and the hill read, which
brlefly is as fcllows:

‘T'hat Joh« Walford, on the 29th of November, 1781,
married Sophia Llizabeth Jeanes, and until the 16th of
Yebruary 1789, they cohabited together, and had three
children, one of whom is living. That on the faid 16th of
February, 1789, his wife abruptly left him, and entered into,
and carried on, an unlawful familiarity with Thomas Valen~
tine Cook, Efqs and the faid John Walford hath not, fince
that time, cohabited with her; but fhe hath, fince her faid
adulterous cohabitation, had iffue. That he commenced an
a&ion againft Thomus Valentine Cook, in the Court of
King’s Bench, at Weftminiter, in Trinity term, 178¢, and
obtained a judgement with damages. "i’hat he alfo exhibited
a libel in the Confiftory Court cf the Bifhop «f London; and
on the gth of July, 1790, obtained a definitive fenrence of
divorce. . That, as the faid Sophia Elizabeth hath diffolved
the bond of marriage, the bill prays, that the marriage
bond may be made void, and that it may be lawful for the
faid John Walford to.marry again: then follow the other
ufual claufes contained in bills of this kind.

Mr. Park, as Counfel, was heard in {upport of the bill,
and witnefles were called to the bar, to prove the feveral
allegations; and leing withdrawn, the bill was, upon mo-
tion, ordered to be committed to a Committee of the whole
Houfe the next day.

The Houfe adjourned.

Thurfday, 24th Felrzary.

This day the Houfe in a Committee of privileges, took
into further confideration the petition of the Earl of Selkirk
and the Earl of Iopetoun; after hearing fir John Scott in
reply, and after a converfation between Lord Kinnoul, the
Lord Chancellor, Lord Stormont, and Lord Grenville, it
was moved to poltpone the further confideration until Mon-

day next.
The
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_The Houfe in a Committee on Mr. Walford's divorce bill .
went through the fame, making an amendment; the report

was upon motion ordered to be rcceived the next day.
The Houfe adjourned.

Friday, 25th February.

This day Counfel were called to the bar to be heard on an -
appeal, wherein Magdalane Barbari De la Motte is appel-
lant, and Sir William Jardine of Applegirth, refpondent ;
a fentence of divorce having been obtained by the refpondent
againft the appellant in the Commiffary Court of Edinbur%h.

The ground of appeal was, that the only witnefs who
fwore to a pofitive act of adultery ought not to le believed,
he having depofed, that he faw things through holes bored «
in the door of a bedchamber, and over the bed, which by thé
fituation of the premifes, it was phyfically impoflible that
he could have feen.

To prove this, a mrdel of the bedchamber and furniture,
&c, was offered in evidence, which their Lordfhips did not
think proper to infpe@, and affirmed the fentence of the
Commiffary Court.

Lor? Grenville brought down a meflage from His Ma-
jefty, which was read by the Lord Chancellor. It intimated
His Majefty’s intention of new modelling the conftitution of
Canada, and forming adivifion of that pravince into Upper
and Lower Canada; and of allotting lands to the fupport of
Proteftant clergymen. And required their Lordfhips to take
the fubjet under confideration.

Ordered to be laid upon the table, and to be taken inta
confideration on Wednefday. .

"The Houfe adjourned till the next day.

Monday, 28th February.

Counfel were called to the bar to be further heard on
the appeal of Morehead and Edmonftone, and the Counfel
on both fides having been fully heard, the Interlocutors
complained of were affirmed. .

L::l'd Grenville rofe, and after a few introdu€tory words,
moved,

¢ That an humble addrefs be prefented to His Majefty,
¢ to return His Majefty the thanks of this Houfe for his
“ moft gracious meflage, and to affure His Majefty, that
¢ this Houfe will concur in fuch meafures as may be moft
¢ conducive to anfwer the feveral purpofes therein men-
¢ tioned.”

‘The fame was upon motion ordered to be prefented to His
Majefty by the Lords with white ftaves. M

o
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Mr. Walford’s divorce bill was read a third time, and

pafled.
The Houfe adjourned.
. Tuefday, 1# March.

Tle Houfe in a Committee of privileges, took into fur-
ther confideration the petition of the Earl of Selkirk and
E?rl of Courtoun. As foon as the Chairman had taken the

air,

Lord Kinnoul rofe, and after a fpeech of fome length,
concluded with moving,

¢ That the proper officer be direfted to amend the certifi-
“* cate, or return, by inferting the names of Dunbar Earl of
¢ Selkirk, and James Earl of Hopetoun, without preju-
¢ dice of petitioning againft the merits of the return fo
¢ amepded.”

After a debate, in which the Duke of Montrofe, Lord
Stormont, Lord Loughborough, the Lord Chancellor, &c.
fpoke, the motion was, by leave of the Committee, with-
drawn.

T'he Houfe adjourned.

Thurflay, 34 March.

in a Committee of Privileges, Lord Cathcart in the
chair, the petition of the Marquis of Abercorn was read,
cemplaining that his vote had been rejeted at the laft elec-
tion for fixteen Peers to reprefent in this Parliament the
Peerage of Scotland.

Vifcount Stermont thought it would fimplify the bufinefs vifount
before their Lordfhips, and fave much time, were their Stormont.

Lordfhips to hear and determine upon all thofe petitions
which had been prefented from Lords who had mgintained
or denied the legality of the votes given by the Marquis of
Abercorn and the Duke of Queenfberry, before they pro-
ceeded to the other petitions. His Lordthip faid he would
make no motion on the fubjed, till the Counfel had finithed
their pleadings, ‘but wifhed that the refolution of the Houfe,
¢ That no Scotch Peer, being created a Peer of Great Bri-
¢ tain fince the Union, could have a vote at the ele@ion of
¢ the fixteen Peers for Scotland,” might be read. )

‘The refolution being read, the Counfel, Mr. Elliot, pro-
ceeded to open his cafe, upon the petition of Lord Abercorn,
who bhad fent a figned lift, accompanied by a certificate from
the Sheriff of Edinburgh, of his taking the proper oaths in
order to qualify him to vote at the laft ele@ion of Scotch
Peers, which certificate and figned lift bad been rejected by
the clerks at the mesting at Holyrood Houfe: of this his
Lordfhip’s petition complained, and the Counfel calle:l’ evi-
- ence
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dence to prove that he had taken thofe odths. A witnefs
being examined, who fwore to a copy of the original certi-
ficate, which he had feen the Sheriff of Edinburgh fign, the
Counfel on the other fide ohjeted to the copy of the cgrti-
ficate being admitted as evidence, becaufe the laws exprefily
ftated that the certificate fhould have heen 'deliveted into the
Peers at their meeting at Holyrood Houfe, when they met
for the purpofe of electing fixteen Scotch Peers to ferve in
Parliament. They farther contended, that there was no
proof offered or adduced of that certificate being laid before
the meeting ; it was therefore incompetent to be received as
evidence at the bar of the Houfe of Lords.

This brought on a converfation between the Lord Chan-'
cellor, Lord Stormont, Lord Kinnoul, and Lord Loughbo-
rough, upon the admiffibility of the evidence

14.Chan. The Lord “hancellor {aid, he was as willing as the noble

ecllor.  Vifcount to thorten the delay of the proceedings, and would
readily adopt any meafure that could tend to that point. He
was, however, doubtful, from fome queftions that had beeri
put to the evidenee to-day, and the aufwers given, whether
the ca‘es of the Duke of Queenfberry and Lord Abercorn
were precifely fimilar.  His Loidfhip was of opinion, that
their Lordfhips fhould receive the evidence offered; and
after ftating his mind fully on that fubjet, he made fome
very pointed remarks on the condu®, of the clerks or deputies
of the Lord Regifter, at the eleéion. He faid, the mnutes *
of the ele&ion at Holyrood Houfe, were the moft confufed,.
and tiie moft foreign to the fubjed, as records, of any Court
that he had ever feen. It mattered not to the merits of the
ele®tion, if the ableft and beft fpeeches that could be made,
had been fpoken by any of the noble Loids prefent. The
only mat*er, his Lordfhip afferted, that ought tr appear Lon
the record was, the proceedings of the eletion, and the
clerks had no title whatever to introduce matter irrelevant to
that eleflion. He wifhed that the certificates might be read
as evidence, but referved all opinion on, or inveftigation
into, the validity of thefe vores for future difcuffion.

Vifeount  Vifcount Starmont explained, and likewife noticed the con-

Stoimont. duét of the clerks at the laft ele&ion of Scotch Peers at Holy- .
rood Houfe, which H§ confidered then, and now, as highl
improper. In place of beiny purely minifterial, as their of-
fice furely was, they had aflumed even a di@atorial capacity
over the Peers, which he, for‘one, and he believed all other
Lords, never thought they poffefied.

Upon the motion of Lord Grenville, the Committee ad-
journed till Tuefday next, when Counfel are to proceeds

The Houfe adjourned. :

Thurfday; «
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Thurfday, 10th March. ' _
In a Committee of Privileges, heard Counfel farther on
* the petitions relative to the ele@ion of Scots Peers, The
Counfel concluded on the petition of the Marquis of Aber-
::rr{ and were heard in part on that of the Duke of Queenf-
ry.
. Lzrd Loughborough faid, that he had now in his hand a  Lord
. plan for regulating the mode of proceeding, which, if adopted, L°“ihb°‘
e was of opinion, would fave both the time of their Lord- &%
fhips, and the expence of attendance ta the parties. This
plan, he faid, he would now depofit in writing with the
eferk, and meant on Tuefday to fubmit it to the confide-
ration of the Committee. If it fhould be approved of, he
meant to give all the Lords who were interefted in the par-
ticular queftion, an opportunity of coming forward with
their claims; and if they fhould not embrace this opportu-
nity, to prevent them from afterwards arguing over the fame
points.
Farther hearing adjourn:d till Tuefday.

The following is a Copy of Lord Loughborough’s Plan for
regulating the mode of proceeding on the feveral Petitions
refpeting the EleQion of Peers to reprefent the Peerage
of Scotland : .
¢ Queftions that arifé upon the feveral petitions prefented

to the Houfe, relative to the ele&tion of the Scots Peers:

¢ I. The validity of the votes, under the titles of Caith-
nefs and of Ochiltree, is impeached on the ground that the
claim of thefe titles is depending before the Houfe, by tbe
petition of the Earls of Selklirel:l :mthopetounL c

“-THEM' tion, as applied to the return, the Copmittes
hfs.in effe@ laid afide; but as applied to the merits of the

efion, the fame ohjection occurs upon the petition of the-

arquis of Tweedale, &c. No. 6.

¢ 1I. The right of the Marquis of Abercorn and of the
Duke of Queenfberry to vote at the laft eleftion, aflerted by
their petitions, No. 2 and 4, and the benefit of their votes,
as tendered at the laft ele&ion, is claimed in the following
manner, viz.

¢ The Earl of Stair, by his petition, No. 13, infifts to
add to the votes in his favour thofe of the Duke of Queen{-
berry and the Earl of Abercorn. :

& The Lord Somerville, by his petition, No. 7, and the
Eatl of Galloway, by his petition, No. 12, infift to add the
vote of the Earl of Abercorn to the votes in their favoar.

¢ III. Ten titles are brought into queftion, viz. the titles

Vor. XXX. H ‘ of,
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of Belhaven, Napier, Lindores, by the petition of the Mar-
quis of Tweedale, -&c. No. 8. Pyt ‘

« The titles of Rothefay and Newark, by the petitions
of Lord Somerville, No. 7, Lord Napier, No.8, Earl of #
Galloway, No. 12, Earl of étair, No. 13.

¢ The titles of Moray and Dumblaine, by the petitin of
Lord Kinnaird, No. 10. .

¢ The title of Lord Fife, which was not admitted at the
eletion, is afferted by the petition, No. g9; and the benefit
of his vote, as tendered, is claimed by the petition of the
Marquis of Tweedale, &c. No.6.  °

¢ The titles of Caithnefs and of Ochiltree are in iffue,
upon thé petitions referred by His Majefty’s order to the |
Houfe, and alfo on the feverar petitions refpeCting the laft
ale&tion.

« Of thefe ten titles, fix have been voted on at forme.
eleftions, four have not.

¢ ‘The allegations of the feveral petitions are fo inexplicit,
that it does not appear from any of them on what ground
objections are made to thofe in pofleffion, nor in what man-
ner thofe who are not in poffeffion claim their right.

¢ It feems neceflary, therefqpe, that the Committee fhould
require the objetions, and alfo the claims to be fpecifically
{et forth by the feveral petitioners who have undertaken to
maintain them.

¢ IV. The qualification under which the vote of the Lord
Kinnaird, and as proxy for the Earl of Dyfart and Lord
Cranftoun was giver, is impeached by the petitions of Lord
gquerville, Lord Napier, Earl of Galloway, and Earl of

ir.

¢ V. The qualifications under which the votes of the Earl
of Rofgberry, the Earl of Deloraine, ‘Lord Vifcount Dum-

-blaine, Lords Sinclair, Lindores, Fairfax of Catitt8h, wore

iven, is impeached by the petition of the Marquis -of
weedale, &c. )
¢ The flate of both thefe objections will appear upon the
documents before the Committee, and the force of the ob-
jeQions may probably depend upon the conftruion of the
a@s of Parliament refpe&ting the mode of proceeding upon
the election of thegxteen Peers. >
% Befides the parties who are before the Committee as pe-*
titioners, nine of the thirteen Peers returned as duly eleéted
have an interett in all the queftions, and a right t6 be heard
upon them, for the only ele@ions not impeached by any

,Eﬂitiou, are thofe of the Earls of Lauderdale, Dumfries,

readalbane, and the Vifcount Stormont. b

¢ To bring thefe queftions into fome methed that may

4 avoid
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avoid ufelefs repetition, it feems neceffary that the Commit-
mittee fhould dire®, .

¢ I. The Earls of Stair, Galloway, and the Iord Somer-
ville, to proceed according to their refpe®ive interefts, to
fupy®rt the claims of the Earl of Abercorn and the Duke of
Queentberry.

« II. That fuch of the Peers returned as may conceive
themfelves to be interefted in the fupport of thefe claims, may
be heard upon them if they think fit.

¢ I1I. That the agént for the Marquis of Tweedale, and
others, deliver a ftate of the objeftion to the title or vote of

~f.ord Lindores and the Lord Napier, to the agent for the

Earl of Stair, Galloway, Lord Somerville, and Lord Na-
pier, and alfo deliver the fame into the Committee within
one week.

¢ 1V. That the agent for Lord Kinnaird deliver in like
manner a ftate of the objc&tion made by his petition to the
title or vote of the Earl of Murray, and of the Vifcount
Dumblaine.

¢ V. That the agent for the Earl of Stair, Galloway, So-
merville, and Napier, in like manner deliver a ftate of the
obje&ion made by their petitions to the title or vote of the
Duke of Rothefay and of the Lord Newark,

¢« VI. That a ftate of the claim of Walter, claiming the
title of Lord Lyle, be delivered into the Committee by his
agent.

8 VII. That a ftate of the claim of the perfon voting un-
der the title of Belhaven, be delivered into the Committee by
the agents for the Earl of Stair, &c.

« VIII. That thg agents for the petitioners claiming the

i o ithnefs and of Ochiltree, deliver to the .Commit-
tee their refpeQive cafes.
¢ Each of thefe ten titles will form a feparate queftion,

and even if the two laft were excluded, as to the late elece
tion, by the preliminary objection, their right muft be de-

cided upon their own petitions. The queftion on the votes -

of the LEarl of Abercorn, and the Duke of Queenfberry, may
be appointed for decifion as foon as the argument is clofed.

« The two laft queftions on the qgalifications, if on in~
fpetion of the rolls the obje®ion as to Lord Kinnaird is
founded in fa&, are mere queftions of law, on which the
opinion: of the Judges may be taken, and for this purpofe
fhould be referred back to the Houfe.”

Moenday, 14th March.

Counfel were called in upon the caufe of Robert Mack-
reth, Efq. againt Mr. Fox Lane, &c. and Mr. Mansfield
Ha . being

st
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being heard as facond Counfel for the Refpondent, and Mr.
Ambler in reply for the Appellant, -

Lord Loughborough moved, ¢ That the decree be affirmed,
¢ with 200\, cofts.” » Ordered. - ‘

Lord Kenyon prefented a bill for regulating the clerls of
affize, affociates, and clerks of indi&ments, and a bill to re-
gulate the diftribution of rewards in cafes of felony, and to
enable perfons convicted of petty larceny to be witneffes,
which were feverally read a firft time.

The Houfe adjourned.

Monday, 21/# March.

\
Counfel were called to the bar to be heard on the ad-
journed argument of the appeal wherein Sir James Riddell
is Appellant, and James Groflett and others refpondents; and
after Counfel on both fides having been heard, as well as
Sir {?(l’m Scott in replv, and being dire@ed to withdraw,
the Lord Chancellor left the woolfack; and, aftera long
fpeech, fubmitted to their Lordfhips the judgement which in
his opinion ought to be prorounced, which was, to reverfe
the interlocutors complained of, and to remit the caufe,
with certain direGions to the Court of Seffion in Scotland.
The fame was upon the queftion agreed to.
The Houfe adjourned.

Monday, a8th March.

Lord Grenville rofe, and faid, that he held in his hand a
meflage, which His Majefty had commanded him to deliver
to their Lordihips.

Hethen moved, ¢ That the meflage be read,” which was
read accordingly, <

GEORGE R.

His Majefly thinks it neceflary to acquaint the Houfe of Lords,
that the endeavours which His Majefly bas ufed, in conjunclion
with bis allics, to effelt a pacifuation berween Ruffia and the
Porte, baving bitherto heen unfuccefsful, and the confequences
which may arife from the farther progre(s of the war being bighly
important to the inter:fis of His Mafefly and his allies, and to
thofe of Europe in general, His Illtgg/é‘7 Judges it requifite, in
order to aad weiibt to bis_reprefentations, 10 make fome farther
augmentation of his naval force.  And His Majefly relies on the
zeal and affeltion of the Houfe of Lords, that they will concur in
enavling His Majifly to defray fuch additional expences as may be
incurred by thefe additional preparations, for the purpofe of fup-
porting the interefts of His Maycfly's kingdoms, and of contribut~
ing to the refloration of general tranquillity, on a fecure and lafting

Joundation.
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Lord Grenville then moved, * That their Lordfhips do
¢ take the meffage into confideration to-morrow, and that
# the Lords be fummoned.” Ordered accordingly.

Lord Rawdon rofe, to call the attention of their Lord- Lerd
fhig€to a matter which he conceived to be of great import: Rawdon.
ance, though in noticing it, at this time, he might not be
frictly in order. What lie meant was, the prefent ftate of
the finances'of the country, which he conceived to be very
different from the ftatement that had been givén out by ad-
miniltration. He begged lcave to remind their Lordfhips of
the high language held by the noble Secretary of Sate on that
#Aubjed, when the merits of the convention with Spain were
under difzuflion and could pledge himfelf to fatisfy the Houfe
and the public when~ver the queftion came to be argued,
that the ftatement of the noble Secretary was fallacious in
the extreme, and deferved no other name than a grofs impofi-
tion upon the public. He wifhed to be perfectly underftood,
and was now ready to go into the point at iffue between the
noble Lord and him. On his own part, he confidered it as
hisduty ; and on the part of the noble Lord, he thought an
accurate inveftigation into the real ftate of our finances was a
duty which the noble Lord owed to that. Houfe, and to the
country at large. '

Lord Grenville rofe in repy.  He faid, that notwithfland- Lerd
ing what the noble Lord had faid, he had no helitation in Grenville.
repeating what he had fiated, on the occafion alluded to,
concer ning the finances of the country, which he knew to be
in the 'moﬁ profperous and flourifhing fituation glat they had
been in during any former period whatever, and was fure it
would be found {e whenever their Tord/hips might think fit
to jnveiti what he had advanced, and the grougds upon

hich he went. His Lordfhip faid he did advance this to be

he real and true fituation of the country, whatever might be
faid to the contrary. FHe muft likewile deny, in exprefs
terms, any defign in admiaiftration to impofe upcn the
co%%try, by the ftatement which the Committee had made in
1786,

7Lord Rawdon faid, he could not help obferving the fludied ILord
"caution with which the noble Secretary had evaded any direct Rawdon.
an{wer on the fubje@, which he had taken the liberty to ad- )
drefs their Lordfhips upon, both formerly and to-day, he-
caufe he had made no particular motion as yet. He now .
would meet the noble Secretary in his own way, and ftate a
diftin&, explicit, and clear propofition, in hopes that he
would be honoured with a comnplete, decifive, and full an-
fwer. The propofition was, and he would maintain the
truth of it, that, oy the expenditure, the country had been
amufed with an idea, that there was a furplus of revenuie

equa
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equal to one million yearly, which was appropriated to pay-
ing of the national Iebt. yThic, Lord Rawdon conten':lae{l,
was not the cafe; and he could prove to their Lordfhips that
there was no actual furplus, but on the contrary, that the re-
verfe of it would appear when inveftigation took place. 1n
this fitvation, he faid, no Minifter could be juftified on any
grounds, who involved the country in war, or brought un-
neceflary expence upon a nation already by far too much
overburthened. He would therefore move their Lordthips,
¢ That a Committee be appointed to examine and report the
¢ flate of the revenue and expenditure of the country, for the
¢ three years, commencing the sth of January, 1780, and"
¢ ending the 5th of J:muary, 1 ‘789.”
Lerd Lord Grenville pledged himfelf to meet that, or any other
Grenville. fpecific meafare which the noble Lord thought proper, when-
ever it was brought forward. At prefent he muft fay, that
he thought the converfation which had taken place rather
irregular; and fubmitted to their Lordfhips, and to the no-
ble Lord himfelf, whether this was not a precipitate manner
of introducing (o important a motion to the confideration of
their Lordfhips, and whether it might not have been expec-
ted that longer notice would have been given previous to the
difcuffion of it. Having ftated this, his Lordfhip faid, he
would fit down in expectation that the noble Lord would
name fome future day for his metion, rather than prefs it in
fo hafty a manner upon their Lordfhips now.
The motion was then read by the Lord Chancellor; after
which, 13
Lord Lord Rawden obferved that, in the examination and report
Rawden. which he wifhed to be made, he would wot agree to any an-
ticipatio®of revenue that might be expsQed in.f:turefram
particular caufes, asforming any part of the flatement. He
then in reply to what Lord Grenville had juft fpoken, faid,
if it was more agreeable to the noble Secretary that he thould
name another day, he had no ojetions to name Wednefday,
and moved, ¢ ‘That the farther confideration of the motion
% fhould be poftponed till Wednefday,” which was agreed

to. .
Lord Lord Porchefler rofe only to fay a few words refpeting the
Porchefier prefent ftaté of our affiirs in the Eaft-Indies. He did not
now mean, his Lord!hip faid, to make any motion on the:
fabjex; but if there was no objection to his naming Friday,
he gave notice that he meant on that day to bring forward a
motion for the produ@ion of certain papers relative to the war
mow carrying on in the [ aft-Indies,
The Houle adjourned.

. Tuefdayw 1
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Tellay, Hoyth M.

. H:»‘e Majefty’s meffage relative to the naval armament hav-
ing bein .
ordscmwille faid, he rofe to call the attention of the Lora
Hpede to a confideration of the fubje& to which the meflage Grenvilles
from the Throne referred; and fhould with the greater readi- ‘
nefs move an addrefs of thanks to His Majefty, for the im-
portant information which he had been gracioufly pleafed to
communicate to their Lordfhips in it, becaufe he conceived
that thete could be no difference of opinion upon the pro-
- priety of the motion, which he would have the honour to
» make before he fat down. It muft at all times, his Lordfhip
allowed, be a difagreeable tafk to introduce any meafure, the
confequences of which tended, in the fmalleft degree, to lay
additional burthens upon the people; and there was no man
felt that fentiment more forcibly than he did. For certainly
thofe who were chiefly concerned in the adminiftration of the
executive power, muft feel the painful tatk which their duty
impofed upon them in a degree equal to the fhare they were
obliged to take in that duty. One thing, however, was to
be confidered as rendering the tafk lefs embarraffing; and
that was, the neceffity for the meafures which occafioned
fuch burthens, and the probability that they would be fuc-
cefsful in preventing any future additions to the diftrefles of
the country.
He then begged leave to remind their Lordthips of what
had pafled in the beginning of the feflion, when the King'y
moft gracious fpeech from the throne was difcuffed by their
Lordfhips; and he trufted the fame confidence in the execu-
tive Government, which had then fo eminently marked their
proceeding, would*be followed up now by a fimilar readinefs
m‘uﬁﬁ-whatever might be expedient and poMtic for fe-
curing the wifhes of His Majefty and the people at large, by
" sftablifhing and fecuring a lafting and folid pacific fyftem over
.all Europe. To do this, the encouraging and keeping up of
continental alliances was abfolutely neceflary ; and the coun-
tenance and avowed approbation which their Lordfhipsthad
iven .to the {yftem of continental alliances that had been en-
tered into, left him no room to doubt that the fame confi-
dence would be now repofed in His Majefty’s fervants, with
which they had been honoured, in a fimilar fituation, at the
opening of this Parliament, and which nothing inconfiftent
had hitherto merited the forfeiture of. His Loidfhip then
entered into a. juftification of the principle on which this
augmentarion of our forces was to take place. He main-
tained, that policy always required that we fhould watch
with'a jealous eye the progrefs of the variaus powers of Fu-
tope;
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rope; for it was not fuffitient:that we were not immediately
engaged in hoftilities; we were to fee how the power of other
flates’increafed ; for by that increafe, ours might be affeted;
and when that fhould appear to be the cafe, it was a duty t8.
“ufe our endeavours to counteract it; and fituated as this
country now was, he believed there would be no difficuity
in feeing, that the prefent power of Ruffia was fuch, as-to
call on us to interpofe our weight to check its progrefs. His
Lordthip obfefved, that this meafure became now indifpen-
fible; for during the courfe of the laft two years, His Ma-
jetty had conitantly endeavoured to effect general tranquillity
in kurope, and ina great degree thefe endeavours had fuc-
.ceeded, but not altogether, fomething flill remained to be -
done. A great part of that great weik ftill remaining to be
sccomplithed. it was to this ead that the meafere now be-
. tore their Lordfhips was adopted ; and the queftion now was,
whetlhicr their Lorafhips had any ground to remove from the
King's fervants that contidene which they extended to them
on former occafions, and which he trufted was no! the cafe;
after having enlaiged on the neceflity of agrecing to fuch
augmentation in our forces, as the King by the advice of
his Minifters might think expedient to make, his Lordfhip
moved, ' .
¢ That an humble addrefs be prefented to His Majeity, to
return His Majefty the thanks of this Houfe for his moft gra-
cious meflage.
“ To exprefs our regret, that the endeavours which His
®Majefty has vfed, in conjun@ion with his allies, to effect a
pacification between Ruffia and the Porte, have hitherto been
unfuccefsful.
¢ To aflure His Majefty, that this Houfe will be ready
. to grant the fupplies which may be required to_make fuch_
farther addltion to his naval force, as fhall add Weight Y6 his .
reprefentations, for the purpofe of fupporting the interefts of
* thefe kingdoms, and of coatributing to the great and -
portant obje& of reftoring the tranquillity of Europe, on a
fecyre and lafting foundation.” -
¥arl Fitz- rl Fitzwilliam rofe immediately after Lord Grenville,
william He faid, he was not a little furprifed that their Lordfhips
fhould be called upon in that abrupt manner to give their
confent and approbation to fentiments fraught with confe-
quences the molt dangerous, as well as the molt important,
without having heard from the nebie Secretary of State, or
any other perfon connected with adminiftration, one fyllable
. of infcrmation, or any thing that could in the leaft explain
either the prefent flate of our continental alliances; what had
occafioned the neceflity for another armament a8 anothier
lead of expence and taxation upon the country; what we;e
* the
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the meafures that had been purfued by His Majefty’s Minife
ters, to avoid thecalamity which they had plunged the coun-
try into; or what meafure they meant to purfue to extricate
the country from the deftru@ion that feemed to he approach-
ing from the conduét that had been followed by thofe in
power. Decency, and a regard to the dignity of that Houfe,
his Lordthip thought, might have induced the noble Lord to
have given fome explanation; and he hoped ftill fomething
{ farther would be given before their Lordihips were called
" upon to give their votes, Leaving the country entirely in
the dark as to the caufes and motives of their condu&t and ac-
tions, was not the way to obtain that implicit confidence
“which feemed to be fo much the obje® and wifth of Minif-
ters.
{  His Lerdfhip, after this, took a view of the relative fitua-
“tions of the continental powers in Europe, and the advan-
tages or difadvantages that muft attend Great Britain, from
being more or lefs conneted with each; and he contended
that goin% to war upon the pretence, which rumour ftated to
be our only pretence againft the Emprefs of Ruffia, would be
unjuft, impolitic, and in every way detrimental to the in-
terefts of this country, His Lordfhip faid when he mentioned
rumour, he did not mean to argue from it; but it was impof-
fible for him, or any other noble Lord to argue upon the
cayfe of the prefent armament, when thofe who alone could
fatisfy the country upon that point, had refufed the leaft
trace of information. As to augmenting the naval force, it
might be neceflary, for any thing that the Houfe knew to
.the contrary, but few could fay that they knew from what
caufe that neceflity exifted. About two years ago an addi-
tion of ten thoufand,men had been made to the naval efta-
lifamept of the country, in times of peace, and hg, believed
hat number was perfectly fufficient for a peace eitablifhment.
Tpon the prefent application, they were not told what the
increafe was to be; for what purpofe; or could they obrain
any one piece of information that could throw any light upon
the fubje@®. A confiderable increafe of that eftablifhment,
his Lordfhip faid befides what he had mentioned, had been
kept up fince November laft ; and after all, it feems more is
required. In his opinion, if Minifters knew, or fufpeed
that any fuch augmentation of naval force would be requifite
fo foon, it would have been much better for the country had
they not difmantled the fleet, and difbanded the feamen, at
‘the time which they did; though, perhaps, the contrary
fyftem was more adapted to that myfterious fecrecy, and am-
biguous condu&, which attended all the meafures of the pre-
fent Cabinet. His Lordfhip called upon Minifters for ex-
planation ; and confidered it as aduty they owed to the coun-
+ Veoi, XXX. | try,
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try, and much morebecoming thofe who a&ed properly and
- confcientioufly, than commanding, as it were, the Houfe to
agree to their meafures, from a blind confidence, that could '
not be too much reprobated, and for which no folid reafor:
ever had, or ever conld be given, . The noble Earl, for
thefe reafons, thought proper to mové an amendment to the
addrefs, which was to leave out all the words after the firft
fentence, concluding, ¢ for his moft gracious meflage;”
and to infert in their room the following: \
¢ To exprefs our fincere concern that His Majefty’s be-_
¢¢ nevolent intentions to reftore the bleflings of peace to thofe
¢« diftant parts of Europe that are expofed to the calamities
¢ of war, have not yet produced the defired effe®. Thet.
¢ uniformed as we are of the caufes that may have interrupted
¢ the fuccefs of His Majefty amicable interpofition, buty
¢ moft anxioufly folicitous to maintain the unaflailed trand’
¢ quillity of His Majefty’s dominions, and to improve at
¢ home the ble{ﬁn'gs of peace, we can on this occafion only
¢ exprefs our dutiful and loyal affurances of fupport, when-
¢« ever the honour and interefts of His Majefty’s Crown
< fhall appear to be threatened, and teitify our reliance on
¢ His Majefty’s paternal care to preferve, uninterrupted,
¢ that fortunate fituation which this country now enjoys, of
¢ entire amity with al! the powers of Europe.”
¥ifcount  Vifcount Stormomt feconded the amendment. He did
Stuiment. not however, mean, he faid, to argue the fubjeét in this
ftage of the bufinefs, becaufe lie hoped the noble Secretary of
State would fav fomething or other fo far explanatory, s at
Jeaft to give the Houfe an opportunity of underflanding what
he had fet out with, He, for one, muit have drank deep
indeed of the river of Oblivion, and fuffered much from the
oblivious ftream,” when he acknowledged that he could not
semember any thing that had paficd in the formier debates ¢f
this feffion, that could in the fmalleft degree induce, far le
pledge, their Lordfhips to agree to another armament, with-
out knowing ‘or being informed by thofe who did know,
what caufe made that meafure neceffary.  He conceived it to
be neither improper nor unfafe for the noble Secretary of
State to mention to what period or what vote he alluded.
That fome explanation was neceflary, appeared evident, his™
Lordfhip believed, to almoft every noble Lord prefent; and
whatever information or explanation they were to get at, cer-
tainly muft come with greater weight z-om the noble Secre-
tary, or fome of his noble colleagues in office, For the pre~
fent, his Lordfhip faid, he would content himfelf with put-
ting this one fimple queftion, fand that was, whether the pre-
Jeng armament was occafioned by any fudden and immediate

. . canfe,
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caafe, or whether it was in confequence of any breach of
fubfitting alliances with the continental powers in Europe?

_After a paufe for fome minutes, and no anfwer being

iven,

& Lord " Porchefier rofe, and exprefled his indignation at the  Lord
conduét of His Majefty’s Minifters in obftinately perfifting Porchefter
in {ilence, on a fubject which called in his mind fo much for
&xplanation, fince it would plunge the country into an ex~
penfive war on account of powers whofe affaits in no fort
concerned us. His Lordfhip reprobated in warm terins, the
projeé&ts of the Miniiter, and faid, he was almoft tempted to
vifh that France had at ;efent recovered its vigour, that
fhe might have been able to have oppofed fome check to the
~aarcer of his ambition. His Lordihip cenfured the conven-
tion of the laft year; and declared, that another of the
Minifter’s proje@ts, viz. the war in India, a war merely of
conqueft; was in the higheft degree reprehen(ible, as he flat-
tered hunfelf he fhould be able to prove from the papers on
the table, when they came to be difcuficd next Friday. He
contended, that the country was incapable of fupporting the
expences of a war, that the peafants were ftarving, manu-~
fatures fhackled, and that the revenues then raifed were an
anticipation of the nerves and finews of pofterity, who were
to be plundered and deprived of their rights for the purpofe
of fupporting the fchemes and projeéts of Minifters, and of
reftoring the fortrefs of Oczakow to the Turks. To main-
tain Thefe objets of mad ambition, the Minifter, his Lord-
fhip obferved, was fhaking public credit to its foundation, by
feizing on the dividends due to the creditors of. the ftate, and
by exhaufting the trgafure of the country. So convinced
was he of the folly and impolicy of the meafure, what his
Lordfhip declared, that he would not only refift it in the firft
inftance by his vote that day, but he pledged himfelf to op-
pofe the fupplies when they fhould be moved for, in order to
carry the meafure into effe&®, and in every other fhape in
which it might hereafter come before the Houfe.

The Earl of Carliffe obje&ed to the addrefs on fimilar Earl of
grounds. As the matter flood at prefent, his Lordfhip con- Carlifle.
tended that it was impoffible for the Houfe to know whe-
ther they were then called upon to provide an armament to
affift Pruffia in any of her fchemes, or to fupport the Turks.
They could not vote the addrefs but upon confidence, and
confidence merely, and he begged to know upon what

, ground Minifers called for fuch confidence? Did they reft
their claim upon their condut laft year? By that conduék
and by the fubfequent meafures, he could not tell whether
the armament which had then taken place, had'really been
intended to a&t againft Spain, or to afift Sweden. If the
Y 12 prefent
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prefent meafure was in contemplation when the King’s fpeech
was delivered, why did Minifters difarm ? Why not ufe the
force they then had afloat? As it was, the fieet had only
ferved to pillage the public, and to make a fhow between the
Ile of Wight and Portfmouth. The Earl faid, if we were
refolved to enter into continental alliances, we fhould have
made fuch as would have been moft likely to have proved
ferviceable to us, and have confidered that Ruffia was the
natural ally of this country. We had negleéied to cultivate
the friendfhip of the Emprefs, and now we were going to
provoke her ftill farther. His Lordfhip argued very itre-
nuoufly upon the impolicy and the fruitfulnefs of a war
with Ruffia, and faid, that called"upon, as the noble Secre-
tary of State had been, he ought, out of refpeét to the
Houfe, to have given an anfwer; but it had been the plan of
the prefent Minifters to treat that Houfe with lefs refpect,
than bhad been the practice of any of their predeceflors in
office ; they came down, tuerefore, and without offering
any explanation of the meafures they propofed, they called
upon their Lordfhips to give them implicit confidence, and
vote whatever they defired. His Lordfhip reprobated this
condut ; and having called upon the noble Secretary to fay
whether the condu@ Minifters were about to purfue, was
in confequence of any obligation they had entered into hy a
fpecific article of any treaty; he concluded with declaring,
that he would fupport his noble friend’s amendment.
Lord Lord Grenville complained of the unfairnefs of taking ad-
Grenville. vantage of the conduét which a fenfe of his duty obliged
him to purfue in that Houfe, and imputing to him a difrefpe&t
for the Houfe, becaufe he did not think it incumbent on him
to anfwer a queftion put to him by an individual Member.
No mar entertained a more _profound refpe for the Houfe
than he did ; but his Lordfhip faid, he hoped he fhould not
fo far forget his duty, in the fituation in which he ftood, as
to anfwer any queftions that might be put to him, the reply
to which might be productive of confequences prejudicial to
the pnblic intereft. His Lordfhip faid, he did not think
himfelf called upon, by any thing that had been faid, to
explain, further than he had done in prefacing the motion
for the addrefs, which he had the honour to make ; and as te
any other topic that had been introduced in the dehate, this
was not the time for difcuflion. When any fpecific motion
was before the Houfe, relative to continental alliances, or
any other bufinefs that the adminiftration was concerned in,
His Majefty’s Minifters would always be ready to meet it.
The duty he owed to his Sovereign, and to his country, at
prefent prevented him from going more at length into the
Caufes and immediate flate of the differences that mﬁ:d 3
3 ug -
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but in anfwer to a queftion put:z one noble Lord, he would
fay, that the war was a war of expediency, and not occa-
fioned by any treaty that this Court had entered into with
Pruflia, nor any treaty of alliance with any power what-
ever ;. but he would repeat it, that from the prefent exifting
circumftances, the war was judged expedient.

Vifcount Stormont rofe te claim the indulgence of the vifioumt
Houfe, while he went more fully into the fubje&. Till now Storment.
his Lordflip faid, he had avoided goini/‘into debate, becaufe ’
really there was nothing to debate; Minifters having flu-
dioufly avoided giving any thing that had the moft diftant
appearance of explanatien on the great and important bufi-
nefs to which they called their Lordfhips’ attention.

The noble Secretary of State had not yet faid a great
deal, his Lordfbip obferved, but he was happy that he had
gone fo far, though ftill much in the way of explanation
was wanting, before their Lordfhips could make up their
minds upon the fyftem which Minifters had adopted. Before,
however, he entered into any debate, he would beg leave te
fay a few words upon confidepce. But from his opinions
now, and the fituations which he had formerly been in, he
approved of a proper confidence being given ; and he trufted
it always would be given to thofe who were entrufted with
the executive government, to fhew, as far as their {yftems
could be fafely explained, that their condu& merited the
confidence which they required. How far this was the cafe

pw, the noble Vifcount faid, their Lordfhips were the beft
Judges; but he could not help thinking it an indignity te
that Houfe to fee Minifters come down with fuch dan«
gerous propofitions as they had been accuftomed to of late,
without either offering of their own accord, or giving,
when particularly called upon fo to do, one gword that
could explain the fyftems they were following, or intitle
them to approbation in any other way, than from that blind
and deftrutive confidence, which of all other circumftances
was the moft likely to bring ruin even upon the beft efta-
blifhed and happieft conftitution that any country could
poflibly enjoy.

His Lordihip then complimented his noble friends who
had, by their arguments, drawn from the noble Secretary
the only matter of confequence which they bad heard from
Minifters on the fubje®; and that was, that the war into
which this unhappy country was plunged, had been brought
on merely becaufe Minifters, in their fuperior wifdora had
thought it ex})edient; at the fame time this expediency, he'ob
ferved, was of fuch a nature as not to be vifible to any human
knowl’edge but theirs, and was to be kept fo fecret and upex-
plained to every body elfe, that their Lordfhips muft ap-

: : prove
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prove of it by agreeing to the noble Secretary’s addrefs,
merely from. their confidcnee in Minifters, without any other
ground or poflibility to found their knowledge of this expe-
dicney.

A?far as he could learn, the nob'e Vifcount faid, there
was a {yl{tem of continental alliances perfectly new, adopted
by adminiftration; fuch as, he believed, no former Cabinet
had ever thought of. This, if it were an improvement,
might procced trom better information and judgement than
former Cabinets had poffefled ; but being of {o concealed a
nmaure, it was iinpoflible for men to whom 1t had not been
better explained, than to him, cither to defcribe it, or argue
upon it. Neither would he debate upon what public report
ftated to be the grounds of a quarrel, which had terminated
in war. He fhould be forry if there was any foundation for
that report ; but he doubted much, when the truth came to
be known, tkough then it might be too late, that the expe-
diency, which appeared to the noble Secretary, would not
appear to the Houfe, or to the nation. He, on the con-
trary, had reafon to think that it was provoked by the
haughty and imperious terms which Miuifters had demanded
at the Court of Peterfburgh; and which their vanity had
led them to demand, in a muanner no lefs arrogant than im-
probable to be liftened to ; and which had involved them in
their prefent predicament, they having gone too far either to
fucceed in their wild and extravagant propofals, or to retreat
without contempt from others, and mortification to them®*-
felves.

He did not pretend, his Lordfhip faid, to know exaltly
what thefe terms were. It had been currently reported that
we had demanded thit Ruffia fhould give back all that fhe
had obtaineduby a fuccefsful war, a propofal that was too ri-
diculous to meet with the leaft attention from the Emprefs,
or from any power, in the fame fituation that Ruffia ftands
now, With regard to the claim of Ruffia, it was known to
every barber and newfpaper reader in the country, and a-
mounted merely to this, the Emprefs wifhed to have the
poffeflion of Oczakew, to prevent the Turks from entering
the Crimea, which they could do in an hour’s time, were they
in poffeflion of both Oczakow and Cherfon. Now this
claim was made for the exprefs and avowed purpofe of efta-
blithing and fecuring peace and tranquillity to thofe coun-
tries, and was certainly, in the eyes of every reafonable
man, » fair apd moderate claim. But what can be faid of
our fyftem, (who pretend to have the fame tranquil and
pacific objet in view), when we demand that the Emprefs
fhall give up Oczakow, and that upon the bare pretence of
ber becoming too powerful as a maritime power, which is ab-

furd g,
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furd ; becaufe, while fhe remains in pofleflion of Sebaftiano-
ple, the can derive every maritime purpofe, as well as if {he
had both ; but, as he had already mentioned, would be fub-
je& to fudden invafions of the Turks into the Crimea,
which it was our particular. intereft and policy, as well as
hers, to prevent, if it was wifhed to put an end to a war.

His Lordfhip faid, he was afraid the terms demanded by
Minifters had been fo hoftile and offenfive in their nature,
as to occafion at leaft an angry reply, which had been taken
in fo haughty a ftyle, as to bring on immediate war and all
its calamities ; confcquences equally deftru@ive, whether
brought on l;y the ambition, or by the blundering of
His Majefty’s fervants ; and if it was to be confidered in any
point of view as a war of conqueft, he was fure the policy
of fuch a war would not be acknowledged by any defcription
of perfons whatever. As they had been told fo far that the
war refted folely on expediency, he thought this was the
proper time for their Lordfhips to paufe, and endeavour to
prevent its going any farther,

In defcribing the Emprefs, the noble Vifcount faid, (he
rcfembled ozr Queen Elizabeth ; not that the refemblance
went upon all fours, but, like that Queen, fhe was a Princefs
of a great mind, and found underftanding; of an eunter-

rifing fpirit, and capable of performing grcat attions.
l:'l'hough, he faid, perhaps not in the moit powerful fituation
that ever fhe had been in, yet was fhe not to be looked upoa
2xith inditference, or treated with contempt; and here he
ifffroduced to their Lordfhips’ notice a letter of Lewis XIV.
to Charles II. written by Monf. Lion, which had the follow-
ing ftriking paffage, generally known to be ditated, though
not written, by that monarch: ¢ Yhat the King of En-
¢¢ gland might know his diftrefles and the weakfeis of his
‘¢ power, but he did not kwow what the ftrength of his
¢¢ {pirit or the elevation of his mind were.”

After his Lordfhip had fpoken for a confiderable time, he
concluded with a folemn invocation ta their Lordfhips to
paufe at this ftage of the bufinefs, and think ferioufly on the

prefent fituation of this country, and the comparative fi- .

tuation of the continental powers, before they gave any vote
on the queftion before them. He particularly called their
Lordfhips’ attention to the ftate of the affairs in France at
this moment, and would afk what period in hiftory ever was
fo favourable for Britith Minifters to negotiate as this was?
The only continental power that we ever had teo dread, or
be jealous of for political intrigue, for which the French Court
was always remarkable, being now tatally incapacitated from
giving us the leaft caufe for uneafinefs. And here he could
not help thinking it an extraordinary circumftance, and
- worthy
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worthy of their Lordfhips’ notice, that if Franee had been in
her wonted fplendour and energy, there could be but little
doubt in their Lordfhips’ minds but that government would,
at the prefent moment, have followed the precife fame mea-
fure which the Britith Minifter bad now taken. Having
ftated this very forcibly, and gone through a variety of
other interefting arguments, his Lordfhip declared, that he
would join with his noble friends in combating and oppofing
every ftage of this bufine(s, whether relative to the war
itfelf, or to the burthens which might fall upon the country
in confequence of it; and he concluded with avowing, that
if he, at this moment, had filled a place in His Majefty’s
Councils, he would have held the fame opinions, and exe
prefled them in the fame words,
" The Duke of Richmond rofe ta declare his fentiments
conftitutionally, as a Member of;Parliament, and not inan
other capacity. His Grace then faid, his idea of the fort of
confidence ed by Minifters was no moie than was ex-
preffed, viz. for an augmeptation of the naval force of the
country in order to give weight to negotiation; and that in
agreeing to that, neither he nor any other noble Lord pledged
himfelf to fupport any fubfequent meafure whatever in the
fmalleft degree, This was, his Grace faid, {tri&tly a parlia-
mentary view of the queftion. With regard to what had
been faid againft it, he declared he knew not what anfwer to
give te mere fuppofitions and cafes hypothetically put. Much
of what had been faid ftruck him as rather extraordinasy;
for initance, among other things, that the armament pre-
ared laft year againft Spain, had originally been intended
?or the aid of Sweden. His Grace obierved, that the affer-
tion of a_noble Vifcount, of every barber being acquainted
with the%erms on which Ruffia would make peace, was ra-
ther unfortunate for his Lord(hip, as the barber would be in
pofleflion of much better information than the noble Vil-
count, his ftatement being completely erroneous of the
Emprefs being inclined to make peace by relinquifhing all
the advantages fhe had gained, excepting Akerman and
Oczakow. His Grace next adveried to an obfervation
made by a noble Lord, which was, why, if Minifters knew
or expeted that this armament would be neceffary fo foon,
did they difband the failors? The anfwer he would give,
was, that when the fleet were difmantled, and feamen dif-
banded laft autumn, it was at a time that they could not
have been of any poffible ufe to the country, and would
only, by keeping them in pay during the winter, have cre~
ated an additional expence, and this he confidered a fuffi-
cient reafon for what had been done. His Grace then en
tered curforily into many of the arguments of the I':Ob(l}:“
or



Lords who fpoke before hini, sh réplied to:them’it fome
length, particularly noticing Lord Poichefter’s with re-
fpefting France; and concluded with referring to what he
bad fat out with; viz. his declaration, that in voting for
the addrefs, he pledged himfelf for no one meafure to be
propofed in confequence.

Lord Porchefter rofe to explain, and re-worded what he
had faid, refpe@ing France being able to check the career of

.. the Minifter’s projeQs.

Lord Loughborough rofe next, and began with faying, Lord
that to the propofition of the noble Duke he gave his cordial Lough-
affent. He fhould be ready, he faid, to yield all oppofi- borough.
tion to the motion for the addrefs, if the true parliamentary
and conflitutional ground taken by the noble Duke were
adopted by the Houfe; that they were not to be confidered
as pledged, in the moft diftant degree, by the addrefs of
thanks to His Majefty, for any meafure that fhould be taken
by Minifters in the negotiation with Ruffa, to give firength
and eficacy to which His Majefly th ught it wife to make
an addition to the naval ftrength of the kingdom. His
Lordfhip obferved, that it was conftitutional and parlia-
mentary language, and he adopted it implicitly. Undoubt-
edly they ought not to be pledged by a vote of thanks for
His Majefty’s gracious meflage, to any thing but a declara-
tion of their readinefs to give fliength to his negotiation.
They ought not to be pledged to countenance the exertion of
that force haftily, nor to be comniitted on any one meafure

ich His Majefty’s Minifiers might take in confequence of
this addrefs. But while lie heard the noble Duke thus de-
clare, in true conftitutional language, what would take off
much of his objeflion to the motion, he could not forget the

. arguments ufed by the noble Secretary of State, who made
it. The noble Lord, in propofing the addrefs of thanks,
faid, that the meafure of His Majefty’s interference in the
war between Ruffia and the Porte, and the purport of the
meflage now delivered to the Houfe, was clearly pointed out
in His Majefty’s moft gracious fpeech from the throne, on
the opening of the feflion ; and that the Houfe had counte-
nanced the meafure by their addrefs of thanks for that
ipecch, and by their refolution for the number of feamen to
be employed for the fervice of the year, as the number it
feems was greater than the regular peace eftablifhment. The
noble Lord thus changed the ground from that taken by the
noble Duke; for he thus flated that their Lordfhips were
prepared for what had happened, and that they were com-
mitted by what they had done. He begged }:ave to deny,
that in the fpeech of His Majefty on the opening of the
feflion, there was any reference that could juftify the goncla-
Vor. XXX, K fions



fions-drawn by .the noble Secretary. The fpeech alluded to
the feparate peace that, had been made hetween Sweden and
Ruffia. Certainly the noble Lord did not mean to fay, that
that peace had been brought about by the meaiation of His
Majefty, It mentioned indeced that His Majefty’s endea-
vours had been fuccefsful in reftoring peace between the
Emperor and the Porte. But there was no intimation given
thar His Majefty had refolved, by an armed mediation, to
reflore general peace to Furo..¢, much lefs did the addrets of
thanks countenance any fuch admiffion. That the marine
force was greater than the regular peace eftablithment, was
accounted for naturally by Minifters. An abrupt termina-
tion of the difpute with Spain, prevented them on the fud-
den from difarming the fhips. The fquadron of Admiral

ornifh was at a diftance, and therefore, for a time at lealt,
it was ftated that the maritime force muft neceflfarily be
larger. But fo far were Minifters from infpiring the nation
with an idea that we might ftill have occifion for force, or
that the Britith Court was to be involved in the politics of
the north, thear language, théir actions, were calculated to
give the contrary conviction.

Now, however, his Lordfhip faid, the words of the
King’s fpeech, on the opening of the feffion, and the addrefs,
were ftated as grounds of information and pledge. Ought
not their Lordfhips, from this fa&, to be guarded in what
they now did? Ior fomething more than what the noble
Duke required, was required by others; and without a
fylable ot information, without having orle word commu-
nicated to them of the neceffity, the expediency, or tie
wifdom of the meafure, they were to be pledged to a preli-
minary a& that led to a pofitive aggreflion againft Ruffia,
Before noble Lords went this length, furely it would be pru-
dent in them to deliberate. It would be wife to reflect be-
fore they tid an a& fo calculated to involve their country in
the calamities of war, to afk thenfclves by what provocation,
from what neceflity, or for what end they were thus to en-
gage in a war at the moft remote part of Europe, againft
that power of Europe, who had ever bcen called the natural
ally of England.

{lis Lordfhip proceeded to obferve, that it was a matter of
moft ferious confideration to every noble Lord, by what fa-
tality it was, that vear after year, we were thus to be in-
volved in difputes with every power, in eviry quarter of the
world. Were they thus to travel on in this courfe of blind
and irrational confidence, viclding an implicit obedience to
every fcheme of Minifters, what muft be the refult to the
kingdom? He did not hefitate to fay, that this meafure,
unexplained as it was, amqunted direitly to an aggreffion
- ° : againit
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againft Ruffia; for His Majefty, it feems, had fent a mandate
to the Court of Peterfburgh, to which the Emprefs had not
thought proper to yield. He was now to enforce that man-
date by arms, If fKe perfifted in refufing his mediation, the
kingdom was either to retreat, or to follow up their ime
perious menace by war.

The noble and learned Lord, here exhibited a piclure of
this horrid fpirit of infolence and ambition, which had
fpr:ﬁg up in His Majefty’s Councils, and hurried them to
excefles in every quarter of the world, that muft terminate
in the ruin of the Empire. L.ike a beaft of prey, his Lord-
fhip faid, we fecured every quarter of the globe for vi&tims.
He would not fay, that his indignation was roufed ; he was

-me to a time of life not favourable 10 an emotion fo high;
but it was with aftonifhment and horror that he faw the
fyftem of the King’s Minifters taking a gencral fweep of all
nations and kingdoms; meddling, irritating, and infulting
in one place; in another, dire€tly and avowedly rearing up
the power of the Empire, to crufh and exterminate. Thus,
in the prefent inflance, we were to be involved with Ruflia,
for. no caufe which Minifters could affign, and with no bene-
ficial tendency that they had explained. And he hazard-
ed an unqualified declaratien, his Lordfhip faid, that we

us provohed the Emprefs unjuftly, and without caufe, to
war; ond were the guilty aggreflors. In like manner, but
with ftill more unpardonable guilt, his Lordfhip faid, (and
he pledged himfelf that it fhould be proved incontrovertibly
to their Lordfhips), that in India we had not only made a
dire@® aggreflion, btit had entered into a treaty with the
Mahrattas and the Nizam, to exterminate TippSo Sultan,
and to make a partition of his country. This partition,
his Lordfhip faid, was a dire&® avowed article of the treaty ;
and he would pledge himfelf to prove that this projeét,
which had ambition alone for its bafis, was di€ated from
England. Could we expe&, afked his Lordihip, to he fufe
fered by enlightened Europe to proceed in this courfe? On
turning our eyes to the melancholy condition of our own re-
fources, could we fancy it poflible that the people could en-
dure the burdens to be heaped upon them? Let their
Lordfhips, fuid the noblc and lcarned Lord, look back to the
low, elecemofynary, and yet moft opprefive meafures of
finance, to which, for the laft proje€ of his ambition, the
Minifter had had recourfe; an attack on the poor but
wholefome beverage of the yeomanry; of that large and
valuable defcription of perfons, who, without difparagement
to the manufafturers, were of more confequence to the
country than any other part of the community. The tax
lately impofsd upon them, his Lordfhip faid, amounted to a
K2 eomplete
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complete tenth of their annual beverage; and thus their
vigour was to be deftroyed, their comforts withdrawn ; and,
though it was {6 much the true policy of the flate to preferve
the health of this valuable order of the people, they were to
be deprived, for fix weeks in the year, by the operation of
this tax, of adrop of beer to invigorate, or to fweeten their
toil. Could their Lordfhips flatter themfelves that this
could continue; or that a {yftem- of general outrage, of
mad ambition, of conqueft, and of depredation, could be
maintained by fuch refouices?

His Lordfhip faid, he did not wifh to enter into any detail
or eulogium on the mcafures of the National Afl-mbly of
France; but furely their magnanimous, and truly political
declaration, that they would for ever avoid wars on {pecula-
tive and theoretical points, ought to have fuggefted to us a
wife and more elevated .yflein than that which we had
Jately purfuzd. The revolution i France prefented to us
the means of reducing our eftablifhments, of eafing the
people, and of fecuring to them, for a length of years, the
bleflings of peace. But inftead of this, without provocation,
we ranfacked the moft obfcure corners for enemics. We de-
parted even from the old fyftem of conneions, which ex-
perience had pointed out as the moft congenial to England,
and a new balance was to be given to Europe. Lord
Loughborough concluded with faying, that if the nglis.
Secretary had ftated to their Lordfhips that a treaty had
been entered into between His Mhajefty and the King of
Pruffia, or that engagements had been contralled, which,
whether wife or thecontrary, uow forced the nation to exercife
its arms, the queftion would have been materially different,
and their Lordfhips might perhaps have been willing to adopt
what they had had no ﬁmre in adviing; but the noble Secre-
tary had explicitly declared, that His Majefty was bound by
no treaties, and by no engagements whatever; and that the
meafure now propofed, was to be adopted from no other mo-
tive than that of expediency. Tieir Lordfhips, he obferved,
were thus left completely to the exercife of their own under-
ftanding, and being difentangled and free, it became them to
deliberate before they plunged their country, enfeebled and
exhaufted as it was, into the horrors and expence of a war;
and to countenance which, not one fyllable had been faid ta
illuftrate the expediency it was placed on.

L&.Chan- The Lord Chanc:llor left the woolfack, and after premifing
sellor.  that he would take up but little of their Lordfhips time, ob-
ferved that he could not avoid remarking on the very extra-
ordinary language which had been held by noble Lords, as te
the refpe@t and decorum of that Houfe. It was thought,
befaid, that if an individual Lord afked a queﬂi.on, the ob-

vious
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vious anfwer to which might violate the fan&tity of His Ma-
jefty’s Council, a juft unwillingnefs to anfwer fuch queftion
was conftrued into difrefpe@ to the body. His Lordfhip con-
fefled, he could not perceive the propriety of this remark.
+ Noble, Lords, afking queftions, merely for the fake of ar-
, gument, ought not to attribute the filence of Minifters to dif-
refpe& either to themfelves individually, or to the Houfe
colletively; fince Minifters could alone be the proper judges
of what it was (afe to difclofe. Before it could be fairly faid,
that their filence was difrefpefiful, it fhould firft be fhewn
that the queftion, which they declined to an{wer, wasadopted
by the Houfe.

The meflage, his Lordfhip faid, was a clear, diftin& propo-
fition, which required no other matter, and no other infor-
mation, to enable their Lordfhips to do all that was required
of them by the motion. His Majefty fignified to the Houfe
that his mediation for peace had failed, and, that he thought
it advifeable, to give ftrength to his negotiation, to make an
addition to the naval force of the kingdom. This meafure,
in its very nature, called for confidence, fince in arming, the
Houfe invefted the Minifters with power, for the exercife of
which they were refponfible. The queftion was fimply then
a matter of confidence. Some noble Lords might be indif-
pofed to truft Minifters; others might have full confidence

mr-; and they would feverally a&t upon the difpofitions
which they felt. -But for his part he agreed perfectly with
what had fallen from the noble Duke, that no noble Lord
was pledged to theapprobation and fupport of any one meafure,
which Minifters might take, in purfuance of the confidence
thus placed in them. )

But, perhaps, his Lordfhip faid, it might be right to take
into their view the ohje@ of this armament. The treaty
with Pruflia was purely defenfive; but yet in his humble con-
ception, and on fubjeéls of ftate, he begged to be underftood
that he fpoke with deference to ftatefmen ; a liberal and broad
conftru@ion was to be made of treaties, even of a defenfive
nature. [t was their duty to enter into the views, and to
take part in the interefts of their ally, without a rigid ad-
herence to the mere letter of the contra@. Ior inftance, if
it fhould be clearly feen that the Ruffians, by their conquefts,
were furrounding the whole of Poland, and acquiring by
that meansan afcendancy in the republic, injurious to Pruffia;
nay, that fhe was ftretching herfelf out fo as to trench upon
the Emperor; he thought, that it ought to be the condué of
a good ally, to enter into the views of Pruffia, and ftop a
career that {o materially threatened her interefts. For in his
opinion, his Lordfhip faid and with becoming fubmifion to
the {uperior knowledge of the noble Vifcount as a ﬁatefmag,

. the
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the intrigues of France had never aflumed a bold, a manly,
nor a political afpe@. They were, in his mind, a tiflue of
political fopperies, as diftant from true wifdom, asfrom mo-
rality and honour. In nothing was this more manifeft, than
in the ufe which fhe had made of Turkey. She had de-
graded the Ortoman Porte into a mere inftrument, which fhe
had employed in moit difreputable proje&ts, always dif-
creditable to hetfelf, and always injurious to the Turks.
The Chancellor concluded with faying, thathe was by no
means of opinion, that the T'urks were not capable of heing
made highly fervi-cable to Fingland; and he could not yield
to the com:non opinion, that Ruffia was the natural ally of
England. 1f fhe were the natural ally, fhe had a&ted in a very
upnatural manner.

Vi‘count Stormont faid, in explanation, that he certainly
never would defire any Minifter to violate the confidential
fecrets of office; but when Minifters came forward, and
called on Parhament to involve the country in war with an
old friend, (he muft not, he found, ufe the proper phrafe of
natural ally) upon a pretext of expedicncy, it furely was not
too much to defire refpe€itfully that they would explain the
expediency to the Houfe. The noble and learned Lord had
given fuch a latitude to a treaty purely defenfive, as he ac-
knowledzed himfelf to be utterly unacquainted with before,
We were, faid the Vifcount, according to the noble and letf®,
ed Lord, to euter into all the projects of our ally, and ta
abet hic views; fo that whether he was the aggreffor or the
injured party, whether he was the aflailant or the fufferer,
we were to be bound by a treaty purely defenfive, to make a
common aufe with him, and fo at this moment we might
a&ually at war; for if the rumour were true, that his troops
had begun their march, we had it not in our power to retreat
from our engagement. The noble and learned Lord, faid
the Vifcount, confiders the diplomatic talents of France as
unworthy of praife. For my part, continued his Lordfhip,
I neither covet tobe a Member of the Cabinet, nor of the
affembly of France; but if I were, 1 fhould not blufh to
fubmit their negotiations at foreign Courts to the teft of
comparifon with thofe of Englnn«f; particularly with thofe,
which have, of late, been entered into by the latter.

The Marquis of Lan/downe began with faying, thatit was
a maxim in war, which had been obferved by all great Ge-
nerals, that the fame firatagems ought not to be too fre-
quently repeated, left they fhould become too common, and
lofe theireffe®. This maxim in the prefent circumiftances,
the Marquis faid, was, perhaps, worthy the attention of the
Miniftry. It might happen, that a meflage might be fent
from His Majefly, requiring the approbation and fupport of
4 certain
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certain meafures. Tt migﬁt% likewife, that the Mi-
fters, from pretended motives of expediency and convenience,
might decline giving any account of the nature and tendency
of thefe mecafures; but might pledge themfelves for their
public neceflity and ufcfulnefs, and hold.themfelves out as
bound to be accountable with their heatls for the refult. On
the faith of fuci. aiturances, a vote ot credit might be given ;
the feffion of Pailiament might be nearly at an «nd, and hof-
tilities might be threatened to be commenced. A peace after-
wards might be patched up, and the people, too happy to
have puichafed itat any rate, might forbear all futureinquir
relative to the circumzances which had attended the difturb-
ance, or the conduét which had been purfurd in effe€ting the
pacification. But though this ‘might be the cafe, when we
had to contend with a nation, alarmed for the fafety of its
Acapulco vefleis, and wiofe fupport was derived from the
mines of Mexico and Peru, yet we were not to hope that
fuch meafures would always lead to an iffue equally pacific.
T he prefent minifiry, he remarked, had appeared to have
changed their {fyflem; a change which was fo much more the
deplorable, as of the various fyflems which had to-night been
brought forward, there was none which they feemed decifively
to have adopted.,

The Marquis (aid, he was far from wifhing to infinuate
that the Minifters were defirous of war, or could have any
inclination to engage the nation in hodt.lities: on the con-
trary he rather thought, from the prefent fituation of affairs,
;ba,ﬁg\e_wi*niﬁers, would be averfe to war. and anxious to
avBid all meafures which might lead to hoftilities.  This
conclufion he was inclined to adopt, irom the increafing and
almoft intollerable lcad of public burdens, and the puverty
which had lately appeared of refources. ‘I'axes had been
japofed, the moft oppreflive on the induftrious pogg, which

1ad not only pinched their narrow circumflances, but even
impaired their means of fubfiftence, and had left them in the
country to fuftuin all the hardthips of poverty and fa-
mine.

‘1 he poverty of refources, the noble Marquis continued,
was another proof of the reduccd itawe of the nation, and its
incapacity to fuftain the expences of a war; and confequently
might be fuppofed to be a reafon, why Muniflers would not
chufe to hazard a mealure, for which they were foill pre-
pared. He did not ‘mean, he {aid, to detrad any thing
from the mcrits of thofe, whofe duty it was to point out re-
fources, he was inclined to give them the credit of the
highefl abilities ; hut this would only fhew what poor fhifts
had become neceffury, from the exhaufled ftate of the na-
tional refources, Even if the income of the country was, as

the
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the Mitfilles ‘withed to & hilictod; equal to its expenditisre,”
the flow pr s which ' hed beet’ made in paying off the un-

funded debt, and other circumftances, fhewed that the reve-

nue was by no means in a flourithing ftate; and in the event

of a war, the Marquis faid he was firmly perfuaded that muft

happen to this country, which would have happened to

France, if it had not been poflfefled of the Church Lands,

the Roval domains, and the exemptions of the nobility.

Thefe had amounted to about two hundred millions, a {fum

which enabled them to difcharge their debt.

But in cafe, he faid, of a fimilar convulfion, this coun-
try was not poflefled of equal refources. With regard to the
property of the church, every part of it was, in his opimion,
neceffary to the maintenance of the clergy, if it were pro-
perly divided. The Royal domains were nothing; and the
exemptions of the nobility we did not poflefs; fo that, in
cafe of the event which he had flated, the inevitable refult
muft be a national bankruptcy. At prefent the Bank of
Amfterdam, to which we trufted for fupport, had received a
fatal blow in its credit; their Eaft-India Company was bank-
ropt, and the bills of their Weft-India Company were fel-
Jing at a difcount of about a third.

ft fhould be confidered, the Marquis faid, to what degree of
confidence Minifters were entitled, who had fo recently, in
a former inftance, betrayed the confidence repofed in them,
and who, if they fhiould again receive it, might be fuppofed,
on the prefent occafion, to employ it wildly and wantonly.
Ruffia was by no means fuch an antagonift as Sp-iw. in
people, inflead of being indolent and weak, were active and
hardy; inftead of gold and filver, they were poffeffed of iron.
‘The late King of Pruffia, the greateft hero and politician of
the age, whofe authority was very high in every queftion of
war, ftates, that nothing could be more unprofitable thin .
an enmity with Ruffia; and that there was no country,
whofe enmity could be more hurtful, or from which an an-
tagonift could receive lefs advantage. It could not be at-
tacked in its capital, whilft there was no country more ca-
pable of annoyance and defence. Should a war take place,
it would be expefled that we fhould accompany the King of
Pruffia with a fleet to Peterfburgh. And in that cafe, it
wou'd be neceffary to procure gallies, as our great thips
could be of no fervice. Thefe we muft purchafe from the
King of Sweden, who having experienced our neutrality,
and being fenfihle of his own value from his immediate conti-

uity to Ruffia, would take care to encharce the price of
is favours. And ag we had paid to the Kirg of Pruflia a
fubfidy of 8co,000l. for his alliance, perhaps it would be ne-
eeflary to pay a larger fum to the King of Sweden; who,
© conicious
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confcious of the advantage which he derived from the pre-
fent fituation of affairs, would expe&t to receive a fum fuita-
ble to his own fill greater importance.

When we were once engaged in a war, the Marquis faid,
the comfideration of expence no longer became an objeét.
No facrifice was to be made to a trifling faving; nor ceuld
‘he lengths to which we might go be afcertained, as they
:ould only be regulated by our fuccefs. It would furely be
confidered as very bad policy to protraét a war for the fake of
conduéting it upon an eeconomical plan. It was this idea
which the %ate Lord Chatham had pointedly ridiculed, when
he talked of Mr. Legge’s wars at the rate of five millions a
year. Much had been faid of the late Lord Chatham; and
it might here be properly remarhed that he conftantly repro-
bated all connexion between this country and Turkey. The
reafon which he affigned was, that Turkey was an Afiatic
ftate, and to form treaties with it, and enter into its views,
would be a fou:ce of endlefs confufion. In any war which
we fhould have occafion to carry on with Ruflia, we fhould
find ourfclves deprived of all thofe advantages which we
were apt to appropriate from our fituation, and boaft of as
peculiarly our own. The Ruflians were qualified to match
us at fea. By lending them our officers, we had enabled
them to contend with ourfelves. ‘1he Rufhan failors, it s
true, were rude and ignorant, but they ftood fire like pillars
of ftone or flocks of wood. Nothing could be conceived
fporedrendful than 2 Ruflian engagement at fea, Perfonal
courage was of no avail. The chara@ers of our feamen
could not ftand us in any flead; theie wasonly battery op-
pofed to battery. Another circomftance from which we
fhould encounter the Ruflians with confiderable difadvantage,
was, that we fhould have to contend with theg on their
own feas, There were none of our Admiials who were ac-
quainted with the Baltic, except one, who, it was prebable,
would not be employed. In the Black Sca we had equally to
overcome the difficulties of inexperience in oppofing thofe
who were completely verfed in its navigation. lt was a cu-
rious do&@rine that had been advanced, that we were bound
not only to fupport our allies, but likewife thofe who might
be conneéled with them. On this principle we weie hound
to protect the Fmperor of Germany, who furely was fuf-
ficiently qualified to take care of himfelf; and alfo the king-
dom of Poland. This, perhaps, wasiathera new inference,
and it demanded fome confideration, whcther it could be
adopted with prudence in its confequences.

The l°larquis concluded a long fpeech, with dhferving that
it would certainly be ftrange, if, with the example of I'rance
before them, and the inftances of confidence which were

Vor. XXX. L then
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“ theh repof«f ih the "‘fubje&s, the pgqule here fhould be Ted to

vote the approbation and fupport of meafures, of whofe cir-
¢mmiftances and tendency théy were ignorant. The French
had-firft fet the example of a liberal and enlightened policy;
the influence of which, it was to be hoped, would not be
Joft on this country, and would extend to the othet nations
of Europe. They had-difclaimed all views of ambition and
defire of conqueft, and referved themfelves no pretext to en-
gagein war, except from the motive of fclf-defence. Heby
no means withed, he faid, to importinto this country allthe
principles of the French revolution. ‘The French had con-
fidered their conftitution as an old Houfe, which it was ne-
ceflary to rebuild. Our conftitution was likewife an old
‘Houfe; but it contained excellent apartments, and required
only to be repaired, and fecurcd from the inclemency of the
feafons.

The Duke of Leeds faid, he fhould hold himfelf unpardon-
able, ftandi: g in the fituation of one of His Majefty’sadvifers,
if he were to content himfelf with giving a filent vote. The
noble Marquis, his Grace objerved, had began his fpeech

"with & military allufion, and had talked of the ftratagemns of
Minifters. e wifhed that the noble Marquis would have
pointed out what particular condu& of His Majefty’s fer-
vants it was, on which he had grounded that imputation.
A great deal had been faid upon the neceffity of Minifters
ftating fome of the leading circumftances which had occa-
fioned His Majefty’s meflage; he fhould however, moft gar-
neftly requeft that noble Lords would forbeai urging any
queftions on that head, fince His  Majefty’s fervants could
not afford the fatisfation required, without a dire& breach
of their duty, tending to produce very mifchievous confe-

quences, They defired to be left to anfwer for their condu@®, ..
and he fo- one, was ready to incur the imputation of obfti=
nate filence and every refle€tion of that fort, rather than
prove himfelf criminal and guilty, ‘by departing from that
line of condu@, which was properly the province of the ex-
ecutive Government. The Duke complimented Lord Lanf-
down on the eflential good he had done h.s coun:ry in the
ears 1782, 1783, and particularly in the eace which he
had made; at which time, his Gr:ce fiid, he was morein the
habits of connefion with the noble Marquis than he had
fincebeen. His Grace alfo took notice of what had fallen
from Lord Carlifle relative to the armament of laft year, and
faid, he could not help being furprized at the obfervation of
the noble Earl, that the armament had been defigned for the
North, when, exclufive of its obvious and avowed ohje&, if
he had refle€ted on the time of the year, the noble Earl would
have recolle@ed, that in the nature of things, what he had
. fuggefted,
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fuggefted, was highly improbabis. The Duke concluded

with repeating his exhortation to their Lordfhips not’to prefs

farther obfervations refpecting the graunds of the meffage.

The Earl of Carlifle rofe again, and faid a few words in
explanation of that part of his fpeech to which the Duke of
Leeds had alluded. :

The Marquis of Zown/end, in a fhort fpeech, fupported the Marquis
arguments againft the addrefs. His Lerdfhip began with de- of Town-
claring, that he could not in his opinion vote for the addrefs, fend.
without at the fume time pledging himfelf to fupport the mea-
fures that might be propofed in confequence. His Lord-
fhip alfo confirmed what Lord Lanfdown and Lord Lovgh-
borough had faid, relative to the diftreffes of the poor. He
reafoned likewife about the terms of the treaty with Prufha,
and feveral other topics; but his Lordfhip fpoke in fo low a
tone, as not to be heard diftinétly at any confiderable dif-
tance. ’

Contents (with Proxies) 97; Not Contents, Ditto, 34.

‘I he Houfe adjourned. '

Fedne[day, 30th March.

Earl Fitzwilliam rofe in his place, and faid, that as the Earl Fitz «
treaty between Great Britain and Pruffia had been for a con- william.
fiderable time on the table, but never yet difcufled, he would
move ‘¢ that the faid treaty be taken into confideration next
« Fridayand the Lords fummoned.”

EBord Grenville acknowledged that he was not fufficiently Lord

verfed in the forms and orders of the Houfe, to know whe- Grenrille.
ther he could regularly oppofe the motion in that eatly ftage ;
.but as no ground whatever had been laid by the noble Earl
for his motion, he took the earlieft opportunity of giging no-
tice that he would oppofe it, as foon as the forms of the Houfe
would allow. .

Lord Stormont faid, it was evident the noble Secretary of Lord
State was unacquainted with the forms of the Houfe, fince as Stormont.
the treaty with Pruffia was on the table, it was competent
to the Houfe, or to any nobl: Lorid, a Member of the Houfe,
to move whenever he thought proper, that it be taken into
capfideration; and fo much was a motion of that kind a mat-
ter of courfe, that it was fcarcely a matter of debate.

Loid Grenville replied, that Ze muft heg leave to proteft Lard
againft the do&rine laid down by the noble Lord. He de- Grenville.
nied, that any fuch rule of proceeding exifted in eith=r Houfe

,of Parliament, as that an individual Member could bring on
any {ubjet at his option, and that if the motion referred toa
paper on the table, it was not even to be debated. The
Houfe alone could order any fuch paper to be confidered, and
not an individual Member.

wd La Lord
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Lord Loughborough faidy that in the cafe of a_mption rela-

Loughbe- tive to a paper on the table or otherwife, the Houfe had un-

rough.

doubtedly the paramount autherity ; and 'though it was com-
petent to any noble Lord to move the confideration of any
given fubjed, the Houfe, by voting the previous queftion,
might prevent fuch confideration. But he wifhed their
Lordfhips torecolle&®, thatin the debate the preceding even-
ing, it had been diftin&ly flated, from high authority, that
the meafure commuilicated by His Majeﬁy’s meflage, was
:adopted, not in confequence of the condition of any treaty,
but merely as a matter of expediency. Not being inclined,
his Lordfhip faid, to queftion the noble Secretary of State’s
authority, he, among other noble Lords, who were not in
perfe&t recolle@ion of all the terms of the treaty, had been
difpofed to give him credit for fo explicit an aflertion ; but
from what had been fuggefted afterwards in the courfe of the
debate, and efpecially from what had fallen from the noble
and learned prefident of that Houfe, the noble and learned
Lord on the woolfack, relative to the definition of defenfive
treaties, as to their fair and liberal conftruction, oppofed to
the ftrict interpretation of them according to their letter, and
as bearing upon the treaty with Pruffia, doubts of the fact
had been entertained by him, and by other Lords who took
part in the debate; and thefe doubts, his Lordfhip obferved,
were not a little increafed by their having learnt, that day,
through a medium certainly not always to be relied on, but
generally fufficiently correct as to the fubftanca;thet in ano-
ther place it had been broadly ftated, that the foundation of
His Majefty’s meflage was an exprefs ftipulation by treaty.
It appeared therefore neceflury, that fuch doubts thould be
cleared up and afcertained. -

Ld.Chane  ThecLard Chuncellor, in reply, faid that it was extremiely-

cellor,

Lord

unpleafant to he called upon to explain what had been ad-
vanced hy him in a former day’s debate; but from the frame
of fpeaking that he had then adopted, and from his recol-
lection, he could not but think that nothing had fallen from
him, which could in the fmalleft degree countenance the fug-
ftion of the noblc and learned Lord. In fpeaking of de-
enfive treaties, his Lordfhip faid he had difcuffed the prin-
ciples of fuch treaties as defenfive only, and had in terms &-
prefsl‘y called his argument, an argument on the theory of
defenfive treaties ; but he had not faid one word of the treaty
with Pruffia. '
Lovd Loughborough admitted, that what the noble and

Loughbo- learned Lord now ftated, was corre&ly what he had faid in

rough.

the debate of the preceding evening, but, as theory, witheut
being exemplified, was fcarcely intelligible, in another part of
the noble and learned Lord’s fpeech, in alluding to Ruffia’s

keeping
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keeping Oczakow and Akerman in their hands, the noble
and learned Lord had argued, in order to prove, that Pruffia
might be affeted, if the Emprefs, by extending her arms
and her conquefts fo as to furround the North, the Eaft, and
part of the South Eaft of Poland, ard that, in fuch a fitua-
tion of affairs, Pruffia might have juft caufe for apprehen-
fions. 1 hat part of the noble and leained Lord’s fpeech,
Lord Loughborough faid, he had confidered as an example
immediately illuftrative of the fair and liberal conftruétion of
the Pruflian treaty, which the noble and learned Lord’s
theoretical definiton of defenfive treaties appeared to go to.

The Lord Chancellor, in his turn, admitted that the noble Ld.Chax-
and learned Lord’s quotation from his fpeech was corre&, ecllor.
but the noble and learned Lord had not, his Lordfhip faid,
been equallg' corre in his application of the extia&, thathe ,
had recited. The Lord Chancellor then reminded the
Houfe, that asit had been afferted in the courfe of the de-
bate, not only that we could not be affc &ed by Ruflia’s hold-
ing Oczakow and Akerman, befides the two provinces, which '
ber Imperial Majefty, in her moderation, as it had been ftated,
had determined to keep in her poffeffion, but alfo that Pruf-
fia had no caufe for apprehenfion on that account, he had
put the cafe in the manuer ftated by the noble and learned
Lotd; but he had again and agaim, perhaps rather tircfomely,
tuken pains in the courfe of his fpeech, to guard their Lord-
fhips againft the poflibility of their confidering him to be ar-

*, gafPwith a view to the application of what he faid to the
treaty with Pruffia; and, in order to lead then T ordfhipy
minds to that idea, he had more than once, i the couife of

“his fpeech, declared that he was fating the general princi-
ples of defenfive<treaties, without any intended application
to apy particular cafe, and the reafon he had ddhe fo was to
avoid being drawn into that coutfe of debate which he per-
ceived the fubject to have taken,

After a’ few words fr m Lord Grenville, the queftion
was put, ¢ that the Lords he fummoned for I'ridy next.”
Ordered. .

The order of the day having heen read for taking into con-
fideration Lord Rawdon’s adjourned motion of Monday laft,
¢ That a Committee be appointed to mqﬁnire into the income
% and expenditure, from 1986 to 1739,” and no noble Lord
rifing for a fecond or two, Lord Rawdon {aid, that having
on Monday laft ftated the groundson which he had moved
for the Committee, and having, at the fuggeftion of the no-
ble Secretary of State, and ip order to avoid the imputation
of taking the Houfe bv furprize, confented to defer the de-
bate to this day, he conceived it was not neceflary for himfto

ay
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: fay any thing before he had heard the objeétions to his motjon,
: if any fuch were entertained. . :

La.Chan-  The Lord Chancellor, from the woolfack, faid, it was a
eellor.  matter of courfe, under fuch an adjournfnent of a debate,
that the Houfe fhould again be put in mind of the grounds on
which the motion had been refted. '
Lord Lord Rawdon faid, that he had afferted, and was ready to
Rawdon. prove his affertion, that no part of the national debt had becn
diminifhed. There was, indeed, an appearance of paying
off part of the funded debt; but in order to difcharge this,
debt had been contraéted in another quarter ; but tie fact
that there had remained any furplus from the receipt of the
country, to difcharge its debt, was not true. On proving
this, he would pledge his own political charaéter, as he
«fhould alfo reckon that of thé noble Lord interefted in
proving the contrary. The noble Secretary was to recot-
le&t, that he was to meet him on no lighter terms than
thefe—that whichloever of them thould be found to have de-
ceived the Public, ought to be held degraded as a political
chara&ter ever after; for in fuch a cafe as the prefent, no al-
Jowance was to be made for error ; the matter was too im-
portant to the feelings and interefts of the Public, for any

man to be at liberty to make aflertions upon it lightly.

‘The noble Secretary, his L ordfhip f{aid, had been Chairmar
of the Committee of Finance in the Lower Houfe, and had
heen poflefled of all the information that Governmegt could
fopply. In that Houfe, Lord Rawddn faid, he called
for, and under the authority of their Lordfhips had received,
every document neceflary to decide the queftion. Papers -
lay on the table. To inveftigate thefe, required no extra-
ordinary talgnts; it was a mere mechanical procefs ; in fuch
a purfuit, patience and perfeverance were certain to aktain
their objet; and however bighly Minifters might value
themfelves on their fkill in finauce, he would not hefitate to
fay, that the common book-keeper of an office, who was a
man of integrity, could not err in this branch of the depart-
ment ; and yet in this branch, Minifters had failed. Wasit
for want of information ? In the fcience of mathematics alone,
(of which calculation formed fo confiderable a part) it could
certainty be attained ; and yet towards this certainty, no ef-
fort of impartial men could dire& the minifterial eye; nay,
it was even feduloufly averted. But would the Public par-
ticipate in this froward and culpable negle&t ? Let Minifters,
his Lordfhip faid, beware, left they received an anfwer to
this queftion in a voice ftronger than Ais, in a voice that
would be heard.

¢ If,* faid his Lordfhip, ¢ I were to embarrafs the na-~
 tion by a falfe zlarm, at the moment of impending war,

¢ 1 ought
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¢ T ought to fuffer the fevereft ftigma which this Houfe
¢ could iwfli: on the other hand, whofoever would wil-
¢ fully and dangeroufly miflead the Public, by a fallacious
¢ ftatement of its refources, which, in the l{our of difh-
¢ culty, a melancholy but ufelefs experience would evince
¢ to be fuch, ought to be liable to no lighter penalty than
*¢ thag which I have ftated as due to my own mifreprefen-
¢ tation.”

His Lordfhip faid, he confidered an invefligation of the
ftate of the finances to be at this time pecuharly preper; as
it was neceflury to be confidered what degiee of confidence
was to be given to Minifters. Our Minifters, he remarked,
from the influence of certain circumflances, perhaps from
the preflure of their fituation, had been meredefirous of pro-
viding temporary expedients, than meafures of general and
permanent utility ; they had rather fought to raife new taxes,
by opprefling the poor, in order to cauy on their {yflem of
Adminiftration, than endeavoured, by faving, to leflen the
debt, or remove any of thofe burdens which were already
impofed. His Lordfhip, in pointed terms, obferved, that
right notions of political principles had at length gone abroad,
and he was heartily glad they had done {d"; fince it was now
rrobable that Government would be obliged to proceed upon
setter grounds ‘than had heretofore been the cafe. France
had fet the other nations of Europe an example of a liberal
and enlightened policy, which made its tendency to promote
the gawe:s) good the criterion of every public meafure;
this policy, it was to be hoped, would gain ground, and ex-
tend its influence. Mimflers would no longer find it ne-

~€Mary to opprefs the people, and the principle would be
eftablifhed in Tts fulleft extent, that there ought to be no in-
tereft feparate from the general good. d

Lord Grencille objeGed to the motion, declaring that in
point of fa& every part of the expendituie had been anfwered,
and the million a-year provided, during the thiee years in
que ftion, out of the public 1eceipt; the public baving availdd
itfelf of fuch refources, as the money remaining in the Ex-
chequer at the end of the firft quarter of 1786, the balances
taken out of the hands of public accomptants, &c &c, af-
foidcd, inclufive of the loan of a million, which had been
publicly ftated, and a fum for the unfunded debt of the navy.

l.ord Rawdon complained much of the no! le Secretaiy’s
not meeting him fairly on the {ubje&. He had not obtruded
himfelf ; he had been invited by the noble Loid to come for-
ward, and he had now doneit. ¢ The affertion 1 make,”
faid the noble Lord, ¢ is this:—the noble Secretary told
“ your Loidfhips, that from 17806 to 1789, a million a yeap
 had been paid of the naional debt, and it hasbeen fo fuf-
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¢ fered to be underftood by the Public at large. Now,”
continued the noble Lord, « 1 deny this to be the fa&. I
<« affert the contrary to be the truth ; and 1 dare the noble
¢ Secretary to come forward fairly like a man, and refute
« me. He may elude me, and fhif: from me, but he fhall,
¢ after all, meet me; or if he daes not, he may be affured
¢ that this Houfe and the Public fhall know in what man-
¢ ner they have been impofed on.” His Lonlﬂxip faid, it
5. was impoffible that any one could have examined the ac-
2 " counts of the years alluded to, and pronounce a balance in
5, favour of thc’Public. without meaning to impofe on them.
And what punifhment, afked his Lordfhip, was due to Mi.
nifters, who could dare to deceive the people in fo grofs and
fecandulous a manner ? It was impoffible that they could be
fufficiently ftigmatif d; for his part, it fhould be madea
duty he owed the Public ro undeceive them in fo material
a &nt. The noble Lord animadverted on the conduct of
Miniftry, and faid, that all a Minifter now attended to, was
the finding out new means of drawing money from the
people, which could not but throw the nation into a ftate of
convulfion, that ought to be very ferioufly guarded againft.
His Lordfhip repeatedly declared, that he would not be put
from his purpofe, and that if he were allowed 2 Committee,
he begged it might not be formed of thofe noble Lords with
whom he had the honour to coincide, but of the immediate
friends of the Minifter; fo certain was he of proving what
he had afferted : but if no opportunity whatever*%as aword=d
him, he would make that appeal to the Public, ‘which his
duty to his country called upon him to do.
Lord Lord Grenville called upon the noble Lord to know, if he
@renville. did not 2llow that the receipt had not only been equal to the
expenditure, but that a furplus after the rate of a million a
year, had, in point of fact, been produced; the public hav-
ing availed themfelves of the cafual refources whith had be-
fore been ftated, inclufive of the loan of a million, anda fum
for the unfunded debt of the navy?
Lord Lord Rawdon in anfwer reiterated his former ftatement,
Bawdog. denying that a million a year had been paid off, and urgin
their going into a Committee; in which alone he conten
the paint in iffue could be decided, or the neceffary detail to
furnifh the evidence gone into,

A long and defultory debate continued till eight in the
evening, in which Lord Grenville and Lord Rawdon were
wp many times each, and Lord Stormont, Lord Hawkefbury,
and the Duke of Richmond alfo were on their legs occafion- '
ally. Lord Rawdon uniformly infifted on his point, and
*Lord Grenville on theother hand uniformly held a Commit-
tes to inquire what had been the ftate of our receipt two1

years
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years fince, as likelyto be of no ufe whatever, fince 2 Com-
mittee to inquire into the altual ftate of our revenue, receipt,
and expenditure, as it {tood at prefent, had been 1egularly
given notice of in another place, and the labours of that
Committee would doubtlefs afford every authentic informa-
tion on the fubject that could be defired.

&,

Lord-Stormont with great warmth, reprobated the condu Vifcount
of Minifters on the prefent topic. This he did upon the Storment.

ground of the noble Secretary of State having twd days fince
declared he was impatient to meet the noble Lord upon the
fubje&, and then only two days afterwards, deﬁriqs to de-
ckine coming to iffue with him upon the queftion. His Lord.
fhip compared this conduél to the cafe of a private individual,
who had invited his creditors to infpe& his books on a given
day, and when that day came, excufing himfelf from com-
plying with his own propofition. His Lordihip faid, he¢
would not term the report of the Committee of 1786 a delu-
five artifice, but he would call it a fplended delufion. He
added, that it was not the painting of eloquent dsfcription
which conflituted a furplus, but the more fimple proof of dry
demonftration. ‘1 he noble Vifcount lamented that the re-
fult of that day muft firike terror and alaiminto the minds of
the public, and more efpecially at fo interefting a crifis as
the eve of a war; and he contended that the not coming to
an explanation on the fubjed, would induce the public to
think worfe of the matter than it realy was.

', Loré 4. vkefbury and the Duke of Richmond fupported
Lord Grenville in his obje&ion, and fhewed that the differs
enge between Lord Rawdon and the noble Sectetary was not

#fo great as the former feemed to imagine, fince the noble Se-
cretary had admittedsthat out of the three millions paid off in
the three years in queftion, the million loan and §78,000l,
unfunded debt of the navy and intereft, muft be deduéled,
againft which the report of the Committee of 1786 had ex-

prefsly provided.

The Earl of Coventry faid he fhiould vote with the noble Earl of
Secretary, in confequence of the declaration which had fal- Coveatry,

len from him, that a Comunittee had been moved for elfe-
where, to inquire into and report the actual ftate of the pub-
lic revenue, receipt, and expenditure, up to the prefent
ear, .

y A defultory converfation between fMoft of the principal
Speakers in the debate now took place; in which the fame
points were urged agsin and again; at the conclufion of
‘which the Houfe divided on Lord Rawdon’s motion ;
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‘The Houfe adjourned.

Friday, 1ff April.

The order of the day, for the Houfe to take into confide~
ration the treaty with Pruffia being read,

Earl Fitzwilliam faid, that after, in fo recent a debate, it had
béen granted by Minifters, that inftead of having paid a mil-
lion yearly of the national debt, as kad been held out, the
expenditure of the country had for fome years paft exceeded
the receipt, any meafures which mifght have a tendency to
involve usin a war produ@iv- of frefh expences, certainl
appeared very extraordinary, and afforded matter of the mo
ferious confideration. [His Lordfhip then defired His Ma-
jeity’s meffage to be read]. Which being done, his Lordfhip
faid, that on former occafions it had been cuftomary, when
His Majefty fent a meflage to Parliament, defiring their fup-
port in any meafures, to ftate the grounds upon which fuch
meafures were undertaken. The prefent meflage was not ac-
companied with any fuch ftatement; it barely requiced fup-
port in preparation, which had a hoftile tendency, without
mentioning any caufe of hoftility. Various precedents might
be adduced to fhew that meflages were ufually accompanied
with fome flatement; but he fhould confine himfelf to thofg
which came within his own experience in Parliament, In
the affairs of Falkland’s Ifland, His Majefty’s meflage had
been accompanied with a diftin& ftatement of the caufes of
the difpute. The meflage relative to the American war had
been introduced in the fame manner; and in His Majefty’s
meflage laft year, refpeting the difpute with Spain, the
aggreflicns which had been made, and the grounds of offence
which we had received, had been fully enumerated. It was,
therefore, his Lordfhip obferved, fomewhat furprizing, that
a period fo critical, and in a matter of fuch importance as the
prefent, no ftatemenghad been given. His Majefty required
an addition to the naval forces, 1t was now only three
months fince one of the fineft fleets which this country could
aver boaft of, had been difbanded. Ang certainly that mea-
fure either indicated an extreme improvidence, or, within
that period there muft have occucted fome new and very ex-

: traordinary
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traordinaty circumftances which residered that addition ne-
ceflary, which ought to be ftated on the prefent occafion.
Nothing, furely, his Lordfhip continued, could account
for fuch conduét, but fome fudden turn in the fituation of
affairs, fome ftrange and unexpe&ed embarraffiment of cir-
cumftances. The only ground afligned for the hoftile mea-
fures, which it had been judged neceflary, thus fpeedily, and
without explanation, to adopt, was expediency. With re-
gard to the treaty with Pruffia, a new dottrine feemed to
have been advanced by the noble Lord on the weolfack, that
we were bound to fupport our ally, when only threatened
With danger, and before any attack had been commenced;
that we ought to enter into its views, and protect its inte-
refts, whilft they feemed to be the objeéts of hoftileintention,
before they had been infringed by actual violence. This ac-
count of the engagements attached to a defenfive treaty,
certainly differed very widely from any former idea enter-
tained on the fubje; and if fuch were the explanation put
upon a treaty merely defenfive, he begged leave to afk what
was the nature of an offenfive treaty, and what farther en-
gagements it impofed. The authorit‘y of the noble Lord
was fo refpectable, and his reputation fo high, that any doc-
trine advanced by him could not fail to fpread through all the
Courts of Europe, and wherever it went to carry with it
confiderable influence. Its extenfion and influence became
more propable, his Lordfhip faid, as the fame doltrine, he
underflood, had been advanced in another Houft, by a per-
fon equally diftinguifhed in his official capacity in that Houfe,
atthe noble Lord was in this. The dotrine would there.
‘fore be received in all the Courts of Europe, as the expref-
fion of the adminiftration of this country, :
It was now his intention to fuggeft fome remarfts on the
Pruffian treaty. [which he here requefted to have read.]
‘When this was done, his Lordfhip remarked, that as the in-
tereft of Pruffia was but very remctely conneCted with the
obje&ts now in difpute between Ruffia and the Porte, it was
difficult to conceive what ground they could have of alarm.
Were they afraid that the Emprefs thould eftablifh too ex-
tenfive a footing in Poland? But, with what propriety
could they talk of fuch apprehenfions when they had for-
merly been concerned in the partition of Pol:nd, in which
the Empre( came in for a fhare? The war, if it might be
judged from the circumftances of its commencement, had ori-
ginated from Turkey. The proof that people were the ag-
greffors, was, that they had been {uccefsful in almoft every
aflion, whilft the Ruffians feemed totally unprepared for
any meafure of hoftility. The Pruffians were defirous to

obtain pofieflion of Moldavia, merely in order to giveitup
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tothe Turks. But was it not better that it fhould remain
in the hands of a Chriftian Sovereign, than be fubjeted to

. the dominion of a Mahometan Prince? - At any rate, was it

proper, alked his Lordfhip, that attack fhould be antici-
pated and hoftilities commenced, in order to avoid the necef-
fity .of being put upon a defence? The pofleflion, which the
Emprefs had of the Black Sea, gave her advantages which
enabled her not only to refift the attack of her enemsies, but
even defeat the effels of their fuccefs.

The noble Earl faid, that if his intreaties fhould not be
effe€tual, he would now try the influence of reprefentations
of danger. Recent experience had already taught us what
we were to expect from meafures like the prefent.  What ad-
vantages had we dcrived from the boafted convention with
Spaint The South Sea fifheries were abandoned by our agree-
ment, not to come, except within a certain diftance, of the
fhore. ; The right of fettlement which belonged to all free
nations upon the uninhabite! coafts of Southern America
had he=n given up. A temporary increafe of goe,000l. an~
nually-in raxes had been incurred ; taxes which were raifed by
the oppreffion of the induftrious poor, and had fubjeCted the
peafants in the country, not merely to the inconvenience
and hardfhips of poverty, but to the diftrefs and miferies of
famine. The increafe of taxes, which was held out as mere-
ly temporary, would in all probability be perpetual, and he
&ould be one of thofe to thank the Minifter for continuing
them beyend the term limited, as it had been fo "clearly
ftated in a late debate, that the reccipt of the country was
not equal to the expenditure. After the experience of fuch
evils, incurred by meafures like the prefent, and in this ex-
haufted ftate of the country, would it’ be proper, afked his
Lordfhip, tofend our armies to a diftance in order to fupport
Turkev againft Rufia; On former occafions, when His
Majefty had mentioned the war between thefe two powers,
he had talked of it indeed as an event calamitous to the par-
ties, but in which neither the fafety nor dignity of his Crown
was at all interefted. Some contingency then muft have
furely occuired, in order all at once to induce this country to
take fo altive a part. 1t was perhaps trufted, that the Em-
pre(s of Ruffia would not be able to oppofe the united ftrength
of this country. But it was not recolle€ted that by the doc-
trine which had fo lately been Iaid down in a debate with re-
fpect to defenfive treaties, the I.mperor of Germany, withall
his forces, might come to her affiftance.

His Lordfhip faid, he had now fhewn that we were not
bound by the engagements of treaty, nor could we be in-
duced, by motives of expediency, to interfere in the war be-
tween Turkey and Rufia.  On a former occafion, when the

4 King



A.ij9r.  D.E R AT CEJICT o]

King of Sweden was interefted, we had fhewn lefs forward~
nefs and zeal with refpe& to our mediation. Never bad a
country, with fuch refpeflalde refources, made fo contemp-
tible a figure, as we did in that tranfa@ion. That Prince
had been extricated from his diffizuities, not by any fupport
which he derived from us, -but by his own great heart.—
Was:it now from a fenfe of difappointment that force was
wifhed to beemployed } Were thefe terms which cculd not
be effeCted by mediation, to be extorted by arms? And was
this mode of procedure confiftent with the equity of a great
nation? Thus it appeared, his Lordfhip faid, that we were
neither bound by the engagements of treaty, induced by mo-
tives of cxpediency, or influenced by confiderations of juftice
to interfere in the war hetween T'urkey and Ruffia; he there-
fore meant, on each of thefc three heads to propofe a motion,
and that their Lordfhips might clearly fee his drift, he would
now read them.
¢ 1, That Great Britain hath not become bound by either
¢ the exprefs or implied engagements of the treaty of defen-
¢ five alliance with his Pruflian Majefty, or with the Unired
¢¢ Provinces, totake hoflile meafures, in order to compel the
¢ Emprefs of Ruffia to relinquifh the advantages gained by
¢ her arms at Oczakow, in (lrartary, and in Beflarabia.”
% 2, That the progrefs of the Ruffian arms at Oczakow, in
¢ Tartary, and in Beflarabia, is not an adequate or juft -
¢ caufe for Great Britain to make war againft the Emprefs of
¢ Ruffia.”
¢« 3. That the refufal of conditions of peace propofed by a
¢ power offering mediation, is no juft caufe for hoftile mea-
¢ fures in fupport of the mediation fo rejeted.”
He concluded with moving the firft propofition. ,
_ 'The Lord Chancellor faid, the noble Earl who had juft fat Lowd
down, had reprefented what he had faid on a former day, in Chancel-
amanner, which if the noble Farl had been confcious of it, '°'
he was fure no perfonal intereft in the courf: of the debate,
nor the greateft intcreft. coud have induced fo honourable
amind todo. Thefad. was, his Lor!(hip obferved, that he
had not at all declaiined on the equity of the treaty, inany
manner whatever. He faid, to mark diftin&ly what Le had
faid on that occafion, he had comparcd the mealure to the
intereft, which any one nation niight take in the condition of
a friendly power, either in retpe& of a conmercial inter-
courfe, or of a political .intercourfe between them, or in the
expeQation of profit, or of any emolunicnt. He did net
forefce that it was poflible for any man to mifapprehend
what he had faid on the former day. His Lordfhip1aid, he
would not undertake to explain the fubtleties of treaties,
but if the courfe of the debate fhould call on him, he had ro
objection
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objection to give his opinion. He»thougll_n it was impoffible
to define defenfive treaties in general. This was a hardfhip
which he conceived the cafe by no means required. He did
not mean to ‘complain that the noble Lord had brought for-
ward the 'fubjeét ; but he did complain that the noble Lord
had fo is-ftated what he had faid on a former day. When
any cale was faily flated, his Lordthip faid, he had'never
hung hick fromdelivering hisopinion upon it.
Barl Fitze  Earl Fuzwilliam veplicd, that he apprehended he had not
william. mis-ftared the do&@rine of the noble Lord on the woolfack, as
the fame doétrine had been followed up by one fide of the
Houfe in the courfe cf the dubate, and he underftood had *
likewife been advanced in the other Houte,

Lord ‘T'he Lard Chancellor {aid, he did not know what had been
Chancel- faid in another place, but he had read an account of his own
Jor. fpeech in anewi{paper, ard no two ideas were more*different
) from that {tate? inte newfpaper, and what he had flated in

that Houfe. He was ready to give his opinion on the prin-
ciples of law and on the conftrullion of treaties, but he
would not take upon him to give a dafinition. Thofe who
thoug!it treaties capable of Leing defined, had more know-

- ledge than he pretended to poffefs. His Lordfhip then put
’ the queftion wpon the firft refolution.

Lord Lord Grenville role and faid, he did not mean to wafte their
Bmpaville. Lordfhips time by going into fubjects that were foreign to the
i prefent queftion. As to what had paffed between the two

noble Lords refpe@ing the meaning of fomething that had
been faid in a former debate, it would be extremely imperti-
nent in him, after the manner in which the noble and learned
Lord had explained himfelf, to enter any moreinto the fub-
Jje€t. But he begged leave only to claim, -for a right ho-
nourable friend who was abfent, the fame privilege that the.
noble and leatned Lord had claimed for himfelf. He faid,
it was irregular to quote a former debate, and to reafon upen
it; but it was much more {o to go and pick eut of a newfpa-
per the words of a Minifter, ang to make them the fubje& of
debate in another Houfe of Parliament, where the Minifter
was abfent, and confequently had not an opportunity of an-
fwering for himfelf. His Lordfhip ‘faid, although he had
another way of knowing, that what was tendered in another
place was perfeQly and entirely confiftent, and almoft li-
terally the {ame with what had fallen from the noble and
learned Lord, yet he felt it to be extremely irregular to en-
terinto anv dcbate on that fubje€t. He would never ftate
any thing thar imputed blame to another, but from what he
knew of ﬁis own knowledge.

His Lordfhip begged leave fhortly to go into the queftion
itfelf.  On afermer day, he faid, he had the honour of mov-

wmg
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ing an humble addrefs to His Majefty, thanking him for his
communication,.and affuring His Majefty, that the Houfe
was ready to {upport him in bringing about the reftoration of
peace. He faid, beknew nething to induce hin to depart
from that line that had been obferved on former occafions.
All that he had originally propofed to their Lordfhips, was
a motion of a gencral nature, and no particular queflions
were entered into; other noble Lords had laid down their
own propofitions, and had diawn {uch concluficns fiom them
as they thought proper. * After their Lordihips, by the vote
of thanks to His Majefty, had, in fomne Cegree fanitioned and
approved of the mealure, his L.oidfhip begged leave to afk,
in the fituation in which he ftood, whether 1t was wile or ex-
pedient to anticipate negotiation cn the fubjs& ¢ Their
Lordihips would confider whether they meant to continue to
give that confidence which had been ordinarily given to Go-
vernment on fuch matters. It Liad been flated that a full and
explicit account had been given, laft year, for entering into
a war with Spain. It was formerly uncerftood that they
had not'come forward with the whole bufinefs. Some papers
were not before the Houfe. W hile negotiation was pending,
it was not the pra®ice of the conftituticn, nor wife for Par-
Liament, to enter into a difcuffion on that negotiation. He
fubmitted to their Lordfhips that either they {hould continue
their confidence as formerly, or withhold it, and take upon
themfelves the condu& of theexecutive Government.  If the
two Houfes of Parliament took that power into theif own
hands, they muft be refponfible for the exercife of it. His
Lordfhip concluded with moving the previous queftion.

The Earl of Derdy was not of opinion that any recur-
rence to the Spanifhs convention, or malt tax, ought to be
waved on the prefent occafion. The confideratiol of the
mifcondu¢t of Minifters, and itsevil confequences to the fub-
je&, certainly became very proper, when there was danger
of the famne mifcondu@ being repeated, and the fame confe-
quences incurred. Such confideration ought to render them
cautious how they gave away their confidence, and adopted
mealures before they were aware of their tendency. 1f Mi-
nifters aflumed either a wilful veil, or a veil of ignorance, it
was their duty to be more clear fighted, and allow them-
felves neither to be deceived or mitled. ‘To be fure it might
be pleafing to the Minifters to confider themfelves as regulat-
ing the courfe of events, and deciding the fare of nations.
They might he pleafed to exercife the privilege of bullying
one country, of favouring another, and facrificing thg in-
tereft of a third. But before they could induce the nation to
engage in meafures of fo ferious a tendency, certainly fome
farther reafons were neceffary than had hitherto been a xgnﬁq.
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His Lordfhip faidy he did not ayean’to affirm that continental
-conneltiors were altogether pernicious, but he could not
help thinking that they weremuch:-too dearly purchafed; and
before we renewed our confidence on the prefent occafion,
we ought to attend to the effets of former experience.
With regard to continental conneions, it had frequently
been our lot to be hurt by their love, and poifoned by their
hate. We ought to remember that the pride of Spain was
ftill offended, and that fhe only waited an opportunity to ex-
refs her fenfe of the indignity which we had put upon her,

e ought likewife to recolleg our treatment of the Braban-
ters, from whom we had transferred our affiftance to the L.me
peror of Germany. There were no limits fet to the prefent
bulinefs, nor could we know the lengths to which we might
be carried by our approbation. It required only a beginning,
we became then bound to abide by the iffue. Every thilling
which we fhould now vote, was only an earneft of future mil-
lions.

The noble Earl rematked the difficulty which we fhould
have to encounter in a war with the Emprefs of Ruffia. Her
power in the Ilack Sea enabled her to prevent us trom enter-
ing the Mediteirattean. He reprobated the condu& of the
Miinifters in interfering with the politics of every country,
and embarrafling the nation with all the Courts of Europe.
He deemed them entirely unfit for the slevated ftation which
they occupied, and thought that they ought to be let down as
nﬁ{y'as poffible. Had they improved the opportunity of
purfuing pacific meafures, they might have faved the countr
from the difficulties in which it is now likely te be involved.

- It was true, his Lordfhip faid, that the executive power was

diftin& from the legiflative. But had.not they in their le-
giflative‘capacityy the tight and powsr of influencing the dif-
charge of the executive truft, by refufing the fupplies ne-
ceflary for a war, which difapproving, as he did, of the,
meafures that had been adopted, he fhould moft certainly do.
‘There was not a man out of Parliament, he afirmed, who
approved of a war in the prefent circumftances. Could ad-

fles of approbation have been obtained, Minifters, who
knew well how to avail thamfelvesof fuch arts, would have
dunned our ears with them. But not having been able to in-
duce any to approve, they were contznted that they fhould

‘remain quiet. He concluded with giving his entire approba-

tion to the motion of Earl Fitzwilliam.

‘The Duke of Leeds faid, that the noble Lords had taken
théir-own fuppoflitions, and drawn conclufions from them,
as if they weie really fa&s.  They had talked, and reafoned
as if the nation was, f.grante bello, allually engaged in the
progrefs ot-hoflilities. He, in his officiul capacity, woul;t'

advife
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watd as a fubje2t of dehdte. At prefent, while the negotia-
tion was pending, it would bé improper to communicate an
information; which might affe&t its' progrefs. If the Minif-
ters were dellined to fall, they would at leaft be obliged to
the noble Lord, the more eafily he thould let them down.
‘The ekecutive power, his Grace faid, could not fubfilt with-
out a certain degree of confidence; whilft, at the fame time,
he confidered Minifters as refponfible for the exercife of that
confidence.  His Grace fpoke in very high terms of the Em-
prefs of Ruffia, aud conceived that the mind of that great
Princefs was net a&tuated by motives of refentment, but
was prepared for a mediation on fair and reafonable terms.

Je begged leave to call to their attention what he was fure
they would all recoileét. He withed to f exk with great
perfonal etieem and regard of the noble Lord, who lLad been
at the time at the head of adminiftration. They all recol-
le€ted fome years ago dwiing the American war how much
the public mind was exafperated, and what a clamour was
occafioned by His Majefty’s Minifters blending the legif-
lative power with the executive. When meafures purely of
an executive nature were doubtful in the refull, Minifters
had come to Parliament and obtained the fan&ion of both °
Houfes, in order to throw the refponfibility from their own
fhoulders upon Parliament. His Grace held it to be indif-
penfibly neceffary that the legiflative and executive powers
#houldbe kept diftin@. He alfo held it to be indifpenfibly ®
neceflary that the executive power fhould be attended Wit{l
refponfibility, and that the confidential fervants of the Crown
and thofe who advifed His Majefty, fhould be refponfible for
the advice which tfley gave to His Majefty. His Grace con-
cluded a very able fpecch, with afferting, that thfre was not
the leaft room to fay that His Majefty’s Miniftérs had either
bullied or had fteoped to low adulation, and he would defy
any noble Lord to alledge that the prefent fervants of the
Crown _had betrayed the truft of the Crown.

Lord Porchefler inveighed againft the dn@rine of confilence  Lord
in Minifters, and the demand of it, which was brought foi- Porchefler
ward on this occafion, as well as the exercife which was in-
tended to be made of it, if it fhould be granted. His i.ord-
thip faid, they afked only for the nation’s hlood an:! treafure
to difpofe of, as they fhould think fit, withour giving them
any information what was the caufe of the demand, or the
ufe to which they were to be applied. But he tiufted that
they wonld meet wirh arepulfe, and that from recent experi-
ence the Houfe would be taught a more judicious exercife oi
their eonfidence.

Ver. XXX, N . The
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Mt of " This Earl of Binitdford foll Jor the Airlt. time in, that Houfo,
"@uildford and prefaced his Theach ‘wWith faying, ' that he did net intend
to have taken any part in the difcufhion of the queftion before
the Houfe, had he not beeii called np by the particular man-
ner in which the noble Duke alluded to the condu& and mea-
fures of an adminiftration $n which he bore a confiderable
art, and was no doubt an unworthy Member. lntheal-
ufions made by the noble Duke, his Grace had paid many
handfome compliments to him perfonally, which, his Lord-
fhip faid, he would be very happy that he had, though he
much feared that he had not, deferved; but certainly, asthe
noble Duke had exprefled fuch fentiments of regard, friend»
fhip, and attachment, as he had honoured hiin with that
night, he trufted he never would forget his efteem, or treat it
with ingratitude.

When the condu& of that adminiftration was brought for-
ward to their Lordthips, he was forry, his Lordfhip faid,
that it was not done as an example worthy of imitation, bat,
on the contrary, as a beacon to be fhunned and avoided as
much as poflible; and the circumf{pe®, cautious, and tgu-.u'clc;cl
filence of thofe now intrufted with the management of the ex-
ecutive power, was contrafied with the fair, candid, and

. manly opennefs and readinels to communicate important in-,
formation to Parliament, which had diftinguifhed that admi-
niftration in which he had been placed, and for which con-
da& he, it feems, with ‘many other noble .Lords in that

o Houfe, are now to be arrai by the prefent adminiftration,
As far as his meémory ferved him, and if he went wrong, he.
trufted fome noble Lord would put him to rights, the Minif-
ters, that were alluded to, thought it not only proper, but
ftri&tly their duty, upon every occafipn of that importance
or ferious nature which required the aid or advice of Parlia-
ment, to come down and communicate to the Parliament the
real fituation they were in, together with the caufes of thag
fituation, as far.as they could be known, and could be dif-
clofed with fafety to the $tate; and then to form, by the af-
fiftance and advice of Parliament, fuch a plan for future ma-
nagement as feemed beft adapted to the exifting circumftances
at the time, and moft likely to produce falutary and defirable
effes. It likewife had been the praftice of thofe with
whom he tad the honour to aé&, his Lerdfhlp faid, when
they required any aid from the refeurces of the country,
which they could alone get conftitutionally by the means of
an application to Parliament, to lay before Parliament every
information that tended to fhew upon what grounds or for
what purpofes they made the requifrtion, as far as fuch com-
munication could be made, without endangering the country,
or betraying the truft repofed in'them by their Sovereign, or
revealing,
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revealing, what always ought to be inviolably concealed, the
fecrets of the flate. It had been faid, that this conduét had
occafioned great alarm and clamour in the country, and that
-Minifters, in order to fhield themfelves from the blame and
deftrutive confequences of their meafures, had, upon all oc-
cafions, applied to Parliament, and thereby involved Parlia-
ment int the odium which occafioned that clamour. What-
ever clamour was at that time, he would affert, that a more
idle, unfounded, or unjuft, clamour never exifted; and he
appealed to that IHoufe, and could appeal to the countrg at
large, whether that adminiftration had, upon any pecalion,
given the world the fmalleft grounds to form fuch'an idea,
as that they went to Parliament merely to fcreen themfelves
from the confequences of their own condu&, by involving
Parliament, as having given affiftance and advice to purfue
meafures, which they themfelves were afterwards afraid to
acknowledge; a condué that could not be too much or tos
ftrongly reprobated, as it went to throw off all fort of refpon-
fibility from the official fervants of the Crown.

Whatever confidence was due to the executive Govern-
ment, and, to a certain degree, no man, his Lordfhip faid‘i
could be a greater advocate for it than he was, nothing woul
perfuade him that it ought to be carried to that blind, im-
plicit, and unintelligible length, which feemed to be required
now a-days by thofe entrul%ed.with the executive power in
this country. On all matters of fuch ferious importance, fo

Jpamentous and interefting as the prefent bufinefs was to
the country, he thought it became Mmifters to communi-
cate to Parliament fuch explanation as they furely might do
without hazard. No honeft Mimifter ever would betray his
Sovereign, or expofethe fecrets of the Cabinet; bug, at the
fame time, no honeft Minifter would make a demand upon
Parliament for their aid and advice, and lay claim to it and
the public purfe, without afligning any one reafon for that
demand, farther than the neceffary confidence that is due to
the fervants of the Crown; and if they did, theie were very
few periods at which it would avail them, and he fincerely
hoped and trufted that this was not the time when fuch an
argument would be fuccefsful. When great and important
plans were in agitation, great expence muft be incurred; to
defray which, the refources of the country muft be required,
and the confent of the people, by their reprefentatives in
Parliament, muft be obtained, before thefe refources canbe
appropriated to the intended purpofes. But on all fuch occa-
'fions it is proper and juft that the country fhould know that

heir rights were in fome degree or other invaded, that their

ommercial or political intereft were either injured or endan-

eredy or that the honour of the country had been inful ted]i
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all, ‘or' any of which caufes, ‘are fufficient to juftify the mea-
fures of the executive Government, and to fatisfy the country
that their moft material and fubftantial interefts were at ftake,
and that the condu& of Adminiftration was the neceffary and
proper confequence, from the fituation the country was in,
and not the capricious and wilful a&s of Minifters, for fome
private end or wild proje&, the expediency or neceflity of
which exifted only in their own minds, unknown, unex-

plained, and undegnzble to all the world befides.

- That the queftion of to-day was in its nature ferious, mo-
mentou#, and important, his Lordthip faid, there could be
but on: o inion either in or out of that Houfe. That the
profpet of the country being plungrd into a war, the confe-
quences of which muft be ruinous, and the termination
doubtful, was a circamftance worthy of folemn deliberation 3
and that there exifted any neceffity for this war, or that any
advantage could poffibly accruc from it, were circumftances
of which we were as yet entirely in the dark; neither by His
Majefty’s meflage, nor by any inforination that Minifters
had yet given, or{eemed difpofed to give, could that Houfe,
far lefs the country, learn that their rights weie in any fhape
invaded, that their commercial or political interefls weie at
all expofed or endangered, or that the honour of the country
had been any where, or any how, infulted. In this fitua-
tion, therefore, from the profound and inexplicable filence
obferved by Minifters, what had the country to think of
their condu®, and would it not be much better fenfe, afia
more to their honour, were Miniflers to come forward with
an open and manly firmnefs, to communicate to Parliament
foine explanation, and affign fome reafons for their conduét
hefore l{(-y afked their affiftance and approbation, or claimed
their confidence, which, his Lordfhip infifted, they might
fafely do, without betiaying any truft, or expofing any fe-
cret. thar ought to be concealed ; and unlefs they did this, he
faid, he for one. could not fee any poflible claim which they
had either to confidence or approbation.

As to the motion made by the noble [.ord, and now before
their Lord/hips, the noble Earl faid, he approved of it, what-
ever fuccefs might attend it. and was happy that it had been
made, becaufe it had produced one very good and very great
effet, and that was, a clear, explicit, and ample declaration,
from the higheft authority, and from a quarter that he ever
had, and would have, the higheft refpet and veneration for.
He complimented the Lord éhancellor very highly, and dif-
claimed every idea of flattery. The. noble an | learned Lord
had declared, that we had no feederous conne€tion with
Pruffia, which occafioned the prefent war, and that on a
bona fide conftrullion of that treaty, which was now the

' 4 - ) fubject
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fubjeét of difcuffion, there was nothing in the lstter ar
fpirit of that treaty that could be conftrued into a caufe for
the prefent armament, and that it was merely a defenfive
treaty of alliance, and could be looked upon in no other
light. Lord Guildford faid, it could fcarce b2 argued, that
Pruflia had much to dread from the Emprefs extending her
dominions to the frontiers of Poland; when it was remem-
bered, that the King of Pruflia, whom he confidered as one
of the greateft, wifeft, beft Princes that ever lived, had him-
felf been a party in fettling and confirming the treaty of par-
tition. With regard to what had been faid by the noble
Duke, that we were not at war, but negotiating, not bein
in the fecret, he could not pretend to ftate to the Houle
what were the terms offered by Ruflia to prevent war; but
in his opinion, the terms which were fuppofed to be offered,
as far as they had been mentioned, appeared reafonable; and
until they were contradicted from authority, they muft be
thought the real offers which the Emprefs had made. And
he could not help thinking, his Lordfhip faid, that from the
prefent afpet of affairs we feemed to be arming, not for the
purpofe of obtaining and fecuring peace, but for certain con-
ditions of peace, which conditions are di€tated by the caprice
and opinion of Minifters only ; and fo different in their na-
ture from the offers made, as to appear unreafonable to the
Court we are negotiating with, and not likely to be agreed
to. It was but fair that the Heoufe and the country fhould
*be informed as to what offers had been made, becaufe it was
the avowed interefts of this country to preferve peace in
Europe. If that offer was no ways detrimental to the com-
mercial interefts of the country, or no ways derogatory to
the honour of tife nation, certainly it fhould be agreed to.
If an oppofite condu&® was followed by Miniftef, the coun-
try muft be at a lofs to account for the intentions cf this
war. Refentment, for paft injuries, had been hinted at;
but no man would argue, that refentmznt was a proper mo-
tive for any country to go to war. In his mind, it was one
‘of the worft and moft unjult of all caufes, even for an
armament like the prefent; which, till farther explapation
was given, he would confider as prepared merely to enforce
certain conditions of peace, or provoke an unjuft war cron
no other grounds but a blind confidence in Minifiers, and
bare ftaternent from them, that they thought theis own
meafures expedient.

His Lordfhip faid, that if thefe conditions were to be ob-
tained at the expence of twenty millions, or ten millious, or
even five millions, he would aik Miniiters, after they had
wrefted Oczakow from the Emprefs, what the value of it
was_to this country, or whatsicturn the couatry wr»yld

- receive
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receive for that éxpenditure. He then ftated the opinion of
one ' of  the greateft ‘men, and ableft Generils (Marfhal
‘Keith), whom he had ever known. A countryman of our
own, who had long been in the Ruffian army, and after-
wards had gone into the Pruffian fervice. That great man
had told the King of Pruflia, when the King had proje€ted a
plan of penetrating through Livonia to the Ruffian. domi-
nions, that fuch a f{cheme would require a very numerous,
and a very well difciplined army, under the command of
the greateft and wifeft General, betore it could be rendered
fuccefsful, or even pra&icable; and that on the other hand,
a very fmall derachment of an army could fuccefsfully im~
pede his progrefs if the attempt were made. With this
opinion before our eyes, what could we mean to do, his
Lordfhip faid ; was it our intention to embark in fuch a de-
fign, or were we to endeavour to penetrate to Peterfburgh,
according to the plan which Charles the Twelfth, one of
the greateft and boldeft miilitary geniufes of his time, had
taken ?

As to the refources of this country, his Lordfhip faid,
he was none of thofe who thought that they weie exhaufted,
and that the finances of the coun'ry were in a deplorable fi-
tuation; he thought the fa&t was otherwife; and that the
national debt was not fo great a burthen, or fell fo oppref-
five as had been flated. He, however, thought that it was
proper to have in view the true length 10 which it might
with fafety be extended, before any additional burthens
were impofed, or money drained from the country without
{olid and fubitantial grounds. He really thought it necef-
fary, hewever, to prefs for fome explanation upon the caufe
of the war, that the country might know what great advan-
tage to their commerce, manuvfaflures, or revenues, and
what other benefits were likely to accrue to us from a war
carried on with Calmuck Tartary. Although, perhaps, he
would have very little to do with the management of this
war, his Lordfhip owned™ he had fome degree of curiofity to
know the event of it. As to our fleet, no man, his Lord-
fhip faid, within or without that Houfe, had a higher opinion
of 'the hravery of our officers, or the courage of our fea-
mep, than he had; but he would venture to affert, (or, if
he were more given to modern fathions, he would even bet),
that whensver we chofe to fend our fleets into the Baltic, or
to the Plack Sea, they would meet with no enemy what-
ever, unlefs enemies which were always to be found in
thofe feas; the wind, the fhoals, and the rocks, violent
enemies to be fure; but when added to the expence and
taxation that muft enfue at home, were all, he bclieved,
that we could meet with.

. ) ° A&ef
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After difcuffing the matter before she Houfe in every
point that it could poflibly be ftated, his Lordfhip con-
cluded, by pufhing Minifters to explain the claufe of ymar-
rel, and the offers of accommodation that have been made by
the Emprefs, (as far as fuch explanation could be fafely
given), before they were entitled, or could fairly, openly,
and camidly, claim the approbation and confidence of Par-

liament.
The Earl of Hardwicke fuid their Lordfhips had no right to

of

Earl

fay that they were furprifed, or even that the prefent fubje of Hucd-
was new to them; for His Majefty, in the fpeech at the wicke.

opening of the fiffion, had announced the faét that his me-
diation had not fucceeded in bringing about a peace, and
after this, a larger maride ecftablilhment than ufual was
voted. He approved of what the Minifters had done, and
he fhould think them wiong, in the prefent ftage of the
bufinefs, to difclofe any thing more than they had done in
the meflage.

Vifcount Stermont a;ologized for rifing at o late an bour; vifcount
he would not intrude long on their Lordfhips’ patience : In- Stormont,

deed, after a fpeech of fuch unanfwerable reafoning, of fo
much information and eloquence, as they had heard from
shis noble friend (the Earl of Guildford), nothing that he had
to fay could be of much confequence. After the debate
both of this and the former evening, it maft be evident that
Minifters forfook every ground which the cuftom and ufage
of the conftitution had eftablifhed, and in a diQatorial tone,
elivered out this alarming meafure, as.a matter to which
Parliament was blindly to accede, but which they had no
right to inveftigate. They demanded confidence, his Lord.
thip faid, as men demanded a right; and threw themiclves,
not on reafon, not on argument, but on refponibility.
« We are,” fay they, « refponfible for this meafure. We
¢ are refolved on it. We want not your advice. We call
“ only for your acquiefcence.” This was certainly not a
tone to which Parliament had been accuftomed, nor that
which was becoming at any time, or in any cafe. The
noble Duke (of Leeds) whofe manners in private life were fo
polifhed, had not in his public capacity fent a meflage to her
Imperial Majefty remarkable for moderation. e wo.ild be
bound to fay, that no precedent could he found for it in the
office which he held. Unprovoked, unattacked, we chofe to
interfere in a war, in which fhe was not the aggreflor, and
with a preremptory voice demanded, that the thould not re-
tain al:iy one of the places which fhe had conquered as an in-
demnification for the expence. This war, of which, his
Lordfhip faid, he was too much afraid we were the original
authors, for Minifters had not attempted to contradiét the
tumour
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rumour that Britith councils had excited the Turks to attack
Ruffia, was to be ptit a ftop to by this preremptory mandate.
It was as unwife, as it was likely to be calamitous. It was
now*a new (ituation, for we never had a fleet in the Baltic
without at the fame time pofleffing a friend there. Aail
fuch a meflage was never fent to any foreign power. If
therefore Minifters were determined to ftand on their refpon-
fibility, he muft warn them of the extent of their pledges
for the day of account muft come, and he forefaw it would
be a day of févere reckoning.

To expe& that the high.ninded Princefs, whom again, he
muit fay, bore, in many of th= great points of charaer, a
ftrong refemblance to our illuftrious Llizaheth, had in parti-
cular a heart of undauated bravery, and a foul too magna-
nimous to brook a dictatorial conde&®, wou'd be intimidated
by our thruats, his Lordfhip faid. was highly improbable.
And what was it, lus [ordihip afked, that we thus info-
lently demand.l; that after being drawn into a war, the
fhould yield up a ‘pot wiich might be the mcans of enabling
the Turks more cafily to attack her again.  And this we de-
manded at the very moment when we had made a treaty in
India, the moft infamous one that ever was made; infamous
even in India, where men allowed themfelves imore latitude of
condué& than in other climates, a treaty, in which, like"
favages more than like men, we had really entered into an
agreement to divide the territories of a power whom we had
determined to attack. And this we were doing in Afia,
while in Europe we refolved to hazard 2 war with a nate
ral ally, to prevent her from keeping a little barren fpot,
which fhe thought of fome confequence; and this we were
to do, becaufe the King of Pruffia, with whom we lrfd a
defenfiver treaty, conceived that -the pofleffion of this place
might be injurious to him. His Lordfhip concluded with
faying, that if fuch were to be the conftruction of a treaty,
he knew no difference between a defenfive and an oppreflive
treaty.

Tl{e Lord Chancellor left the woolfack, and in a fhort
fpeech obferved, that it muft be unwife to enter before-.
hand into the difcuffion of any matter ftated to be in ne-
gocration, and therefore he fhould decline giving any opi-
nion upen the fubje&t. In reply to what a noble Larl near
him had {uggefted, from an imagination that he had in a for-
mer debate difcufled the merits of the Proflian treaty, he
could only fay, that he had mmade no fuch difcuffion. z’Vitb
regard to the conftrultion put upon defenfive treaties, he
faw no reafon fo ftriétly to interpret them as to lay it down
that the parties were to wait for an attack hefore they took

any
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wity meafures for their defence; and he would‘aﬂ:,' if the -

prefent King of Pruffia were to have it recommended to
him to be perfeétly paffive till the fword was aétually in his
bofom? Aftet fhewing the abfurdity of fuch condué and
obfervirig, that under a defenfive tieaty it imight fall out,
that one of the parties in that treaty Hrnck the firft blow,
his Lordfhip called the attehtion of the Houfe to the queftion
then before them, viz. the previous quefiion. The only
queftion, thetefore, he faid, that he fhould have to put,
would be, whether the original motioh fhould be then put
or not; and to that queftion would their Lordfhips havé to
fay content or not content.

¥

The Duke of Montrefe faid, he rejoiced to hear from the Duke of
noble Lord in the blue ribband (Lord Guildford), that in his Montrofes

opinion, we were not comie to the end of our refources. 1t
juftified the noble Secretary in the manner in which he had
met the arguments of a noble Lord on the day when that
fubje& was difcufled. He was glad to heat him fay, that
our fleets were not likely to meet an enemy in the Baltic,
but tempefts, and fhallows, and rocks. If it were fo, his
Grace faid, he trufted, that whatever enemy they met, the:
would give a good account of them. He was aftonifhed to
hear the noble Vifcount fay, that the treaty with the Nizam
and the Mahrattas was an infamous treaty. A day was ap-
pointed for taking it into confileration, and he trufted it
would be found to be a treaty for the horoar and intereft of
the King.

** Lord Rawdon faid, the manter in whith the noble Duke

Lord

had alluded to his motion for a Committee to examine the Rawdons

flate of the finances, demanded a fhoit animadverfion. He
had explicitly ftated, as a fa&, which he was ready to de-
monftrate, that in” the three laft yeats, fince the eftablifh-
ment of the plan of redemption, and of profound prace, our
expendituré had exceeded our Income, and that Minifters
had held out a fallacy, in faying thit they had paid off a
million a year. He repeated the affertion. He challenged
them to go into a Committee. 1f they did not feel bold
enough to do fo, he claimed it as his right that they fhould
ot difpute the faét.

Lord Gremville replied, that he felt himfelf juftified in

Lord

thinking it unneceffary to go into the Committee. He Grenville,

hN faid that in the three firft years of the period to which

the noble L.ord alluded, there had been paidl off 2,700,000l

- and there had only been borrowed 1,700,00cl. fo that there
was a furplus in that period of 1,000,000l

Lord Rawdon. <« Why,” faid the noble Lord; ¢ if the

Lord

¢ fa& be fo, will not the noble Secretary go with me into a Rawdon:

¢ Committee, and exhibit his proofs? 1 again challenge
VOL. Xxx. Q &« h;iﬂ
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¢ him to the proofs. I again aver that he includes Exche-
¢ quer bills to a confiderable amount, and takes a large
¢ arrear as an article of revenue; both of which are grofs
¢ apnd palpable fallacies. Such are the temporary expedi-
¢ ents, by which Minifters bolfter up public credit and
¢ fuftain themnfelves. After fhrinking from inquiry. and
¢ decifion, when the conteft was propofed to him in the
¢ moft folemn manner, upon a former occafion, the noble
¢ Lord muft now be underftood to have relinquithed all
¢ right of ftating the queftion as ftill doubtful.

¢ If, however, his better refle€tion has led him to think
¢"that he was indifcreet in declining the inveftigation upon
¢ the former occafion, he was willing to give him one
¢ more opporiunity, but it muft be the laft; if the noble
¢ Secretary of State will not come forward to meet me with
¢ that difiinct contradi€tion which fhall afford ground for
¢ your Lordfhips’ determination, let it be now under-
¢ ftood that he for ever abandons the point, and the matter
¢ muft never more be argued in this Houfe as undecided. 1f
¢ he will ftand forward and meet me, then your Lord-
¢ {hips cannot, confiftently with your duty to the public,
<« refufe me a Committee; and that Committee fhall decide
¢ which of us two, ftanding in the face of his country,
¢ fhall have dared deliberately to advance the thing which
¢ is not.”
" Lord Grenville {aid, he was fure the noble Lord did not

Grenville. mean to affert that he had afferted the thing which was not.

»

Lord
Porchefter {pecch to the following effe@

He thought that the Houfe were as proper as a Committ®®"
to decide on the accounts.

The Houfe then divided on the previous queflion.

Contents —_ 32
Proxies — " 2
N
— 34
Not Contents — %2
Proxies -— 12

The other queftions were then put, and negatived in the
fame way wirhout a divifion.
The Houfe adjourned.

Mouday, 11th April.

The order of the day being read for the Houfe to take into
confideration the Tndia papers on the table, .

Lord Porchefler rofe, and addrefled their Lordthips ina

The papers upon your Lordéhips’ table furnifth matter of fo
much alarm, that however unwilling I am to trefpafs on your
time, I feel it peculiarly iny duty, who moved their produc-

3 tion,
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tion, to draw your Lordfhips’ attention to the very import-
ant tranfa&ions which they contain: it is, however, a duty
which I cancot difcharge without reluctance, left I fhould in
its progrefs appear to impeacli, in any degfee, the high epinion
which | entertain of the charaéter of the noble Earl who
prefides over the Company’s fervants in India, and is the prin-
cipal 4&ér in the tranfadlions to which I muft entreat your
Lordfhips’ ferious attention. No man is more fully perfuaded
than I am, or more willing to acknowledge, that the sioble
Earl has pafled a life of irreproachable honour and integrity,
in the fervice of his country, and that, fora life fo {pent, no
¢ommon gratitude is his due; and, however infignificant the
eftimate of my prailc may be, no man at leaft more cheer-
fully pays his portion of the public gratitude to the noble
Earl than I do; but in whatever cfimatizn 1 may hold the
virtues of the Govaner Ceneral, 3f | wereeven perfuaded
that hie could on all occafions divelt himfelf of the prejudices
of a military education, th.at he could at all times moderate
and temper the fenlbility and ardeur of a foldicr, with the
cool caution of a flatefinan, and phlegm of a financier; even
if Tattribut. dinfallibility to Lis judgement, I muft equally
be perfuaded, that the Board of Controul poffefled all his vir-
tues, or at leaft, that they had from the beginning left him
to the exercife of hisown, before the refpe& I bear to his
character could fil-nce my judgement on the tranfa@ions in
queftion. ‘1 hat this is not the cafe, many incontrovertible
sproofs, drawn from the documents on your table, fufficiently
evince ; and indeed the chara&er and features of the tranfac-
tion betray its parent; the fame mifchievous fpirit that has
availed itfelf of the depreffion of France in her political {phere,
in order to embroilus with the reft of Europe, has feized the
fame opportunity to didturb the tranquillity ofIndia; the
fame iniquitous fYoHy that has converted the fortunate oppor-
tunity of recruiting in peace our exhaufted ftrength, into the
curfed occafion of wafting the miferable remnants of declin-
ing refources on idle and ruinous projects, has equally per-
vaded our affairs in Europe and Afia, It isan impolitic Ad-
miniftration at home, and not the Governor General in In-
di®= who is the author of all this evil, and refponfibi for all
its fatal confequences.

Tt is not to trifling circumftances of miftaken policy, faid
his Lordfhip, itis not to venial errors of a Government in-
volved in the embarrafling intricacies of a difficult and criti-
cal fituation ; it is to a war, wantonly entered into, without
provocation ; a war, whofe object is mere conqueft, without
the refources neceffary to carry it on; in violation of treaties,
in contempt of the recorded policy of the Court of DireQors,
through a feries of years, founded on the wifdom of their

i O a moft
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moit experjenced fervants, in contempt of their reitery
prders, grown ftale with repetition, and in open defiance o
the fan&ion and authority of the legiflature. 1am wel
aware, my Lords, that the fybje& I have undertaken is as ine
tricate, as it is important ; and I am eqpally aware, that its
importance required greater abilities than mine to do it juf-
tice; abilities more pradifed in giving perfpicuity to the in-
tricacies of mixed detail and reference: I am confcicus, that
without the means of feducing your attention, | muit wrefpafs
much upon your patience during the progrefs of a dry and te-
dious detail, interrupted with frequent references to the do-
cuments on your table, in order to fhape from the disjointed
limbs of an involved and myfterious tranfaction, 2 body of
proof, capablc of convincing your judgement. [ doubt not,
however, if 1 am fo fortunate as to obtain your attention,
that I fhall prove zll that I have afferted of this tranfaltion
to your conviction, as forcibly as it isitaprefled upon my
own. Thehiftery of that part of India, as far as relatesto
the prefent fubject, may be collefted from a biief flatement
of the treaties on your table; the treatics we have concluded
with the Nizam, and his condu@ under thofc engagements,
will (ufficiently mark the chara&er of him, on whofe faith
and afliftance we now rely, and the fituation in which we
ftood with relpeét to him before the prefent difturbances.
On the 12th of November, 1766, the India Company con-
ciuded a treaty with the Nizam, and amongft other articles
of great importance to him, we engaged to {upply him with
certain ftipulated forces, vnder certain circumflances: the
object of this claufe was to unite our forces to his, in charac-
ter of his ally, in order to invade the territorics of Hyder
Naigue; and accordingly, in the beginning of 1767, the
Englith forces, in conjunction with the Nizam, invaded
Hyder’s dominions. 1Ina very few months the Nizam made
his peace with Hyder, without giving his Englith allies any

‘other notice, than that he had no farther occafion for their

fervice, andleaving them in an enemy’s country to make the
beft retreat they could; he left them principals in a war, in
which they had entered as his allies; neither did he limit his
treachery to fimple defertion; before the year was expire ' he
joined his late enemy Hyder, with 80,000 men, againit his
late friends and allies ; and, in conjun&@ion with Hyder, in-
vaded the Carnatic, and with Hyder was defeated in Septem-

" ber 1767, by General Jofeph Smith, at Trinomaly: taught

this rough leffon, he as readily and honourably deferted
his new friend Hyder, and united himfelf again with the
Englifh, to extirpate Hyder as a monfter; having thus

" ghanged fides three times in thirteen months, For this pur-

pofe, on the 23d of February 1768, he concluded a treatg
M . ¢ e s Wiﬁ
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with as, in which, with modeft confidence he afferts, # That
¢ Hyder Naigue having lately invaded and laid wafte with
¢ fire and {word the pofieffions of the Englifh €ompany, and
¢ the Nabob Wolau Jauin the Camnatic, (aéts which he
¢ himfelf had done in concert with Hyder) it is certainly
¢ neceflary for their peace, &c. that the faid Hyder Naigue
¢ fhould be punifhed, &c.” In this treaty, he generoufly
beflows on the Englifh the country of the Carnatic Bella
Gaut, belonging to, and then in the poflefion of, Hyder,
and engages to affift them in its conqueft, on condition, that
as foon as they fhall be in pofleflion,. they fhall pay to him
annually, feven lacks of rupees, and to the Mahrattas the
whole chout, or one fourth of the nett annual revenues of
the country. The Company likewife engage to furnifh cer-
tain flipulated troops whenever he fhall require them, pro-
vided the affairs of the Cemmpany permitted it; by which laft
words the Company referved the full difcretion of fending the
faid troops or not, according to circumftances. I wifh to
point your Lordfhips attention to this claufe, as I fhall have
very material occafion to revert to it; this is the laft treaty
concluded with the Nizam, previous to thofe which are the
fubje& of the prefent confiderations 1 he peace with Hyder,
that took place in the vear following, 1706¢, obliterated all
hat part of the above treaty which refpected the conqueft of
yder’s dominions, to whom we ceded all our claim, by
treating with him as Sovereign of that country, leaving him
in full pofleflion, and even becoming guranty to him for that
pofleflion: in other refpelts, the treaty of 1769, was a mere
treaty of peace between the contraQing parties, namely, the
Company and Hyder; and including the ailies of each party
as allies of the war, and nominally the Rajahs of Tanjore
and Travancore, as allies of the Carnatic PayengGaut. By
the fecond article, the contra@ing parties, namely, the
Company and Hyder, guaranty each other’s pofleflions, and
not thofe of their allies: it is material that your Lordfhips
thould obferve, that this fecond article of mutual guarantes
gave fo much difpleafure to the Court of Diretors, (as break-
ing through the policy which they had prefcribed to rule the
nduc of their fervants,) that in their lettet to the Select
&‘mmame at Madras, dated the 1oth of April, 17775, they
fay, ¢ We cannot but confider the dufenfive alliance with
L 'Hyder, as a fource of infinite evils, and we hope that no
¢ temporary confiderations will in future time incuce our fer~
¢ vants to embarrafs us with claims, the fulfilling of which
¢ may tend to wound our commercial intereft, and endanger
¢ the public tranquillity, and the refufal whereof may in
§* any degree be conftrued as an impeachment of our ho-
 nour.”  Your Lordfhips will certainly obferve, that thers

1§
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is not ‘the thadow of x pretence, that any other defenfive
engagemeént was entered into by this treaty, except that
with Hyder, of which the Direftors here fo firongly com-
plain; nor will you eafily credit, that contrary to thefe plain
injunclions, any future engagements were entered into by
their fervants which could produce the evils of a defenfive
alliance here complained of ; in fa&, this letter of the Direc-
tors was fo effe€tual, that (as appears in Sir J. Rumbold’s
Confiderations of the Political State of India) Hy.ler claimed
in vain the affiftance ftipulated, which in dire& breach of
the treaty was refufcd. I mention this, in order to point
your Lordfhips® attention to the important fad, that this ar-
ticle of guaranty and other defenfive claufes {o alarming to
the Dire€lors, were in confequence of their injunctions omit-
ted in the treaty of Mangalore, in 1784, which was there-
fore a fimple treaty of peace.  This treaty was preceded by a
war with the Mahrattas, Hyder Ally, and other confederate
Princes, in 1780; and this war was acknowledged to be an
additional obligation we owed to our good friend the Nizam ;
the proof of this fact appears by the following minute of Sir
Eyre Coote, the 12th of Janvary 1781.

¢ The Nizam has in his letter to the Government, and
¢ in his converfations with Mr. Holland, who communi-
¢ cated them to the Governor General and Council, avowed
& his difpleafure on account of our behaviour with regaid to
¢ the Pifhcath and the Guntoor treaty; and has without
¢ {cruple acknowledged his having, for thefe reafons, enw.
% couraged and connived at a combination of the powers
% againft us;” this war was followed firft by a peace with
the Mahrattas in 1782, now on your table, and in the year
1784, by a peace with Tippoo, commonly called the treaty
of Mangalere, which was the laft fubfifting treaty with the
Chief of Myfore before the prefent war in India, upon which
it is only neceflary to repeat the obfervation, that the orders
&f the DireCtors, and commands of the legiflature, were mora
ftrictly obferved than heretofore, and that it therefore is a
fimple treaty of peace, including with ourfelves, our friends
and allies of the war, without any defenfive claufe whatever;
and that from this treaty no claims, fuch as the Dire@’ts
exprefled in their obfervations on that of 1769, could arife,
namely, claims embarraffing either to their commercial in-
terefts, or their honour. It is neceffary for your Lordfhips
to obferve, that there is no treaty whatever fubfifting between
the Company and the Rajah of Travancore. Between the
Nabob of Arcot and the Company you have two treaties on
the table; the firft of no importance to the prefent queftion ;
the aft of very great importance: it is a treaty concluded by
8ir Archibald Campbell in 1787, and adjufts the proportion
ta
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to be.paid by the two contta&inf parties for the - militaty,
peace and war eftablifhments. 1 fhall only refer to the ar-
ticle for the war eftablithment ; and it profefles to be, ¢ for
¢ arranging, by a juft and equitable treat{; a plan for the
¢ fature defence of the Carnatic and the Northern Circars,
% and for difcharging the expence of a.war, in the event of
¢ a war breaking out in the Carnatic, or on the coaft of
¢¢ Coromandel,” (not in Travancore, oron the coaft of Ma-
Jabar, nor for the conqueft of Myfore). The ftipulated fum
on the part of the Nabob of Arcot is four-fifths of his reve-
nue, to be applied ¢ for their common fafety and interefts,
«_as allo for the intereft of their allies in the Carnatic, and
¢ on the coaft of Coromandel,” (and not for thé®feparate al-
lies of the Company, nemely, the Mahrattas and the Nizam,
nor for the interefts of the Rajah of Travancore, nor inde-
feuce of places fituated on the coaft of Malabar. Specific and
limited powers are given to fecure payment, to ceafe when
the arrears are paid, and a diftin& and guarded provifo,
¢ That nothing fhall extend, or be conftrued to extend, to
¢ deprive his Highnefs the Nabob of the Carnatic of the ci-
¢ vil Government thereof, thecredit of his family, or the
¢ dignity of his illuftrious houfe ; but that the fame fhall be
¢ preferved to him inviolate, faving and excepting the pow-
¢ ers in the foregoing articles exprefled and mentioned.”
Thus ftood the affairs of the India Company in that part of
Hindoftan with refpe@ to treaties; and your Lordfhips will
obferve, that by none of thefe treaties the Gompany are
bound to defend the dominions of any Prince or State in In-
dia, except thofe of the Nabob of Arcot, unlefs it is fuppofed
that the guaranty of Tippoo’s dominions, by the treaty of
1769, was ftill in force before the exifting war. It will now
he neceffary, continued his Lordfhip, to{how the 2ftablifhed
policy and orders of the Court of DireCtors, and the injun
tions of the legiflature, which limited and controuled the
ambition of the Company’s fervants in India; for this pur~
pofe I muft trouble your Lordfhips with reading feveral ex-
tralls from general letters. 1 could with eafe cover your ta-
ble with exaradls, proving the uniform policy prefcribed by
ire€tors; but 1 fhall only fele&t a few of different dates,
in order to cover, with the proof, the whole fpace, from the
treaty of Illiabad, till the policy received a legiflative fan&ion
and authority in 1784. I ﬂZall begin with the opinion of
Lord Clive, givenin a letter of the 30th of September, 1765,
to the Court of DireStors, immediately after the reftoration
of Sujah Dowlali. ¢ Our reftoring to Sujah Dowlah the
¢ whole of his dominions, proceeds more from the policy of
¢ not extending the Company’s territorial poffeflions, than
¢ the

o "
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& the generous principle of attaching him for éver to our ins
“ tefeid by gratitude.”

Extra&t from a gene'ral letter of the Court of Dire&ors to the
Prefident and Council of Fort St. George, May 13, 1768.

¢¢ You will obferve, from the whole tenor of thefe dif-
% patches, that our views are not to enter into offenfive
¢ wars in India; or to make farther acquifitions beyond our
¢ prefent pofleflions. We therefore recommend to you as
¢ {oon as poflible to bring about a peace, upon terms of the
¢¢ moft perfeCt moderation on the part of the Company, and
% when made, to adhere to it upon all future occafions, ex~
¢ cept whdk the Company’s pofleffions are actually attacked;
¢ and not to be provoked by frefh difturbances of the toun-
€ try powers to enter into new wars.

¢ Lord Clive foon difcovered, that the extirpation of Sn-
¢ jah Dowlah would have broken down the ftrongeft barrier
¢ againft the Mahrattas, and therefore wifely reftored Sujah
¢ Dowlah; fuch too fhould be your conduct with refpet to
¢ the Nizam and Hyder Ally.”

Extra& of a general letter, June 3o, i769

¢ We muft fay, upon principles of policy, we wifh for
¢ peace with Hyder Naigue, whenever it can be obtained
¢ on the moft moderate terms; for our policy is to avoid
¢ every thing that tends to the increafe of the Mahratta
¢ power, which is evidently the misfortune of this war ; for
¢ you are reduced to the neceflity of being yourfelves the
¢ propofers of new provinces to he added to the dominions
“ of the Mabhrattas, already poflcfied of half the Mogul em-
¢ pire. -
Pe Opfnion of Mr. Dupre and Mr. Haftings, 1770.

¢ We are clearly of opinion, that if the Company were
¢ totake part with either the Mahrattas or Hyder Ally, the
¢ fupporting Hyder Ally as a barrier againft the Mahrattas
«¢ would be far more eligible than to throw the whole power
¢ into the hands of the Mahrattas, by uniting them to re-
¢ duce Hyder Ally, and add the Myfore dominion to thes:s;
¢¢ we have all along thought it impolitic to the laft degree
¢ to raife the power ot the Mahrattas, already too great and
¢¢ dangerous.”

Extrat of Mr. Smith’s Minute, Fort St. Georgey. Confulta-
tion, Feb. 18, t770.

¢ Hyder Ally being/lthe only barrier againft the enor-
¢ mous pawer of the Mahrattas, fhould always have been
¢¢. confidered as our natural ally; the late war againft him,

“ whicle
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« which coft the Company fo many lacks, was a war againft
¢« themfelves.” .

If W were neceflary to give farther proof of the uniform
policy prefcribed by the Court of Direétors, and of the cor-
refponding opinivns of their moft expericnced fervants, 1
could produce volumes to the fame efle@ : 1 fhall now thow
to you, that the prefent head of the Board of Controul, and
the reprefentatives of th: Commons of Great Britain, enter-
tained the fame opinion. 1 thall therefore read the three firft
of a long flring of 1efolutions moved by the prefent head of
the Poaid of Coutroul, and unanimoufly adopted by the Com-
wméns, in 1782, .

t. ¢ That the ogders of the Court of DireGors of the
¢ Eaft India Company, which have conveyed to their fer-
“ vants abroad a prolubitery condemnation of all fchemes
¢ of conqueft and eulargement of dominion, by preferibing
* gertain rules ¢nd boundaries for the operation of their mi-
¢« litary force, and enjnining a ftri€t adherence to a fyftem of
¢ defence, upon the piinciples of the treaty of Hiahabad,
¢ were founded no lefs on wifdom and policy than on juftice
¢ and moderation.” " .

2. % That every tranfgretfion of thofe orders, without
¢ evident neceflity, by any of the feveral Britith Govera-
¢ ments in India, has been highly reprehenfible, and has
¢ tended in a chief degree to weaken the force and influence,
“ and to diminifh the refources of the Company in thofe
¢ parts.”

3+ ¢ That every interference as a party in the domeftic
¢ or national quarrels of the domeftic powers, and all new
¢ engagements with them in offenfive alliances, have been
“ wifely and providentially forbicdcn by the Company in
¢ their commands to their adminiftrarion in India.”

To clofe this long ftring of proofs, the legiflature, in 1784,
gave its fan@ion and authority 1o thete cpinieng and th:fe
commands, by the aét of the 24 Geo. ill. ch. 25 1. 34.

¢ «Whereas, to purfue fchemes of conqueft and extenfion
"ao..a,dominion in India, are meafures repugn:nt to the
 wifh, honour, and policy of this nation; be it therefore
¢ farther enacted, by the authority aforciuid, that ir thail
¢ notbe lawful for the. Governor (ene-ul and Conacil of
¢ Fort William, without the exprefs commands and authe -
¢ rity of the Court of Dire€ors, in anv cafe, (except where
¢ hoftilities have a@ually been commenced, cr prevaraticns
¢ aftually made for the commencement of hofl:lities agairat
¢ the Britith nation in India, or againft fome of the Princes
“\or ftates dependant thereon; or whofe teriitories the faid
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- ¢ United Company. thall be at fach time engaged by any

¢ fubfifting treaty to defend or guaranty) either to declate war

¢ or commence hottilities, &_c. &c. &c.”

Thus, my Lords, you have on your table a full B of
the engagements binding on the India Company under fub-
fifting treaties, both fuch as refpe@ pecuniary arrangements,
and fuch as g.ve any defenfive claim og the Company ; and
you have juft heird the peremptory diftates of the legiflature,
fetting bounds to the avarice and ambition of the Company
and their fervants, by preferibing the policy to be purfued in
India, and exprefsly and diftinQly prohibiting the Governor
General, without the exprefs comniands of his fuperiors, ¢i-
ther to make war or enter into any nelv treaties for that pur-
pofe againft any power, unlefs aciual hoflilities are com-
menced by fuch power againft the pofl Mbus of the Compauy,
or of fome Prince, to whofe defence they are cngaged by fub-
fifling treaties. The queflion therefore is brunght to afhare
iflue ; have our pofleflions been firfl antacked by Tippoo Sul-
tan, againft whom we have waged war, or have the poflef-
fious of any Prince, to whofe defence we are by treaty bound,
been attacked by Tippoo Sultan® 1f not, and it is impefhible
to fhow that either of thefe gvents have happened, nothing
ca¢ make the war legal, or its purfuit lefs than a dire&t viola~
tion of the authority of the legiflature, except the exprefs com=-
mands of the Board of Controul ; and, in that cafe, though
it is within the legal difcretion of the Board, fuch orders
would be in obvious contempt of the clear explicit fenfe of the
legiflature, and of the known and acknowledged interefts of
the Company; but fuch orders would leave the condutt of
the Governor General free from all imputation of error., :

The legiflature, faid his Lordfhip in continuation, befides
the interpofition of its authority, has placed a flill farther
barrier againft the dangerous ambition of the Company’s fer-
vants in India, by conftituting a Board of Controul to fuper-
intend and keep within its proper hounds the fpeculative ven-
tures of commercial politics. The fervants of the Company
areat this moment, men of the moft unblemifhed charaéters,
and they are bound down by fo many pofitive injuncions and
explicit laws on the fubject of wars and defenfive alliancee
that it is not in their power to offend in this point; ar?1'in-
deed in the opening of the India budget, on the 31ft of March
laft year, it was truly faid by the head of the Board of Con-
troul, that *¢ he mutl be a daring Governor General inderd,
“ who could fo far venture to difobey inftru&ions from home,
¢ as rafhly to purfue a different courle.” What the nature of
thofe infiru&ions from home have been, which prefcribed to
the Governor General his courfe, will, notwithftanding the
myfterious veil which is caft over them, clearly appear fro!t'n

tre
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the rpeu to whichI fhall refer. In order to effe&k this, I
muft entreat your ferious attention to the letter from Lord
Cornwallis to the Nizam, of the 7th of July, 178¢. Itisa
letter of the moft extraordinary nature, a phenomenon in the
dij:lomatic hine, and of the greateft importance. And in con-
fidering this letter I muft beg your Lordhips to bear in your
mind the claufe of the a& of 84, prohibiting the Governor
General, without exprefs commands, to make a treaty of of-
fenfive alliance; for you will find this letter not only to be in
effeét a treaty, but confidered asfuch by the writer, and en-
tered as fuch on the file of treaties, as appears by its recital
amongft theother treaties in the firft article of the late treaty
with the Nizam; and | fhall prave to your Lordfhips, that
it is a treaty leaguing war againit T'ippoo Sultan, unprovoked
on his part; this epiftolary treaty, therefore, under the ex-
ifting circumftances, could not have been conclided without
the authority of the Board of Controul, unlefs you fuppofe,
what no man has a right to fuppofe, that Lord Coinwallis
did that illegally, and without authority, which he might
have done legally, and with authority. "If 1 was difpofed, as
I am not, to accufe Lord Cornwallis of a&ing in defiance to
law in this treaty, 1 fhould not be entitled to the fuppofition
that he had afted without orders;. I therefore beheve and ad-
mit, as I am bound to do, that all was done to legalize the a&
which can have been done, and then the a& is not an aét of
the Governor General, but of the Boaid of Controul; be it
an a& deferving praife or cenfure, as fuch I charge the Board
of Controul with the war, and all its confequences.

By this letter it appears beyond all doubt, that antecedent
to July 1789, and long antecedent to any pretended alls of
hoftility, a negotiation of the higeft importance had been en-
tered into betweerfLord Cornwallis and the Nizanmwin a con-
ference with Abul Coflim, a Vakeel of the Nizam ; the firft
fentence of the letter is the proof; for he fays, ¢ that he had
¢ received his Highnefs’s letter, and underftood all the mat.
« ters intrufled to the verbal cogasbunication of Abul Cof-
“ fim,” and he fays, ¢ that he entered into a candid and ex-

., *¢ plicit converfation with Abul Coffim, on {ubjeéls of the
—<Agheft importance!” Amongft other poflibly importat
points, itappears, that the converfation had turned upon a
plan of taking poffi-flion of Tippou’s dominions, the Carnatic
Balla Gaur, under the expired treaty of 1768 ; by which the
parties being then at war, agreed (as was obferved on the
treaty) to conquer that country, and that the pofieffion
fhould remain with the Englith under certain adv.ntageous
ftipulations for the Nizam and the Mahrattas. The words
in this myfteriqus letter, which beyond all difpute prove this

&, are the following: “ In regard to the articles of the

K P2 ' « Dewanny,
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% Dewaony, of the Carnatic Balla Gaut, your Highnefs
“ muft be well convinced that circumftances huve totally pre-
“ vented the execution,’ and the Company are in full en-
% joyment of peace With all the world; (fo that the propo-
¢ fition refpeCted that* which could _not be performed in
¢ peace,) but fhould it hereafter happen, that the Company
¢ fhould obtain pofleflion of the country mentioned in thefe
¢ articles, with your Highnefs’s affiftance they will ftrictly
¢ perform the ftipulations in favour of your Highnefs and
¢ the Mahrattas, (namely, the ftipulations in the treaty of
¢« 1768.) Your Highnefs muft be well affured, that while
¢ treaties of peace and friendfhip exift with any chief nego-
¢ tiations that tend to deprive that chief of any part of his
s¢ poffeflions, unprovoked on his part, naturally muft create
¢¢ fufpicions in his mind unfavourable to the reputation of
¢ your Highnefs and the chaia&er of the Company; fince
¢ the only gr unds on which luch negotiations cculd be
¢ carried on, reft on a treaty exifting above 20 \ears,
¢ (nam ly, tharof 1765) the execut:on ot whichis yet un-
¢« claimed; and fince no provocatien has hitherto been given
¢ to jullify 4 brecch in the prefent peaceable and amicable
¢ underftanding hetween each other.”

The only oifcivation neceflary at prefent to make vpon
this part of the letter is, that no doubt can be ent-rtained by
any petion of the extert avd ohje: of this propofal; and thar,
though 1t is nnt openly and avowedly accepted, it was cer-
tainly not rej-Gted as a dithonourable prop. 1al, which cught
not to be liftened to 3 but it is difcufled, as if a decent pre~
tence alone was wanting toits cordial reception: can any one
read the words ¢ but fhould it hereafter happen that ihe
¢ Company fhould obtain poffeflion of the country with
¢ your Higliuefles's afliftance,” wirhout":.'aing petfuaded of
the hoftile inclinations to this friendly Chief, who is acknows
ledged to have given no provocation ? but having thus gently
fet afide this propofal for want of ¢ provocation to juftify a
¢¢ breach,” your Lord(bips might naturally expe&, that no
hoftile a&l would be done againft this approved and unim-
peached friendfhip with Tippoo Sultan, at leaft, in this very
letter, which however before its fignature quits its epiftdl-.y"
infignificancy, and aflumes the dignity, weight, and cha-
ralter of a treaty, a treary for the extirpation of this very
man, to whofe unviolated friendfhipit bears folemn teftimony.
The orders received from the Board of Controul admitted
not the delay which waiting for good oftenfible pretences of
provocation would occafion, fome furer ground muft co-
vertly belaid to enfure a rupture; and moft cffe¢tually indeed
is it prepared, and covered only with tha coarfe veil of
clumfy artifice; accordingly, under pretence of explaining
- ) foric
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forme grammatical obfcurities in the article of 1768, re{pet-
ing the troops, to be fupplied to the Nizam when required, a
very fubftantial and very imporstaat alterstion is made in that
claufe, u}uivalent to a declaration of war againft Tippoo
l Sultan, efpecially when it is recolle€led, that it was made in

anfwer to a propofal of the Nizam's to invade with joint for-
ces the territories of that Chief.

The words of Lord Cornwallis’s letter are, « I agree,
¢ that in the fixth article of the treaty, the words, when-
¢ ever the fitvation of aftairs will allow of fuch a body of
¢ troops te march into the Decan, fhall be underflood to
¢ ,mean, that the force engaged for by this article fhall be
¢ grauted, whenever your Highnefs fhall apply for it, mak-
¢ ing ohly one exception, that is, that it is not to be em-
¢ ployed againft any power in alliance with the Company,
& viz. Pundit Pundhaun, Madagee Scindia, and other Mah-
¢ ratta Chiefs; Pefhwa, Ragojee Boofla, the Nabob of Ar-
¢ cot, Nabob Vizier, and Rajahs of Tanjoreand Travan-
¢ core;” that is, in the mofl explicit terms, faying, that
{_ou may attack with the Company’s forces no perfon but

ippoo Sultan: (for every other power on the confines of
the Nizam’s deminions, but Tippoo, are excepted;) and
him and him alove by this alteraticn you may attack with
the Company’s torces, withour their exprefs confent, when-
ever ycr arc difpofed fo to do. The Nizam’s difpofition
was not very doubtful, and the Company’s forces, being
thus engaged, a choice of provocations would quickly arife
to enable the Company to join with their whole force. I
defy the moft devoted partizan of Government, armed with
the moft blind confidence, to fhut his underftanding to this
unequivacal proof, that ‘Tippoo Sultan was at this moment
the devoted viéufi. But Lord Cornwallis plaigly avows
the motives for this alteration ; for he fays, in exprefs terms
that, he has confined himfelf to the explanation of the treaty
of 1768, becaufe the laws of his country prevented his mak-
ing 2 new treaty; that is to fav, that by the laws, without
exprefs authority, I cannct make a new offenfive treaty, but

. | c:t produce the fame effi-&t under the authority 1 have re-
“thNtd, by an alteration of the claufe of 176%; and Lord
Cornwallis profefles in the letter, that this alteration is made
“ with a view to a more perfe€t execution of that treaty; on
¢ this account 1 have not thought proper to comply with
¢ fuch requefls by Abul Coffim, that in any fhape tend to
¢ alter the fpirit of that treaty.” The {pirit and profeflfed
ohje¢t of that treaty was, the conquefl of the dominions now
belonging to Tippoo Sultan; and, in fa@, this alteration re-
animates the expired fpirit of that treaty, by taking off the

V:zzle of reftraint that curbed the warlike efficacy of the
: ftinulated
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ftipulated troops, and at the fame time encouraging their
empl«:;{‘mem in the only way they canbe emplog namel{,
againft Tippoo, by giving frefh affurances, that ¢ fhould
¢ it hereafter happen, that the Company fhould obtain pof- .
“ feffion of the country, (belonging to Tippoo,) with your
“ Highnefs’s affitance they will perform the ﬂipu}atioqs(‘
“ in %avour of your Highnefs, and the Mahrattas.” °

Notwithflanding the power now vefted folely in the Ni-
7am to attack Tippoo, according to his wiﬂz, with the
forces of the Company, there ftill remained a difficulty to

t{fuade the cautious prudence and interefted cunning of the
ﬁz:m, to act without the authority of an open and avowed
treaty ; it was therefore neceffary to give weight and autho-
rity to this letter, which refpettively refers to, and is both
comment and text to the converfation with Abul Coffim, -
and for this purpofe, Lord Cornwallis fays to the Nizam in
this letter, ¢ Your Highnefs will be e>nvinced, from the ex-
¢« planations [ have given to thofe articles in the treaty of
s« amb:guous and obfcure meaning, that I am earneftly de-
« firous of the adjuftment of every matter, en grounds fair
¢¢ and liberal. Butit is necefl'ry, in confideration of the
¢ fuhielts of converfation with Meir Abul Coffim, that |
¢¢ fhould point to your Highnefs, that unlefs juft canfe
« fhould e given for entering intonew treaties, the laws of
“ my country, the injunions of the King and Company of
¢ kngland, as well as the faith and honour of the Englifh,
s¢ prohibit me from entering into any negotiation to make
¢ new treaties (of war, for others he can make), and 1
¢ have confined my conferences with Meir Abul Cofim to
« the explanation of that made in 1768, with a vicw to a
¢ more perfect execution of it. On this ancount, 1 have not
s¢ judged® proper to comply with fuch requefts as have been
¢ made by Meir Abul Coffim, that in any fhape tend toal-
% ter the fpirit of that treaty. A farther argument to im-
¢ prefs your Highnefs with the propriety of this determina-
¢ tion 15, the fanction and fupport of His Majefty and the
¢¢ Company of England, to thofe mneafures that coincide with
¢ their infiru@ions, (fothat thefe meafures were prefcpbad:
¢ by their inftruions). -

¢ I have mentiored this circumftance, merely to affure
¢ vour Highnefs of the firength of my aflertions, and the
¢ valueof mv engagements in regard to the Guntoor Circar,
¢ and the other articles of the tieaty; and 1 truft, that this
% clear explanation of the ambiguous article of the treaty
¢ will render it effeual, and will afford your Highnefs a
¢ convincing proof of the Company’s determination to ad-
¢ here to the faith of it. Although 1 have not agreed tg-
“ enter into anew treaty with your Highnefs, through M

. s lul
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e« Abul Coffim, for the':ﬁfaq;" “abpve iffigred ;
« Highanef(s, ‘::1" confideration’ of "t";a’e"authori_t'y :rel{’?(f’ im
¢« by the King and Parliament of England, wilf contider my
¢ letter, though mercly purporting a clear explanation of

w ¢ the feveral articled in the treaty of 1768, flrong and ef-

‘:: ficient upon the Englifh Government in India; equally fo,

as a treaty in due formn could be, fince the Nembers of

¢ the Council have g'ven their cheaiful acqui.feence to its
& contlents.”

It is neceflury to obferye upon this part of the letter, that
though Lord Cornwallis afferts, that he cannot make a new
treaty ; he admits, that he can miake a new claute toran old
tredty, by which he makes it a treaty of new ethe@ ; and
that it is dircétly contrary to the a&t of I"aslinment, unlefs
he a€ls under exprefs cocmmands; for it is become a treaty of
offenfive alliance againit 'l ippoo, whenever it thall pleafe the
Nizam. and confequently is illegal ; o muil have been con-
cluded under the exprefs awhority of the Board of Controul,
who have probuably preferibed this med - ot privaie vpiftolary
treaty, to enable the Nizam oftenfibly to commence the
war, and prolibitcd an open avowed treaty in due form, in
order to conceal the early fteps they took to lay the founda-
tion of the war, and the words above alluded to in the let~
tery, to induce the Nizam to be fatisfied with this novel Mode
of tranfalting bufinefs of this nature, prove this inference to
be well founded, and the following words farthet confirm it :
¢ Although I have not agreed to enter into a new treaty
« with your Highnefs, yet, your Highnefs, in confidera-
‘¢ tion of the authority vefted in me by the King and Parlia-
¢ ment, will confider my letter, though merely purporting
¢ a clear explanation of the feveral articles in the treaty of
¢« 31768, ftrong a;} efficient upon the knglifh Government -
¢ in India;” thi€is not the language of one a&ing®with ad-
vertence to the operations of theall, nor deficient in thofe
inftru®ions which arc neceflary to legalize his conduét.
The fum of this letter is, that Lord Cornwallis, by thean-
thority vefled in him, enters into a treaty with the Nizam,
by which he gives new powers to the Nizam to invade, with

* “hg Qompany’s forces, the territories of Tippoo Sultan, and
no other perfon; and that he does in anfwer to a propofition
refpeling an atrack ot Vippeo's dominion.

Let any candid man judge, faid his I.ordfhip, what mutt
have been I ippoc Sultan’s opinion of his own {ituation,
when lie heard, as doubtlefs lie found means to do,” what had
pafled between the Nizam, whnfe chara&ter he well knew,

. and the Englifh Company, whofe adlirrence to treaty he had
experienced, when he claimed th-ir afiftance under thar of

. 4769 againft rhe Mahrattaz.  What muft he huye thought

“ ot
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of hie- fituition when he recolleted that inaddition to this
prepared hoftility on his Northern frontiers, a very fufpi-
eious movement had fome time before taken place on his
Southern frontiers, when, in perfect peace, a body of the
Company’s troops, contrary to ufual cuftom, and without
caufe, had marched to Travancore, and heen pofted in a‘
fort of the Rajah of Travancore, at Parour, in the midft of
a country tributary to iippoo, and on the Southern con-
fines of his dominions? What muft he have thought, when
he faw the Rajah himfelf take pefleflion (in force) of two
Dutchforts, whofe advanced pofition in Tippoo’s territories,
made it naturally an obje&t of jealoufy to him; if he had re-
ceived no other caufe, he mutt have been a weak man indeed,
if he had not been con- inced that it was neceflary for him to
be on his guard, for that ¢ this opportunity” (according to
Lord Cornwallis’s letter to (General Medows) % was to be
¢ taken to reduce his power.”

Thus your Lordthips fee, that a clear foundation for a
rupture with Tippoo Sultan was artfully laid, in a manner
that gave fome hopes that it might be effected, without car-
rying along with it open proof of our aggreffion; power
given to his avowed eneiny to attack him with the Compa-
ny’sforces, and that power given by a treaty in the difguife,
and with the intended privacy of a letter, was deemed an in-
fallible recipe fora war, and a falvo for the credit of the En-
glith name: but the Nizam, praQifed as we have feen him
in every political fubrerfuge, and capable of every deceit, and
at the fame time not ignorant ia the hiftory of our Indian
faith, aid poffeffed of,its value in this VE? negotiation, was
not fo ready as was expected, on the faith of private af-
furances. and implied offenfive alliances, to plunge himfelf
into a wac with a formidable enemy, on ll’-.e {ole confidence
of a fecret epiftolary treaty, fufpicious by its difguife, and
mylterious in its language; the war, therefore, was not
found fufficiently certain without an open avowed league, in
which the Company muft bear its equal fhare. The treaty
therefore of partition between the Company, the Nizam, and
the Mlahrattas, of Tippoo Sultan’s dominions, was planned «
and determined ; and [ wave for the moment the co.fideracion
of all the trifling pretences of quarrel with Tippoo, which
had intervened between the letier of the 7th of July, (for
before that date, Lord Cornwallis bears teftimony in his
epiftolary treaty, that no caufe of provocation had been
given;) and the date of the treaty of partition itfelf, becaufe
the war having been planned and deterimined-on the 7th of
Joly, no fuch pretence could in truth have been its caufe;
and il it was even poffible to fuppofe the extraordinary let-
ter of the 7th to have been an innocent, unmeaning letter

with
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with no hoftile interitions, it would then be unfair t6 take
the motives of the war from public fame, when the treaty,
which 15 the profeffed declaration of war, 18 upon your table
to ipeak for itfelf, and fhow the true grounds upon which
its authors reft their juftification ; and it s not to be doubted,
that, if they had a better pretence for the war than 1s there
to be found, they would have affixed it to the front of the
record : wotf{e motives they may have had than there ap-
pears; to fufpe@ them of better, is to fufpe&® them of mad-
nefs #hd folly. 1 do not mean to avaid the difcuffion of any
aflignable pretence, but to begin with the pretence affigned
m,_ the record, as the moft regular courfe; and, as it will
ferve to difpiove the pretences which your Lordfhip will
find, like all other fallacies, are built on fuch weak ground,
that they will fink beuc ath the preflure of examnation : 1 muft
therefore defire your attention to the treaties between the
Compiny, the Nizum, wnd the Mihrattas; and onts firft
infpection, 1 cinnoc help obferving a plain difobedience of
the Company’s orders, 1 the hiont of the tieaty with the Ni-
<am.

It 1s negotiited by a militarv man, Capt Kennaway, agen-
tlennin, n&doubr, fit tor the emplovment, except that when
Gener Calliwd Lo negotinitad the treaty of 1766, the Comt
of Duc Qo1 obferve, that ¢ 1t s highly difj lerfing to us, anl
¢ contruy to our oruers, that a milituy off cer thould be
¢ alone emploved 1n negotnitions of our commercial or poli-
¢ tical interefts ” L he next obvious remark, s the fime
which | befye male to the firft epiffolary tieaty, that fuch a
traaty cculd not b entered into by Loid Coinwallis, without
the «xpiels authonity of tle Board of Controul, and confe-
quently 1t 2ffsids  mother proof, that it s not his a&t, but
that of the Boud «for n> hoftilities are even affertgd to have
been committed” agunft the Englifh nation, her dependants,
or allics, but the very fingular word of infidelity (which bhe-
tween nations muft iefer to an inferior clafs of complaints) 18
fubftituted, conveying to the mind no overt a& of hoftility,
and this word 1s not ufed through inaccuracy, but has heen
chofen after deliber wtion, 1s fafer in its obfcurity and infigni-
ficakcy, than a cleirly unfounded aflirtion tl.e allegation of
hoftilities is thercfore ftudiouflv avoided, for if you read the
coriefponding claufe m the laft treaty with the Nizam n
1768, you will find, that in the pief-nt treaty 1t 1s 10 part
copied, and in part reje€ted, and the unputatron of hoftilities
1s juft the part 1eje&led ; the commifhion of hoftilities being
the only charge agunft Tippoo whicl could legalize the war
aganft him upon the face of the treaty, would not have been
omitted, when the reft of the claufe ferved as a model, if 1t

~could have been ufed without a manifeft violaton cf truth
Vor. XXX. Q. The
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“Fhe clanfe of 1968 runs thus : Hyder Naigue ¢ having lately
¢ invaded, with fire and fwdrd, the pofltflions of the Engli(h
¢ Company, and the Nabob Wolau Jau in the Carnatic, it is
‘«t certainly neceflary for their peace, that the faid Naigue
s fhould be punifbed and reduced, fo that he may not hcre-
¢ after have the power to give any perfon farther trouble :” ,'
the words ** fhould be punifhed” and the fubflance of the re-\
mainder, is adepted in the prefent treaty, which runs thus:
« Tippoo Sultan having engagementis with the three con.ra&-
¢ ing parties, has, notwithftanding, alted with /nfigglity to
¢ them all ; for which reafon, they have united in a league.
¢« that to the utmofl of their power they may punish him, and
¢ deprive bim of tic mecans of difturbing the general tranquiility
¢ in future.” “The a&t of Parliament would have juitified a
war, commenced under fuch aéls of hoftility as are fiated in
the former treaty; and it required the exiflence of {imilar hof-
tilities to authornize the prefent treatv, and if it had heen pof-
fible to have flated any aéls of hoftility in the prefint treaty,
in compliance with the adt, they would have heen detailed.

In the third article it is confefled that no loftilities had
commenced at the time of th~ treaty with Tippoo ; for the ar-
ticle provides for the commencement of fuch hoftilities thus,
that ¢ this undertaking being refolved on, it is agreed, that
¢ on Captain Kennaway’s annunciation to the Nabob of the
* aéual commencement of hoftilities between the Company’s
« forces and the faid Tippoo, &c. &c” And it muit be ob-
ferved, that our allies are out of the queftion upon the face of
the treaty, for there is no pretence even of an infidelity to
our allies, nor is the intereft of any one ally hinted at in the
whole treaty ; the Nabob of Arcot and the l{ajah of Travan-
core have as little to do with this treaty, as with our nego=
tiations with Ruffia; they are not mentioned ; their exiftence
is not fuppofed, much lefs are their injuries,-*heir benefits, or
their proteion provided for; whatever may be the infide-
lities which Tippoo has committed towards the three contra&t-
ing parties, and however well they may be provided againft,
the complaints of none but the contraling parties are heard
of, nor any divifion of the fpoil affigned for the indemnity or
fatisfaction of others: thefe unknown infidelities deferve, it,.
feems, the deepeft refentment, and punifhment to the utmaft'of
the powers of the three contraling parties; though Lord
Cornwallis, in his letter of the gth of September, confiders
refentment in Tippoo ofan injury, which he then thinks it
probable that he had received, asinexcufable: refentment is
only permitted to the India Company, and that without
bounds ; but then it is found commercial productive refent-
ment, which jaftifies the conquell of rich dominions, and for
an injury done to our ally, enables us to put the fruits of our

refentment in our own pockets. -~
My

WAEE NT A R ¥ A. 1701,

s ol i -



A 1791, D EJEFAFPRIRASE - g’

My Lords, I have endeavonred o prove to your Lordfhips,
and truft that 1 have not failed, thatit has been the uniform
policy of the Dire@ors, and of the legiflature, toavoid wars
of conquefl in India, and to confine the Company to the li-
mits of their prefent territories, and to the management of

+ their commercial interefls; and to prevent any connetions
with the native Princes or States, which might embroil us in
their domeftic quarrels, and particularly to difapprove of the
prefent political arrangement with the Mahrattas againft the
Chief of Myfore. 1 have likewife proved, that in point of
fact, we are not engaged by any treaty (except that with the
Nahob of Arcot, and Rajah of Tanjour) to the defence of the
territories of any Prince or State, in the Peninfula of India;
notwithftanding which, I have endeavoured to fthow, that
Lord Cornwallis’s letter of the 7th of July, is a treaty, plan-
ning the conqueft of Tippoo Sultan’s dominions with the Ni-
zam, and that fuch a& was unprovoked on his part; that
the faid plan of conqueft was formed at home by the Board of
Controul ; that the fubfequent tieaties with the Nizam and
the Mahrattas, are continuations of fuch plan, and do not
even pretend any aéts of hoftility committed ty Tippoo againft
the Company or their allies, as themotives of the war.

Here then 1 might reft with full confidence that I had
proved my affertions, and that 1 fhould not hear any anfwer
capable of unhinging the proofs 1 have adduced ; but, as Iam
perfuaded, that whoever undertakes the defence of this mea-
fure, muft meet me with evafions and ungrounded pretences
of war ; and as the pretences which have been firft rejefled,
and then adopted by Lord Cornwallis, and afterwards rejec-
ted by the treaty, may probably be again refumed, 1 will en-
deavour- to fhow to your Lordfhips that they are totally void
of foundation, and*untenable in every light in which they
can be confidegg, In doing this, [ do not mean to quit the
firm groundA ftand upon, that the war was planned and de-
termined before the pretences exifted; but [ will readily meet
the queftion} whether the war could have been juftifiably
grounded mmn the attack of the lines of Travancore? ln
that cafe, our attachment to the faith of treatiss, and our in-
" vincible fidelity to our allies, is fuppofed to have drawn us

neceffarily, though unwillingly, into the war, as allies of the
Rajah of ‘{‘ravancore, whofe dominions liad without provoca-
tion been attacked by Tippoo Sultan. From the documents
upon your table, | venture to aflert, and doubt not clearly to
prove, that not a fingle part of the ground upon which this
defence of the war ftands, is tenable : I fhall therefore pro-
ceed to thog, that the Rajah of Travancore is, in no fenfe of
the word, purally; 2dly, that if he had been ourally, fo far
~from havilg been attacked without provocation, he was

Q.2 . clearly

—



¥

L

TN ENTFAR Y A, 17958

cleatty snd beyond doubt the ;.3dly, that of he had
been our all;,” and ot the or in th?tr’anfa&ion of the
forts and lines, he had, in Lord Cornwalliss decided and
unaltered opinion, forfeited all claim to the prote@ion of the
Company, if he had ever been entitled to it; and, 4thly, that
if he was our injured ally, with an unimpeached claim to our -
protetion, we have not in the treaties for the war, faid to be
entered into for his protetion, fecured him either prote&ion
or indemnity, or in any way attended to his intereft; and
laftly, that the pretence is fo totally groundlefs, that it fails
in the very principle upon which it is founded; for fo far from
being urged into this war by the facred and inviolable attach-
ment to the good faith of our engagements, we have trampled
upon the moft folemn ties of alliance, friendfhip, and truft,
in order to procure refources to carry on this war, which is
joRifiable upon none of thefe grounds.

The Rajah of Travancore is not an ally in any fenfe of the
word, certainly in no fenfe that binds us in obligations of
mutual defence; that we have notreaty with him is admitted,
therefore there can be no mutual obligations, But it is af-
ferted, that he was included as an ally, in the treaty of peace
concluded at Mangalore, in 1784: he was certainly (as an
ally of the war) eomprehended in the peace which concluded
it; but, if he wasnot our ally by fome treaty before, or
fince the war, that treaty of peace between the Company and
‘Fippoo Suitan, could not have made him our ally, or given
him any claims as fuch. He was not even a contralting
party, and therefore, neither could have received wor given
any pledge of alliance. We, as principals in the war, pro-
cured for him peace, but wé contralled ne farther; and fo
much is this the do&rine of treaties in India, as well asin Eu-
rope, that, in the treaty of 1769, with HYder, the Rajah of
Travancore was equally by name included as vn ally of the
wir, to a participation of the peace which termiiiated it; but
when in the fecond article of that treaty we proceeded to of-
fenive ftipulations, the contracting parties were;alone com-
prehended, and not the allies; and the Dire€ors complained,

in the letter before alluded to) of this deviation from their or-

s. * We cannot but confider the defenfive alliance with
¢ Hyder, as a fource of infinite evil, and we hope that no
¢ temporary confideration wiil in any future time induce our
¢ fervants to embarrafs us with claims, the fulfilling of
¢ which may tend to wound our commercial interefts, ic."’
The Dire@ors certainly never fufpeéted that the defenfive ar-
ticle with Tippoo was not the only article which embarraffed
them with claims, they never fufpeed that they in fadt, by

the prefent dodirine, guaranteed for ever the poffeffions of
every Prince, whofe name was inferted in that treazy of peace -
* B - as
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as theiraly; and that they did fo without being intitled to
" any t:;;;; in return: for the allies not being contratting par-
ties, not acknawledged the contraling parties as thei
allies, and entitled them to all the privileges of that appella«
tion, whatever they may be. -
The claim of allies, under the treaty of Mangalore, if
poffible, is lefs than that in 1769; becanfe the negotiators
of the treaty of 1784, aQing in obedience to the injun&ions
of the Dire&ors, and of the legiflature, and rememberci}
the complaint made by the Diretors, in 1769, juft cited,
cannot be fuppofed to have intended to convey any claims of
the embarraffing nature above ftated; and you have but to
read the treaty of 1784, to be perfuaded that it contains in
fa& no defenfive article, or engagement whatever. But the
allies of the war, as before, are included in the peace; it is
impoflible to guaranty the continuance of peace; peace is too
volatile to be bound in chains; it is of too fubtile a nature to
be enfured by force of arms; it is deftroyed by the very at-
tempt fo to preferveit. "The lofs occafioned by the infrac-
tion of peace, can alone he the objet of guaranty ; fuch a
claufe of guaranty may be inferted in a treaty, but it is not of
theeffence of a treaty of peace; otherwife all the nations of
the world who have been once at war, would be bound in a
perpetual guaranty of each other’s poffeflions. All this ap-
pears to me to he obvious to plain and unlettered fenfe; but
let us hear how the learned writers on the law of nations ex-
plain the engagements to an ally, included in a treaty of
peace. Vatell, Book 1V. Chap. 1I. Page 119, fays, ¢ The
¢ principal party in whofe name the war was made, cannot
¢ juftly make a peace exclufively of his al'ies; by compre-
“ hending them in his treaty, all be can require.of his re-
¢ conciled enegfy is, not toattack his allies on atcount of
¢ the fucc:; they furnifhed againft him; not to moleft
¢ them, but to live in peace with them, as if nothing had
“ happeoedf In page 121, he fays, ¢ The effe@ of the

, % treaty of jeace is to put an end to the war, and to abolifh
¢ the fubjeét of it ; it leaves the contra&ing parties without
 any rights of commutting hoftilities, either for the very
 {ubje& which kindled the war, or for what has paffed in
. the courfe of it ; it is therefore no longer permitted to take
& up arms for the fame caufe: accordingly, in thefe trea-
“™ies, the parties reciprocally oblige themfelves to a perpe-
“ tual peace, which is not to be underftood as if the con-
(13 tra&l
¢ for any cqufe whatever, Peace relates to the war which
¢ it terminjtes, and as it forhids the feveral parties of the
- fame war faking arms for the caufe which'at firft kindled
» ¢¢ jt, is in Jreality perpetual peace on that fubjed&; claims
: « founded

arties promifed never to make war on each other -

™
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“ foutded op adebt, or an injury prior to the war, but
% which ‘made no- part of the reafons for undertaking it,
¢ remain entire, and are not abolifhed by the treaty.”—
Page 1.8, ‘¢ ltis of great importance that a new war fhould
4 be diftinguithed from the breach of atreaty of peace, the
¢ rights acquired by fuch trearty fill fubfifting, notwith-
¢ ftanding the new war: whereas, they are annulled by the
¢ breach of the treaty on which it is founded.”

It appears clearly by thefe references, faid his Lordfhip,
that there is not-the {fmalleft ground for fuppofing, that an
ally included in a treaty of peace could be entitled as fuch,
to a guaranty of his property ; even if it was not obvious,
that the policy of the Company prohibited in this cafe the
fuppofition, tiat fuch conftrution was oa their part in-
tended ; and the Rajah of Travancore on his part can have
no claim in natural juftice to fuch conftru&ion, for he is not
a contradting party, and is bound to nothing; but he is flill
lefs entitled to it in the character of 4n ally of the Dutch:
he himfelf confefles in his letter to Mr. Hollond, the 2d of
July, 1789, that he and the Dutch are bound to aflift each
other mutually in cafe of being engaged in warfare, and the
Prefident informs Mr. Hollond, on the 26th of June, 1788,
that an offenfive and defenfive treaty had long fubfifted be-
tween the Rajah and the Dutch. The Rajah of Travancore
therefore, being under no engagements by treaty to our de-
fence, is bound under this offenfive and defenfive alliance
with the Dutch, to attack us whenever we fhall be at
variance with his contrated allies, the Dutch; but if it
was poffible for ignorance, in fpite of authorities, in fpite
of reafon, to fuppofe, that we were bound to defend him,
who is in no cafe bound to defend us, and in fome cafes en-
gaged to the Dutch to attack us, yet it’-yould pafs the
bounds of ignorance to fuppofe, that the fp.gific cafe in
which fuch claim could arife, was ina difﬁculty‘incurred by
adifpute fold to him by his allies the Dutch, togetker with two
forts; can there be any affignable reafon why w2 fhould vo-
luntarily take upon us the defence of a Prince, whofe terri-
tories the Dutch, by fubfifting treaties, are bound to defend,
and particularly thofe in queftion, where the fale itfelf im-
plies a guaranty from the Dutch, if none had previoufly ex-
ifted? When we are by no treaty, nor by any technical
conftruction of the ward ally, bound to fuch defence, afid
more particularly when the purchafe is acknowledged to
have been made for the collufive purpofe of making us
engage in the defence of Dutch forts; for the Riajah, in his
Jetter to Mr, Hollond, of the 3d of September,§1789, con-
fefles that one of his motives for the purchafe pf the forts -
from the Dutch, ¢ Jeft the Englifh troops at Pacour fhould

- % excufe
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% excufe themfelves from lending affiftance and a&ing in
“ concert with me, on account of their being dependant ot
-¢¢ the Dutch; my friend would alfo imagine, that for the
¢ fake of defending the confines of others, 1 hud drawn this
¢ trouble on myfelf.” [t appears thercfore manifeft, that
the Rujah of Travancore is not an ally of the Englith
entitled to defence, that he is the ally of the Dutch, whofe
duty "and whole fubfifting intereft it is, (from the fituation
of Cochin) to defend him; and yet fuch is the firange and
unjuftifiable condu& of the Board of Contioul, thar having
no alliance with the Rajah of T'tavancore, they afleit them-
felves to be bound by honourable engagements to defend him
il all emergencies, and to fupport him with the whole for-e
of the Company’s arms and revenues, in maintaining fuch ac-
quifitions as he may think prident to add 1o the ftrength of
his country: ard having a treaty of ailiance in 17609, and
another treaty of amity v 1784, with the Ciief of \ivfore,
they will not fuifer him even to defend himfelf againfl the
increafing power of his neighbour in the heart of a country
dependant upon him; and yet this fame government, with
the fhamelefs inconfiftency that belongs to them, are at the
fime moment involving the country in another war, to pre-
vent the growth of the Ruffian power, by the acquifition of
an unimportant fort on the banks of the Nieper. Here
again I might clofe my proof, for if he is not our ally, it is
immaterial who was the aggreflor; but if he was admitted to
be in ally, intitled to defence, as fuch, he would lofe that
claim, if he proved to be the aggreflor; and 1 feel no diffi-
culty in afferting, that there is the cleareil proof on your ta-
ble, that he, and not Tippoo Sultan, was the aggreflor,
whether you confider it on the ground of defence, or pur-
chafe of the forts5 or waving the queftion of the forts, as
if it had notsiaken place, you confider the affair of the
lines as degfched from them, and ftanding upon its own
merits,
After T{ppoo Sultan had commenced hoftilities againft
the Dutch,\and had fummoned the fort of Cranganore, then
in poffeffion of the Dutch, the Rajah marched troops to the
defence of the Dutch, and manned the forts with his troops,
as appears by the Rajah’s letter of the 14th of June, 1780,
and the Refident’s letter of 19th of OQober, 178g. This
a&t of interference, as an ally of the Dutch, expofes him in

t charatter to the confequences of juft war, without an
tion on Tippoo Sulian as being the aggreflor, unlefs
it is conegpded that an ally may firike a blow without expo-
fing himi}f to a return of hoflility : this a& of the Rajah
would havl juftified Tippoo Sultan, if he had in confequence
of it invaded the Travancore country: but the Rajah did
- not

{2
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nok ‘eontedt liimfelf with remuining an of the Dutch,
e purehated ghe war with the difputed forts from the Dutch,
and made himfelf a principal inftead of an ally. The pur-
chafe of forts on the frontiers of any power, muft naturally
give him umbrage, and by the law of nations would juftify
his refiftance to that change of relative fituation, which
Lord Cornwallis, in his letter of the 13th of November,
admits this purchafe to have produced, and to be on that
account, juftly offenfive to Tippoo Sultan; this offence
l.ord Cornwallis admits ftill to remain on the 13th of No-
vembcr, after h2 began td view the tranfadtion in the moft
favourable light for the Rajah, and to qualify the decided
cenfure he had pronounced againft him-on the 2gth of Sep-
tember; but if juft caufe of offence remained, be it ever fo
fmall, in whot way is it to be {zrtled between fovereign
powers, but by f ree, or by the very mode of reparation
repeatedly urged, and u:ged in vain by lippoo, namely,
thar things fhould be rcftored to their former inoffenfive
ftate, in his own words ¢ that the forts fhould be reftored to
¢ the Dutch. for what is unufual is improper.” Lord Corn-
wallis when in his letter of the 13th of November, (peaks
moft favourably of the Rajah of Travancere, retpr&ing the
affair of the forts, feems to have forgot the grounds of the
difpute, (though he at the fame time admits, that the pur-
chafe produced an offenfive change in the rela:ive fituation
of the two powers), for he gives us a ground for his more
favourable opinion, that if the Dutch held the forts inde-
pendent of the Rajah of Cochin, or of Tippoo, that they
had an undoubted right to fell to whom they pleafed, and
that Tippoo could not, in that cafe, juftly clusim the poffef-
fion or allegiance of thefe places; certainly that argument
would have had fome weight, if the cbje& in difpute had
been the right of poflfeffion, as between T}?zfpoo and the
Kajah, or the right of allegiance; but neither & thefe is the
caie; for whatever claim to the allegiance of tle forts Tip-
poo maiutains, he does not demand it of the RAjah, but he
infifts with the natwral jealoufy of a neighborring Prince,
not that the forts fhould be given upto him, or allegiance
rendered to him by the Rajah, but that they be reftored to
the Dutch, to be held as they were held before; becaufe
every thing which is unufual is improper. If ever there was
an honoarable or a juft cavfe of war, befides that of defence. -
it is in order to prevent a change of the relative fituation f a
tival power, which endangers your relative fccurity 3 ivfis in
fa&t a war of remote defence, and juftifiable :ﬁv\ﬁe famre
principles; neither the fpirit of ambition, of avhrice or re-
fentmcnt, can di€tate the peaceable defire of' preferving
things as they are, or reftoring them to the’ ufual ifhte :
@ rom
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from whencé they had juft departed; that this jealoufy of
Tippoo Sultan was forefeen, gnd his conduét thereon ex-
yeged, is apparent frora the Rajah of Travancore’s letters
to the government of Madras, before the difpute arofe ; and
the conduét of Tippoo is juftified not only by that expecta-
tion, and by the Governor General’s opinion in his letter of
the 29gth of geptemher, and the obfervation juft alluded to in
his létter of the 1gth of November, but alfo by the opinien
of Mr, Hollond in his letter to the Governor General of the

h of January, 1790; wherein he fays, that ¢ it might na-
¢ turally be fuppofed that the purchafe of Cranganore and
¢ Jacottah would give umbrage to Tippoo; that whatever
¢ might be the tenure by which the Dutch held thefe
¢ places, it was contrary to the law of nations to difpofe of
¢ them at their option, to the aggrandizement of a neigh-
¢ bouring power.”

The Rajah of Tiavancore, therefore, if he had been our
ally, appears clearly to have been the aggreflor, in either
point of view ; by interfeiing, as an ally of the Dutch, in the
defence of the forts, o1 as a purchafer of the forts from the
Dutch, and thereby offenfively altering the relative fituation
between himfelf and Tippoo., Before I proceed to the next
head, | muft beg leave to make a few obfervations on the in-
dependant poflrflion of the forts by the Dutch, as Lord
Cornwallis uppears, in his letter of the 15th of November,
to confider that puoint as material to his judgement. 1 con-
fefs, that I o not think, even according to his own ftate-
ment, it ought to influence his judgement; much lefs do 1
think on an accurate ftatement, it can in the leaft affet the
merits of the quetlion, which does not refpect the rights of
the Dutch, but the juflifiable jealoufy on the transfer. It
by no means however appears, that the Dutch had an inde-
pendant poflciion; they themfelves admit, that they had
paid rent fo.” fome lands conneéted with the forts, though
not (as th{ fay) for the forts. The Governor of Madras,
and Mr. Taylor, in their letter of the 17th of February,
1790, howgver, do not appear to give them implicir credit ;
and Tippoo Sultan, who is at leaft in this point as good a
witnefs as the Dutch, afferts the contrary; but it appears
inconteftibly by Mr. Powney’s letter, of the 17th of Au-
guft, 1789, bet%re the purchafe of the forts, that they were
then underftood in the country to be held by the Dutch, of
Rajah of Cochin, a tributary to Tippoo Sultan, as fove-
of Calicut. Tippoo, in his letter, Nov. 1, 1789, af-
ferts, the forts were rented of the Aumildars of- Cali-
cut, of which he is fovereign, and he is juftified in this fact
by the general hiftory of the Indies; where it appears, that
when Vatguez de Gama, in 1498, landed at Calicut, be

Vor. X. R found
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found it to be the capital of a powerful empire, whofe fove-
reign had the title of Zamorin: That this empire extended
over all Malabar ; Capral, who commanded the fecond expe-
dition from Portugal, failed from Calicut to Cochin, thirty
leagues to the fouth, which is there ftated to be the capital
of a fmall kingdom, which bhears the fame namne, tributary
to the Zamorin of Calicut : Cranganore is alfo ftated to be
the capital of § imall kingdom, likewife tributary to the
Zamorin. It does not appear by what means the Portu-
guefe obtained the fort; but it does appear, that it was
taken from them by the Dutch, on the 15th of January,
1762, and that they obtained the confirmation of the pol-
feffion from the Zamorin of Calicut. The general hiflory,
therefore, gives great colour of truth to the affertion and
elaim of Tippoo, as fovereign of Calicut, in pofleflion of
all the country round, and acknowledged fovereign of the
Rajah of Cochin. The Butch cannot by conqueft have ac-
quired any right, but fuch as the Portuguefe held; and
the Dutch admitted, at the period I have alluded to, that con-
queft did not transfer to them a perfe&t right, without
the confent and confirmation of the fuperior paramount
fovereign, by applying to the predeceffors of ‘Tippoo, the
Zamorin of Calicut, E‘t confirmation ; they therefore held
a property not alienable, without the confent of Tippoo,
fovereign of Calicut, if the general hiftory of India is to
be credited: they held it dependant on Tippoo, as para-
mount to Cochin, if the prefent opinion of the country,
uttered in Mr. Powney’s letter, is to be credited ; and fome
the transferred land is clearly dependant on Tippoo, ac-
ing to the Dutch flatement. The independance there
fore of the Dutch is fo far from being a clear point that the
reverfe is, moft probably the truth. Having, as I apprehend,
clearly proved, that whether the Dutch heW} the forts de
pendantly or independantly, the Rajah of Ti\vancore wa
the aggreflor, both by the defence of the fortf as an ally
and by the purchafe, and therefore juftified any}attack Tip-
poo might make upon him. I will now prcfieed to fhow.
that independant of the affair of the forts, the Rajah wa
not juftifiable in intercepting, by force, the paffage of Tip
-&oc.v Sultan through the lines. Much ftrefs is laid by the
ajah of Travancore on his poffeffion of thefe lines, befort
the Rajah of Cochin paid tribute to Tippoo Sultan; agp
be flates this pofleflion to be twenty-five years, his )fte
being dated the 24th of December, 1789. It appeas‘fron
Rajah Gee's letter, that the Rajah of Cochin bﬁﬂ‘p;id tri
ybute and acknowledged the fovereignty of Hyder, (Tippoo'
,Ether) from the year 1766, which is twenty four year
the fame date, from whence the tweaty-five years i
. ¢ computed
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computed : if he had obtained the pretended grant from the
Rajah of Cochin fince Tippoo’s acceffion, he admits that
the want of his confent would have vitiated the grant; he is
totally filent upon the confent of the former fovereign of
Calicut, paramount of Cochin, at the time of the fuppofed
grant, the want of whofe confent would equally have
vitiated fuch grant. The documents on the table enable
me to prove, that he never could have had that effential
confent ; for it appears by his own letter, of the 24th of De-
cember, 1789, that he had given afliftance to the Rajah of
Cochin, againft the Rajah of Calicut, his 1uvereign, and for
that affiitance received the ground on which he built the
lines ; this aét of hoftility, and the grant, were of the fame
date, and the year only befoie Tippoo’s acceffion : our cre-
dulity can fcarce go the length of crediting, (and the Rajah
does not even aflert it) that the paramount of Cochin
affifted his vaflal, the Rajah of Cochin, to reward the Ra-
jah of Travancore, for hoftile adts done againft himfelf,
pending the hoftilities which ended with Hyder's conqueft
of the country. The grant then from the Rajah of Cochin
is null and void, for want of the cfiential confent of the
paramount to the transfer; but in fa&, it does mot appear
that the grant was ever made, and it as probable that the
Rajah of EI‘r.wancore avails himfelf of fome other grants
with which he endeavours to cover the poflefion of the
ground on which the lines aie ere&ed; for his own ftate-
ment of the grant, (which it does not appear that he has
produced) and the defcription of the lines, do not accord.
T'he Rajah, in his letter to the government of Madras, on
the 24th of December, 1789, fays, ¢ the Rajah of Cocthin
¢ made over to me, in perpetuity, two {mall diftri¢ts of
& country, for the purpofe of building a fort ; thefe circum-
¢ ftances as: ftriftly thus, and it is now full twenty-five
¢ years fipce the wall of this fort was built on that ground.”
This is J;e explanation he gives of thefe lines, which ap-
pear, (by Mr. Powney, the Refident’s letter) to be a conti-
nued wallp twenty miles in length. 1t would puzzle an
European engineer to ere¢t fuch a wall or fort on two fmall
diftri@s ; not to comment on the word {mall, which is difa-
cult to reconcile with the extent of the building ereéted 5
yet beyond all doubt, two difticts, in the country of Cochin
-where he had no other pofleflions, imply an interval, and are
nd¢ well adapted to contain one continued wall of twenty
milegin length. .

It appears by Mr. Hollond’s letter, that part of the land
only on which the lines were built wag given to the Rajah
of Travancore, before the Rajah of Cochin paid tribute to
Tippoo ; fo that I may ventm; to conclude, that the ground

2 was
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was not granted by the Rajah of Cochin in the manner af-
firmed, and that if it was fo granted the Rajah of Cochin
had no moré right to make fuch alienation to the prejudice
of his paramount foverejgn before, than after Tippoo’s ac-
ceffion ; but it will likewife appear upon further examina-
tion, that if the Rajah of Cochin did grant, as is affirmet,
and that the paramount fovereign of the time did affent to
the transfer, as is not affirmed, that he could not under that
grant have any right to intercept Tippoo Sultan’s paflage
from one part of his own dominions to the other by virtue
of that grant ; it appears by the Refident’s letter of gth of
March, 17ge, that the lines interfected the Rajah of Cochin’s
territory, and that a great part of the Cochin territory lays
within the lines j and in his letter of the 17th of February,
1790, he fays, that ¢ the Rajah of Travancore having
¢ affifted the Rajah of Cochin againft his fovereign, the
¢¢ Zamorin of Calicut, 2§ years ago, the Rajah of Cochin
¢ made over fome diftrits, amongft which Parour was
¢ one, and as the pofleffions of the Rajah of Travancore
¢« and Cochin were fo blended together, and the conqueft
¢ of one proves inevitably that of the other, it would ap-
¢ pear that the Cochin Rujah, in making over to the Tra-
¢ vancore Rajah, that part of the country on which the
¢ lines ftand, had in view his own fecurity.” 1f the Refi-
dent had not been of that opinion after the beft information
he could colle® on the fpot, the cafe is fo circumflanced,
that it would be impoffible to fuppofe that the grant of the
lines could have been made without many limitations and
exceptions, or made for any other purpofe than their joint
advantage : is it poffible to imagine that the Rajah of Cochin
would have granted a narrow firip of land to an independ-
ant prince< however their interefts at that moment accorded)
interfeting his own dominions in their whole extent from
eaft to weft | would he as long as he retained hidfenfes have
put it in the power of fuch prince, in any future time, to
cut off all communication betwien the fouthern and nor-
thern divificn of his territories ; to have prevéhted, at hig
plezfure, the paflage of the Rajah of Cochin himfelf, froth
one part of his dominiens to the other? but if he had been
capable of this extremity of folly, he could not have alie-
nated the right of his paramount fovereign to pafs without
interruption through all his fibordinate dominions, Admit-~
ting even that the Rajah of Cochin had granted the lands as
ftated, and referved no right of paflage exprefsly in s'fe deed
of gift, yet in its own nature it is implied; and if it was
pofliblc that any perfon fhould hefitate'a moment in admit-
ting the implied refervation of paflage from one part of the
grantor's dominions to the other, it would be equally fatal

to
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to the claim of the Rajah of Travancore; who could not get
at thefe lines, withcat an implied paffage from Travancore
to the lines, through the fouthern diftriét of Cochin; and he
could have no more right to go through that part of
Cochin, to get at the lires, than the Rajah of Cochin, or
his paramount fovereign, Tippoo Sultan, to go through the
lines to.get at their dominions, fouth of thefe lines ; indeed,
it is fcarce poffible that any perfon who bas given the fmalleft
confideration to the pofition of thefe lines, thould doubt, but
that the lines were originally only intended and calculated 1o
anfwer the end of the operations which the two parties were
then engaged in ; for it is difficult to imagine, how lines fo
fituated, could ever be deemed by the Rajah of Travancore
a defence of Travancore, unlefs he fuppofed the fouthern
"diftri of Cochin united under his domiftinn: a- long as
that part of Cochin was irdependant of him, and was de-
pendant on the Chief of Myfore, or of Calicut, he had no
enemy againft whom to oppofe the lines, but fuch as were
likewife within the lines ; he could not man the lines with-
out his confent ; and if manned, the lnes are by their pofi-
tion perpetuallv invefled, having an enemy on every fide;
and are in fa& under thofe circumflances perfedtly unte-
nable. The lines can never anfwer any purpofe to the
Rajah of Travancore, except when he defends the Raja
of Cochin ‘againft his fovereign, which was the firuation of
affairs that gave birth to the lines, and is thay which now
makes the lines an obje@ to him, and enabled Lim now to
make ufe of them; his ultimate ambition being probably to
add the fouthern diftrits of Cochin to ‘I'ravancore, and
bring his dominions up to the lines.

Having, as I truft, proved that the Rajah never had, nor
could have had fuch a grant juftifying his interruptimg Tippeo
by force, from pafling into any part of his own dominions,
to punifh hgs rebellious riots, and that by fuch refiftance
he was the :’;grcffur, independant of the affair of the forts;
that if you take hiv conduét in the tranfu@ion of the forts
likewife, intd contidcration, he was ftill the aggreflor, both
by his interference as an allv of the Dutch, and by his fvb-
fequent purchafe, which altered his relative fituation with
refpe to Tippoo, by increafing his force in the heart of a
country dependant upon Tippoo; T truft that | have like-
wife proved that he is not an ally of the Company, entitled
to dofence, even if he had not been the aggrelur; | will
now endeavour to fhow that the Rajah of T'ravancore has
done all thofe aéts, which, in Lord Carnwallis’s judgement,
would induce a forferture of the Company’s prote@ion,
Lord Cornwallis in his letter of the 29th “of September,

1789,
. 4

113



126

PARLIAMENTARY A, 1791,

1780, fays, that ¢ if the Rajah of Travancore makes any
“ new connections with the Dutch, or the Rajah of Cochin,
¢ it will juftly be deémed an infra&ion of the treaty; and

-¢¢ in particular if he interfered in any manner whatever in

<. the difputes between Tippoo and the Rajah of Cochin, -
¢ who is his acknowledged tributary, he will juftly draw °
¢ Tippoo’s refentment upon himfelf, and at the fame time
¢ forfeit all right to the Company’s friendfhip or inter-
¢ ference in his favour.,” The fentence is folemnly pro-
nounced by Lord Cornwallis, it remains only for me to
prove beyond doubt, that he is guilty of both thefe fadls,
and the penalty of the judgement muft attach. He had
been guilty of an infrallion of the treaty, (namely of
Mungaloie), by entering into new engagements with the
Datchi fince that treaty; the Rajah admits that he has a
treaty now with the Durch; and the Refident, in his letter
of the 26th of june, 1789, fays, he faw the Governor of
Cochin’s letter, claiming the f{ajah’s affiftance for the forts
under the treaty between them : 1 have only to prove that
this treaty is made fince the treaty of Mangalore ; for Lord
Cornwallis fays, that any new engagement would be an in-
fraétion of that treaty. The Rajah was at war with the
Duatch, in the year 1780, being united in a league with us
againft the Dutch, which continued until the peace of Man-
galore; therefore whatever amicable engagements fubfift be-
tween him and the Dutch, muft have had their origin fince
that treaty, and he has ated under thofe new engagements
by manning the Dutch forts againft Tippoo: he has there-
fore been guilty of an infra&tion of the treaty of Mangalore,
and falls under Lord Cornwallis’s fentence. It likewife ap-
pears clearly, that he has had conne&ions with the Rajah of
Cochin, and interfered in the difputes between the Rajah of
Cochin and Tippoo; by Mr. Powney’s letter, of the 1ft
of July, 1789, where the Minifter of the Rajjh of Cochin
refiding in Tippoo Sultan’s Court, is ftated as holding the
correfpondence of a {py with the Rajah of Travancore, confi-
dering him as having common interefts wit}« the Rajah of
Cochin. It appears alfo, by Mr. Powney’s letter of the-3d
of July, 1789, that a fubidar, iri the Rajah of Cochin’s
fervice, and having a command in Tippoo Sultan’s army,
had deferted from ‘L'ippoo, and was received by the Rajah of
Travancore, (Iang before any hotftilities between him and’
‘Tippoo), and his intelligence (hoftile to Tippoo) is relied
upon by the Rajah of Travancore, on account of his long fer-
vice and attachment to the Rajah of Cochin, which is confi-
dered as a proof of equal attachment to himfelf; and it ap-
pears by Mr. Powney’s letter, June 20th, 1589, that the
Rajah of Travancore held direft correfpondence witR the
ajah
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Rajah of Cochin himfelf, to the prejudice of Tippoo, and
hoftile to his interefts. The Rajah of Travancore, there-
fore, (whatever claim Lord Cornwallis might think he
otherwife had to the Company’s prote@ion), has, according
to Lord Cornwallis’s opinion, forfeited that proteCion, and
defervedly incurred Tippoo Sultan’s refentment. 1 think it
almoft ,walting your Lordfhips’ time to continue adducing
further proof of what muft already appear fo manifeft ; but
it is obvious to the flighteft obfervation, that this affair of
the lines is not only a frivolous pretence, deftitute of the
leaft colour, but that, in fa* they have not aled upon it.
Leg any peifon, perfuaded that we are now engaged in a
war to proteét the tenitories of the Rajuk of i ravancore,
ad our ally, and to refent the wanton injurics done to him,
“read the denunciation of war againfl Tippoo, in Uw treaties
with the Nizam and Mabhrattas, and then oy that he has
not been deceived in crediting the affiir of the lines to have
been the ground of the war. The Rajih of Truvancore,
whofe injuries are fuppofed to have provaked the war, is not
even a contraling party in the league : neither his name, his
injuries, nor his interefts, are recited, or in the moft diftant
manner alluded to, in the treaty profefling to punifh Tippoo
Sultan (as you are defired to believe) for the wanton attack
of the property of the Rajah of Travancore. No caufe of
complaint is flated in this denunciation of vengeance againft
Tippoo, which can be tortured to imply the attack of our
ally the Rajah of Travancore. The word ally is not even
to be found 11 the tieaty, no more than his name. No pro-
tection for the Rajah of Travancore is ftipulated : his troops
are engaged, and his dominions expofed to the hoftilities and
refentment of Tippoo Sultan, without any provifion for
their reftitntion. I he refult of the war may kg lofs on

the fide of I'ravaucore, and conqueft on the fide of Myfoie®

Out epgagements with the Nizam and the Mahrattas, dif-
able us trofn doing juftice to the Rajah, by purchafing
Travancore with the ceflion of the conquefts <in {ore.
The Rajal pf Travancore’s lofles or ritk are unpfo¥ided
fos, and not ‘indemnified by a participatiof§ of the fpoils.
The league of war againft Tippoo, therefore, in the
firongeft manner denies that the injuries done to the Rajh
of Travancore is the caufe of the .war. The Nizam and
the Mahrattas give a flat denial to the aflertion, and cannot,
in juftice to them{elves, or ever will, agree ‘either to point
the war to his defence, as its chief ohje&, or to a peace that

ighs his intereft, fecurity, and i_ﬁe.mnity: they muft
rconfider him as much a ftranger to th% Ereaties of partition
which they have juft engaged in, as our ally, the King of

Pruflia.
Ifhall

12y
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Ifhall now proceed, faid his Lordfhip, to the laft point
upon which [ mean to trouble your Lordfhips, which is the
principle upon which all this frivolous pretencerelts, namely,
our iaviolable attachment to the faith of treatics, and the
facred regard and firm adiictence to our ngagementss and I
confefs that it appears 1o e, thai a gieste infult to our un- -
derftandings, than the production of this principle in fop-
port of the meafure adopted, carn : be imagined.  “Fhe war
has {carce been proclaimed, belore our moft antient friend
aud ully, the Nabob of Arcot, has been called upon (con-
trary to the acknowledged fenfe, and in breach of the faith
of the treaty concluded withB™him, February 24, 1787, by
Sir Archibald Campbell) to fupply four fifths of his whole
revenue, though, by thetreaty, that contribution does not
take place, cxcept in the event of the war breaking out in
the Carnatic, or on the coait of Coromandel, which has not
happened, unlefs the blind adierents to Government are
ready to dccide, that Travancore is the Carnatic, and the
weftern coafl of Malabar is the eafter.. coaft of Coromandel.

" The fame objection holds if the war is, as T affert, a war of
mere conqueft, and not breaiing out on the coaft of Malabar.
The gth article of the treaty with the Nabob equally forbids
the application of hisrevenues toany war not breaking out as
above ftated, and ¢ for the common fafety and intereil of the
¢« Company and Nabob, and their Allies in the Carnatic
¢ and the coaft of Coromandel;” and it is particularly fti-
pulated, by the 15th article of the treaty with the Nabab,
that, whenever his intereft {h.:l be in the leaft concerned in
any treaty, his name fhall be wferted in fuch treaty. Itis
manifeft, beyond all contradiciion, that the war, inna view
of it, broke out in the Carnatic, nor on the coaft of Coro-
mandel, and thatit is not even pretended that it is for his in-

"tereft any where; for neither his name, nor his intereft, is
mentioned or alluded to; nor is any divifion of the {poils fli-
pulated for him (who is called upon to pay the expence) in

the{hgeaties with the Nizam and Malrattas, which, by the
15tharticle of Sir Archibald Campbell’s treaty, muft have
been done, iff his intereft had been concerned:  But it maft
be obfvived, that if they had, without his confent, made him

4 party 11 this treaty, it would have been equally a breach of

faith to lum, and breach of truft; for the contributions for

war ftipulated by Sir Archibald Campbell’s treaty, are li--

mited to the defence of their joiny fafety and interefls in the

Carnatic, on the coaft of Coromandel, and the Northern

Circars, and nowhereelfe. The Company, therefore, hyve

unjuftly required fbur-fifths of the revenues of Arcot, 12

wafte it on their own ambitious projedls, in which the Nabob

has not the fhadow of an intereft: and they have not ficon(; .

» . nea .,
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fined themfelves to an unjuft requifition, nor have the
waited for the failure in the payment of the four-fifths,” whic
they were bound to do, even if the.demand had been juft.
Before the firft kift becomes due, according to their own
eftimate of the operation of the treaty, they judge it not
prudent to wait for fuch failure; and even then, inftead of.
being contented with anticipating the failure, and having re-
courie to the remedy ftipulated by the treaty for fuch an
event, they decide that the treaty itfelf was a bad one, and
embarraffed and controuled their proceedings too much, and
that, confiftent with the interefts of the Company, it would
be impolitic to be conftrained by it; and therefore, in open
and acknowledged violation of the treaty, they briak every
, ftipulation for the intereft of the Nabob, and tl{e prefervation
of his fovereignty, honour, and dignity; and exa&, with the
utmoft rigour, all claufes beneficial to the intereft of the
Company ; and for that purpofe forcibly, and without co-
lour of pretence, feize his country and revenues into their
hands, in order to raife a revenue which they had no pretence
to demand, or right to exa@, and in a mode which no cir-
cumftances of war, or failure of due payment, could juftify
under the treaty.

I am fure that no man who hears me, can credit the falts
I have afferted; and I hurry to the proof, in order to demon-
ftrate that my indignatiun has not obfcured my judgement,
that it is not a difputable dedu€ion froma train of inferences
which I have given, but that it is openly and boldly avowed
to be a breach of treaty ; and I concur with thofe who avow
it, thatif they are involved in a war without the means of
carrying it on, felf-defence muft urge them to fteps which it
is more generous and honeft to avow and purfue, being ne-
ceflary, than to endeavour, by fubtilty and hypocrify, to
palliate andexcufe. But all this melancholy neceffity falls
heavily on thofe who plinned the war. The fa&ts I have
alludez to are proved, beyond a doubt, by a few paflages
from documents on your table.

Extra of a} letter from Fort St. George, dated 36th Sept.
. 1790,
¢ We proceed to remark on the infufficiency of the ftipu-
¢ lations, provided in Sir Archibald Campbell’s treaty, to
¢ fecere the regular receipt of four-fifths of the Nabob's re~
¢ venue, agreed to be paid into the Company’s treafury in
‘gfcafe of a war. 'We pointed to his Lordfhig the impolicy
of depending forour principal refources, ata time when
¢ the greateft exertions were neceflary, upon the operations
¢ and management of the Nabob’s Government. We did
€ not hefitate to declare it as eur unqualified opinion, that
Ver. XXX, s ' ¢ the
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the Government ought, during the war, to take the Na-
bob's country under their own management, and affording
the only means by which the refources to be defired from it
could be renliuc{.

s¢ If your Lordfhip, in Council, judges proper finally to
decide, that we muft adhere to the treaty, we fhall do our
beft to render it cfficient, althobgh our opinion of it can-
not authorize expe&ation of a favourable iffue.

¢ The Nabob pofitively refufes to affign over his coun=
tries; and his Highnefs propofed, if we would aflure him
no fteps fhould be taken which fhould caufe any change in
his Government, he would ftretch his credit to the high-
eft pitch, in order to give us fatisfaltion. We acquainted
him with the difagreeable alternative to which his conduét
has reduced us, namely, to affume the management of his
country without his confent. In reply to this notifica-
tion, his Highnefs thought proper to repeat his accufations,
in the moft jointed rerms  of this Poard having afted vio-
lently and precipirately, and having mifreprefented the
ftate of affairs, and diretting, “ that, in cafe the Compa-
ny’s people fhould attemypt, in violation of the treaty, to
interfere in difmifling or 1emoving his public officers, or

% otherwife fubverting the rights ot his (Government, they
¢ fhould not fubmir to the agents {ent by the Board.” The
Nabob, in aletter of the 18th of March preceding, 1790, to
Major General Medows, fays, ¢ 1 donot fee under what
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idea of neceflity my friends fhould at this time incline to a
war, which muft caufe a moft enormous expence. No
doubt that this has been determined upon aftcr the greateft
confideration and deliberation, and with every attention to
our futpre welfare and. proteQion, as the confequences of
war to my country and the inhabitants, which have not
yet recovercd fromn the diftrefles of the laft war, muft be
much diftrefs. 1 therefore hope that this will not be pro-
longed ; and as a very great fhare of the expence will fall
on wy fhoulders, I truft that you will admit me to a par-
ticipation of whatever advantages,: by the fav{ur of the Al-
mighty, may accrae therefrom, in an equal proportion,

Extract of a political letter, fol. 22.

¢ We adverted to the fo'lowing extra& from the orders
of the Supreme: Government, under date of the »1ft of
June:—We need not conceul from you that the refousges
of Beugal, exhaufted as they are, by drains. of varioys
kinds, during along feries of fucceflive ¥ears, could nov,

.even, with the aid of the utmu& pun@uality in his High-

nely’s payments, either according to the t:rms of the treaty

coneluded with Sir Archibald Campbell; or thufe’ of the
’ 7" «

pro-
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% propofitions made to him by the Court of DireQors, to
¢ which he has lately acceded, long fupport fuch expences
¢ as thofe with which the prefent war muft unavoidably be
¢ attended, without being reduced to great extremity of
¢ diftrefs. Therefore, we think it our indifpenfable duty to
<« authorize and diret you to take effcCtual meafures, in as
¢ delicate a manner as may be poffible, to put the Company
¢ into immediate poflefflion of the management of his High-
¢ nefs’s revenue and country.”

I need not make any other comment, continued the noble
Lord, upon this miferable confequence of a war, profeffedly
entered into under pretence of good faith; but that, if we -
owed any attention to the interefts of the Rajah of T'ravan-

“tore, becaufe we had once called him cur ally, it ought not
to have been paid at fuch an expence of good faith, of gra-
titude, and juftice, due to our friend and ally by treaty, the
Natob of Arcot. 1t is not, however, this fnithf{xl ally alone,
who has reafon to complain of the breach of treaty, mifap-
plication of his revenues, and negle of his interefts ; the
India Preprietors themfelves are plundered, by thjs war of
conqueft, of their inveltments, or at leaft a large portion of
them, which (if, after paying the dividends, there exifted a
furplus) fhould have been applied to the diminution of their
debts ; inftead of which, their property is applied to the
conquett of territories, which, next year, may belong to the
State. At the eve of the expiration of their charter, when
they muft liquidate their accounts, the Board of Control,
truftees of their intereft, appointed by the Crown, apply the
wealth of a commercial Company in ruinous projets of con-
queft, whofe greateft fuccefs may add wafted rterritories to
the State, and additional debts to the Campany i and if the
Company fhould prove (as they will) unable to anfwer the
demand, the burden of this ruinous Indian proje& will, to~

ether with the expences of the vain and unproduétive war of
%\’ootka, and the equally uninterefting war of Oczakow,
contribute to the miferics, and haften the ruin, of this ex-
Daufted ytry. The fpirit and difcipline of our army, and

the gallangfy and fkill which leads them, may probably ren-
der the warfare brilliant in flerile victories. The known
chara@er and virtues of the gallant General who commands,
gfas much humanity as the bloody trade of war admitg ;
1it isa war whofeorigin isdeteftable, and whofe final
t cannot but be ruinous to the Company’s interefts. It
s a war reprehenfible on every ground which can make war
odious to humanity, defenfible on no one topic which makes
war appear neceflary and honourable ; a war whofe pretence
is revenge, and whofe motive is the thirft of dominion ; a war
in violation of every treaty which it can effe€t, and in fup-

o2 ' pors
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port of none; begun by forcing the revenues of our moft an-
cient and fiithful ally in ludia out of his hands, by a breach
of .reaty, mifapplying them by a breach of truft, in a war
for our intcreft, and to his difadvantage ; and admitting all
the pretences, with which they rave attemjted to palliate or
defend the m-afure, the fum of their mifcondu& will fill
amount to *us, that they have broke the moft {olemn treg-
ties of ancient alliance, plundered and mifapplied the re-
venues of one ally, in oider to divide the territorics which
they had guarantced to another, out of pure good faith, and
invioluble aitachment toa treaty which does not exift, and
in fupport of an ally of the Dutch : and even in profecution
of this pretended fupport, they have afled with the fame
criminal inconfiftence; for they have entered into engage-
ments by which his fupport is not provided; by which his
country is expofed, not protected; without centraéling for
his fecurity, or his indemnity ; whilft they attend folely to
ftipulations of apparent profit for the Compzry, in a mea-
fure which muft inevitably prove ruinous to the Company,
and, in the end, an additional burthen to the cpprefled land-
holder in Great Britain.

Such, my Lords, is the war which the harharous policy of
the Board of Control has fent forth to defolate the plains of
India, and render execrable the Britifh name. Cr if there is
any thing which can fave from execraticn the Britifh name,
it is the chara&er of the Company’s fervauts, whofe misfor-
tune it is to be employed in this war, for fome of whom I
have the higheft refpet, from long perfonal acquaintance.
The confidence and confolation I feel, that this ill-judged
war has fallen into the hands of its gallant leader, is not cer-
tainly from any perfonal knowledge I have of thofe virtues
of which I can readily credit the reputation from the corvic-
tion I have from perfonal acquaintance with thofe of Lis near-
eft relation.

I think I have omitted nothing which I withed to flate to
your Lordfhips ; and 1 have only to thank your Lordfhips for
the great patience with which you have had the*;joodnefs te
hear me, and to make the three motions which I th' 1k the pre-
fent exigency requires.

1 ¢ That fchemes of conqueft, and extenfion of d. minion,
¢ in India, are meafures repugnant to the with, honot, and
¢¢ policy of the nation,” N

2 “c%'hat there appears to be no juft caufe for a war with
¢¢ Tippoo Sultan, nor for the treaties of partition of his do®
# minions, entered into with the Nizam and the Mahrattas; *
¢ and that the war, even if attended with the utmolft fuccefs,
¢ cannot prove advantageous to the Eafl-India Company’s
# affairs in India” :

3. % That
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3. < That itis the opinion of this Houfe, that it is the du-
¢¢ ty of the Dire&ors of the Eaft-India Company, and of the
¢¢ Board of Control, to tranfmit fuch orders to the Company’s
¢ fervants in India, as may moft {peedily procure peace with
¢¢ Tippoo Sultan, on moderate and equitable terms.”

Lord Raswdon rofe as foon as Lord Porchefter had fat down, Lord
and faid, that however highly he approved of the firft refolu- Rawdone
tion, which had been moved by the noble Peer, he could not
but wifh to remove any imputation, which might feem to be
thrown on the condué of Lord Cornwallis in the prefent bu-
finefs. From what had been faid, an implication might be

" drawn, that, by engaging in a war, before it was alledged .
that hoflilities had been commenced, he had contravened an
a&t of Parliament, To every man in a public ftation, or in
high command, {ome degree of credit was due, nay, indif-
penfably neceflary.  For Lord Cornwallis he fhould demand
much more, the confidence to which he was entitled by ap-
proved abilities and tried worth, which he had earned by long
and important fervices. Upon the general giound on which
this war was fuppofed to ftand, he certainly muft reprobate it
in the ftrongeft terms ; for a fcheme of conqueft, for the ex-
tenfion of tetritory, was not only held generally as an impro-
vident a&, but particularly foin India: and this aflertion, he
faid, was corroborated by feveral tralls of Generals Monfon
and Clavering, and Mr. Haftings, who have uniformly de-
clared it unwife and dangerous. And therefore, till he heard
another caufe flated and fupported, as far as could be, from
the information reccived from India, he fhould certainly
maintain the opinion he now held refpe&ing the caufe of the
war. It could not with much confiftency be aflumed as a
principle of our Government in India, to preferve, i its tranf-
aflions, all the delicacy of appearances. That Government
was founded in injuftice, and had originally been eftablifhed
by. force. To remove the impreflions of fuch an eftabl.fh-
ment muft be fomewhat difficult. To acquire a confidence
which our firft a&ts had tended to deftroy, feemed almoft
impoffible. Apfprehenﬁons muft be entertained, by the na-
tive Princg, of a power which they had not known except
for injuftigt. The empire which had been ereéied by force,
could ngfftand on the foundation of confidence.

his Lordfhip afferted, muft be the inevitable confe-

queps€ of our fituation in that country, fince we had provoked,
our injuries, the indignation and refentment of every
rince who lived within the atmofphere of our power. Was
it ever intended, he afked, that any part of India fhould be
under the Government of Great Britain ? It was an equitable
doom attached to the fituation of Gieat Britain, that fhe (}mﬂ:

defend
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defend herfelf by her own ftrength in India, and not by the
ftrength of her allics. The Princes of the country, indeed,
might occafionally aid our enterprizes, in order to fhare the
fpoils, but could never cordially join in our views, or enter
into our attachments.

An imputation had been thrown out, his Lordfhip faid,
rather indifcriminately by the noble Peer. Military men, he
faid, were fond of war, in order to have an opportunity of
difplaying their talents, and fignalizing their fervices. This,
however, he was apt to think was not the cafe. Military
men, who were beft acquainted with the difficultics and un-
certainty of war, were moft cautious of encountering its’pe-

* rils, and apprehenfive of its event.

His Lordfhip declared, that no man could reprobate an un-
juft war more ftrongly or more ferioufly than hedid. It muft
always be regarded as a calamity to mankind. And no man
ought ever to harbour a with for it, although, when the
country demanded it, he fhould feel the highelt joy and ala-
crity in obeying the order. Nobody was lefs defirous of war
than he, while he felt himfelf ready to renew the fervices
which he had already devoted to his %ing and country, when-
ever they fhould be again required. To take up arms in In-
dia, in the prefent fituation of affairs, was certainly not de-
firable. Nor could the (Government of the country, who
muft have been fully fenfible of the extreme inconvenience,
and numerous difficulties, which they had to encounter, be
fuppofed to have willingly engaged in hoftilities. The war,
which now fubfifted, was a ferious calamity. Whether fa-
vourable or adverfe, it was no lefs the fubject of deprecation
and regret. It was attended with an enormous expence,
which coyld only be raifed by means of the utmoft difadvan-
tage. If fuccefsful, he did not fee what benefit could be de-
rived in the refult: if otherwife, the certain confequence
was ruin. He wifhed that the noble Peer (Lord Grenville)
had taken more pains to {hew how the expence, which fhould
be incurred, was to be made good to the public. ’

The condu&t of Lord Cornwallis, his Lordflip faid, was
entitled to much refpe and confidence. If hetwas the au-
thor of the meafures now purfued in India, it wys not to be
doubted that he could affign different reafons fo; ,the part
which hie had found it neceffary to a&, from thofe ws,ich ap-

peared from the papers. 'If jt was not a war of Lord lorn-

walliv’s, bnt hai taken place in confequence of direéfﬂa\:\
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from the Board of Control'in this country, it was furely in\-
politic; as it had'not then originated from the preflure o
the occafion, the only motive on which war cou]d atall have ~
been juftified. With regard to the prefent war, wherever it

) "' originated,
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originated, he would make but a very few obfervations. He
had little doubt of its proving the fuperiority of the Britifh
arms; but, whether fuccefsful or not, the immenfe expence
of it muft ultimately prove a very diftrefling circumftance to
this country. Tippoo Sultan was, no doubt a formidable
neighbour; but he did not know whether the apprehenfion of
hoftilities, on his part, juftified our plunging into a war with
him, without giving time for negotiation. It wasthe f%ying‘
of an able, but a profligate, General, (Philip IL.) ¢ Time
< and I againft any other two :” a maxim which he wifhed

we had adopted in India. ,

His Lordihip concluded, with obferving, that from what-
evermotive we had been induced to commence war, we cer-

- t:\‘i\l“y had not engaged with the circumftance of time in our
favour. The Board of Control, if they were the authors of

the war, had, from a fear of threatened hottilities, involved

themfelves in the very calamity which they fo much dreaded.
The great obje& of the government of India, he conceived,
ought to be to preferve the tranquillity of the country, and

fecure the advantages of its commerce. He therefore ap-

proved of the firft refolution which had been moved, and

fupported with fo much ability ; but with regard to the two

others, he thought they might furnifh fubje& of future de-

bate,

Lord Grenville faid, he fhould fecond the firft refolution Lerd
that had been moved, if he conceived it neceffary again to Grenviile.
record principles which were already fan&ioned by the au-
thority of Parliament, and at prefent fubfifted in full force.

But thefe principles were, on this occafion, only brought
forward to introduce the violent cenfure that followed the
Government in India, and the meafures now purfued in that
country. ?
Lordy Porchefler here interrupted Lord Grenville, and ob- g
ferved, that he had not blamed Earl Cornwallis, but had porchefier
only charged the Board of Control with the whole of the
bufinefs. To them he imputed the war, and he had guard-
¢gly exprefied himfelf to that effect,

I):ord Greffville replied, that it clearly appearcd to him that Lord
i of the noble Lord neceflarily contained a cen. Grenville.
condu&t of Earl Cornwallis, and that fuch cen-
njuft. If it had heen true, as had been flated by
le L.ord, that the Government at home, or that the
of Control, had been rafh enough to fend out orders
r Lord Cornwallis to engage in a war with Tippoo Sultan,
hey would undoubtedly have deferved ceafure, and that of
the fevereft kind. But he declared to their Lordfhips, that
no fuch orders had been fent ; and his Lordfhip faid, it was
Jo far from appearing from the papers on the table, that or-
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ders had been fent outy-that the dire&t reverfe was clearly
evident ; indeed, it was impoffible, from the natpre of the
thing, that orders could have been fent ont, becaufe the war
had broken out fuddenly. The war had been entirely the
confequence of events.which had taken place in the country
where it originated, and had been produced by the preflure of
immediate circumitances. But he was ready to declaze for
himfelf, as well as for thofe with whom he had the honour to
a@, that, if orders ha been fent out, if there had been time |
for orders to have bezn fent to India, the Governor General
had anticipated thofe orders. They would have {ent out the
very orders which Lord Cornwallis had ‘given for the condné&t
of the war. He faid he hil merely ftated that no orders
kad been fent out, becaufe the fact was fo, and not that he
thould have been afhamed of owning that fuch orders Had
been fent out by the Board of Control, if this had been agree-
able to the truth. Another thing which had been ftated, his
Lordfhip obferved, was, that a war in India was a thing
much to be lamented, and that it would be attended with
great expence. His Lordfhip faid this was moft undoubtedly
true; he lamented the war as much as any man. War,
whenever it happened, was always a great calamity to man-
kind ; and it was always attended with confiderable expence,
both in India, and whercver it did happen. But, afterall,
there were certain occafions when war ought to be under-
taken, if they had any attention to their own rights, to the
national ch'radter, and to the fituation of the Eaft India
Company.

His Lordfhip faid, he fhould trouble the Houfe fhortly
with the grounds on which he conceived the war had been
juftly undertaken, and upon which the condu&t of the Go-
vernor Geperal was not only juftifiable, but highly merito-
rious, in undertaking it, and in profecuting it with vigour.
In the firlt place, his Lordfhip faid, he wifthed to obferve,
that Tippoo Sultan’s attack on thelines of Travancore muft
be confidered as an aggreffion on this country, and that there-
fore the war ought to be profecuted with vigour againft
Tippoo. The origin of the war was an attack, Yon the 2gth
of December, 178q, on the lines of Travancor®) and from
that mioment the Governor General of India refolMed to pro-
fecu‘e the war with vigour. The Rajah of Travadynre was
undoubtedly the ally of Great Britain, and one whoty
Dritain was bound toprote&t. His attachment to the-fng-
lih had been zealous and perfevering ; and, at the con
fion of the laft war, when we were deferted by all the nativ.
Princes, he alone remained our friend, and had it in his\.
power to render us the moft eflential fervices. In thofe
treaties in which be was included, Tippgp had expreflly fti-

' pulated
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pulated not to attack'him as our ally. . Could it then be al-
ledged that we were not required to affift him, whofe pof{-
feflions we were bound to defend, aid whofe fecurity we
ought to guard ? Could it be faid, ‘that we ought not to op-
pofe an attack, depriving him of the moft ul":%ul and import-
ant of his poffeflions, and which laid open our own territories
to inroad and violence? '

. On the part of Tippoo Sultan, his Lordfhip faid, the at-
tack had been perfeftly unprovoked. Tippoo pretended that
the two forts of Cranganore and Jacottah were the caufe of
it, but this was clearly mere pretence, His real intention
was to inake himfelf mafter of the Travancore country,
which might be confidered as the key to the Carnatic. The
Government of Bengal had juftly confidered this conduét of

. Tippoo Sultan as an infringement of the treaty of Manga-~
Tore;. that had been entered into by him and the Company in
1784 Was it not proper, therefore, for the Company to
adopt meafures for their own defence, and for that of their
ally ¢ It had been ftated, that there was no fubfifting treaty
between the Rajah of Travancore and the Eaft-India Compa-
ny. His Lordfhip obferved, that it was very true; and yet
the Rajah had always been confidered as a faithful and an ime
portant ally to Great Britain. Many of the greateft Gene-
rals and Officers, who had ferved in India, had fpoken in high
terms of the attachment, alliance, and friendfhip of the Ra<
jah of Travancore for the Eaft-India Company. His Lords
fhip contended, that the Rajah was included in the treaty of
Mangalore. After fuch a feries of proafs of attachment, his
Lordfhjp thought it was not very extraordinary that he fhould
be confidered as an old ally of the Epglifb, and that they were.
bound to prote& his territories.
The noble Lord next proceeded to ftate the demayds which
had been made on the Rajah of the Travancore country by
Tippoo Sultan. He faid, thofe demands had been three in
number. The firft demand made on that Prince was, that
he thould deliver into the hands of Tippoo Sultan, certain
Rajahs and Princes, whom Tippoo conceived to be natives of
his country, and who had fled for prote&ion into the country
of the Rajah jf Travancore. The Rajah of Travancore was
a Prince indgfendent of Tippoo Sultan, and therefore Tippoo
had no righff to make that demand. But the Rajah told him,
ugh thefe Princes were of his own caft, although
of the Rajah’s own nation, and his own relations,
whogfad tak¢n refuge in the country, yet, to pleafe Tippoo,
hefiad ordered them to leave the country. Tippoo faid, he
as aftonithed at the anfwer. Was heaftonifhed at the com-
» pliance of the Rajah ? Or was he aftonithed at the indifference

of the Britifh Government in allowing their ally to be o treat-

Vor. XXX, T ?
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? No; his aftonifhment was of a very different fort. He
was zftonifhed that théfe Rajahs weie not delivered into his
hands; into the hands of the moft bloody and mercilefs ty-

* rant that ever flained the annals of humanity. The fecond

demand made by Tippoo, his Lordfhip faid, were the Forts
of Cranganore and Jacottah. Thofe forts appeared to have
been poflcfled originally by the Portugnefe, who had got pof-
feflion of them about the year 1500; and about the year 1559,
or 1568, the Dutch conquered them from the Portuguefe.
"The Dutch iad held them evyer fince ; not as tributaries, but
in full and abfolute right, as complcte fovercigns. Upon
that ground the Dutch had a right to fell them, and upon
that ground the Rajah had a right to purchafe them. His
L.ord(Lip obferved, that it was very extraordina,y, that,.at
the very moment that Tippoo was complaining of the Dutch,
that they had not a right to thefe forts, he was himfelf carry=
jng on a negotiation with them for their purchafe. The next
demand made by Tippoo, he faid, related to the lines of
*I'ravancore, which were in the territory of the Rajah of
Cochin, a tributary and a dependeat on ‘I'ippoo. Tippoo
had declared,” that the Rajaly of Cochin had been his tribu-
tary fifty or fixty yea s. 1is Lord(hip obfervel, that when
one confidered the hittory of Tippoo, and of his father, it
was not very eafy to conceive how it was poflil:le the Rajah,
or any other Indian Prince, ‘could have been his tiibutary for
{o long a time.  Tippoo proved that the-Rajah had been his
tributary {ixty vears by the Rajah himfelf proying he had been’
dependent on hum for only five and twenty years. 1n both
the treaties of 1709 and 1784, the naine of the Rajah of I'ra~
vancore had been included ; and in thofe treaties it was ftipu-
lated, by Hydér Ally inthe one, and by his fon in the other,
that they fhounld not attack the territory of the Rajah of Tra:
vancore. All thefe demands of Tippoo Saltan, his Lordfhip
faid, were clearly unfounded. ' R

At the very moment wheén Tippoo had pretended to wifh
for peace, and was carrying on a fham negotiation for that
purpofe, it was evident he only wanted time to colleét his
forces, and to prepare for war; and in a few da™s after he‘ac-
tually did colle& them, and began the war. ' I\aw then was
it poffible for the Government of ;Bengal, if theyXhad any re-
gard to the honour and dignity of Great Britain,\9 refrain
from carrying on war againft fuch an unprincipled ant'deceit~
ful tyrant? - v a <

In the courfe of his fpeech;” his Lordfhip lamented the d€ath
of Sir Archibald Campbell, ‘one of the ableff, honefteft, aid
moft upright fervants of the Company. ' Sir Archibald, AN
faid, had ended a moft honourable life, and was no longer in
8 firuation of enjoving what would bave been to him above'al
e a0 . . v R . tl]il,ﬁs‘
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things gratifying, viz. the apptobation of both Houfes of Paf-
liament. ) . . .

From the evidence that lay before them, which was all the
nature of the thing would poffibly admit of, it was clear, hig
Lordfhip conceived, that the war had been neceffurily and
juflly undertakenn. When Tippoo attacked tlie lines of T'ra=
vancpre, they muft have confidered him as actually at war,
He was the avowed and declared enemy of the Britifh name.
Befides the other confiderations which he liad mentioned, it
was incumbent upon us, in point of policy, to oppofe the
progrefs of Tippoo, The linesof which he withed to obtain
pogeﬂinu were of the greateft confequence.  An experienced
Officer; General Smith, had declared; that we ought to de-
fend them with a< mueh firmnefs as the gates of Madras. It
-vas not the intention of 11« GGovernment td exterminate Tip-
poo, but only to fupport its own alliess They had been
tharged, in their conduél, with inconfiftency; bur, though
they might have varied their mode of a&ing, thev proceeded
tipon the fame principle.  But, his Lordfhip obferved, that
it would not be fufficient for the {oufe to fatisfy itfelf with
a bare negative on the three refolutioug that had {ecn moved.
T hat would be dangerous to our pofleflions in India, and
would foon put a period to all fubordination and Government
in that quarter of the globe. It was not only neceflary, he
faid, that punifhment thould be held out to guilt, but that
prote&tion fhould be held out to innocence, and reward to
merit.  1f this were not the cafe, it would not be eafy to
find people 1eady to take upon them the Government of In-
dia. They might, perhaps, find fome avaricious men, who
might go to amafs money at the expence of their character,
but who would pay no regard to the intereft of thofe over
whom they prefided; and who would never defewve the ap-
plaufe of their country. He remarked of what bad confe-
quence it muft be to our interefts in India, if our (Govern-
ment there poflefled only the privilege of making treaties with-
out the power of fulfilling their engagements.

His Lordfhip faid, he was afraid he had troubled their
Lerdfhips at too great length, but he had fpoken with great
anxiety. lyhad been his Int fometimes to defend his own
condu&, #id that of thofe with whom he was conne@ed. in
politics, Jfut he was then defending an abfent man. He had
ho perffnal knowledge of Lord Cornwallis; he only knew
him_®om his public condu®, which he highly revered.—
Frofn aftate of eafe, affluence, and honour, equal to that of

ny fubje of this country, the noble Lord had undertaken
“the Government of India; on condition, that on no circum=
ftances whatfoever he fhould remain there above a certain
terme When that term had nearly expired, and when ar-
T 2 rangemente
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rangements had been made for his return home, to receive
the applaufe and approbatign of his country, a war had bro-
,kcn out. This determined himn not to quit his fituation at fo
!dangerous a junfture. He determined to delay his return to
his native country, in order to be better able to chaftife this
free-booting tyrant, and preferve our Afiatic property, and
our Afiatic friends, from his plundering army. His Lordfhip
had left Bengal, and gone to Madias, the place where the
danger was, and nobly tock upon himfelf the refponfibility
and condu& of the meafure, When he found, on his arri-
val at Madras, a brave and gallant Officer,. that was equgl to
every emergency, his Lordfhip had returned to Bengal, but
ftill refolved te remain in India till peace was reftored.—
Lord Grenvillethought, after this, he might take the liberty
to afk their Lordthips, what poffible view Lord Cornwallis
could have in making war with Tippoo Sultan, after he had
grofsly injured the allies of the Company, but that which juf-
tice, the faith of treaties, and the honour and dignity of the
Britith name, rendercd indifperfable? Would any noble
Lord take upon him to {uy, that it would be juft to pafs a cen-
fure on this man? Would they think it prudent to pafs refo-
N lutions againft a war, when the very principles on which it
' took place were h"g}hl_y meritotious, and when our profpeQis
were to fecure the pofleffion of our Indian property, and not,
as the noble Lord flated, to increafe our territory? He faid,
after the refolutions of the noble Lord had been difpofed of,
he fhould take the liberty to move three refolutions fimilag
to thofe moved in the Houfe of Commons, approving of the
conduét of the Governor General in profecuting the war withe

“vigéur.
Earl of gT he Earl of Lauderdale {aid his ideas differed widely from
Lauder- the pofitions laid down by the noble Secretary, who, in place
dale.  of meeting the motion of his noble friend fairly, had come
forward with a panegyric on Lord Cornwallis, in which, no
doubt, every perfon would agree, although that opinion ne-
ver could juftify the manner in which Minifters treated that
Houfe and the country, by calling for approbation of ccne
du&®, which they refufed to give any aocount of, or caufe
for.  For his part, his Lordfhip faid, he thought hey would
have been athamed, in the prefent fituation of thi country,
to have fupported any line of conduct that tended to,creafe
the burthens of the people, far lefs to move for apprehation.
to themfelves, upon beginning an expenfive and deftructive
war, at a time when the refources of the kingdom were now
known to be in a very different fituation to that which haa
been held out to deceive the public for fome years back.—-
Confidering, therefote, the real flate of the nation, and the
<antents of the mefage which Hig Majefly had lately li;en;_to_
T arliae
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Parliament, he was furprifed that Minifters had the boldnefs
to continue ufing the language that they had held, and cliim-
ing confidence from Parliament, without giving any one fo-
lid or fubflantial'reafon for their conduct, or caufe for the
calamities that they had brought, and were bringing, upen
the country. The meflages which Minifters had been ac
cuftomed to deliver of late, breathed nothing but fentinents
of a pacific nature, and an avowal of principles that went to
fecure and preferve the tranquillity of Europe; but he would
atk their Lordfhips, if the conduét of Adminiftration had
beep any wife confiftent with fuch principles? Had they
adopted "a fyftem of mildnefs, moderation, and forbearance?
Certainly not. They had done dire@ly the reverfe; and,
-without ftating any one faét that could juftify their fyftem,
now’ came to atk the fan&ion of Parliament to thefe mea-
fures. With regard to the prefent war in India, his Lord-
thip denied that their arguments were founded on facts; and
the noble Secretary, inftead of giving a full and true ftate-
ment of the point at iffue, had thrown every thing upon the
popularity of [.ord Cornwallis, who was abfent, and Sir Ar-
chibald Campbell, who was now no more ; by thefe means at
once throwing off refponfibility from themfelves, for orders
fent from home, and referring, for approbation of their fyf-
tem, to two perfons, of whom, whatever praife might be due
to them, one was abfent, and the other dead; therefore nei-
ther could fatisfy the Houfe now, that that {yftem had their
approbatien, e contended that it would have been much
fairer and better to have ftated falls only, than to have reft-
ted fo much upon authorities that could not be brought before
the Houfe,

The noble Secretary had faid, continued his Loglfhip, that
the Rajali of Travancore had afled by the advice of Sir Archi-
bald Campbell : the papers on the table, in his opinion, con-
tradicted that affertion ; and though he did not mean to fol-
low the noble Lord through all his detail, he muit make a
few obfervations on what he had faid. He then argued
againft the neceflity of our plunging into a war, merelyon a
pretence offbeing bound by treaty to affift the Rajah of Tra=
vancore ; £nd aflerted, that the Dutch had no independent
E;'ght to gfifpofe of the two forts of Cranganore and Jacottah.

hg‘.i: ght as well, he faid, fell all the frontier coaft of the
coup:ry, and place an ally in fuch a fituation as to make it
impoffible for him toavoid a war. When the noble Lord had
ftated, that Tippoo demanded his rebellious fubje@s from
the Rajah of Travancore, he mis-ftated the fa&, fince the Ra-
Jjab, in his anfwer to Tippoo Sultan, firft afferts a falfehood,
‘telling Tippoo, that he had no fubje&ts of his in his domi-
gious. The noble Lord, be obferved, bad faid, ¢ where

. ¢ was
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% was there any page il the law of riatiohs, that fafd a ni-
¢ tion, in alliance with anothier, wa$ not to defend that
¢ other, when that other was attacked:” In anfwer, the
noble Farl afked, ¢« Where was the page in the law of na-
¢ tiohs, in which it was ftated that one power was to gua-
¢ rantee another, after that other has; by improper conducty
¢ changed its relative (ituation, and Eiven juft caufe of jea-
« loufy to the neighbouring power :” Wete there not, he
faid, inftances enow of conduct on our part in ladia, to ftir
up every native power in that quarter of the globe to arms?
There were two powers inn India worth our cultivating, viz.
Tippoo Sultan and the Mahrattas ; and of thofe, the former
was the moft defirable for us to form an alliance with. We
were, hisLord(hip faid, aling againit Tippoo in India, juft
as we were going to act againft the Emprefs in Europe. “L'ip
poo attacked the forts to which we laid claim, and we carried
the war into the center of his dominions ; fo, in Europe we
complain of Ruffix’s perﬁﬁinéto keep Oczakow, and, inftead
of endeavouring to recover Oczakow, we were about to fend
a fleet up the Baltic. His Lordfhip afferted that we deferved
the whole blame of the war in India, and not Tippoo, who
had a&ted naturally, and as his intereft rendered neceflary.
Nor was it, he faid, tg be fuppofed that Tippoo would chufe
that bour as the moft fit to attack us, in which he was leaft
able to defend himfelf, and we were the moft powerful. As
to the Datch, it was well known that they were a cunning,
intriguing, and interefted people, and would fell their fron-
tier forts, no doubt, to occafion war amongft the other
powers, the fole advantage of which would be theirs ; but
for us to defend that, which we knew muft be very aggra-
vating and provoking to Tippoo Sultan, was certainly im-
prudent gnd unjuft, as every war muft be reckoned, which
was brought on without any real injury done, or infult of-
fered, either to ourfelves or our alliese Much had been faid
about Jacottah and Cranganore belonging originally to the
Dutch; but he afferted, that they did not belong to them
independently, becaufe they were undoubtedly tributary to
the Rajah of Cochin. In ‘fhort, his Lordlhip infifted that
the pretences for going to war with Tippoo wele highly un-
juftifiable, and ill grounded ; and he compliment d his noble
friend for the great geographical and local knowlé\ge which
he had thewn in his {peech, and which feemed to be{.qt.irely
negle&ed by the noble Secretary. ) o
After all he had heard, his.Lordfhip faid, heknew of no-
thing in the Jaw of nations, nor indeed had it been attempted
to produce any one article, that could fupport the idea of our
being obliged to go to war upon account of any fubfifting de-
fenfive alliance which we had entered into with any powel nr‘ in
s
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India, or were guarantees for, unlefs we acknowledge at once
hat the defenfive treaties, which wehad made or guaranteed,
$vere now found to be offenfive treaties, and certainly deferv-
" §ng the epithet of infamous, which had been juftly applied to
ione of them, fpeaking morally; and he Wouldy fay, that
- whatever was in}:mous, morally fpeaking, muit be infamous,
polititally fpeaking. It having been allowed, on all hands,
that war was the lait thing that the Company, or the Britith
Goverement in India, fhould provoke, he was at a lofs to
know what excufe could be made for the fyftem that had been
adopted.

‘Where were only two powers in India that we had any rea-
fon to dread, Tippoo and the Mahrattas; and to preferve a
balance between thefe powers was our intereft; but the ob-
1e& which feemed to be in view, was very different. It was
the total extirpation of Tippoo, to confirm a fort of uncer-
tain alliance, which we thought to form with the Mahrattas;
and thofe who vindicated this plan, having no fa&s to eftab-
Jith their arguments upon, were compelled to affume reafon-
ings that were in no fhape admiflible or applicable.

"T'he nokle Egrl then made fome pertinent obfervations on
the prefent fituation of France, and the improbability of her
sfifting TVippoo Sultan, deducing from thence, that the quar-
rel originated without provocation given by Tippoo, and was
therefore reprehenfible.  In mentioning Tippoo, he faid, his
gharacter had been fully and accurately given that night, and
much had been difproved of what was formerly faid of him;
fome people having thought fit to praife him at one time, and
abt:jé him at another, juft as it fuited their immediate pur-
pofe.

His Lordfhip concluded his fpeech, by warning their Lord-
fhips not to give their countenance or approbatien to any
treatics or fyftems that had been formed upon a fpirit of con-
queft, and a wilhio extend territorial poffeffions, however
unjuft the means of acquifition might be; and he contended,
zhat the infamous treaty now upon the table, as well as the
whole fyftem purfued in India, proceeded upon that love of
intrigue and cénqueft, which ought to be deprecated by every
geod man upd friend 1o his country: and he particularly
tautioned ,.heir Lordfhips not to give their apprabation to
Miniftergiupon blind confidence, ata time when we faw them
attemwpting to introduce the fame {yftem with Ruffia as they
had followed with Tippoo, by at the fime moment claiming
from Ruffia the moft valuable part of Ler conquefts, Ocza-
kow, and prefenting a meflage from their Sovereign, re-
quefting an augmentation of the navy to fupport this de-
ftru@ive defire of conqueft, and love of intrigue, the tranf-
planting of which from* India to Eugope, ovght, and he

143



Marquis
of Lanf-
down.

S AT,

hoped would, be firenuou 'refifted by the nation. He paid
many compliments to Lord Cornwallis, but would not allow
that Minifters had aright, by extolling him, however juftly,
to claim approbation of their meafures, without giving any
reafon for them. .

Before he fat down, he begged, in the moft earneft man-
ner, to warn their Lordfhips againft the motions which jt
had been ftated by the noble Secretary of Staté that it Was his
intention to propofe. “THofe motions his Lordfhip reprobated
as an infidious attempt in Miniltersto take their Lordfhips
by furprize, and to induce the Houfe to pledge themfelves to
fupport the war.

'{zhe Marquis of Lanfdoun began with complimending
Lord Porchefter on his fpeech, and declaring that he gave
the ftrongeft faith to almoft every one of the principles laid
down by the noble Lord, and by thofe other noble Lords who
fupported the refolutions ; but he begged to have it under~
ftood, that he meant the principles they had ftated, and not
their opinions, for there was, he faid, a material difference
between the two, He eould concur, he faid, in almoft every
one of their principles, but inuft 1t the fame time, on account
of thofe very principles, decline voting for the refolutions, he-
caufe thofe principles proved the refolutions to be unneceffary,
inexpedient, and unjuft. The refolutions amounted toa ceny
fure, and a very ftrong cenfure, on Lord Carnwallis, and he
took it to he refted on three diftin&t grounds, one the war,
the other the partition treaty, as it might be called, and the
third the condué® of that war. His Lordfhip declared, he
did not think Lord Cornwallis would abide by the papers on
the table. Averfe as he was to the extenfion, or even re-
taining a great part of our Empire, there might poflibly be
reafons of which their Lordfhips at prefent knew nothing,
becaufe they were not before them, which when they were
known, might fhew that the war was juft and unavoidable,
What made him inclined- to think that nothing but the
firongeft neceffity would have induced Lord Cornwallis to
enter upon the war was, that he all along in his letters de-
precated the evil of war, and exprefled himfelf in the ftrong-
eft and cleareft terms, as fully of opinion, that no advin-
tage we could expe to gain could equal the mife‘ii:‘vous con-

fequences that muft follow our engaging in hof\{lities, cir-
cumftanced as we were at prefent” In proof of thi¥, the no-
ble Marquis read feveral extraQs from the letters of"Zord
Cornwallis upon the fubject, and mentioned his Lordfhip’s
having condemned Mr. Powney, the prefident, for having
encounraged the Rajah to think of war; and condemnation
from fuch a man as Lord Cornwallis, he faid, was an unan-
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fwerable proof that hié’ was extremely hurt and provoked at
what he cenfared. : _

There might, his Lordfhip faid; be many other reafons for

ing to war befides what appeared in the papers on the tablé.
lx_:t it be remembered that fo long ago as May 1789, a plan
was imparted by the Rajah of Cochin to the Rajah of Tra-
vancore, of an attack intended by Tippoo Sultan on the
Travancore dominiens, and on thofe of the Britifh likewife,
for which purpofes he was collé@ing forces, and had fent to
the Rajah of Cochin to join him, which fhewed that Tippoo
meditated no flight affair, but fome general enterprize to
fweep the Dutch and Englifh from the cdaft of Coromandel
at ouces

The ties of alliances, the faith of tredties, arid the necef-
fity of adhering to them, his Lordfhip faid, were fplendid
torms. He well knew what the King of Pruffia faid of trea-
tiesof Alliance, viz. that they were to be feen and looked at;
but never acted upon. They were fine fillagree work, cal-
culated more for fhew than ufe. But then he would afk,
had we been remarkable for an adherence to the terms of
treaties of alliance? At the treaty of Utrecht we had aban-
doned our allies moft notorioufly ; at the treaty of Neuf-
chatel we did fo likewife; and at the peace of Paris, in 1763,
all the world complainied of us for our negle of our allies.
In faét, treaties were to be adhered to more or lefs ftrictly,
according to the circumftances of the moment; and the rea-
fon why they were fo often violated, was becaufe Minifters
made them without the concurrence of the public; they came
to Parliament and afked for confidence to enable them to
make treaties, and they were afterwards found to be contrary
to the intereft of the country, and required to be broken
down with a hard hand. But what, atked his Lordfhip,
were the Princes of Indla for whom we were t& go fuch
lengths ? They were, he faid, not Kings, but a fpecies of
nobility that depended upon us, and exifted on our frowns.
The Nabob of Arcot and the Rajah of Tanjore were our
firft allies, but the former was of the moft confequence.—~-
On their grounds we ftood in India. '

His Lordfhip juftified the condu& of Lord Gornwallis, by
obferving, that when a man was at Rome, he muft do as
Rome does, and fo in India, Lord Cornwallis was obliged to
a& as affairs there required. He juftified the terming the
treate infamous, obferving that the noble Lord (Lord Stor-
mont) who had ufed that word in application to the treaty
with the Nizam, and the Mahrattas, well knew what trea-
ties were, and was not likely to apply an expreffion to them
of a ftrong nature, which he had not well confidered. But
he afked, why did Minifters let the Eaft-India Company
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membered in the year 1782, they applied tathe Treafury, and
ired the loan of, 3co,00¢0l. which they had; but not upon
:;?:r ground than that of the exigency of the cafe. Parlia-
ment, he faid, had not been up three days, before the Chair-
wman, and Deputy Chairman, one in oppofition, and one not,
came to the Treafury, prefented their piftol, and demanded
credit for a million fterling. Hehad faid to himfelf ‘at the
time, ¢ if \hisis the cafe, we muft burry on peace as faft as
¢« poffible, pay the money, and fay no more about it.”

e noble ilarquis here afl-ed, how were the Eaft-India
Comnpany to bear the expence ot the war? With what were
they to pay it? With their trade, could it be faid } What
was their trade, but a monopoly of tea, out of which, Mi-
nifters had deluded their country, on the ground of a pre-
tended commutation ¢ That was, his Lordfhip contended, as
direct a tax upon the Public, as the malt tax, or any other
tax. He faid, it was well worth the ferious confideration of
their Lordfhips, whether the Public would confent at pre-
fent to draw their purfe flrings for the Eaft-India Company.
He had read a fp-ech made in another place, [probably Ma-
jor Scott’s] in which there was a paflage which ftruck him
with infinige aftonifhment, after all he had heard of the ceco-
nomy of the Board of Control. 1t was obferved in that fpeech,
that the peace eftablifhiment of Bengal, as paid by that Ee:ard,
exceeded the peace eftablifhment of the former Adminiftra-
tion a million fterling annually. The fa& appeared fo ex-

. traordinary, that he conceived there was fome error in the
Ratement, but upon reforting to very good authority, he
found that the excels was aétually one million two hundred
thouland pounds ; and with refpe€t to the war, it was moft
undoubtedly true, that the expences now very far exceeded
thofe of «a former period fo much complained of. It well
then became their Lordfhips, the noble Marquis faid, to con-
fider from what fource the fupplies were to come. Bengal
was drained, and Lord Cornwallis had already been com-
pelled, in violation of a recent treaty, toautherife the feizure
of the Carnatic and Tanjore.

His Lordfhip faid, the Houfe could not, from any tkin
they knew, pronounce the war either juft or unjuft. Minif-
ters could not be blamed, for they had taken care to furnifh
no evidence againft themlelves; he wifhed they had been
equally careful to fave Lord Comwallis from unjuil fufisicion 3
they owed him their protection, and they would have mami-
fefted it more in withholding fuch papers as, without expla~
nation, tended rather to give rife to doubt than warrant any
certain conclufion on the faubje, than by any overcharged
eulogiums on Lord Comwallis’s charalter, couched in pom-
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pous phrafe and founding periods.  But for the reafoirs he had
ftated, the noble Marguis faid, he could not vote for the mo-
tion of the noble Lord near him. 1 they wifhed to cenfure
thofe men who had deferved it, letthem not, he fud, ia that
manner pick out individuals one by one, and moft efpecially
an abfent man, who from not being here could not fpeak for
himfelf. Let them appoint a refpe&lable Committee to take

- a general view of the country, and fee what men ought to be
made objedls of cenfure. Some there were, his Lordfhip
faid, who had pra8lifed every poffible enormity in India ; let
fuch a Commitee fend them to the judicature appointed by
a& %f Parliument to try themn, and don’t let the country be
tantalifed by feeing the {candalous abufes which l.ord Corn-
wallis had defcribed in his letters, as having difgraced us in

India.

With regard te the motions propofed by the noble Secre-
tary of State, his Lordfhip declared he could not vote for
them any more than for thofe propofed by the noble Lord
near him, and for the very fame reafon, viz. becaufe the
Houfe had it not in their power to afcertain whether they
weve fupported by facts, Let hoth be fufpended till Lord
Cornwallis comes home, and they had his whole condu& be-
fore them. Then Lord Cornwallis might be cenfured with
juftice or acquitted with honour, as his condu& fhould war-
rant, and not brought off by a fatious vote, forfo, his Lord-
hip faid, he muft ever confider a vote of approbation pro-
pofed by furprife and on a fudden, in anfwer to a vote of a
different kind propofed on that fide the Houfe.

His Lordfhip {poke highly of Lord Cornwallis, and he de-
clared he muft have been infenfible to thirty-four years friend-
fhip, uninterrupted even by politics, if he had got felt the
higheft regard for him, and he muft alfo have forgotten the
uniform tenor of that noble Lord’s public condu& if he had
not an implicit confidence, that whenever the day came that
his condu& could be fully known, it would be found that
Lord Cornwallis had afled in India greatly to his own ho-
nqur, and to the advantage of his country, The Marquis
faid he had appointed Lord Cornwallis Governor General ori-
ginally, not from any idea that a military man was the fit-
telt to go to take the Government of India upon him, but
confcious that it was a fituation in which that noble Lord
coufd not acquire fo much glory as if he went to Canada,
where he might have been called to the exercife of his profef-
fion. His only reafon for prevailing on Lord Cornwallis to

to Bengal was, becaufe he knew no other man fo well qua-
ﬁzed to go to India. His Lordfhip touched upon the ap-
proaching expiration of the Company’s charter, and expreffed
his aflonifhment that fo littleUhml heen faid upon the fubjet
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in England, when the advantage of an Eaft-India Company

ad been taken into confideration in France before the time
of the national Aflembly. He quoted the late Lord Chat-
ham’s declaration, that he fhould leave the queftion of whe-
ther jt was right to continue the charter of our Eaft-India
Company, to float upon the waves of public opinion, not
doubting but it would one day he agitated, and it wouid be
gonfidered whether the Cempany and the whole of their trade
was a bubble or not.

Tippoo, the Marquis faid, was our natural ally, and the
Mahrattas the natural Foe of this country. He queftioned
whether Bengal was not the only {ybftantial refource we had
in Afia. The Mahrattas were in this cafe a dangerous neigh:
bour, and Tippoo Sultan at hand to check any ambitious at- ™
tempt of the Mahrattas. "With refpet to our other poffef-

" fions in India, his Lordfhip doubted whether they were to be
regarded as a millfiope about the neck of the country, or a
refource. * After a variety of other obfervations, his Lord-
fhip concluded with giving it as his ppinion, that it was to-
tally improper 10 go to a vote oa either of the two fets of re-
folutions, and therefore he wopld move the previous queftion
asa meaus of getting rid of both for the prefent.

Marquis  The Marquis of Town/bend rofe next, and addrefled their

of Town- Lordfhips to the following purport :—— After the very cx-

fhend.  tenfive field of information which the noble Lord who moved
the queftion has had recourfe to, 1 fhall at leaft endeavour to
reconmend what I have to offer in juftification of the vote
I fhall now give, by detaining your Lordfhips as fhort a
time as poflible.

The war in which we are engaged in the Eaft, is, I con-
ceive, expenfive beyond all preccdent, and is highly to be
Jamented® Great and well-deferved encomiums have been
given to the noble Lord who prefides in that critical and
important ftation; but 1 can affure your Lordthips, that
neither the high efteem in which I hold that noble Lord, the
ties of confanguity, nor the fellowfhip of fervice in which
1 have known his merits, fhould prevail on me to approve
of his condu&, had I found, upon the moft mature confi-
deration, that he could have aled a more prudent and ho-
nourable part for this country. n

Tt is evident, I think, from the treaty of the year 1784,
which, if I am rightly informed of it, I may juftly‘lile a
triple alliance, defenfive and ¢ffenfive, againft whoever broke
it furft, that upon the Rajah of Travancore’s purchafe of the
territory and fort in queftion, (Satta Mangalore,) the Coun-
cil at Madras advifed his returning it to the Dutch, thereby
to avoid the jealoufy and hoftility of Tippoo Saib. The
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Rajah finds the Dutch will not refume it. Why ? Beeaufs

they had fold it purpofely to avoid Tippoo’s hoftility,
'Fhe Council of Mad¥as c:poﬁulait’r:ith Tippfo, who
perfeveres in his claim, and alledges divers breaches of friend-
fhip and provocation on the part of the Rajah. The Coun-
cil of Madras inquire into this, and are convinced of its fal-
Jacyd They then propofe a mediation, and to appoint ar-
bitrators, hoping to prevent any aggreflion: Tippoo com-
mences hoflilities, attacks the frontiers of the Rajah, andis
repulfed at the lines of T'ravancore. How, my Lords, how
was either the Council of Madras, or the Chief Governor, to
aét jn thefe circumftances ? Expofe the Rajah to the rapacious
nd vindiQive Tippoo, to break the engagements of the
treaty, and abandon the charaler of the Britifh nation? or
pught his Lordfhip to have fent home for inftruions, there-
by giving Tippoo not only time to have increafed his force,
extend his conquefts, am( afford good grounds to the Rajah,
and every other power in Afia, to form new alliances for their
better fecurity ? No, my Lords; I truft your Lordfhips will
fee the propriety and neceffity of the decifive part which the
Chief Governor has taken, Upon the “arrival of General
Medows, Tippoo did, indeed, begin a little to lower his tone ;
but what could be expe@ed from a defpot, of whom we had
always heard fo infidious and bloody a charaller, and who
has already evinced the moft complete infolence and perfidy
on many occafiens.
1t has been faid that this decifion of the Chief Governor's
is contrary to the principles laid down by the Eaft-India
Company, and to their exprefs injun&ions. 1 hope 1 do not
miftake the purport (though I cannot quote the words of the
a& of Parliament) of the 24th of his prefent Majefty, enti-
tled, ¢ An a& for the better regulation and manggement of
¢ the Eaft-lndia Company,” which, I think, fays, ¢ that
to purfue extent of conqueft and dominion in India, is repug-
nant to the interefts of this nation, and that it fhall not be
lawful for the Governor, &c., without authority from home,
or of the Secret Committee, except when hoftilities have been,
#iually commenced, or preparations made, againft the Rritith
nation in India, or fuch Princes or States dependant thereon,
or whofe territories the Company is engaged to defend, ci-
ther to declare war. ar commence hoftilities, or enter into
ang treaty for the faid purpofe; but that in Juch cafe of neceffity,
they muft communicate, as foon as poflible, to the Court of
Diretors, a full ftate of the grounds ypon which they have
commenced fuch hoftilities.” K
Let me then appeal to your Lordfljips, could Lord Corn-
wallis do lefs, in the execution of the good faith of treaties,
#pd for the reputation of the Britifh namne, than fupport ltlhe
' ally,
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ally, l‘;!lmr fabmitted to reference, in the poflefion of what
he h (pnrdialbd, agaioft the. violator of this triple alliance,
who rehuged arbitration, and commenced war for what he had
no right '
If scmr Chief Governors, and Commanders in Chief, are
to hefitate on fuch occafions, miferable, indeed, is their fitu-
ation; nor can the motives of a man be doubted, who, as a
noble Lord has juft told you, in addition to his other merits,
with a flated falary, anxious to return to his native country,
remaining, for the public fervice, in the meft arduous
fituation, from the emergency of the occafion; nay more,
had preferred the feene of a&tion at Madras to that of the
principal feat of his Government; yet, upon the arrival f
am highly diftinguithed militaryicharaler at Madras, he then
remains in the utmoft ftate of refponfibility, uninfluenced by
any motives of ambition or profit.
uch, my Lords, hasbeen the condu&t of your Chief Go-
vernor in India, which, if it were not founded on neceflity,
and juftified by the ftrongeft authority, I fhould be as ready
to condemn, as 1 fhould fo heavy and infupportable an ex-
pence, which muft fall on this nation; but as this ftate of
hoftility feems to have been unavoidable, T conceive it to be
juitifiable, and the condutt of your Chief Governor highly
meriterions.
Lord - Lord Porchefler rofe again, and commented on the fpeech
Porcheter bf the noble Secretary (Lord Grenville) in the following
mamner. The noble Lord has wifely evaded, faid his Lord-
4hip, entering into a defence of meafures perfely indefenfi-
ble; he has prudently taken fhelter under the popular cha-
ra&er of Lord Cornwallis, in whofe general commendation
e has been as profufe, as he has been niggardly of arguments
in defencetof the meafure, which he infinuates, though he
dares not, in dire€t terms, aflert, to be the fole aét of the
Governor General, without any fuggeftion, advice, or order
from home. I-concur in all he has faid of the Governor Ge-
neral’s perfonal merit, and fhould willingly concur in any
comthendation where praife was not treacherous, and meant
to thift from the fhoulders of Government at home the odiufn
of their own meafures. As the noble Lord has ftated his in-
tention to move a formal approbation of Lord Cornwallis’s
conduct as the author of this war, afterhe has, according to
his own phrafe, difpofed of the motions 1 had the honodiito
propofe, which he trufts in the blind confidence of his adhe-
tents to effe®, I cannot avoid, as a well-wither to Lord
Cornwallis, to deprecate that infidious praife which is held
out in order to perfuade Lord Cornwallis’s friends, by the of-
fer of barren approbation, to adopt with it all the fubftantial
blame which an informed Public will think due to the n}ea;
‘ ure’
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fare of the war. Lord Cornwallis is fo peculiarly circum.
flanced in this affair, that if fuppofe him within the
fcope of praife or blame, as author of the war, it muft inavi-
tably be of blame. The aét of Parliament prohibits the Go~
vernor General from commencing 4 war without the authority
of his fuperiors : if he has done fo, he has offended againfl the
legiflature, and deferves cenfure: if he has aled legally un-
der orders, he has done no wrong ; but he deferves no praife.
He is then the inftrument in their hands, not the refponfible

g

authorof the war. It is an affront to his chara&er, and low.

ers its flandard, to offer praife for fimple obedience to orders
received. Minifters have produced his letters, and the docu-
mergs of the tranfa&ions, and left them on the table unex-
_.plained and unjuftified ; but they have infidioufly, by offer-
ing praife, infinuated, that the war was not fuggefted, ad-
vifed, orencouraged from home, and that they renounced ali
claim to the merits of the war; and thus they artfully trans-
fer, with the fhadow of praife, all the weight of reproach
from their own fhoulders, and leave Lord Cornwallis as the
imputed author of the war bv crowning him with the praile,
of difohedience to the legiflature, and leaving him to efcape
the cenfure of the war ashe cau. Thenoble Lord fays, that
I have adduced no other argument but the letter of the 7th of
July, as a proof that the Board of Control had authorifed the
war; certainly no more convincing proof could be adduced,
and which he has not made the leaft attempt to refute; but I
likewife ftated the treaties with the Nizam and Mahrattas as
equally proving it: thofe treaties do not even pretend hof-
tilities from Tippoo as being the caufe of the war ; and on the
face of thofe treaties, the war, without the authority of the
Board of Control, is illegal ; and with it, the Board remains
hiﬁliy criminal, and highly refponfible.
rd Sydney faid, that his connetion with Lord Yornwal-
lis would not permit him to hear a cenfure urged againft him,
without faying a few words on the fubje¢t. 1n his mind, an
attack had been made on the Board of Control for acts, of
which, neither morally nor phyfically, they could be the au-
thors. Theally of the Company lZad been attacked ; and
thd noble Governor General had acted on the occafion with
pure integrity and becoming fpirit. His Lordfhip faid, he
would not again travel over the ground which had already
been traverfed with much greater ability, but fhould conclude
witl®bferving, that he had heard many things afferted in the
courfe of the debate, which had aftonifhed him; particularly,
tl_rat Tippoo Sultan was by no means a cruel, bloody, and
vindi&tive Prince. His Lordfhip reprobated the whole con-
duét of Tippoo Sultan, and reminded the Houfe of his treat-
mept of the detachment mpade prifoners under the command

Lord
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* of General Marthews laft war. * As an additional inftance of
T:Rpoo’s determination to break with us, he afked if the in<
veltment of Tellicherry in 1789 were totally forgotien? And
concluded with exprefling his difapprobation of the motion of
the noble Lord (Porchetter.)
Lord  Lord Stormint reprobated the carrying on a war in Indias
Stormont. His Lordfhip faid, that though the origin of this India bufi-
nefs had been agitated wlile he was abroad on his daty, and
that he had not courage to run through the voluminous re-
ports which were made to the Board of Control, yet he had
attended fufficiently to it fince, to beable to form his opinion
thereon. Upon this particular queftion, however, he faid,
he was in a difficulty how to give his vote, fince every. day
news was expefted which might very much influence thesr,
Lordfhips. His Lordfhip complimented Lord Cornwallis for
the reQitude of his principles, and the moderation of his
mind. He was well convinced that the noble Lord was pof-
fefled of a foul that afpired after military glorys and that he
regulated his conduct according to the directions he had re-
ceivede The treaty, he fhould prefume, was made for the
exprefs purpofe of extending dominion, which was diametri-
cally repugnant to the honour, principles, and dignity of the
Britith name. Tippoo’s overtures were reje€ted, which was
a direét violation of treat‘{.

His Lordthip argued ftrenuoufly againft the treaty for di-
viding Tippoo’s dominions, into which we had entered with
the Mahrattas and the Nizam. He put the cafe of a fimilar
treaty being entered into between Pruffia and France, for the
prefervation of the general peace of Europe, enumerating all
the Enropean powers, excepting only the Netherlands; he
afked if the Emperor would not have juft caufe for jealoufy
on heating of fuch a treaty? Such a treaty he afferted as that
lately entered into by our Government in India, was unpa-
ralleled. His Lordthip faid, that if Minifters had given or-
ders to Lord Cornwallis to plunge into war, the motion pro-
pofed by the noble Secretary of State, was that which he
fhould Zave expeted from Minifters, becaufe it was a vote
of approbation of their own condu. But conqueft was the
main purfuit. He was as fanguine for viGtory as any mun;
but then it fhould be confidered whether that vi¢tory was to
be founded in an advantage or not. The expence of a war
every man muft know was a great difadvantage to a commer-
cial country; and great caution ought to be takerr howe na«
tion, like Great Britain, involved itfelf in a war, whofe
chief object it was, to prownoteits commerce, and confequent-
ly the peace of the country. .

His Lordfhip dwelt particularly on the ruinous confe-

. quences of a war in India, gqbferving, that it could not clo:_i
ofs



lefs than four hundred theufand. fiounds ‘per ‘thonth to carry
it on, and whence were fuch fiitis to be drawn for the fup-
portof it ? Bengal had been already almoft wholly exhaufted.
Money could on:‘y be obtained at 12 per cent. His Lordfhip
read an extraét from one of the papers in his hand, upon
which he made fome very judicious comments, illuftrating
his general arguments of the inexpediency and impolicy of
feekhg to extend our territorics in India. He concluded
with obferving again, that the Board of Control, and not
the noble Lord, were in error.

- The Earl of Carliffe faid, he fhould not detain their Lord-
4hips at fo late an hour, but as he was related to the neble
k ar]l who had been fo much the fubje of converfation, he
guld not refrain from making a few obfervations on what
had been faid. lle confefled he fhould have been better
pleafed to have heard from Minifters, inflead of high and
fwoln eulogiums on Lord Cornwallis, that they were ready

Earl of
Carlifle,

to communicate the orders which they had fent out. A

noble Lord had faid, that the Board of Control could not,
phyfically fpeaking, have given orders in regard to this war.
That they had not given orders explicitly as to this war,
was probable ; but had they not fent out hypothetical orders,
which bound the noble Larl to take the courfe he had pur-
fued? In oblervation on the various allufions to Tippoo Sul-
tan's chara&er, he hoped that noble Lords would confider
that we were now again at war with that Prince, and that
fuch language was not likely to conciliate him to afford more
hofpitable treatment to (uch of our military as might unfor-
tunately fall into his hands.  T'he noble Earl affirmed it to
he his ftrenuous belicf, that Tippoo Saib did not meditate a
war ; if he had done fo, he would have taken the courfe pur-
-fued by his father ; he would have come down with his hoft
of cavalry, and would have fwept the Carnatic, by driving
the cattle, cutting off the harveft, and taking fuch other
ficps, peculiar to an Aliatic war, as fhould have prevented
Us from attacking him. He had not done this, and he there-
fore believed that he had not meditated an attack. His L.ord-
fhip concluded with declaring, that he thought Lord Corn-
allis had been extremely ill treated by Minifteis, The
?apers on the table, he faid, were unintclligible, withoug
explanation ; and Miniflers had not done him the juftice to
give any explanation whatever. His Lordihip fpoke highly
ofpLord Cornwallis, and pronounced him a man incapable
;f alting in fo unworthy a way as Minifters had imputed to
im. .
The Houfe divided on the previous queftion ;

Vor. XXX, X Con-
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., The motion of Lord Porchefier being thus difpofed of}
f.ord Grenville rofe, and made the fuane motions in appro-
bation of the war, as had becn previoully carried in the
Haufe of Commons.

Lord Loughborough fpoke againft them, 'declarin;i that
Minifters had wifely <hofen that midnight hour for th> ppr«
pofe of carrying an adulatory rclolution on their own co
du@. It was only fit, he fuid, for a drowfy audience, and
not proper to face the I'ghit of dry.  His Lordfhip contended,
that, by aflirting that the i*vand of Control had not fent out
crders to hegin the war, they hid avoeided the fair argament,
and that, in faély ro point had been at ifluc between the two
fides of the Houfe, fince the real fj:i:g and fource of the
war were to be found in the treaty figred in July, 1789, and
not in Tippoo’s attocks on the lines of Lravancore; and
therefore it did not follow that orders might net have been

' received from home by Lord Cornwailis, between the month

6f September, 1789, and December following, when the at-
tack had been made. He faid that, at fo late an hour, he
would not detain their Lordfhips, cxcept to mention one
fa&, which had been overlooked in the debate, but which
proved that the whole fyftem now purfuing in India, had
teen dictated in England,  In the orders for forming treaties
of defenfive alliance, all the powers of India were enume-
rated, excepting only thofe of Tippoo Sultan. His domi-
nions, thongh guaranteed by pofitive treaty, were not to be
defended ; and thus it was declared, that we were to fuffer
him ta Le attacked, or to attaek him ourfelves, His Lard-
fhip ftrongly 1eprobated the ftrange and indefenfible condu
which Minifters had purfued in this queftion; and con-
cluded with faying, that by thus calling for felf-praife, y(:ey
materially changed the ground of the.difcuffion ; for it was
not a very grateful thing to beftow praife, without commu-
nicating the reafons on which it ought to be given ; he fhquld,
‘therefore, he faid, move the previous queftion. -

On which, the Houfe divided;

Contents, 12; Not contents, 64. Majority 52.

The three motions of Lord Grenville were then feverally
put, and carried in the affirmatiye.

“Tbe Houfe adjournede

' 3 P ednefday,
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IVedncfday, 4th May.

On reading the order of the day for the fecond reading of
+ the bill to divorce Mr. Cecil from his prefent lady, on ac-
count of her adultery with the Reverend Mr. Sneyd,

The Lord Chanceller left the woolfack, and called their Lord
Lordfhiss’ attention to the bill. His Lordfhip faid, he was Chance}-
defirous to deliver his fentiments on the fubjeét of the bill lor.
then under confideration, becaufe it differed much from
thofe which generally formed the ground of application to
that Hqufe for bills of divorce; with that view on a former
ﬁ#ﬂ’ the proceeding, he declared it was, that he had con-

Tf#Mted to the delay at the time propofed for the fecond
reading. Mr. Cecil, who applied to their Lordfhips for
a diffolution of hLis marriage contrat, his Lordfhip faid,
was an honourable gentleman, apparent heir to a noble and
illuflrious family in this country, and he, as well as every
other perfon applying to their Lordfhips for redrefs of
grievance, would undoubtedly receive it as far as their
Lordfhips could cxtend their interference upon the princi-
ples of juftice, defined and limited by the law of the land;
‘¥rom the Ecclefiaftical Court Mr. Cecil had already re-
- ceived all that Court could grant him ; he had been allowed
a divorce a menfa ¢t thoro, which might be granted on a va-
riety of cafes, in cach of which Parliament might refufe to
interfere. There might, his Lordfhip faid,.be various rea-
fons for this kind of divorce, when neither juftice, public
policy, nor a due regard to morality or religion could war-
rant the granting a divorce by Parliament, which was a di-
-vorce a inculo matrimonii. The firft diverce was a emere
feparation, adapted to the convenience of the parties; but
the fecond was an abfolute diffolution of the contract, and
, therefore he had always bzen of opinion, that if any agree-
“ment between the parties to feparate could be proved, or if
-after the adultery of the one, the other affented to or con-
gnived at that immoral aét, or was heedlefs and indifferent
hout it} the law upon the ground of public policy and dc~
rum Would refufe a divorce a wincul, matyimonii ; and fo it
ghit to be on the principle of juflice, as well as on that of
blic expediency, in order to make the marriage contract
folemngea deed as the nature of the thing would admit
T there could be no injury, and confequently no redrefs,
here a party had permitted, or had not endeavoured to
revent the a&, The queflion in this cafe, his Lordfhip
aid, was, whether the geatleman who made this applica-
j9n, had conduled himfelf with regard to his wife in fuch
smanner as to be entitled, according to the principles he
i laid down, to this divorce a wincilo matrimenii. The
X2 evidencs
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evidence of the adultery of the lady was clear enough i
but, on the other part of the cafe, that of the conduét of
the hufband, he owned he had entertained confiderable
doubt ; and that too of fuch a nature that the {ubfequent
circumftances of the cafe, on a good deal of deliberation,
had not yet entirely removed. It had appeared before their
Lordfhips, that Mrs. Cecil had, with much diftra&ion, but
without contrition, conteffed her adultery with Mr. Sneyd,
for which fhe had been fubfequently forgiven by her hut-
band ; and that fhe had afterwards applied to him for leave
to vifit the adulterer, promifing that it fhould be the laft
time. Her bate promiie, after the experience hadwaf. her

condué, was, his Lordfhip chierved, but flender fecurityYor
* her future good behaviour, and there could not be much

rudence in trufting her with this vifit. Tlowever, the
{:ufband confented to it, and fuffered her to ride to Birming-
ham, accompanied only by a female.  She met the adoltorer,
thev were left by themfelves in & room for two hours, and
then, inftead of her returning, they went oft in a poft-
chaife together, and livid afterwards in a ftate of open
gdultery.  This confent on the part of Mr. Cecil, his
Lordfhip faid, had much the air of indiflerence about the
morals of his lady; there was too much levity in it. It
was at the very beft, incautious and unbecoming hehaviovr.
Thefc pomts, however, he did not urge as the grounds of a
pofitive oppofition to the fecond reading of the bill, but he
felt it to be his duty to lay them before the Houfe. [His
T.ordthip owned he had confiderable doubt upon the fubjuét,
but in this (as in all doubtful cafes, he fhould wifh to do)
he {akl, he had taken the opinions of others of high autho-
rity in the law and of great weight in the Ecclefiaftical
Court, who on an attentive perufal of the whole of the
evidence in this cafe, had declared, that if they had to de-
cide on the fubje®, they fhould rather incline in favour of
the divorce; having received that opinion, it bore upoa his

mind fufficiently to impel him to fuy, he fhould not oppote

the fecond reading of the hill.
The bil was then read a fecond time and orderéd to Lo
committed for Monday next. '
Ordered, That the Lords be fummoned on Monday next
upon the motion of Earl Fitzwilliam.

)
~

[

1

~,
Lord Grenville moved, ¢ That the report from the Corfi™w

% mittez appointed to fearch for precedents in cafes of im-
s¢ peachment, which now lay upon the table, be taken irlto
¢« confideration on Monday fe’nnight.”

'} he Marquis of Lanfdown faid, he rofe, not to oppofe the

was quite the fame to him, provided it was fufficiently

day mentioned by the noble Lord, becaufe in fadl, any day f
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diftant to give noble Lords time to confider the impostance-
of the queflion to be brought before them, and therefore he
could have wifhed thayr the Houfe had been fuller when the
notice was given. As it was, he could not avoid faying a
few words, upon the vgry ferious nature of this queftion,
and the conlequences that were involved in the decifion of
it. His Lordthip fail, if it only merely concerned a Chief
Governor of the Eaft Indies, he cestainly would not have
troubled their Lordfhips with any thing to-day; but he
confideied the matter in a very different light, and as one of
the moft important and momentous that could poffibly come
prto that Houfe, in which their Lordfhips were particularly
interefted, and in the determination of which the people of
kneland, and the conftitution itfelf, were deeply and mate-
rially concerned, as it went to determine whether there was
or was not any law in the nation by which their condu& was
to b guided. He fuid, that a great many pamphlets had
been written upon this fubject, and he had read, if not all,
wolt of them. This, the Marquis faid, he was no ways
afhamed to acknowledze, when he could add, that they
came from the pens of fuch men as entitled them to atten-
tion and refpe€t. Moft of them were written by the law-
yers, and he could not lofe that opportenity of expreffing his
opinion that much ability, profefional knowledge and ar-
gument, was to be found in them ; yet, after complimenting
very highly the profeflion itfelf, and the conduét of the
lawyers on many occafions, which he refpeted much, he
thoughr they had all along taken up the matter more in 3
profcilional than a conflitutional mode of arguing. It be-
came their Lord(hips’ dignity, the Marquis fsid, to enter
fully, and with much deliberation, upon fo great and impor-
tant a difcoffion; and he trufled, that every noble Lord,
who had a right to fit in that Houfe, would give it the moft
ferious attention. 1f he did not ftrangely miftake the mat-
ter, no queftion could be agitated, that ought to command
their attention more. T he fpiriz of liberty, which the fub-
je&s of the country, both in and out of that Houfe, boafted
fo much the enjoyment of, depended, in his mind, entirely
upon thofe two points, the trial by jury, and the known law
of the land; the prefervation of, and adherence to which,
certainly demanded every exertion of their Lordfhips and
the country at large to fupport. With regard to the trial
by jury, his Lordfhip faid, the wifdom of their anceftors
had in fome meafure deprived thofe whe had a right to fit in
that Houlc of it, and fubflituted in particular cafes the trial
by impeachment, which conftitutes part of the known law
of the land, upon the nature and cxtent of® which, their
Lordips would foon be called upon to give their judge-

' ment
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ment and folemn determination.” For his own part, were h¢
to be afked, (though the queftion could not be put to him, as
the conftitution of the country ftood) whether he preferred
the trial by jury cr the trial by the law of the land ¢ he
fhould hefitate how to anfwer, or which to prefer. He
concluded, by endeavouring to imprefs as ftrongly as poffi-
ble upon theit Lordthips’ minds the magnitude and confe-
quences of the fubject to be difcuffed, and the hopes which
he entertained of a full attendance. The motion was then
; put by the Lord Chancellor, ¢ That the Lotds be fummoned
e ¢ for Monday fe'nnight, to take into conlideration the re-
A « port of the Committee of Precedents.”  Ordered.
L Mafquis  The Marquis of Lanfdown then faid, he hoped, as an
g-ef Lanf- orjer was made for fummoning their Lordihips, that it
dowB. " would be done in as exa@ and particular a manner a¢ poffi-
ble; and he trufled that no wvoble l.ord, who had a feat in
the Houfe, would abfent himfelf, except he could give a
wery ferious reafon for fo doing.

Some private bufinefs was gone through, and the Houfe
adjourned till to-merrow.

Monday, ¢th May.

Lord Lord Porcheft.r addrefling himfelf to the King’s Miniflers,
F Parchetter obferved, that fince the Indian war was difcuffed in that
Foo Houfe, frefh communications had arrived from that quar-
ter; he thercfore withed to know whether it was the inten-
tion of His Majelty’s Minifters to- luy that information bg-
fore the Houfe ?
; Lord Lord Grenvilie veplied, that all the information which had
“Grenville, been received was already before the public.
" _Lord Lord Porchefier faid, that no official account had bren
g Porchiciter Jaid before their! Lordfhips, and as he conceived it to be the
duty of Minilters to lay that information on the table, to-
gether with an account of the military operations and the
fiate of the campaign, his [.ordfhip faid, he fhould mike a
. motion relative to the fubject on the firft opea day. Friday
& next was fixed upon for this motion, and the Lords were
s ordered to be fammoned.
A Fire- . Earl Fitzwilliam, purfuant to the notice he had given on
M“‘ a former day, rofe to ftate his reafons for withing that the
Houfe might be fummoned. What he meant to fubmit to
_the confideration of their Lord{hips, appeared to him to be of
very great moment, and worthy of their moft ferious delibe-
ration ; or elfe he would nnt again have brought before
them a queftion that he had troubled them upon before tire
recefs. He meunt the war which, by appearances, we were
likely to be efgaged in with Ruffia; a war that, as far as he
o@}i!earp the fentiiments of the country, and the opipion
SRR ook
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.of thofe beft imformed, u'wfll as moft interefted in it, was
the moft unpopular, impolitlc, and inexpedient, that any
country could enter into. When this fubje&t was difcufled
before the Eafter holidays,- his Lordfhip faid, it was al-
lowed to be of great magnitude; but he would appeal to
their Lordfhips, taking into their confideration every thing
that had happened during the intervening {pace ot a few
weeks, whether the fituation of affairs did not now more
ftrongly induce them to make a minute inquiry as to the
prefent ftate of affairs, even than at the time when it was
brought forward. During the recefs of Parliament, an
opportunity had occurred in different parts of the country,
to _know what they had reafon to expet from the clofenefs

fecrecy obferved by His Majefty’s Minifters, and to
forefee the confequences likely to follow, if we had the.
misfortune to be plunged into a war with Ruffia; a country,
with which our fteady alliance, a conne&ion for a confi~
derable time back, hac{ been predu&ive of the meft benefis
sial effeéls to our trade and manufadtures.

His Lordfhip faid, he thought himfelf juftified in ftatin
this, from being poffefltd, both by private information, ang-
gefolutions that were publicly known, of the fentimenis
avhich prevailed at Manchefter, Norwich, and the Weft
Riding of Yorkfhire, places which certainly, from the very
great extent of their trade, particularly with Ruffia, were
entitled to the refpe@ and attention of that Houfe, and of
the country. His Lordfhip confidered the Ruffian trade,
upon the moft accurate information that he could obtain,
to be greatly in favour of this country; the imports he
eflimated at one million and a half, and the esports as
nearly 4co,00el. and although it might at filt fight appear,
that the import trade, heing fo great, was againfi, this coun~
try, yet when the different articles of trade were examined
into, and the ufe which this country made of them, being
raw materials, which were manufatured here, and after-
wards fent back to Ruffia, or exported elfewhere, it would
be found, that the trade was very advantageous indeed for
Great Britain,  The papers on the table from the Cuftom
i{lufe, and other documents, furnifhed him with proofs of

hat he aflerted.

The principal articles of importation, his Lordfhip ftated
to be tallow, bar iron, hemp, and deals, a very minute
detgzl of the value of which, and the revenues arifing from
them, he Rated very correly to the Houfe, and argued
very ftrongly upon the importance of the trade with Ruffia,
the total lofs of which was certain, if we went to war,
and ought to weigh much, when even Minifters themfelves

did not pretend that any pofiible advantage could accrue '

even



eveir from a fuccefsful war,: The addiefs to the King,
which he meant to move before he fat dowh, was meant
to convey to His Majcfly the fontiments of the country,
relative to this war, and to obtain, if poffible, fome more
decifive and certain information than His Majefty’s Mi-
nifter$ were inclined to give, upon a point which the coun-
try was fo much interefted in, and had fo good a right to de-
mand f{atista&ion upon. 1n the former difcuflion upon this
fubje@, his Lordfhip faid, the noble Secretary had affured
the Houfe that a war with Ruflia, if it did happen, was not
the confequence of any fubfilling treaty ; farther than this,
their Lordfhips had received no official information whatever,
but confidence of the moft implicit kind had been demand-
ed by Miunifters, and in fome meafure given to them, thowg'y
it had riot met with the return on their part that might have

‘been expedied ; for they had never hitherto given the fmalleft

Leord
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degree of fatisfaction to the country, for their condut ata
petiod when the public had rcafon to be much alarmed about
the confequences, and had an undotbted right to call upon
them for inforination. His Lordfhip fpoke fo low that we
are forry it is not in our power to follow him through a very
able and interefting {peech, which he concluded by moving,

“ That an humble addrefs be prefented to His Majeftyy
¢ to entreat His Majefty to take into his ferious confidera-
* tion the material injury, that the manufa&tures and trade
& of this country will fuftain trom the interruption of the
# friendly intercourfe and good underftanding that has fo
* long fubfifted between Great Britain and Ruffia. And to
¢ befeech His Majefty not to hazard the advantages of fuch
% friendly intercourfe, and the incitimable bleflings of peace,
by a hoftile interference, for the purpofe of efleting any
t¢ arrangement refpe€ting Oczakow, and the uncultivated
¢ diftricts adjacent; as we humbly conceive that in fuch
¢ arrangement, neither the political nor the commercial
¥ interefls of the countiy are concerned.”

Lord Grenville rofe as foon as the foregoing motion had
been madé, and prefuced what he was about to fay, with ob-
ferving, that he did not mean to go into all the matter,
which the noble Lord had introduced into his fpeechy be-
caufe from the fituation he was in, it would be exceedingly
improper in him to enter into any explanation, pending
negotiation, that might tend to interrupt or interfere with
that negotiation; and he therefore thought he was ¥y no
means bound to fay more than was confiftent with his duty,
fn anfwer to the noble Lord. Much had heen faid about the
trade with Ruffia, which his Lordfhip allowed to be of very
great importance, though he would not agree to be exaétly

~'as the noble Liord had fated, with te‘ard to the importatiog :
an



i e e ot e . eyt
AT TR T ER
and exportation, - Information on that head, taken from the
Cuftom Houfe accounts on the table, might at any time be
fallacious, and therefore were not to be argued upon. In-
deed they generally were erroneous, and always imperfe€l;
becaufg, the means of obtaining a juft knowledge of both
importation and exportation, was either by the voluntary
ccount given by the parties, in which cafe, with the one
it was their bufinefs to fay what fuited themfelves, and,
with the other, their intereft to evade fpeaking all the
truth. However, the importance of the trade was certainly
not the only point to be confidered in a negotiation like that
in which we were concerned ; nor could it be any ways
againft our commerce or manufatures, that the halance of
wer, as well as the balance of trads, was properly looked
after ; and whatever regard noble Lords might have, or
whatever fears they might exprefs, for the Ruffian trade,
there may be other political objels that were worthy of the
attention of Minifters, objeéts,that depended upon the rela-
tive fituation of this country with others in Europe, which,
were they to he everlooked, might be of far greater, and
mere alarming confequence, than mere commercial interefts
could be. The trade of Great Britain, with every other
country, he confidered of much importance, and there-
fore, in proportion to the value of our trade with any
country, ought our attention to be drawn to meafures that
would maintain and protet that commercial intereft, which
could not be done without a ftri€t regard to objeéts that cer-
tianly were as much, if not more, political than commer-
cial. .

Agreeing to the addrefs propofed, would, his Lordfhip
faid, in his mind, be putting fo much firefs upon the
Ruffian trade as to decide, that Great Britain was depend-
ant upon Ruffia, a queftion that he trufted noble Lords
could never decide upon in that manner, whether they
agreed with the noble Lord, as to the importance of the
trade, or not, to the extent which he wifhed tn have it
efteemed. If for other objes it might be neceflary to go
to war, he did not fee that we had any commercial reafons
lbat ought to prevent it, if fuch objects could be obtained ;

nd even if war fhould occafion a fufpenfion of trade with
Ruflia, which he did not believe it would, he afferted that
the trade, which we might carry on in other quarters,
uld be fully equal, if not greater, in beneficial effe&s to
this country, His Lordfhip denied that this country was
favoured by Reffia in any one branch of commerce ; and
contended that thofe confumers who were ferved by Britain
through the means of Ruffia, would be better fupplied al-
wn{; by Great Britain than an§where elfe, and of courfe,
ox. XXX, that

. 161



{111

Lord
Rawden,

. PARLISMENTEEY . Ami
that we never would Iofa that trade, though the channel of
conveyance might be altered., Ap alliance’ with Pruffia,
which enabled us to carry on the fame trade by the means
of a vonneftion with Poland, he thought, would be much
better. Upon the whole, his Lordfhip argued, that it
would be neither wife nor politic to forbear going to w-r
at any, time, merely on account of any tmﬁ; and he
would venture to affert, that the greater length to which
we extended our commerce with any country, made us the
mote dependant on that power. As to confidence, he
thought their Lordfhips could not be accuf-d, by refifting
the prefent motion, of rafhly and wantonly hazarding a
continuance of that confidence, during a negotiation war
which they had already decided not to withdraw it from
the fervants of the executive government. His Lordfhip
concluded, with faying, that he thought the arguments
of the noble Earl infufficient to form a ground for an ad-
drefs to His Majefty ; and he fhculd thercfore oppote the
motion, .
Lord Rawdon expe@ted that the noble Secretary would
have been more explicit in his anfwer to the motion, which
his noble friend had brought forward with fo much credit to
him{ellf ; more efpeciglly as his noble friend had, on a for-
mer occafion, prefled him fo much to give the neceffary in-
formation which the Houfe had a right to from His Majelfty’s
Minifters, by a motion fimilar to that now before their
Lordfhips. ~As to what the noble Sccretary had been
brought to fay on this fubje&, his Lordfhip faid, he was far
from joining with him in what he ftated formerly, or to-
day, which he confidered as a continuation of the fame de-
bate, wherein Miniflers had offered no arguments which
could giveconviton to any man that their condu&t was<po-
litic, wife, or expadient ; nor had they given any official in-
formation that could be fatisfaCtory, at a time when, of all
others, the public were moft entitled to fatisfaction. When
a great armament was going forward, and every apparent
preparation for hoftilities, that would plunge the countr
into an unexpefled and unjuft war, againft a power wi
which we had been long and profperoufly allicd, and thereb..
entail the moft fevere and dangerous calamity upon the
country; at the fame time they thought it not only unne-
ceffary, but abfolutely refufed to give any one folid ground,
or ferious argument, in favour of their proceedings. All
that could be learned, and that not from Miniflers, was,
that they were arming and carrying on hoftile meafures to
Yring about an agreement to fome certain, violent, aroganty
and unreafonable requifitions, which, if not granted, muft
provoke and occafion war, which he differed very wi‘glely
4 rom
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from the light and, indifferent mannér’in. which 'the noble '
+ Secretary treated dur trade with Ruffia, and reprobated the
ftagnation and unggrtainty in commercial affairs which had

taken place in confequence of the meafures now purfuing.

One piece of information, his Lordfhip faid, the country
had been favoured with lately, which he could not pafs over

noticed, it being not lefs remarkable in its nature than ex-
traordinary in the method in which it was communicated. By
the meflage which the Ruffian merchants had received from
Government, they were told that they may carry on their
trade till fuch a day; or rather, that there was a great pro-
bability that they can be in no danger to navigate their fhips
to and from the Ruffian ports, till the end of one month ot

middle of another. ‘I his was a communication, he be-
lieved, the moft uncommmon and eccentric that had ever come
from any Government to a trade which it wifhed to prote&t ;
and publifhing it was certainly as wild and impolitic a mea-
fure as any Adminifiration ever adopted ; becaufe, in this
cafe, we muft, in all decent policy, {uppofe it to be the opi-
nion of Minifters, that when this period expires, war may
commence ; and if it did, there is nothing more likely than
that the Ruffians would begin the war by capturing all our
veflels and feamen in their ports.  The abfurdity of this pro-
ceeding his Lordfhip ftated in a very firiking and pointed
manner. As to what had been faid in this and former de-
bates, about our interfering by way cf mediation, of this he
muft fay, that our mediation was being decidedly partial to
one power, and making an unreafonable demand upon the
other. The condu@ of His Majefly’s Minifters on this oc-
cafion, put him in mind of the infolence of Lewis the Four-
teenth, which difgufted all Europe.  The lofs of our trade he
confidered of the greateft importance; and when he wifhed
to imprefs their Lord{hips with his fentiments upon the dan-
rous and deffru@ive meafures that Adminiftration feemed
to follow, in defiance of the opinion of the commercial and
landed intereft, and without deigning to give any explanation
of their condu@, he did it not merely for himfelf, nor that
Houfe, but for the country ar large; as the country muft
2}5@!‘ materially, by facrificing the certain and valuazle ad-
antage of a great trade with Ruffia, for {peculative reafon-
ing, unfupported either by faét or srgument, which was pre-
cifely ﬁt.he fituation of the country oppofed to the conduct of
inifters.

It was faid, that we were bound by no treaty to interfere
in the difpute between Ruffia and the Porte, and the fole
caufe of the war, if it did happen, was becaufe Minifters
thought it expedient, and our implicit confidence in them
muft induce us to take that for granted, Now, his Lordfhip

Y 2 fiid’
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faid, he wonld mieh rather they had declared that there was
fome fecret exifting treaty, or article of freaty, upon which
they ated; although it might be fuch @ one as they were
properly athamed to avow, ftill he would fay, let it be ad-
hered to; and"however much he might condemn thofe who
had framed it, if they had committed themfelves, let them -
not go back, nor difguife their proceeding, by denying what
they were not willing to avew ; or elfe let them fhew the ex-
pediency of the war, and that it did not originate from the
arrogant tone of their demands and threats. In the fituation
which he had Rated, his Lordfhip faid, if any fuch article or
treaty exifted, he could comprehend their fecrecy, though
he did not approve of it ; but otherwife, as they pretend
be, except they were inore explicit, this country had little -
fatisfaélion in their fecrecy, and foreign nations could have
little reliance on .their honefty.

In the prefent flate of affairs in Furope, as far as it Is
known in all other European Courts, his Lordfhip contended,
that the unaccolintable fecrecy of Minifters could not be ad-
vantageous to the intercits o? Great Britain. He then ad-
verted to the refeript between Pruffia and Denmark, which
ftates the demand of the Emprefs to be merely the fortrefs of
Oczakow, and the adjacent uncultivated tra& cf country,
and that with a defenfive view entirely, and to prevent its
being in the poffeflion of the Turks, who, if they had ir,
might at any time invade the Crimea. He denied that Ruf-
fia could wifh to have it for any offen{ive purpofe, and if we
contended that the Turks fhould poffefs it, inftead of for-
warding the means of general tranquillity, we fhould be doing

uite the reverfe; and while we pretcnded to be reffting
uffia, for the prevention of future wars, we were taking
fteps that would be produ@ive of the contrary effet. His
Lordfhip here defcribed the fituation of Oczakow, its defen-
five utility to Ruffia, and the impropriety of putting it inta
the poffefion of the Turks, as well as'the unreafonablenefs
of requiring that Ruffia fhould give it up., He reprobated,
in ftrong terms, the hoftile interference of Great Britain, by
which fhe feemed inclined to keep open the vein that had been
guthing for fo many years, and inftead of mediating fd»
peace, to continue a blbody and deftruive war., He again
touched upon the trade, manufa@ures, and commercial inte-
refts of the gountry; the great importation of raw materials
from Ruffia, and the return which this country had whim
were exported manufadtured, at leaft to be tenfold, -

ith regard to the confequences of war, he faid, theit
Lordfhips, perhaps, might not fee! them fo much on theit
own acconnt 3 yet he knew they muft feel for the little dif-
trefles that every additional burden muft bring upan the lo‘:rer
orders
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orders of the community$ and certainly, the privation of
any of the bleflings which they enjoyed, muft be matter of
ferious and affe€ling regard to every feeling heart. From
that clafs, his Lonfﬂ\ip came to the next diftin@ion, who
likewife would be much affeted by the calamities of war, ef-
pectally by which our manufa@uring and commercial inte-
refts were fo much endangered ; and thefe werg, fuch asare
poflefitd of eftates from three hundred to fix hundred pounds
a year; a very refpectable and ufeful part of fociety, who
ferved as Magiftrates, and guardians of the public peace;
thefe, he faid, would be fufferers; and it was always the
duty of Parliament to attend to the welfare and profperity
of every diftintion of men in the kingdom, and thereby
‘promote the general profperity of the whole, to which, he
afferted, the prefervation of peace to be effentially neceflary.

Lord Mulgrave faid, he did not mean to follow the noble f.ord
Lord over the great extent he had gone; nor did he think Muigrave
it neceffary to dwell much on the fituation or iinportance
of Oczakow to the Ruffians or Turks. In anfwer to what
had been faid about fecrecy and concealment, and that per-
fonsl confiderations, more than public good, were the mo-
tives of His Majefty’s Minifters, this he knew was not the
cafe. They had likewife been accufed of arrogance and in-
folence equal to that of Lewis the Fourteenth, which had
difgufted all Europe; but he denied that the comparifon was
jult. With regard to the negotiations, it was well known
that there were two forts of mediation between contending
powers : the one, when their intcrefts and fituations were
equally concerned and affe€ted by the conclufion ; the other,
when it was the intercft of one power to offer mediation
between two others, 1o preferve that balance ; which was
fafeft and beft for all. And in this laft view, he confidered
the propriety of .our alliance with Pruflia, and the line of
conduét purfued by His Majefty’s ferwants in their negoti-
ation, as far as it was known, with Ruffia, at the fame time
approving of the fecrecy and filence which they had fo pro-
perly, in his opinion, fiudied.

In arguing this fubje®, the noble Lord faid, it had been
tg"much the cuftom to addrefs all queftions, more to the

ars than the wifdom of the Houfe. The difficulty of fend-
ing fleets to the Baltic, and of finding Commanders, had been
ftated ; but fuch was his opinion of the fieets and officers of
thesBritifh navy, that he had as much reliance on their ex-
ertions, when called on this fervice, as they ever had merited
before; and it was, he contended, to the ftrength of our
arms, and the vigour -of our councils, more than to argu-
ments and opinions, either in or out of coors, that we fliould
owe our fuccefs in negotiation as well as war. His L:;ld'.
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fhip faid, be was not fo much afraid about the trade of the
gountry as {fome people were; he believed that other coun-
tries knew their reciprocal advantages in trading with Great
Britain, and would be as anxious to preferve it as we could
be. He confidered the commercial tranfactions that we might
have with-Poland, as equal in importance, if not greater, to
any fhare of the Ruffian trade which we might lofe. He
concluded with faying, it had been well known that Ruffa,
ever fince fhe had emerged from barbarifm, about two hun-
dred years ago, bad been purfuing one regular fcheme of am-
bition to extend her conquefts Er and wide. Under thefe
circumftances, he thought fhe ought to be checked in her
progrefs, and for that reafon, his Lordfhip declared, he would
oppofe the motion. R

Lord Stormont faid, it was impoffible for him to give a

$tormont. filent vote on fo important a fubje& ; he fhould not, how-

ever, addrefs himfelf to their Lordfhips’ fears, but to their
wifdom. The noble Secretary of State had fpoken in fuch
geperal terms, that he too was under the neceffity of ar-
guing more ﬁgcnerall y than the noble Lords who had preceded
him. Confidence, and a regard to the general fyftem, were
words graceful in utterance, and high founding in debate;
but when they came to be examined, conveyed very little
information. Indeed, fo little information had their Lord-
fhips on the fubje&, that what was known to all Europe,
they knew only by public notoriety. They knew, however,
by the refcript of the Court of Denmark, what the demands
on the Emprefs were ; that of all her conquefts, fhe defired
only to retain Oczakow, and the adjacent territory, and that
this was all to which we could cbjeét.

Our trade to Ruffia was of great importance, amounting
to a inillion and a half of import annually, and this of the
moft advantageous kind, being either articles of neceffar
confumption, or thgmaterials of valuable manufactures. It
was vain to fay, that this trade muft not fuffer by a war3
for although in former wars, by our general fuperiority at
fea, we had heen able to prote& our trade, it was too abfurd
to fuppofe, that after commencing hoftilities againft Ruffia,

. we fhould fend our merchantmen into her ports. Now when
the value of this trade was confidered, and our intereft n
who thould pofefs Oczakow, the obje& for which it was to
be facrificed, was he addrefling himfelf to their ‘Lordfhips’
fears, ortd their wildom, in defiring them to weigh wel), the
grounds on which it was propofed to involve this country in
a war  © With regard to the probability of this war, their
Lordfhips had no documents to argue from. They knew
nothing but the strange communication to the Ruffian mer-

, chants, which was fo extremely indecifive, that it h:ld no:
. tere
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altered the price of infurance. It afforded this important in-~
formiation to their Lordfhips, and to all Europe, that our
Minifters had fubmitted a peremptdry propofition to Ruffia,
to which they expe€led an anfwer, and that they held, the
keys of the Temple of Janus in their own hands, to keep it
“upen for war, or to fhut it for peace. Since they had attained
this clevated fituation; fince, like Jove, they had by their
fide the two veflels from which good and evil ara diftributed
to mankind, it were to be wifhed that they would mix up a
portion of both in the cup, inflead of dealing but war and
mifery, without any thing to fweeten the bitter draught.
But Oczakow was only the often(ible obje. From the
whinle train of the negotiations, (a fecret no where but in the
* Britifh Parliament) it was clear, that the real end in view
was, to obtain the acquiefcence of Ruffia to the feizuse of
Dantzic and Thorn by Pruffia. The Pruffian Minifter, of
a difpofition neither to be quiet himfelf, nor to fuffer the
world to be quiet, prefented this object to the King, and this
obje& we were to aid in accomplithing. As the bafis of a2
commercial treaty with Poland, we poffefled the ceffion of
its only ports. This propofition his Lordihip reprobated in
the ftrongeft terms, and faid, if acceded to, it muft be the
ruin of Poland. Hehad refided in that country, had many
connections in it that were dear to him, and he fhonld re-
gret to fee fuch an event take place. The Polifh Diet, how-
ever, not always diftinguithed by the temperance of its coun-
fels, had feen the confequences to be expected from this pro-
pofition, and wifely decided againft it. Minifters were now
endeavouring to explain it away, in a manner not the moft
becoming, by attributing it to Mr. Hailes, the Ambaflador
at Warfaw, as if he had gone beyond his inftru@ions. His
Lord{hip faid he had not the honour of knowing Mr. Hailes,
and could have no intereft in undertaking his defence: but
he was f{atished, from a confideration of all the circumftances
which had come to light, that he had aced in conformity
*to the general tenor of his inftru®ions. The ceffion of Dant-
zic and Thorne to Pruffia, was not of fo little importance
as they feemed to think. To preferve Dantzic in its former
fitgation had been thought worth the . interference of this
untry by the Duke of Marlborough, Lords Godolphin and
Somers in 1727,

He warned Minifters of this fort of mediation which they
had @indertaken, as totally unprecedented. If they referred
to their own act with refpe& to the Emperor in the confer-
ences at Reichenbach ; that, though a bad authority, would
not bear them out, becaufe the Emperor was under great dif-
ficulties, and the recovery of the Belgic provinces was conf;-
dered as an equivalent for the giving up his conquefts. Of

' our
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our interfermce between the Emperor and his fubjects
would fay nothing, perfuaded that it was a {cene from which
no friend of Minifters would with to draw the veil.

The refult of the prefent meafures, his Lordthip faid,
might be confidered in three points of view, and in neither to
the honour or advantage of this country. They might ter~~
minate in a war, in which we fhould facrifice the treafuréand .
the commerce of the nation to the views of Pruffia. Ruffia
might accept of our terms under a inodification, and the tra&t
of country, adjacent to Oczakow might be reduced to a de-
fert. It would be a great confolation to the labourer and ma-
nufacturer of this country, who was already deprived of the
wholefome beverage by which the wafte of daily labour was
repaired, to be told, ‘when called upon to pay frefh taxes,_
¢ Y ou are reduced to drink water, it is true, but we hdve
¢ made Budgiac Tartary a defert, and you may be affured,
¢ that as long as this treaty lafts, the waters there will flow
¢ untafted by man, or any animal employed by man.” If
we fhould he obliged to recede fromn our demands, and aHow
the Emprifs to make peace on her own terms, we fhould then
incur the difgrace of having interpofed without effect, of hav-
ing expended our money in an armament which we were
afraid to ufe, and of having held a dagger to the breat of a
foreign power, which, however we might ftrive ta caver it,
was a dagger ftill.

The Marquis of Lanfdowne began with paying {ome com-
pliments to the noble Lords who had already fpoke on the
queftion ; after which he procecded to flate that our com-
merce with Ruffia wasnot, as had been attempted to be prov-
ed, of a nature which could be fupplied. The article of
hemp could not, he faid, be got from any other country. It
had been tried indeed to raife it in America, and he had been
an encourager of fuch experiments. But after all their en~
deavours it was found that the hemp which was raifed in our
Canadian fettlements was by no means equal to the hemp of
Ruffia. It had been urged indeed that Ruffia found its advan-
tage in the trade which it carried on with this country.—
And fo it was to be wifhed every nation might, with whom
we were connelted in commerce, as it was only from confi-
derations of intereft that any people could be induced todurrv
on a trade.

His Lordfhip remarked that the Commercial treaty had not
b-en renewed with Ruffia. * Yet it was the with of the, mer-
chants of this country that it fhould be renewed. Several
had fuffered confiderably in confequence of the renewal not
having takep place, and one Houle in particular had loft fix
thoufand poynds annually. All the advantages of the Rufe-
fian trade we were required, however, to abandon on the

. principle



M.’.-_.‘.‘.iﬁ.:
§
inciple of confidence, . . This doftrine of confidence had
1 but lately introduesd, and he could not help Hnnluug.
‘that it was carried to an improper and unwarrantable length.
This modern confidence led to perfonality, which furely did
not belong to the confideration of the Houfe. It was necef-
fary to examine the charaQler, abilities, and even age of a
inan, before it could be afcertained how far he oughi® to be
trufted. Thefe were points, his Lordthip faid, which a
malter might examine in employing a.lervant, but which did
not fall under the province of the Houfe with refpect to Mi-
nifters. Their bufinefs was only with the Crown; with mea-
fures, and not with men. The principle, that public opi-
nion ought to be confulted in oppofition to the do&rine of
confidence in individuals was not new. It was not borrowed.
~from the 'rench national Aflemblv, Tacitus, in his account
of the ancient Germans, our Anceftors, mentions that it was
cuftomary to affemble the whole body of the people in order
to confult them on public occafions.  Tothis period, indeed,
had fucceeded a fyftem of Machiavelian politics. But we
were now arrived at a better order of things. The prefent
was an age of free inquiry and liberal diﬁ;ul%ion. And poli-
tics were not meafured by any narrow rule of prejudice, but
by the broad ftandard of general opinion. _

It was a fingular circumftance, his Lordfhip faid, that al-
moft all the information which was wanted in this Houfe was
gublifhed in the Berlin Gazette, The King of Pruffia, ar-

itrary monarch as he was, thought fit ro publifh to thegar-
rifons of Porzdam and Berlin thofe fadts, which our Minif-
ters would not even condefcend to commaunicate to Parlia-
ment. He was not now afraid of Oczakow. He was only
concerned about the general {yftem of things. Tehat bufinefs,
though no thanks to Minifters, was completely abandoned.
That place was of no confequence to the general balanee of
Europe. Their attempts, with regard to it, Minifters durft
no longer purfue,—they knew they durft not. The Mar-
quis faid, that juft as he was leaving his Houfe, he had re-
ceived a packet ot refolutions, by which it appeared, that
Manchefter was in a flame on the bare apprehenfion of a war.
" The fame f{pirit had difcovered itfelf in Norwich, in an op-
se part of the country. In fhort, the oppofition was fo
eneral, that none approved of the prefent meafures, except
thofe who were particularly conneted with Miniftry:

Tt was rather a curious reafon, the Marquis faid, that had
been®afligned for the propriety of quarrelling with Ruffia, in
order that we might render ourfelves independent of that
country in trade. Aund here were we to form conneions
with Pruffiaand Poland, to make them produce for us hemp
and other articles, which they did not ar ptefent grow, and
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‘all i ‘ordér to eRabliflitd uifilves ¥he fame, if mot greater

~dependance upon them, than at prefent we did upon Raffia.
‘The prefent Kiniof Pruffia was a brave and generous Prince,
He gave the moft flattering indications that he would be a
great ard philofophical monarch. His Minifter likewife,
was equally diftinguifhed by talents and integrity. Both, he
belidhed, were attached to the Englith nation. ~ But though
under fuch a Prince, and fuch a Minifter, we had little to
fear, yet in the event- of fuch dependance, we might reflet
what we may have to expe& from furure Kings and Minif-
ters, who might be differently difpofed to this nation.

It had been flated by a noble Lerd, that the Britith navy
was full of ardour, and ready to embark in any enterprize.
‘No doubt could be entertained of the courage of the Britifhy_
navy, the Marquis faid, nor had any imputation been at-
tempted to be thrown upon it, The Britith navy certainly
formed the moft gallant militarv in the world; but this very

- circumftance ought to be a rcafon why their valour fhould
not be wafted in vain and pernicious enterprizes. It had
been faid by the fame noble Lord, that nothing would ftop
their progrefs, and that thofe difficulties and obftacles which
had been fuggefted, were only the offspring of ignorance.
But they could not effe® impoffibiliti~s. They could not
convert fhallows into deeps, they could not make fea of
rocks. In 1757, when this country was very defirous, and
had even pledged itfelf to afford naval affiftance to the King
of Pruffia, the meafure was given up as impra&icable, as it
was deemed impoffible, in the opinion of the moft «xperienced
Admirals to defend the Pruffian coaft by a fleet.

There was a circumftance, his Lordfhip faid, which in-
duced him®o fupport the prefent motion, and this was, that
the King might. through the organ of parliamentary difcuf-
fion, become acquainted with the fenfe of his people. His
Majefty was moderate 1n his views ; the prefent violent mea-
fures, which were purfued, could appear only to originate
from Minifters. It was proper, ther;{owe, that en a bufi-
nef; of fo great national importance, His Majefty fhould be
fully informed of the opinion of his fubjefs. The principal
obje& which he believed was in view on the prefent occafion
was, one which he was almoft afhamed to mention—in‘®=lzg_
to put Prufhia in pofleflion of Dantzic and Thorne. When
thiscircumftance had taken place, this country would be ren-
dered completeli dependant on Pruffia. A moft éxgyraordi-
nary pamphlet had been publithed, which, though it wasa

amphlet, was generally underflood to be the work of our:
inifter, and as fuch had gone over the whole of Europe.

The principle points which it undertook to prove were, 4
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¢ 1ft, That this mmm{. was the greateft in the world.

¢ 2dly, That we were the greateft commercial country in
¢ the world.

¢« 3dly, That we loved Poland exceflively.

¢ 4thly, That we hated the King of Pruffia.

« sthly, That this was the time of taking in the King of
 Pruffia, by forcing Dantzic and Thorue upon him, and

¢ othly, 1hat if we did not feize the prefent occafion of
% taking him in, we fhould not have another opportunity.”

Thefe two laft points had been made out upon the fuppofi-
tion that it was very much againft the intereft of the King of
Pruffia te obtain poflefion of Dantzic and Thorne; that the

Jate King was very much averfe to the meafure; and thatit
was neceflary to take advantage of the eagernefs of the pre-
fent monarch, in oider to force the poffeflion upon him, left
he fhould be induced to change his mind. Such cunning, not
to give it a harfher name, the noble Marquis faid, might at
leaft be ftyled youthful. But, perhaps, Lord Godolphin,
the Duke of Marlborough, and Lord Somers, who in 1727,
had determined the protetion of Dantzic to be an obje& of
fuch importance to this country, might appear to the prefent
Miniftry to be fuperannuated. Perhaps the late Lord Chat-
ham, who, in 1767, had given proofs of the fame way of
thinking, might appear in the fame light ; yet it was rather
ftrange that, while we wifhed to eftablifh a trade with Po-
land, we fhould be taking meafures to deprive them of the on-
ly fea-port which they poffefled !

Armaments, his Lordfhip {aid, had lately been a fource of
the moft enormous expence. No fooner had provifion heen
made for defraying the expences of one armament than ano-
ther had been announced. But, in the prefent ftate of the
country, opprefled with debt, exhaufled with taxes, whence
were the future means of defraying thefe to be provided?
They were to confider of their ability to meet the exigencies
of the country. It no doubt would fall upon them to con-
tribute a part of their fortunes. The opulent Comnoners,
who were to be confidered in the fame light, would likewife
beftow their quota. But what, in the mean time, as had

sbftn remarked by a noble Lord, wasbecoming of that refpec~
table and valuable clafs of the community, thofe gentlemen
of fmall fortunes in the country, who difcharged the func-
tiogs of Magittracy and police ? By the lateft accounts it ap-
peared that they were almoft all driven from the exercife of
bofpitality, am{ were emigrating into town, in order to edu-
cate their children, and board as cheaply as poflible. Every
day it appeared that fome houfe was hreaking up. The anci-
ent order of Yeomanry, be%een the farmers and country
gentlemen, was now complze y extinguitheds There Es:
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fiill a body of rich farmers, but thefe depended entirel*y on
the extent of their capital. The peafantry, it dppeared from
the repart of phyficians, in confequence of their reduced liv~
ing, were falling the vi&ims of putrid diftempers.- The price
o,fg falt, that ufeful and neceffary article, was become excef-
fively high; beer, that innocent and wholefome beverage, al-
ready fo often taxed, had lately been burdened with an ad-
ditional impofition; foap, candles, leather, all thefe articles,
{o indifpenfable, had likewife received additional impofitions.

The {cheme of the finking fund, indeed, his Lordfhip faid,
he fhould always approve, as there was no laudable part of
the meafures of Adminifiration to which he would refufe its

juft praife. The finking fund, however, he muft obferve,

was the refult of the labours of the late Dr. Price. He loved
the man, and took this opportunity to do juftice to his me-
mory. Taking together his opinions and his abilities, he
had not left a worthier or a greater citizen behind him. If
his religious opinions had given fome caufe of exception, it
was only becaufe they were not rightly underftoed. But
though there is a finking fund, where is the war fund? afked
his Lordfhip. Where is the fund that is to fupply the ex-
pences of fo many armaments? It was to he feared that what
had occurred to Sir Robert Walpole, who had feized hisown
finking fund, would again happen, and that fome Minifter,
in a moment of alarm and exigency, would feize upon the
finking fund ; in which cafe the event muft be national bank-
Tuptcy. ‘

!{VZ had already, the Marquis faid, had four armaments:
an armament againft Holland, an armament againft Spain,
an armament againft Ruffia, and an armament againft Tip-
poo Sultan. Of the armanent againft Holland, he would
fay nothing; he trufted it would become the fubjeét of fu-
turedifcuffien. The armament againft Spain had already re-
ceived the approbation of the majority of this Houfe, who
feems in this, as in fome other inftances, to have differed from
the minority. The prefent armament againft Ruffia was
pregnant with the moft mifchievous and dangerous confe-
quences; yet he was apprehenfive, his Lordfhip faid, that if
the bufinefs fhould be patched up in any way, as had happti. «
ed in the cafe of the convention with Spain, all difcuffion
would be declined, and all inquiry negleted. The arma-
ment in India, though we could immediately put an exd to
the warin that country, had already coft us twelve millions;
and where it might end, God only knows. :

The Marquis faid, he would conclude, with a few words
on the revenue. He was in no pain, with regard to the re-
ceipt ; it was fufficiently largg. By, as we had hurt theex-
4 : ercife
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ercife of our criminal juftice, by rendering our punifhments
fo fevere, that no Judge could execute them, fo we oughr to
take care that by ftraining too much our receipts, the ftrin
might not break. He would recommend to His Majefty’s
Minifters to watch over the expenditure. Since the year
1783, not only had the expence increafed 1,200,000l. in the
eftablifhment of India, but every department of Government
had been carried on at an increafed expence. It was necef-
fary to curtail thefe expences, elfe what would be the confe-
quence ? It became the Houfe to recolle&, that it might fall
upon them, on fome future occafion, to defray the expences
of the prefent meafure of Adminiftration. Tt was incum-
bent on them therefore now to examine how far thefe mea-
fures were confiftent with prudence and with juflice.

Lord Hawkefbury, in reply, faid, that all the articles of Lord
our commerce with Ruffia, except hemp, might be obtained Bawkefe
from other quarters, though, indeed, not fo cheaply. The bury,
advantages in the hemp trade between Ruffia and this country
w.re mutual; if fhe fupplied us with the commodity, we
furniflied her witha demand. The confidence that was re-
quired, his Lordfhip {uid, had nothing to Jdo with the perfo-
nalities enumerated by the noble Lord. It was the confidence
of experjence granted to former meafures, aud to tried con-
du&. A Berlin Gazette was not a proper authority upon
which to reafon in this Houfe. He had not feen the pam-
phlet afcribed to our Minifter in Poland, and cculd therefore
fay nothing on the fubjeét; though he muft own he confi-
dered this rather as an aukward fource from which to bring
any charge upon Adminiftration. His Lordfhip concluded
with acknowledging that he placed the greateft confidence in
the prefent. Miniftry. and when he confidered the abilities
that had been difplayed, and the fuccefs that had followed in
the conduct of the difpute with Spain, he could not but hope
an equally happy iffue to the prefent bufinefs.

The queftion was put, and the Houfe divided :

Contents —_ 27
Proxies — 2
4 Not Contents — 72
Proxies — 24
oThe Houfe adjourned.

Wednefday, 11th May.

The Houfe in a Committee, on Mr. Cecil's Divorce bill,
Lerd Catheart in the chair, )
Mr. Graham appeared on behalf of the lady, -and pleaded
for a moare liberal allowauce than that prefcribed by the l{\';}l.

1]
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Mr. Bower, on-behalf of the hufband, fiated that the
eftate and property were fo much diminifhed, that no far-.
ther allowance could be made.

Lord Coventry, upon the reading of the fettlement clanfe,
moved an amendment in faveur of a farther allowance, on
account of the large fortune which the brought her hufband. °

£.4.Chan- Y he Lord Chanc-llor refifted the claufe. He faid, the

allor. law of Parliament muft be equal. Do not, faid he, ¢ ler an
% adulterefs, who happens to be allied to noble Lords in this
% Houfe, expet any other meafure of juftice than a coms
% mon perlon in the fame eriminal fituation had a right to
¢ expe@. The meafure of their guilt ought to be the cri-
¢ terion; and not the powerful alliances which they have
% in that Houfe.”

\ T'he bill, after feveral obfervations by L.ord Coventry and
the Lord Chancellor, was read over claufe by claufe, and
with a few flender amendments paffed the Committee. Or-
dered to be reported on Friday. )

. Some other bufinefs was difpatched, and the Houfe ad-
Journed.

Fiiday, 13th May.
The order of the day being read for their Lordthips to be

fummoned,
tord Lord Porchefler rofeand faid, that the object of the motion
*Porchefier which he meant to make, was fo clear, and fo fimple, that
very little was necefliry to be faid, in order to explain ity
and when it was mentioned, its propriety would be fo evi-
dent, that he conceived it could create no debare, and meet
with no oppofition. His Lordthip faid, there had a condu&t
lately been adopted by Minifters, of concealing as much as
pofible, all information from the Public. This conduét
they had particulaily adopted, wirh regard to the Jate events
of the war in India. Irom this the Public might, at lcaft,
be ture, that they had uot been fuccefsful : if thut had been
the cafe, we fhould have heard nothing but the fhouts of vic-
tory. and the exultation of triumph. But whatever the
events were, they nught not to have been concealed.  Parli-
ament, and the Public hal a right to foch information, con®u
cealment was unfair; it gave perfons in office, who were ne-
ceffarily acquainted with thofe events, which were kept back
from the knowledge of the Public, a very undue advantage
of fpeculating in the public funds. The meafure of conceal-
ment was highly unconftitutional. It was enforcing from
.the Public a demand of blind confidence. Tt was requiring,
that at the beginning of every war, they thould furrender
their purfes with their difcretion, into the hands of Minifters.
Unbappily Parliament had already approved of the war in }n-
) 12+
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dia. But ought théy idRito be informed of the coutfe of
events, in order to' be enabled to reguiate their future judge-
gment, and, perhaps, interpofe to put a flop toa war, which
in its confequences threatened to be fo ruinous to the coun-
try 2 We were to coafider, his Lordlhip faid, whence the ex-
Eencec of the war wereto be defrayed. 'We were to confider,
ikewife, the fituation of this country, already exhaufted
with taxes; and we were to conclude how far it was expe-
dient, that thofe taxes fhould be increafed by a2 war, about
the condu& of which we were allowed to remain ignorant. *
His Lordfhip inveighed in general terms againft the rafhnefs
of Minifters in having plunged the country into a war,
which was altogether inexpedient and unnéceflary, and which
+ad no other object but ambition and avarice, pride, and
plunder, and concealing the events of that war, monopoliz-
ing the inforination they received, and thence fubjecting the
Public to be robbed and plundered bv ftock-jobbers. His
"Lordthip confidered Minifters as the authors of the war, and
condemned them in fevere terms; he declared, however, that
he meant no particular board or individual among them; it
was Adminiftration in general to whom he imputed the blame
of having unneceffurily involved us in a moft dangerous and
expenfive war, Before he fat down, he faid, he underftood
that ady,ice had that day been received, which ftated that our
arms had met with important fuccefs on the Malabar coaft;
if the fa& were fo, he was exceedingly glad of it, becaufe,
notwithftanding he condemned the principle of the war, and
was perfuaded that nothing like an argument could be adduced
in juftification of it, he muft ever rejoice at the fuccefs of our
arms, although no temporary fuccefs could alter his opinion.
The events of war were uncertain, and though we might
hear good news one day, the next might bring us advice of
the fuccefs of Tippoo Sultan, to a degree alarming to our ex-~
iflence in India: of one thing, his Lordthip faid, we were
already certain ; viz. Of the durabi‘ity of the war far he-
yond thofe fangwine expectations which Minifters had held
out to their Lordfhips, when the war was firft announced to
them. His Lordfhip then read his motion, the fubftance of
which was, “ that there be laid before that Houfe, a conti-
¥ < puation of copies or extralls of the correfpondence from
¢ the Governments of Rengzl and Madras, on the fubject
% of the prefent war with Tippoo Saib.”
¢ Lord Grenville rofe to oppofe the noble Lord’s motion; and  Lord
this, he faid, he did, without fecling any of that difficulty, Grenvillae
which the noble Lord might poflibly imagine he had thrown
upon him : but before he did fo, he would juft obferve, that
it had ever been ufual when papers were moved for, that
* fome parliamentary ground fhould be laid before the Hm;_fe
or



for fuch a motion, and that theilifs Fhac was meant to be
made of them fhould be previoufly. #xplained. The noble
Lord had laid no fuch parliamentary ground for his motion;
but had merely flated thit he call fgr the papers from mo-
tives of curiofity. With regdrd to the tranfaltion in India
his Lordfhip faid, a very full and fatisfaory account had
been laid betore the Public, in a letter from Colonel Floyd,
(who commanded the detachment which fo gallantly cut its
way through Tippoo’s army, and effefled a junétion with
the main body of our forces under General Medows’s com-
mand,) which had been immediately, on the "arrival of the
news, fent toevery newfpaper in London. That letter, his
.Lordfhip faid, contained the beft and moft clear account of
that important tranfaition, and the reafon why the letter
had not been publifhed in the London Gazette, was owin
perhaps to an overftrained delicacy in his Majefty’s Minilg-
ters, who did not think they were entitled to publifh Colonel
Lloyd’s letter, in the Gazette, as it was a private letter,
written to a private friend, and not an official letter.  With
regard to the general obfervations on the war in India, which
the noble Lord had made, Lord Grenville faid, he had taken
up fo much of their Lordfhips’ time, when the fubje& was
lately under their difcuffion, and fo fully explained his fenti-
ments upon it, that it would be unnecefury for him to tref-
pafs again upon their Lordfhips; he would thereforeonly fay
that he agreed entirely with the noble Lord that Minifters
would be highly blameable if they withheld from Parliament .
or the Public any information they received relative to the
war in India, which could be communicated with fafety to
the country, and that he fhould give his negative to the mo-
tion.

Lord  Lord Porchefler rofe again in order to anfwer the complaint,
Lorchefter that he had not laid any parliamentary ground for the mo-

tion. It might, his Lord(hip faid, be owing to his inaccu-
rate mode of exprefling himfelf, that his meaning had not
been clearly underftoad, but he conceived he had laid a par-
liamentary ground for his motion by ftating, that his obje&
was to obtain papers that would give their Lordfhips and the
Pablic an authentic account of the ftate of military tranfac-
tions in India, as far as they had heen received up to the pre~_
fent day. His Lord(hip then repeated fome of his former ob-

\ fervations.

Thele heing, as well as the arguments urged by the reft of
the noble fpeakers, nearly to the fame purport as thofe made
ufe of by them on Lord %orcheﬁer’s former motion on India
affairs, a fummary account of the principal points on which

they dwelt will only be needful.
A paufe
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A paufe of a few feconds having taken place at rhe conclu-
fion of the laft fpeech, .

The Earl of Carlifle rofe, and faid, that he had fat filent
with the aftonithment which he felt, that Minifters fhould
have prevailed on themfelves to refufe the papers afked for;
though indeed, when he confidered the difrefpeétful manner
in which they uniformly treated that Houfe, and the {yftem

of fecrecy that they had adopted in all matters refpeéting

which Parliament had a right to be informed, he need not
have been furprized atall. His Lordflip animadverted on
the conduct of Minifters in circulating an unauthenticated
account of an important event of the war in India, through
the uncertain channel of a common newfpaper, and having
withheld from the Public the contents of their official dif-
patches, in which there muft hdave been more news of the
ftate of the war, and the profpe& of its fuccefs, at the time
the difpatches were fent away, than the ftatement of a fingle
action. The noble Earl ridiculed the Minifter’s propenfity
to war, and faid, when the country was involved in war on
fuch flight pretences, as had been taken for the war in India
and the quarrel with Ruffia, there was no fecurity for our be-
ing ever at peace, or without the expence of arming. He
maintained, that our pretending to arm againft the Emprefs,
merely becaufe, after great fuccefs in a war into which fhe
had been forced, fhe chofe to retain one of the many places
that fhe had taken, the holding of which was effential to her
feeurity, was the moft unjuftifiable proof of the Minifter’s
rage for war that hiftory could furnifh. Upon a pretext
equally good he could provide him with another war, a war’
with the Venetians. The Turk they knew had demanded to
have fome guns irom the republic of Venice. Might not we
take it in our heads to fend a fleet into the Adriatic, and infift
on the Venetians complying with the demand of the Otto-
man Porte, on the ground that the Turk was our new and
favourite, ally, and that if the guns they wanted werc not
furnithed, Ruffia would be enabled to make head the more
rapidly againft the Turks: and then Pruffia, another of our
allies, would take the alarm. On fucha plan of proceeding,
ks Lordfhip faid, (and it was equally rational with our
condu& refpecting Tippoo Sultan and the Emprefs of Rul-
]!;l;l,) the Minifter might foon have another war upon his

S

15

Earl of
Carliile,

he Duke of Moanirofe faid, 'he did not wonder that the Duke of

noble Earl fhould have been flow to rife, when lLis objett Montiofee

was to complain of the cundu& of Minifteas towards that
Houfe; for what was thut condu@, but the moft uniform re-
fpeét and attention, evinced in their ready communication of
every information, that was confiftent with their duty to

Vou. XXX. Aa their
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their Sovereign and the Publicc. The Duke faid, he had
not been able to attend their Lordfhips, when the fubject of
the war in Intia had been laft under their confideration, a
circumitance which he had fincerely regretted at the time.
He therefore now entered into a fummary ftatement or the
origin of the war, in order to prove that the war was not,
as it had been defcribed to be, a war of ambition and avarice,
into which Minifters had haftily plunged the country, buta
juft anc neceflary war, into which they had been forced con-
trary to their inclinations, and, he might almoft fay, without
their knowleidge, in order to fupport an ufeful ally, by whom
they were bound by treaty, and whofe dominions they hai
guaranteed.  His Grace deferibed the nature of our alliance
with the Rajah of Travancore, and ftated the attack made by
Tippoo Sultan on the lines of 1'ravancore, as well as the hot-
tile manner in which he had previoufly blockaded T'llichery,
a Britith fortrefs, by fea and land.

In the courfe of the noble Lovd’s fpeech, his (Grace ob-
ferved, the noble Lord had taken occafion, for what reafon
he knew not, to talk of Minifters having concealed the news
of the late tranfaions in India, in order that the Public

. might be robbed and plundered by flock-jobbing. Whether

it was meant to impute fo foul a pra&ice to perfons in office,
as that they had &nriched themfelves by ftock-jobbing; the
Duke declared he was at a lofs to imagine; butif any fufpi-
cion of the fort wrs entertained by the noble Lord, it would
bave been but fiir in the noble Lord to bave ftated the
grounds of his fufpicion explicitly, and to have afforded the
perfon or perfons fufpected, an opportunity of clearing their
chara&ers and wiping away fo foul a fufpicion, or to have
ftood expofed to that contempt and punifhment which fuch
condu@ would have deferved. His Grace, concluded by
faying, he fhould give his negative to the motion.

Lord Porchefier vofe to explain.  His Lordfhip faid, he had

PorcheRer not charged any particular perfon with ftock-jobbing, becaufe

he dil not know who to charge ; he withed he did, but he
had no fcruple to declare, that be had no doubt upon the fub-
jects he was fatistied that a great deal of money had been
made by ftock-jobbing fince: the laft news arrived from India,
and fuch muft unavoidably he the cafe, as long as Minifters*
kept the news they received fiom [ndia during the war, con-
fined to their offices.  With regard to our being bound to fup-
port the Rajah of Travancore by ticaty, his Lordfhip fuid,
the noble Duke was miflaken ; it had heen exprefsly ftated by
the noble Secretary of State, in a latc debate in that Houfe,
that we werc not compelled to go to war by the obligations of
any treary, but that we went to war, on grounds of expedi-
ency ; and the noble Duke was equally muftaken in regard to
our
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our being the guarantee of the Rajah’s dominions; it was im-

offible that we fhould be the Rajah’s guarantee. The act of
{’arliament exprefsly forbade it. When the noble Lord had
fat a little longer at the Board of Control, Lord Porchefter
faid, he would be better informed on the fubjeét; and he
would advife him when he went next to the Board, to read
the a& of Parliament and the treaties, and he would fee that
they were as he had ftated them to he.

179

The Duke of AMontrofe faid, he had read the treaty of Duke of
Mangalore, and it therein ftipulated that they were to defend Montrofe.

the territories of the Rajah of T'ravancore.

Loid Porchefler dented that the treaty of Mangalere con-
tained any fuch article.

T'he Duke of Montrofe produced a copy of the treaty and
read from it, an article in which the Rajah of Travauncore
was by implication recognized as the ally of the Eaft india
Comp-ry.

Lord Por chefier infifted upon it, that the article would not

Lord

bear any fuch conftruéiion as the noble Duke had put upon Porchefter

it.  His Lordfhip contended, that zccording to the law of
nations, Tippoo Sultan was juftified in atiacking the Rajah of
"I'tavancore, for having by purchafe obtained poil>flion of the
two torts of Jacotta and Cranganoie.

Lord Afulprave treated with contempt, what the noble

Lord ’

I ord had faid, of the law of nations.  The Kajah of ‘[1a Mulga

vancore, his Lordflip faid, had, on a great variety of im-
portant occafions, proved himielf our beft fiiend and moft
ufeful ally. His Lordfhip recapitulated feveral influnces of
this, and afked, if a Prince wio had affuded us fuch ftrong
proofs of Iv's attachment, ought to be deferted by us in the
day of difirefs ? Even if wehad not bound ourfclves by treaty
to defend him againit Tippoo Sail’s attacks, we were bound
by honour, which was a tie, in hisopinion, ten times ftronger
than any condition of a treaty. His Lord(hip cenfured the

mode of reforting to the law of nations to find an excufe for -

aing unfeelingly and ungratefutly, when a good friend to
the Englifh interefts in Indis was in danger of being over-
whelimed by a powerful oppreflor of the weak and defencelefs
Princes of India, whofe dominions, unfortunately for them,
lay within the reach of the ufurper. 1t was not the artful fo-
phifiry, nor the dry cafuiftry of a German writer, or a Swifs
commentator, his Lordfhip faid, that he wifhed to fee handed
to the Princes of lndia, but an example of the generous friend-
thip and manly feelings of the Britith nation.  After feveral
arguments to prove that the country would have loft its beft
chara&er, if we had not taken un the caufe of the Rajah of
‘T'ravancore, his Lordfhip concluded with a declaration, that
he would give his negative to the motion,

Aaa2 Lord
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Lord Sydney ftated in a concife manner the conduét of Tip-
poo Sultan, demonftrating that it was not merely by his at-
tack on the lines of Travancore, our friend and ally, he had
provoked the war, but by his having, unprovoked by any
condu® of ours, invefted Tellicherry by fea and land, and
reduced a Britifh garrifon to {uch diftrefs, that they were in
danger of famine. His Lordfhip mentioned feveral inftances
of "I ippoo’s arbitrary and unjuftifiable condu&, and notwith-
ftanding the notoriety of thefe inftances, hiz Lordfhip faid,
he muft not, he had been told, call Tippoo Sultan a tyrant
and an viurper, buthe fuppofed, he muft call him our natural
ally. His Lordfhip took notice of Lord Porchefier’s charge
about ftock-jobbing, and faid the noble Lord ought injuftice
to make his charge, if he had any pronf of fuch condué in
Minifters.  He did not belicve, he fuid, there were the leaft
grounds for fo bafe a fufpicion. Thofe who had been guilty
of {uch a meannefs, in his opinion, did not deferve to be im-
peached, becaufe in very high c-imes, fit fubj-Cts of impeach -
ment, there was fomething of honour to be traced; but, in
ftock-jobbing, on the fpur of official information, by menin
office, it was a condu@ {fo mean anl fcandalous, that it ra-
ther deferved the whip and the pillory, than the block and the
fcaffold. ' . )

Lord Szrmont, in terms of pointed irony, afked, what
would his Highnefs the Nabob of Arcot lay, if he were
fhewn the law of nmations? What would he think of our
kindnefe in having, in violation of a dire treaty, feized up-
on his dominicns ¢ In this manner his Lordfhip went on, for
fome time, and commented on all our ‘arious treaties with
the Nabob, and the Rajah of I'ravancore. He afterwards
went into a confideration of topics more immediately relative
to the motion, and having repeated many of the arguments
he wade ufe of in the laft debate on the fubjet of India,
condemned Minifters for having plunged the country into a
war, towhich we were now certain an end could not {peedily
be put, unlefs orders were immmediately fent out to India to
make peace.

His Lotdfhip contended that the war began here, and that
it was a projet of youthful ambition. lgle reprobated the
condu& of Adminiftration, in having publifhed Colonel
Floyd’s letter in the newfpapers, inftead of fending an extra&
from their official difpatches to the (3azette. It was, he
owned, lefs irkfome to his cyesto read it, as it appeared in
larger print than’it would have done in the ufual mode of
communicating official intelligence. During the whole Ad-
miniftration of the Earl of Chatham, his Lordfhip faid, the
pra&ice of fending a general account of every piece of news
that was received into the city, as foon as it arrived, was ea-

gerly
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geily and anxioufly purfued, in order to prevent ftock-job-
bing, and to fave the Public from being plundered by thofe
who were neceffarily in the fecret, from their fituation in of-
fice. That falutary conduét ought, he faid, on 31l occafiong
to be ftudioufly adopted. The communicaticns of early in-
telligence during a war, was the uniform pradice of all the
States in the world, with, he believed, the fingle exception
of Conftantinople. During what was called ¢« the feven
“ iears war,” in the King of Pruffia’s memoirs it was flated
to have been hjs pradtice; {fometjmes, Lord Stormont faid, he
fuppofed, heightening viories, and lowering and foftening
down defeat.

After defcanting at great length on the fubje&s touched
on by thofe Lords who had preceded him in the debate, his
Lordfhip adverted to the Minifter’s quariel with Ruffia, and
argued in procf of the arrogance ot our interfering and pre-
tending to diftate terins of peace to a power that had beeny
vi€orious in a war into which fhe had been forced. ‘T'hat
every State had a right to retain what part of its conquefts
that State thought proper, was a maxim admitted to be true,
and juftificd by the experience of ages. Let us look to our
own condu& in Afia, and recolle€t how our territories
in Hindoflan were obtained ! l.et uslook at the empire of our
ally the King of Pruffia, and fee to what a miferable limited
domain the Lle®or of Brandenburgh would be reduced, if he
were firipped of his military acquifitions of territory, and re-
duced to a condition of flatu qua! "There was fcarcely a coun-
try in Europe that could be named, his Lordhip faid, which
had not been aggrandized or circumfcribed by the acquifition
or lofs of territory!

Minifters, ought to look with gratitude to that fide of the
Houfe, the noble Vifcount faid, for it had faved them from
themfelves. The arguments that had been urged in debate
by their Lordfhips, %md awakened Adminiftration, and the
country, from their delirium ; and though they appeared, at
the moment, to be but little attended to, they had produced
their effe€ in Parliament, and without doors, fo that he be-
lieved, that the alteration of their tone would end in peace.
Happy had it been for them, that the celerity with which
their laft meflenger had travelled, had enabled him to over-
take the meflenger that went before him, to fnatch the fire-
brand from his grafp, and to charge him with a meflage of
retration and conceffion, which he trufted would ferve to
extinguifh the flame they had blown up. His Lordfhip

aving urged a great many arguments of a fimilar nature,
concluded with giving his aflent to the motion,

The Lord Chancellor left the woolfack, and in a long and Ld.Chan-
nervous {peech oppofed the motion. His Lordfhip bega;: scllor.
3 ‘ wit
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with obferving, that when he heard the motion flated, and
the anfwer that was given by the noble Secretary of State, he
had not imagined that a debate of hslf an hour’s length could
poffibly have taken place. ‘I he motion called for accounts
of the late military tranfa&tionsin India. The Secretary of
State had declared, that the fulleft accounts of that tranfac-
had been laid before the Public, and that they had no other
which they could give with fafety to the national interefts.
The narural courfe of proceeding for thofe who called for
the papers, his Lordfhip faid, he fhould have conceived,
would have been, to have fhewn, that they had good reafon
to behieve that Minifters were in poffeflion of fuller accounts ;
but had that been done? on the contrary, had not the moft
extiaordinary reafon been given for defiring to have the dif-
patches: viz. To print them and make them into a new{pa-
per? [t was, he believed, the firft time that fuch an idea as
converting their LordiLips into the editors of a newf{paper,
and publithing the Parliamentary Jazette, in oppofiticn to
the Gazette of the Secretary of State, had ever heen enter-
tained, much lefs formally propofed to their Lordfhips.

Having fhewn that the object of the motion was altogether
novel and unpacliamentary, his Lordfhip proceeded to main-
tain, that the taking advantage under fuch a motion to de-
claim upon a great variety of topics, of importance undoubt-
edly, butof no fort of reference to the motion, in order to
catch the paffions of the perfons above the bar, and have
their arguments handed to the Public, to excite the fears of
the foolifh, and thie liopes of the vain, andby creating alarms
and apprehenfions in the minds of the people, lead them to
imagine that Mlmfters had unneceflarily involved the coun-
try in a ruinous and expenfive war, was extremely unfair and
extremely unwarrantable.  There was not an abftract propo-
fitilon laid down by his noble friend (l.ord Stormont) that
evening. his Lordfhip faid, to which he could not readily af-
fent. but he differed with the noble Vifcount in every one of
his 1pplications.

To prove that the applications were not pertinent, the
T.ord Chancellor went throngh a circumftantial detail of the
events that gave rife to the war in India, and proved that it
v.ould have been pufillanimous and faithlefs 1 us to have re-
fuled our fupport tothe Rajah of T'ravancore. He faid, that
no noble I.ord had ventured to affert, that the war was un-
juft; if any noble Lord was prepated to go that length, be
would meet him fairly upon the point, and argue it with him.
His Lordfhip faid, that though he was no India Minifter,
he had an opinion which he fhould have no obje€ion to de-
elare when the fubjeét came regularly before thenr Lordfhips.
He knew a very great difference had obtained as to the true

point
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point of intereft for this country in her conne&ion with In-
dia; and poffibly if it was a country in which the encrpe the
knowledge, and the capital of the Englifh merchants could
be employed with fecurity, commercial advantages would bz
fuperior to any other that could be drawn fiom India. Rut
noble Lords well knew that it was impeflible; that India had
at all times been a prey to invaders, and were we to quit it
to-morrow, fome other European nation might fupply our
place. The next point then to confi'er was, his Lordlhip
faid, how we fhould hold it to the moft advantage¢ In Ilen-
gal we undoubtedly poffefled a moft v .luable and extenfive
dominion, and from the order into which that country had
been brought, the regulations that had been formed, the at-
tachment of the people, and the eafe and happinefs which they
had enjoyed fince we became Sovercigns of the country, lve
believed that our empire there was as firmly fixed as any
empire could poffibly be at the diftance of twelve thoufand
miles from the P'arent Statc. Fengal thercfore was a moft
important objc U in every point of view; we had there an
improved and improving revenue, an improved and improv-
ing population. As to Madras and the Carnatic. he had
his opinion upon thofe countrics alfo; if their poflefiion was
neceflary to the prefervation of Bengal. then it wasanevil to
which we muft fubmit, though its refources fhould not be
fufficient for its eftablifhments ; why they fhould not, he
was not prerared to fay. Bombay could not be underitood
to fupport it{elf, but he was informed that about thirty years
ago its expences were not more than forty thoufand pounds a
year beyond its income. He had ne idea of the wifdom of
keeping up eftablithments beyond the ability of the countries.
we retained to pay. But thefe werc fubje@s not immedi-
ately before their Lordfhips; when they were, he would
give his cpinion upon them.

It had been obferved, his L.ordfhip faid, that we had
groflly violated a treaty with the Nabob of Arcot and the
Rajah of Tanjore; that was a fulject alfo that he would
fpeak to when it came regularly before them. “I'he country
of the Rajah of Tanjore had heen conquered by the Nabch
of Arcot, in the year 1722 or 3, the Nahob fetting up 2
claim toit ashis right. By the altivity of the RajalV’s friends
in England, the country was reftored to him in 1777, and
he continued in poffeflion of it till 1781, when the devaftation
braught upon the Carnatic by the invafion of Hyder Ally,
induced the adoption of {trong meafures in India for the fal-
vation of the Company, the Nabob, and the Rajah. The
reprobation of thefe meafures, by a parliamentary refolution
at that dangerous crifis, would remain an eternal monument
of parliamentary folly and abfurdity ! When the peace was
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concluded, the countries were reftored to the Rajah and the
Nabob, and the treaties concluded, by which they were
bound to the obfervance of certain conditions both in peace
and in war.

The Chancellor declared that he had read all the papers
upon the table relative to the feizure of thofe countries, fince
the commencement of hoftilities with ‘Tippoo Sultan, and he
was perfectly ready to admit that thofe treaties had been
grofily .violated, and that the viclation could not be defended
upon any other plea than that of neceffity ; nor was he pre-
pared to fay that there were yet papers upon the table which
made out that neceffity ; but this was a fubje@ not to be
gone into upon a motion that did not fairly bear a relation
toit. When it was brought regularly before their Lordfhips,
he fhould be perfeltly ready to go into it ferioufly.

In the courfe of his {peech, the Lord Chancellor fpoke of
the conduét of Ruflia and the Turks, and in a ftrain of irony
faid, it was evident the terrible Turk had been the aggreflor,
while the mild and gentle Emprefs of Ruffia had afforded no
fort of provocation for the war! The feizing upen the Cri-
mea, and the taking pofleffion of Upper Servia, with the
mode that the Emprefs had adopted in each of thofe particu-
lars, were peculiarly amiable, and were undoubtedly aéts of
conciliation and kindnefs! His Lordfhip alfo took notice of
what Lord Stormont had faid, on the fubje& of the feven
years war. .

Lord Storment rofe to reply. He faid, he did not intend
td trefpafs unon their Lordfhips again, but, called upon fo
perfonally as he had been, hc muft neceffarily beg their Lord-
fhips attention for a few moments. His Lordthip then pro-
ceeded to juffify his former argument in two or three of the
moft effential poirits. He particularly contended that Ruffia
had been forced into the twolafl wars with the Ottoman Porte.
He faid, he would fummarily ftate an anecdote, which, if
the noble Lord, (the Marquis of Lanfdown) had not left the
Houfe, he had no doubt he knew well enough to have de-
tailed, that would prove it. Monf. de Choifeul, when Mi-
nifter of France, fent a letter to Monf. de Vergennes, when
Ambafludor at Conftantinople, to urge him.to provoke the
T'urks to declare war againft Ruffia. Monf. de Vergennes
return d a letter, remonftrating on the injuftice of fuch a
meature.  N.onf. de Choifeul replied that it was the duty of
Monf. de Vergennes to a& and not toadvife; and not receiv-
ing a reply {o foon as his impa‘ience expeted, he fent a mef-
fenger with letters of recal to Monficur de Vergennes. It
happened that the two meffengeis cioflld each other on the
ro:d. The letters of recal were delivered at Conftantinople,
and about tle time they arrived, Monf. de Vergennes' dif-
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patch reached Monf. de Choifeul, and informed him that his
inftru@ions were effe@ually complied with, ¢he Porte hav-
ing declared war againft Ruflia. On Monf. de Vergenne’s
arrival in Paris, the Duke de Choifeu! received him in the
handfome(t manner, told him he had been in the wrong, and
as he could not return to Confrantinople after his recall, he
had only to afk for the next vacancy of an embafly that fhould
become vacant, and he fhould have it. In that way Mon-
fieur de Vergennes, his Lordfhip faid, obtained the embafly
to Sweden.

Lord Loughborough in a long and able fpeech contended for A Lord
the motion. His Lordfhip faid, he was extremely Lapp L°“‘gh"":
that the queftion brought forward that day, had been dif- "&b
cuffed in the manner which noble Lord.: termed to have taken
up; becaufe it was following to a greater :utent, which he
remembered and admired very much, *he dilcuflion of great
conflitutional queftions than that which hal i svailed in mo-
dern debates which were fo ftri€tly confice « to ovdur that it
was impoffible to introduce, without oifeadiag, wuy thing,
however applicable, that did not immediately correfpond
with the words of the motion.  Fis Lordihip contedfed he
was no fuch friend to order; on the contrary, he preferred
the mode which had been followed that dav. by the free, am-
ple, and ananly way in which the debate had been caken up
and carried en. In fome 1efpeéls, he owned. the debate
might be reckoned intemperate and difind i’y 5 bur filly if
it wae allowed, that difcuffion, in a fair and proper way,
could bring convi@ion, certairly it waste e ifhed for and
enceuraged, rather than prevented.  Vrofecutize this idea,
his Lordihip faid, he might be led to a smieater trefpafs on
their Lordflips’ patience than he otherw.e would have
thought neceflary ; and he trufted Minifters woulyu be fo far
of the fame opinion, as to come forward with more argu-
ment and found reafoning than they had donc of iate, and
give up that ftyle of faying, that this or that meafuseis ex-
pedient; you muft have confidence in us to hclieve fo; we
have nothing farther to communitate to the Public 3 and if
we had, it would be improper to mention any thingof it: a
fpecies of ftate fecrecy which, however much it might be in
fafhion, he never could be reconciled to; and for this caufe
it was that he approved fo much of the turn which the debute
had taken that day, efpecially upon a motion culling for in~
formation of the moft material confequence, which, he hoted,
it would be the means of obtaining; thinking, at the fume
time, that no more wasafked than the country had agocd ti-
tle to call for,

The motion of his noble friend, his L8rd{hip faid, had
called for fomething like a Gazette, fomething authentic,
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the reality and gruth of which the country could depend
upon; and hebegred leave to afk noble Lords if this was an
unreafonable or improper demand? Certainly not, in any
circumftance that involved this eountry or its territories
abroad, in a war, and particularly a_war which would ulti-
mately concern this country, as he fhould afterwards have .
occalion to ftate more at large, becaufe hitherto a war in In-
dia never occafioned new burthens upon the people of Eng-
land, nor were they fuppofed liable for the debts incurred in
confegaence of war in that quarter. Now what, afked his
Lordfhip, was theinformation which had been given? A let-
ter in the newf{paper from onc officer, who commanded a
party very gallantly, on an expedition which was not of long
duration, though it encountered many hardthips, to another
who was a private friend of that officer. Again he would
afk if this was any account of a campaign? Was it any ac-
count of what had been done, or was likely to be done, or
what was the then ftate of the war in [ndia: or admitting
that it was a full account, was it fan&tioned by any anthority ?
certainly not; it was not even announced in the newfpapers
that this lctter came from any public office. How would
the opinions of mankind be regulated by this fort of informa-
tion ? What would they think of our fituation in India, ei-
ther immediately or looking profpectively ¢ And how would
our proceedings at home etfe@t the {yftem of alliances and
{chemes of partition in India, which we had been endeavour-
ing to fupport and carrx}ol_l at fo much hazard and expence?
Were we fure that the Nizam would adhere to our fyftem of
partition ? Could we depend that the Mahrattas would? Or
rather, e fhould afk, were we certain that a partition of a
very different nature, and not in any way favourable to the
interefts of this country, would not take place ? In fhort, he
confidered the war in India to be an unjuft, inexpedient, and
dangerous war for this country, and a war not provoked by
any exifting circumftances there, originating entirely at
home, from pernicious, ill advifed Councils, and proceeding
up(:.ﬂ views that could not be defended on policy, fafety, or
reafon, :
This led his Lordthip to ftate, what, he faid, of all other
confiderations, made this war moft worthy of particular at.
tention from their Lordfhips and the country; and that was
the effe@ of it. All other wars in India, however great the
expence of them might be, had never been confidered as war:
that this country ought to provide for the confequences and
expences of them; on the contrary, that burthen had always
fallen upon the Company, and the territorial pofl-flions there
But very different was the prefent war; rhe Parliament ha;
fanctioned it, and the country was liable for the expences of
it,
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it; and this, he believed, he need only fate to their Lord-
fhips, to convince them how much 1t was their duty, and
Yeir right, to have the fulleft and moft perfe€t information
, that Minifters could give upon fo important and interefling a
ubject as the war in India; the ftate of which, or the lateft
accounts that had arrived in this country, to thofe who,
from their official fituations, fuch difpatches muft come, their
Lordfhips, and the country, knew nothing about, except from
new{papers, which they muft be guided by, until what they
' contained were contradited; for a new{paper was the trampet
" of fame, containing what was good and bad, filfc and true, a
' mixture of authentic informations and vague reports. His
i Lordfhip proceeded to notice every topic that had been intro-
duced in the debate.  He faid, lLe had feen the difficulty of an
Indian war, and he well knew, that all Indian wars were waft-
" ful of the public blood and treafure. FEven thofe in which
we had been vi€torious, and a degree of national glory had
been acquired, had left behind them a weight of expence and
a heavy debt, whichhad borne down our affairs in {ndia ever
fince,  We had found a large debt incurred at the end of the
laft war, and a moft abfurd meafure had heen adopted refpect-
. ing it, viz. the transferring of the debt home to Kngland, by
which means our eredit weuld probably be difgraced and
- wounded. The prefent war had bien commenced, as was well
known, with our Treafury in Bengal completely exhavtted,
fo that the war was obliged to be hcgun on credit, and money

had becn borrowed at 12 per cent. intereft, and bur little had -

been raifed even at that extravagant rate. At prefent the war
coft goo,000l. a month, and as the Bengal armv was to be
led by Lord Cornwallis to join the army under General Me-
dows, the expence would be increafed, perhaps deubled 3 and
how was it poffible tor Os to fupport a war at the immoderare
expence of fix millions a year® The fooner therefore that
orders were fent out to India to put a ftop to it the better.—
Lettheir Lordfhips recolleét the diftance and the time it would
take hefore their refolutions could have effc&. His Lordfhip
faid, thofe who fpoke of Tippoo Saib as an ufurper, and
treated him with contempt, acted very vnwifely; his farher
and he were the moft powerful Princes that India had lon
known, and the manner in which his troops had behaved in
the attack with Colorel ['lovd, proved at once their gallantr
and their difcipline. His Lordthip went through the detail
ot tle circumitances ftated by the Lord Chaneellor, as the
caufes of the war, and placed them in a dffcrent point of
view ; he maintained that by purfuing Tippoo, and conquer-
ing all before us, we had abandoned our former trontier, and
had now no frontier at all. 1n the conclufion of hisfpeech,
Lis Lordfhip held ftrong language in his cenfureof Minifters.
: Lb2 Lord
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Lord Grenville faid, when he had fpoken before, he had

Grenville. not imagiued he fhould have had occafion to trouble their

Lordfhips again, not being aware that fo many fubje®s
would have been introduced that bore no immediate relation
to the motion ; and to fay nothing in reply to which, might:
be interpreted into an acquiefcence in their being founded 3
whereas thofe who urged them, well knew to the contrary,
1t was an extremely hard and unpleafant fituation for thofe,
he 2id. who, 1om a fenfe of the duty they oweud their Se-
versign aud the. Pablic, whofe affuirs were in fome degree
compurted to therr adminiftration, were obliged to deny
themiclves the adv wtuge of that anfwer which they had it
Ju their po.-= te pive, or if they abandoied the referve,
which they pad. to, fuch reafons as he had afbgned, pre-
feribed te rhievadels o, beaay the public inter=fl. Diftrefling
as the altetnattve wa. nrwever, caving thovght it his
bounden duty te continiee ‘tert upon a fubject on which he
krew he could not epe o+ Lis Lips, without drawing down {fome
mifchief on the Public, e was ditermined to puriue inviolably
that uae of condnet which he had adupted, and irkfome as it
mult Le to bic 1 elings to Lo ur the mofl vnjuft motives im-
purted to him and bis ~alleagzaes, without the fmalleft foun-
dation of fadi. 1e verfevere in thar tlence, which no high
wor 1s that nable [...ds conld ufe, {l.uld provoke him to
depart fion, 5 und ta= e hethrew howtelf with confidence
on their ! middh.:pe’ nonear aad juftice 3 and ke did fo, with
the grear=t affina..cz rhat he mvght do fo with fafety, from
the . osteltion thor their Lordsr: s had approved of his
havirg done 10 oo a former occafioir, and been pleafed to
m: .k that approbaiion by an exprefs vote of the Houtc. 1,
however, their L. ithips faw any reafon to alter their epi-
nion, let the confequence he what it might to His Majefty’s
fervaars, the F.oufe could not tos foon retra& its error, and
adopt a differc: t linc of condu&.  On the contrary, if, upon
a caru:d wxamination of the cireunftances, they found, as
he trutted they would find, that nothing had happened to in-
duce the ¢ cirange thir opinion, he fhould again throw
himfelf on their Lordthips’ honour and juflice.

With rez-rd to tire affeition, that the war was the war of
His M sjefty's "inifiers, his Lordfhip faid he had, on a for-
mer occafion, proved, that in confequence of a fudden re-
voluuon of circumftances in India, (which His Majelity’s
Minifters conld not even know, much les act upon) we
had been forced into a war; it was therefore morally im-

J

pnflible that the war fhould have been a war of Minifters,—

“Lhe war buing engazed in, and having the higheft opinion
‘of the expeiizice, ability, and zeal of the officers entrufted
with the command of our army in India, and with the gal-

lant
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lant {pirit and bravery of the troops under their command,
he repeated to their Zordfhips, that he ftill entertained the
ftrongeft hopes of our fuccefs. He defired, however, not
to be confidered as undervaluing the enemy, or entertaining
any thing like contempt for Tippoo Sultan. He had ever
heazd him defcribed as the moft powerful of the India Princes,
and well knew that he had a numerous and well-difciplined
army, and that his refources were immenfe. But the war
had not heen a war of choice; it was not a war lightly un-
dertaken ; it was, in fa&, a war into which we had been
driven by firong necefiity. Ie cbferved, that it had been
ftared by a gentleman of great military experience, in another
place, tha the T'ravancore country was the key to the Car-
natic, and that it ought to be as ftrenuouily defended as the
gates of Madras,  His Lordfhip ftated what the utmoft ex-
tent of Coluncl-Fleyd’s check would be, declaring, that it
would only occafion the dclay of our moit important meafure
from Novembher 1740, to April laft. His Lordfhip con-
cluded with afking, to what purpofe it was to bring forward
motions, and agirate queflions, the only effe@® of which
could be, to deprefs the public mind, and infpire diftruft of
the probable fuccefs of our arms, which circumftances did
not warrant ? -

The queftion was put, and the motion negatived without
a divifion.

Lord Porchefter then faid, he bad papers to move for, to
the produ@ion of which, having been already agreed to ir
another Houfe, he thought there could be no objc&ion. He
then moved, ¢ That there be laid before the Houfe, a copy
¢ of the minutes of the Gevernor General and Counail of
¢ Fort William, dated November ¢, 1790, fignifying his
¢ intention to proceed te the CetF, in order to take upon
« himfcIf the conduct of the wo”  Ordered.

Lord Porchefter agair <1sed, % That there be laid be-
¢ fuore the Houfe, a copy <. :1v minuves fent out by the
¢ Board of Consicl. or *k~ Tvurr of 1lire®ors, approving
¢ of Lord Cornwallis’s preseeding to rhe Coalt.”

Lord Grenvil'e ~hiefed to this motion, and it was ne-
gatived.

The Houfe adjourned.

Moriay, 16th Nay.

‘The order of the day bring read for the Houofe to take
into confideration the ru,»»i of the Commirtee, appointed
to fearch for precedeni: reluiive to the trial of Warren
Haftings, Efq.,

Lord Porchefler faid, h- Jid not then mean to trouble their
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mizke a motion which might bring the merits of the queftion
fairly and tully under difcufion. He had, his Lordfhip faid,
read the viinted report, and had formed a very clear opinion
upon the febje@, but that opinion he referved, till he fhould
have an opportunity of heating the fentiments of noble and
learned Lord.. His Lordfhip then moved,

“ That a meflage be fent 1o the Commons, to inform
¢ them rhat they (the Lords) were ready to procsed on the
¢ trial of Warren Hallings, kf).”

Yhe Lud Charcellsr having left the woolfick, faid, he
could not pothbly think that the wotion made by the noble
Lord, was either the proper or regular mode of pruceeding
at this time. All their Lordfhips, he obferved, would at
leaft agree with him, that the Javing down a rule, by which
not only the fate and fortuns, but the libcrty and lives, of
their Lowdihips, were in futare to be deterinined, was a fub-
je& of very impertant coniiderstion. The report, his
Lotdship thought, ought to have been refcrred *o a Com-
mittee of Privileges; that would have becn moft agreeable
to the rules and pradtice of the Houfe, with regard to im-
peachments, and when the f.bje fhould have been con-
fidcred by the Committee, his Lordfhip.faid, it might then
be reported to tha Houle, who would have an opportunity of
reviewing and ultimately deciding upon it.

Their Lordthips had beeo defired to fend a meflage to tha
Commons, flating that they were ready to proceed on the
trial of Warren Haftings, Lfq.  After they had fearched fox
precedents, that day had becn appointed to take the repoit
1ato confideration, whether the impeachiment abated or not
by the dilfolution of Parkiament? ard thercfore that queftion
ought to be confidered hofore the other caulid poflihly occur.
After they had determined that the impeachment did not
ahate, but remained in fiatu qre, then it mighr be very pro-
per to confiler whether a meflige, fuch as h d been moved
for, ought to be fent to the Comm»ns, to inform them that
their Lordfhips wvere ready to proceed in the trial.  T'hree
queftions, his Lordfhip fuid, immediately occurred, which
he fhould have conceived 10 be very proper ta be referred to
the Cowmnmittee of Privileges, and afterwards to the Houfe,
The firft f thefe queitions was, whether an impeachment,
brought up and proceed .+ on in the Jafl Parliament, was
now in any degree depending.  2dly, That if t'e impeach-
ment weie depending  was it depending in flatre quo 2 3dly,
By what progefs, or by what furm of proceeding, that man
was to be cailed on, whd, ithe underftood the queftion right-
1v, was now neither a prifoner, nor under bail ; and whether,
in cafe that man did not appear, they c.uid fue his recogni-

@ance ¢
Thefe
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‘Thefe three queftions, his Lordthip faid, appeared to him
to be exceedingly important in the prefent inquiry, and as
the general propofition involved the fate and fortunes of man-
kind at large, it was of much wmore importance than whag
became of the general {ubject.

His Lordfhup thoughe, if the printed report was fairly ex-
tracted and hiflorically deduced, it would amount almoit toa
demonflration that there had never been fuch a proceeding asa
continaince of an impeachment after a iffclution. It hap-
pened unfortunately, his Lordfhip obferved, that the report
had not Feen printed before the holidays, as they might have
been better prepared for the difcuffion of the fubjedt, had their
Lordfhips heen ahle to have perufed the report eailier. The
report, his Lordthip taid, was imperfe@ ; and {ur his part he
had no knuwledge on the fubje€t, except what be derived
from the report.  He thought it was ofll ntial that fome other
shings fhould have been included un'cr the fufi head; as,
for inflance, whether they fent a metlipe to the Cemmeans fuls.
fequent to the prorogation or diffuinion, and whether the
Houfe of Commons lent any wrefinge, or fet on foor uny mea-
fure in confequence. ‘Ihere was alfo another clufs of comi-
nal profecutions which his Lotdfhip conerived wig it puffibly
be conncéled with this. With repard to writs ef cirox, the
report, his Lordfhip obferved, was itiil more defe&live,  The
Committee had flated merely what appeared to them on recard,
and had flated that only ; it would haie been material to have
confidered whethgr it was ttue that a writ of error abated
upon a prorogation, as was deicrimined in the year 1673.—
{{e meant not this by wav of reproach, for v..doubtedly, the
diligence of the noble Lords kad done a great deal; indeed,

"he wondered it had done fo much. ‘| he report 1y > ever con-
tained many defeéls.

His Lordthip thought this was too neara wa_ 7 . 2fider.
ing a {ubject of fo much importance, and he wus 3¢ d thejr
Lordfhips could not do that juilice to the fubje/y which they
meant. It was to be confidered in the wa. 1: v hich it ouglit
to be: if they were to follow the pati: ot *heirr anceftors,
which appeared to him to be right, he fhould with them to re-
fer the tubjet to a Commiittee, and that a Cenmitrec fhould
come to certain refolutions. The great objet of their Lord.
{liips in this decifion ought to be, to putit out of the prwer
of a Minifter at a future day, to turn the dectfion any way
he pleafed, as it might {uit his own convenience.  He thouglm.
therefore, it ought to be fettled with the uunoft gravity and
folemnity. What might become of it afterwards the Lord
only knows. Perhaps he might be accufed of a pedantic ad~
herence to precedents.  His Lordfhip faid, he alluded to cafes
then before the Houfe. He had formed in Lis mind thelnut-

. es
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lines of the method which ke conceived would be moft proper

"~ Lord
Abingdon

to purfue on this fubjeft; and if the motion of the noble
Lord was difpofed of, he fhould, his Lordfhip faid, feel a
firong inclination that they fhould adopt the method which he
had fuggefted.

Lord Abingdon faid, he did not rife, as their Lordfhips
might fuppofe, an advocate for Mr. Haftings, nor did he rife
as an advocate againft him. The fituation in which he ftood,
in common with the reft of their Lordfhips, as one of the
gudges before whoin that caufe was, precluded and forbade

im, whatever other noble Lords might think, from taking or
afluming to himfelf any fuch chara&er. But he rofe, although-
not an advocate on either fide, to trouble their Lord(hips
with a few words on both fides ; not however with a Jouble
fec in his hand, as fome advocates have done, but without
any fee at all, as no advocate is willing to do; and this too
not in point of argument, not to difcufs the weight and ba-
lance of precedents, which were upon their Lordfhips’ table,
as the means of forming his judgement upon the queflion that
was to be refolved, but fimply and merely to exprefs thofe
ﬁeelings by which Lis mind had been affe€ted upon the occa-

on.

And here, in doing this, his Lordfhip faxl, it was neceflary
for him to recur to that time when the impeachment began;
to its origin, when like other individuals he was led to look at
itin the Jump, not with the inveftigation through all its de-
tachment of articles, not on the ground of its evidence, nor
in other refpeéls in the minutiz ot detail, but on its political
hinges and bearings, mits reafons, in its motives, in its caufes,
and 1n its effeks,  LThat this was hisview of itin the firft in-
ftance, and with that view, wlilft he faw, on the one hand, a
man who by his enterprize and excrtions had, as it was faid,
prefcrved a great country to the Biitifh empire, whether by
right means or wrong he did not then inquire, but right he
fuppofed them, firft from the event it{ulf, and next from the
circumitance of rhofe who were molitly interefted in that
event (he meant his employers, the Taft-{ndia Company) hav-
ing una voce approved his condud, his Lordfhip faid, he faw
this man made the ohject of an impeachment. QOn the other
hand, he faw a man himfelf accufed of having at the fame pe-
riod, and, as it was fail, by worfe means than thofe of a
want of enterprize and exertion, loft a great countty to the
Britifh empire, coalefzing with his accufers, his bitter ene-
mies, in becoming an accufer of the man in whom, if there
was guilt, he, this accufer, was himfelfa particeps cviminis by
continaing him in the ftation in which he was, when, having
the power, he might, and ought to have rtemoved him; he faid,
Le faw this man not made the obje of impeachment, .

‘he
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this view of the fuhject was, that this impeachment wias a°
procecdinghnot founded in national juftice, nor hdd it ngtianal
honour either forits principle or its objeét ; but that, like the
witches cauldron in Macbeth, it was compofed and made up of
ir;gredients to raife a flame in the country, not of juftice, not
of policy, not of wifdom, but a flame lighted up by the fpi-
rit of_a jarring fa&ion, concoélted by the moft noxious juices,
created by the mofit heterogeneous mixtures, blown up by the
breath of mulice, fed by revenge, and kept alive by ‘the fuel of
apimofity and invective. This was his inference.

[Lord Stanhope here requefted, that the noble Lord would
coufine himfelf to the queftion before the Houfe; not one
word]of what he had fuid appearing to have the leaft relation
to it. .

Lotd Abingdon {aid their Lordfhips would fee whether what
he bad faid was to the queftion, when they heard how he ap-

plied it; and proceeded. The next view he had of thebu-
finefs, is Lordihip faid, was the impeachment at their Lord-
fhips’ bar.  And here he faw, and it was with pleafure he faw
it, Mr. Haftings, like himfelf, triumphing and exulting in his
fituation ; he faw him, like Hercules and the Hydra, fur-
1ounded and befet by a many-headed montfter, called a Com-
mittee of impeachment, with fire in their eyes, and forked
tongues in their mouths, blafting him with the lightning of

-their looks, and pouring into the inmoft recefles of his heart
the chilling poilon of their envenomed words; whilil he, with
the uplifted club of confcious innocence, as it would feem,
in his hand, fat calm and undifturbed, and yet panting, as it
were, for the coming of that-hour of his defence, when to his
aflailants it might prove the hour of death and annihilation,
but to him, that of vi€&ory with accumulated honour.

' This, his Lordfhip faid, he faw; but befides this he heard
fcom one of the Counfel in pleading his caufe, with a tor-
rent of manly eloquence, and in a buift of language and of
zeal which conviétion only could have inipired, an appeal ta
God as the witnefs of his client’s innocence, and calling down
the vengeance of Heaven on the heads of his accufers as their
merited punifhment for the falfity of the charges alledged

- againdt him. .

But what did he now fee, and what did ha now hear? He
faw, he faid, this very Mr. Haftings, not what he was, un-
like him{zlf, not as before panting tor his defence, no longer
triumphing and exulting in his fitvation, no more like Her-
cules with his uplifted club, but like Hercules indeed fubdued
and with a diftaff in his hand; this was what he faw, ar
*his was what he heard, and heard too often from Mr. Hafe
tings himfelf: for, fuid he, my Lords, his laft addrefs o your

Vor XXX, Cs Lorde
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uulmitz’of fpirie which his previ tmplied,
or his efrars€iér would have led one to look for. ’

But, this was not all. A diffolution of Parliament takes
‘place, and this diffolution is to be made ufe of as an extin-
guifher to this. impeachment. Be it fo then, faid his Lord-
thip, but his fenle of the matter would be this: that inftead
of Mr. Haftings’s appearing as he was wont to do, and as it
was hoped he would do, like the pure flame of the candle,
his condu&, like the fouff of the candle which the extin-
%uifhcr leaves behind it when the light is put out, and the

ame exifts no more, would be perhaps as black and as offen-
five to himfelf, as it would be to the rcft of the world.

Thefe were his feelings, his Loidfhip faid, and he fhould
beglad to hiave them removed: but if this could not be, let
others fecl for themiclves. It may be faid ndeed, that this
was a trial not only without example as to its duration hither~
to, but in its continuance a periecution without cnd: to
which it may be anfwered, that the dmation is now propofed
to he fixed, and the time to be limited, and yet the cflect of
a diffolution is preferred to this.

Aund now, faid his Lordfhip, a fingle word to the impeach-
ment itfelf. Whether a diffolution of Parliament abates an
impeachment or not he knew not, nor had he fludied to
know. It was a queftion upon which not only Do&ors but
the two Houfes o? Parliament difagreed, aund thercfore with-
out faying ¢¢ A pox on both your Houfes,” he would fay,
who fhall decide the point? But this he did know, that whe-
thei a diffolution. abated an impeachment or not, therc were
two ftrong rcafons why it fhould, and there was one flill
{ironger 1eafon than both the others why it fhould not,
The firft ftrong 1eafon was, that the parties themfelves are
content to have it fo: and the maxim of law s, € confenfus
< ollit errorem 3’ the next flrong reafon is, that it would be
removing a heavy yoke that has long been impofud on their
Lordfhips’ necks, making the cafe of the noble Lord on the
woolfack, the cafe of all their I.ordfhips, and biinging to
his mind that noble Lord’s emphatic words upon this occa-
f1ion, who, upon being afked fome queftion refpeing the
trial, faid, as he had been told, ¢ It is not Haftings’s trial,
¢ it is my trial,” as it certainly is fo far as the patience of
the Houfe has been, and would be again affecled by it, but
the one flill ftronger reafon than both thefe againft the abate-
ment was this, if the legiflature in its wifdom has thought :t
right to eéna&, as was donein thea of fettlement, ¢ "That
¢ a pardon is not pleadable in bar of an impeachment,” does
not an abatement of an impeachment by a diffolution of Par-
pament reft vpon the fame ground of reafonigg on which‘ thi_s
) ) clauie
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clanfe was enafled;: namely, the- power of diffofuifon’ being
in the hands'of the Crown, ¢ that it might defeat the wh

¢ ufe and effe€ts of impeachments, and deftroy the chiefin-
¢ ftitution by which Governinent is to be preferved :” but
this was a queftion which he fhould not argue, leaving it to be
determined ~by the better judgements of their Lordfhips, as .
he fhould be by the géneral fenfe of the Houfe in the vote
that he fhould give.
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Lord Porchefier faid, the Houfe had ordered a Committee

NI

Lord

to fearch for precedents, who had delivered in a report: that Porchefter '

day had been appointed to take into confideration that report.
He was, his Lordfhip faid, of opinion that the impeachment
did not abate, and he thought the motion he had made would
bring before the Houfe the queftion, whether it did or did
not abate. It was, in his Lordfhip’s opinion, the proper way
to confider the queftion in a full Houfe; but if any noble
Lord thought it would be better to argue it in a Committee,
he might vote for fo doing. . , .
Lord AMulgrave allowed that the rights of the people of

Lord -

this country, as to queftions of property, depended merely Mulgravé

on precedent ; he conceived however that the proceedings of
that Houfe were not to he guided fo much by precedents as by
their own difcretion. Precedents, his Lordfhip thought,
ought certainly to be followed where they were right, arid
were to be avoided where our anceftors had been guilty of
error. Thete was a wide difference, he faid, between the
Courts below and that Houfe, with regard "to the authority
of precedents. The bufinefs of the Houfe of Lords, as a
Court of jufticature, was to try great and important caulfes;
caufes that were too important for the inferior Courts, and
where the perfons concerned were of great weight, and
were beyond th& grafp of the ordinary Courts of Juftice;
fuch had been accounted the proper fubje&s of impeachment
by the Houfe of Commons. The Courts below fhould be
confined ftrictly to pofitive rules of law; but how did that

apply tothat Conrt ; which was formed for great and extra- .

ordingry occafions ? They could not, his Lordfhip conceived,
be tied down by fuch rules. What had been done in former
times was the beft clue to guide them in their inquiries, bat
theit Lordfhips muft above all ufe their reafon in every cafe
that came before them. If there was a power lodged any
wleere to defeat the Lards and Commons at the time they
were coming to their conclufion; there muft be an end to
the powers of the Commons to impeach, and of the Lords
todecide. IF their Lordfhips were to go back ta the hiflory
of their country, they ‘would find many things which' were .
tight to be done at the time they were done, Lut which would
be highly improper at the prefent period. )
Ce 2z The
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The Lerd fext prateoded to the confideration of
and from the whole, drew this inference, viz. that
§n 1mpeachment did not abate at the diffolution of a Parlia-
ment, but continued from Parliament to Parhament. Lhe
power of pardoning offenders was, his Lordfhip {aid, wifely
confeired on the hing, but in the cafe of imperchment, 1t
was ‘as wifely taken away. It the diffolutionof a Parliamer t
abated an impeacliment, it would, lus Lordfhip obferved, be
m the power of the King at any time to annihilate all the ¢
proceedings.

His Lordfhip concluded, by approving of the motion as
the moit likcly and fuitable way to come to the faireft and
fpeedieft termmation of that impeichment, which gave r.fe
to the queiticn which their Lord(* ips were now difcuffing.

The Lai) of Radum exprad d 1 ilrong fenfe of the evils
that mult 1 u't tron | wing it a* t' ¢ pleafure of the Crown
to put an end to w umj < hneat, which muft be the confe-
quence of duciling that imp «whincrts abated on a ditfolution
«f Palament.  But he wis 107 c~1t in that Mr. Haftings’s
121 were by their hond of 1ecogn zance bound for hie appear-
ance, and therefore he withed the cierh to read the journals
of the Houfe relative to the bail and rec ygnizance entered in-
to by the fureues for Warren Haftings, Efq which being
1ead, lus Lordfhup full entertained doubts, and withed that
pomt to be fettled befoie the Houfe proceeded farther, as he
thought 1t would be an aukward fituat on were their Lord-
thips to pifs the motion made by the noble Baron, and after-
witds go to Wedlinmflar Hall to proceed on the trial, and
sind no Warien Haftings at their bar, and yet, his Lordfhip
fud, he was not fure but fuch a ciicumitaince might happen,
not knowing whit authonity there was to prevent it, or by
what means he could be again taken into cuftody  He there-
toie meant to offer a motion, but as be belicved, in point of
otder, he muft make 1t as an 1ddition to that new before the
1loufe, he would move to leave ont all the words in the on-
gwal motion after the word * that,” and to nfeit in their
plice thefc, 1t be referred to the twelve Judges as a queftion,
*¢ to exawr ne the hond of recognizance entered 1nto the
* fureties for Warren Hafings, Efg and to report t the
¢ Tloufe on Wednefd1y ncat their opinions on the faire,”

Lord Lougbersugh ponted out the impropuicty of sie noble
Lord’s motion, becaufe 1t wis impofiible, confiftent with law,
that the Judges could give an opinion upon a queflion refer-
ted to them by that Houfe, which might atterwards come
before them in their judicial capacity in an infurior Court.

Lord H whofbury {aid, he did not n~an to give Mis own
opinton upon the bufinefs of the impeachment, but 1ather
opprovcd of more deliberation, as thgre were certainly many

queftions
3
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queftions that ought to icidé e th
could agree to fo decifive a vote as that pro, by+the noble
Baron. The noblz Earl who had made the laft motion, he
conceived, had done it with a view of getting free of the
other; but he thought the fhorteft way would have been to
move the previous queftion, His Lord({\ip then proceeded to
obferve, that in every Court there were rules of proceedings,
and when they became the law of the Court, thez in fa& be-
Nﬁame a part of the law of the land. His Lordfhip appre-

ended it was of the utmoft importance to preferve in their
ecifion as much uniformity as poffible. Several queftions
had been propofed by noble Lords, but the firft queftion
which, he fubmitted it, ought firft to be confidered was,
whether their Lordfhips could and would proceed, A
queftion had been moved, whether Mr, Haftings was now in
caftody or not? 1t was a queftion for them to confider whe-
ther they would proceed or not? If their Lordfhips decided
on the affirmative, they would next have to confider, if,
when they went down to Weftminfter Hall, they did not
find Mr. [¥aﬂings there, what was the moft proper method of
taking him into cuftody. But the firft queftion, and upon
which all the reft depended, was, whether the impeachment
remained in flatu que. His Lordfhip took this to be a
queflion of the greateit magnitude, and therefore he faid he
wifhed to have moved the previous queftion. He was, his
Lordfhip declared, then fufficiently rcady to enter into a dif-
cuffion of the queftion.
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‘The Marquis of Lan/downe faid, this important queftion Marquie
was opened with great candour by the noble Baron. He of Lant-
had ftated that he had a clear opizion an the fubje@, but downe.

that hefore he delivered that opinion, he wifhed to hear that
of noble and learned -Lords. The motion certainly gave
them an opportunity of confidering the queftion, though
perhaps not in quite fo dire€t a way as was confiftent with
the dignity of the Houfe. The noble Lord on the woolfack
had advifed their going into a Committee, and it was cer-
tainly very material to go into a Comnittee, not only for the
fake of obtaining freedom of debate, but alfo for the obvious
and plain reafon that it gave them the opportunity of another
and frefh confideration. Phe fubje®, his Lordfhip faid, had
been debated three days in the Commons, and their Lordfhips
ought to give it a full and ferious confideration. Another
queftion had been flated by a noble Lord, namely, whether
the proceedings were in flatu quo 2 He was, the Marquis faid,
ignorant of both thefe queftions. He confidered it as a
great legal, and not at all as a political queftion ; and God
forbid, exclaimed his Lordfhip, that Miniftry fhould exert
minifterial influence in it! If they tock any meafares

towards
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“towards infleence, they would difhonour and difgrace them-

Lord

Grenville.

Lard

t"‘" moved the previous queftior, he would fecond it.

d
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felves. .He declared, he hid hud no communicatron with
any individual on the fubjecf, except two fhort converfations
with the noble Lotd on the woollack, in the prcfeace of
the Houfe. FEtery munn that Houle, lus Lordthip thought,
ought to pay great attrntion to legal authonues, but not be
entirely guuded by them, althoagh they happened all to
agree in one pont. The Marquis concluded, with faying,,
he thought then Lordfhips were fu'lv competent to form ¢
corre&t and accurate judgement. et the queftion be takeft
up on the giound of analogy, of precedent, or of general
reafoming, 1t was, he conce:vcd, thar Lordfhips’ province
to fettle the proper mode of pioceeding.

Lord Grenville {ad, he fult us firongly as any of thar
Lordfhips, tht the queltion was totally unconne@ed with
any {yftem of government, o1 with any individual who had
a Knre. or who hopes to pofli fs a thaie 1n thz executive go-
vernment. Sctting afide, therefore, all 1deas of that fort, he
thould do what he had a nght todo, and whit he conceived
to be his duty to do, he fhould deliver his opimon on the
fulye&t honeflly, and without prejudice or pattiality of an
fort. He fhould hive been, his Lordfiap {aid, for a dite
way of bringing on the queftion, but)f there was one way
+of confidering the fubect fullv anl finly, and another of
only obtaining a pattial v. w of the fubje&, he fhould pr.fer
the firft mode of treating 1it.  His L ndfhup thought the me-
nits of the queftion would come to be dileufled with as inuch
propiiety from the motion of the noblz Baron who had intro-
duced the debate, a5 in any othrr way, but if any noble
Lord entertained a dount on the fubj. &, it was his duty to
come forward and fate his doubts. He was, his Lordfhip
fud, one of thofe who agreed with the noble Baron, n
thinking that the nmpeach nent was L1l depending, and that
the motion muft appear pafiétly proper to all thofe who
werc of lus opmion, He fuid, he fhould not enter largely
at picfent into the queftion, but he thought the motion of the
noble Lord was in every 1cfpet as well cilculated to bring
the queflion as fuirly, as fully, and as completely to a difcut-
fion, as any other motion that cogld poffibly be ftated.  His
Lordthip tard, be faw no advantage whatever of going into a
Commuttes, as 1t wa-, every parfon would have an opportu-
mty of debating the f{ul*e(} (nllv and freelv. As afriend to
the motion, he hoped it would pafs. He did not at the fame
time confider that he was g'ving any opinion whatever on the
prefent impeachment, or the objed of it, that being a quef-
tion not now before their Lotdfhips

Lord _King fady 1f the noble Lord (Lord Hawefbury)

Lord
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ord Stormont alledged, thut he original métion had been  Lord" *,
completely defiroyed, except the fhort word that, and the Stormont,
"only thing to be confidered then, was, whether the word
that fhould make part of the prefent queftion.

Lord Haivtefbwry fud, he would not move the previous Lord
2;18“!011, becaufe there was another queftion before the Hawkel-

Ou{eg ’ b“l’y.

Lhe Lord Chancellr fpoke to a point of order He faid, La Chans
be had already ftited, that he was doubtful wheth r this celloi.

bject could he debated 1n a way that would be fausfa&ory
t@ their Lordfhips’ mids. If thev decidud at once on the
ot aunl motion 1t would be 1npoeflible for thur Lordthips
afterwards to fav a fingle word, if they wntatained any
doutrs He Fd * 41 the report with 1 grear deal of atten-
tion, mnd 1t { cmed to lum, he 11d, to b. hittle fhort of de-
monitr iuon, that by the habits and pr. &ice of that Houfe,
an unpeact ment wa umverfally uad ritood to abate at a dif-
folurion  Wuh rcgud to the ahwte that the Crown would
mike of that power, that, his Lordflup obferved, was not
dect ve argumont of probability. He wifhad the queftion
might be difcnflcd with that gravity and that digmty which
bran the impe tace of the procceding.  tHis Loidfhip
fud, 1t the debite wont on, wnd 1t he wae not too much
¢ .hwfted, h fhould only ftate what appeared to lum to be
the outlin » ot the budin {s,

11 e Muquis of LounfFend fad, that he had, in difcharge Marquis

f hoduty, given Ius conflant attend ce to the trial 5 and of Towne
T¢ could not help taymg, that nich of the hadfhip of the thend.
cale, mr the continuince of the tur ly (and whichy con-
verte 1 1t trom a profecution neee Tuy to the honour and
juftic. ot the country, into a prok cution of the individual),
wieto be  tte huted to themicves.  It, mitead of two days
m the weeh, they had devoted to it four, or even fix, they
weu'd ror hive given occafion for the compl unts which had
be v juftly mace by Mr Iaflnss ot delay 3 nor pethaps
woull th y hane had eround for the pt 1 nt debite. But
on the queftion, that w mmpewchm nt did not abate by a
d flolutior, the Muques faid, hus mnd w s tally made up.
He could not concenve a mcalute of mate fevere mjuftece,
th n that by #ny poflible means, 1 tinl once begun fhould
nct be putfued to its 1cgrla end of acquiteal or condemna-
ton. I was fatisti & fiom the op mous of the malt able
judyc , fiom the rport on the table, and from evary argu-
ment of anilogy that he could draw, that {ich was the law
of Pmliiment ind the puvilege of the fub,c&.

Lowd Stormont hoped the queftion weuld not te deciled Vifcount
without grave and furious ducuflion, witl out the optmon; Stormont,

o
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-of Narped Lakds, {whols, pécotiar conts of ftudy sud long
praftics, eminently gualified them to inform the judgement
of the Houfe) being fully delivered and maturely weighed.
For this reafon it was, his Lordfhip faid, that he rofe to
fubmit to their Lordthips the opinion which he had formed,
and the reafons on which he had formed it. An opinion
not entirely free from doubt, and ftill fubje& to fuch infor-
mation as ge might yet reccive.

Had the fiream of preccdents flowed in one uniform
channel, or had there been no precedents at all, he fhoudl
havé been under no kind of difficulty. By the unbroken
tenor of precedents he fhould have felt himfelf bound to
abide as law, whatever had been his opiiion of what the
law ought to lay down; and had there been no precedent
he fhould have felt no difficulty in pronouncing, on general
principles of reafoning, that an impeachment by the Com-
mons ought not to abate by a diffolution of Parliament.
If the law were otherwife, the right of impeachment,
which was the beft fecurity to the people againtt the abufe
of power, and the beft fecurity to the Ciown againft the
abufc of confidence repofed in its Minifters, would be of
Iittle avail to any good purpofe, and might be made the
mftrument of the moft grievous oppreffion. Powecitul
guilt might be foatched from punithment, at the very
monient when punifhment feemed ready to fall upon s
head: and an innocent man might be bLrought to trul,
without the means of obtaining an acquittal, Jet hus mno-
cence be ever fo apparent, nay mose, his very defence might
be made ufe of to crimmate hum, by ftopping one unpeach-
ment before judgement, and picferiing another on the famg

1ounds.

8 When he came to 1pe.k of the precedents, the noble Lord
faid, he fpoke with great diffidence ; but under the narrow
view he had taken of them, they appeated to be in favour of
what he conceived the law ought to be. The refolution of
1678, confidered in all ity circumflances, he thought a
ftrong proof of a general opinion among tlw greateft and
moft able men of the tune, that impeachments by the Com-
mons did not abate by a dffolution of Parliament. On
general opinion that this was the ancient law and practice of
Parliament, that refolution muft have been founded. In
fupport of this point, his Lordfhip commented at fome
length on the opinion of the Judges, againft biinging the
Lords impeached in the preceding Pailiamnent to triai before
the meeting of a new Parliament; and the fpeech of the
Lord Chancellor in His Majefty’s name, at the meeting of
the new Pasliament, fetting forth, that although the im-

peached
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reached Lords had petitioned to be brought to trial daring
the intetval of Parliament, « His Majefty had thought it
¢ fitter to referve them to a more pu{»lic and con{picuous
¢ trial in Parliament.” This refolution, his Lordfhip faid,
acquired additional authority from its having been a&led
upon in the cafes of Lord Danby and Lord Stafford. The
refolution of 1685 did indeed appear to refcind the former ;
but when he confidered the circumftances under which that
lution had been paffed, and, as had been well obferved,
thi¥grofs fervility of the tine, he could not allow it to be
of much weight. ’

His Lordfhip next reviewed the cafe of Lords Peterbo-
rough and Salifbury in 1690, in which, he faid, there was
fomething that he could not unravel, and which, he believed
to have been intentionally perplexed. If they were dif~
charged becaufe their cafe came under the general pardon,
why refer to the diffolution and feveral prorogations of Par-
liament 2 And if they wete difcharged becaufe it was un-
deritood by virtue of the refolution of 1685, that impeach-
ments abated by a diffolution, why was a Committee ap-
pointed to fecarch for precedents? They weie difcharged
on a general queftion, without diftinguifhing whether the
ground of their difcharge was the general pardon, or the
diffolution. But from all the circumitances, there was rea-
fon to believe, that the refolution of 1678 was not confi-
dercd as refcinded by that of 1655. From thefe, and other
cales, his Lordfhip faid, he inclined to think that the refo-
lution of 1678 was, and fill continued to be, the law and
pradtice of Parliament. Whether there was or was not
a diftin&tion between a prorogation and a diflolution of
Parliament, he would not take upon him to decide; but of
this he was certain, that confidering them in one poiat of
view, there was a broad, clear, unembariafled line to follow 3
viz. that all legiflative proceedings, left incomplete, fell to
the ground by a prorogation, and juft fo by a difiolution 3
and that all judicial procecdings remained in flatu quo after
a prorogation, and juft fo after a dilfolution. In every
other point of view, his l.ordfhip faid, he met with difh-
culty, doubt and embarraflinent. [t had been afferted, that
all Supreme Coutts wetc competent to eftablifh rules for
their own proceedings; but this was only to be underftood
as far as thofe rules were confiftent with the inftitution apd
* purgofe of the Courts, and the general principle of reafon

"and of equity.

He had heard it fomewhere alledged, as a reafon againft
the continuance of an impeachment ftom Parliament to
Parliament, that their Lordfhips were not the fame Judges
after a diffolution as before. 7T his, his Lerdfhip faid, would

Vor. XXX, Dd prove
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froye a greit deal too much. It would not Be contended
that fuch®of their Lordfhips as bad fat in the former Parlia-
ment were not the fame Judgess If it was meant only that
new Members were introduced among them, in a body cen-

" fifting of fo large a number, there muft, in the natural
courfe of things, be frequent individual changes; and if it
were to be contended that a judicial proceeding muft abate
on that account, no fuch proceedingrcould continue Pl

-

certainty through a fingle feffion. 'The Commons, it/7as
alfo faid, were not the fame accufers. It was true, that the
Houfe of Commons which preferred the impeachment, ex-
ifted no longer ; but the very impeachment was preferred in
* the name and on the behalf of all the Commons of England.
They were the accufers, and it would not be faid, that be-
- caufe their reprefentatives who acted for them were diffolved,
they were alfo diffolved and exifted no longer. Iis Lord-
“fhip noticed feveral other points, and concluded, with re-
peating, that his earneft defire of hearing the queftion dif-
cuffed was his reafon for troubling their Lordfhips with his

" {éntiments upon it.
Emt  Earl szge, after remarking on the mode in which the
Staghope. original queftion and the amendment muft be difpofed of,
obferved, that if an impeachment were to be ftopped by a
diffolution, that remedy which was given to the pcople
againft the abufe of power, for fuch the right of impeach-
ment was, would be completely deftroyed. A Minifter,
his Lordfhip{faid, might at any time make ufe of the power
which he had abufed to fcreen himfelf, or any of his inftru-
ments, from public juftice. In no opinion could he be
clearer than that {fuch ought not to be the law. The cafe
of the Duke of I.eeds, who was impeached in 1695, and
the articles exhibited againft him difmiffed in 1701, becaafe
the Commons did not profecute, appeared to him decifive;
becaufe the Lords having voted that the articles be difmiffed,
* ¢¢ the Commons not profecuting,” was an exprefs acknow-
ledgement, that if the Commons had profecuted, the arti-
cles could not have been difmiffed. The amendment pro-
‘pofed by a noble Lord, for confulting the Judges on the ftate
of the recognizances, was premature. Such 2 queflion could
not come properly before them, till their Lordfhips had de-
cided, whether tze impeachment was ‘or was not pending.
His Lordfhip faid, he wifhed, however, that the whole
might be fully difcufled in the manner fuggefied by the
Jearned Lord on the woolfack, and in order to do that, he
fliould propofe to withdraw the amendment, vote the pre-
vious queftion on the original motion, and then refolve into
a Committes, and "debate the three points fuggefted by the |
éarned Lord feverally. - :
i
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The Lofd Chancellor faid, that althomgh he had not had Ld.Chane
me to arrange, the important matter of the volume of cellor.
regedents in the hiftorical order, which he thought would

have enabled him to prove to demonftration that no im-

peachuent had heen ever conceived to exift after the diffo«

Iution of the Parliament in which it was preferred, he

would deliver his fentiments jn the beft manner the con-

ideration he had given it would admit. In the firft place,
fhould obferve, that whether Mr. Haftings had depopu-

Jat& an extenfive country and ftarved its inhabitants and re-
duced them to want of bread, or whether he had rendered
our dominicns in the eaft more populous and flourifhing,
was a queltion of no confideration in the prefent enquiry.
‘The volume on the table furnifhed precedents to fhew how
both Houfes had proceeded in cafes fimilar to the prefent,
No precedents ought ever to be followed which would
lead them to grind the property of jndividuals, and to
torture their peifons, It was one thing, his Lordfhip faid,
to be tried by the laws of one’s country, which were known
and defined, and where every ftep of the proceedings would
be forefeen, and another for a man to be tried by the pure
difcretion of their Lordfhips, without any regard to prece-
dents. If they were above all other rules, that Houfe at
leaft ought to be governed by thofe rules which it had laid
down for its own obfervance. He was really amxious, his
LordfkLip faid, that they fhould weigh thoronghly, and be
perfectly fure they did not depart from thofe principles on
which precedents either were or ovght to be founded. 1f
they departed from precedents, their Lordfhips ought, he
conceived, at Jeaft {irmly to adhere to the principles on which
they w.re founded. '

The firft thing that occurred to him, was the precedents
on impeachments; and he thought it next to demonftration,
on the fubje& of impeachments hy the Commons, that im-
peachmenes had been underftood univerfally to determine,
upon the diflolution of the Parliament. He conceived it to
be perfectly well fettled, that while an impeachment was de-
pending, it was impoifible 1o get rid-of it without ﬁiving
notice to the accufers. He took that to be an univerfal rule,
and indeegd if they did not give fuch notice, their Lordfhips
would be guilty of manifeft injuftice to the accufers, If
this rule of clear, natural, and obvious juftice, were laid
dqyvn, his Lordfhip faid, it would go-a great way to anfwer
fome of the queftions put by the noble Vifcount, (Stormont)
as whether the impeachment did or did not abate# &¢. They
could not take it two ways; they muft be uniform and con-
filtent, and if they laid down a pefition, they ought to fol-
Jow it through all its confequences and windings. It fcemed

2 to
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to his Lordfhip in every inftance, (and there were between

- twenty and thirty of them) clear, that an impeachment ne-
ver was dropped without that fort of inference.

Of this there were feveral inftances, his Lordfhip faid, as
‘that in the cafe of Foulis and Geddart, wherein they con-
fidered whether they ought to renew the impeachment. It
was agreed that they fhould not go on with it. Another
Snftance which occurred to him, he faid, was that of thy
Duke of Buckingham, in which the impeachment drop%
but his crimes were not dropped, for he loft his life a Tew
years after. | They petitioned the King againft him. Thefe
inftances were fufficient to thew it had becn underftood by
all men, that impeachnents did abate by a diffolution. An
able parliamentary man, about the time of James 1. com-

lained that diffolutions were attended with thefe effefis. 1n
the cafe of the Duke of Buckingham. no body, he obferved,
thought it was an exifting profecution; no body complained
of the Houfe of Lords that a meflage was not fent to the
Commons; the complaint really was, that it was difinifled,
and the queftion was, whether they fhould renew it. “I'hus
it refted, and with many inftances intervening, it came
down to the year 1673, when the queiticn came on, whether
an impeachment abated by’ prorogation. '

His Lordfhip explained, atgreat length, the original fenfe
of prorogation and adjournment; he alfo took notice of the
ftrié analogy and the perfect conformity betwecn continu-
ances in Jaw and Parliament. It had been ftated, his Lo:d-
fhip obferved, in the courfe of the dehate, that there was a
difference between Parliament a@ing in a legiflative and a
judicial capacity. His Loidfhip ftated, agreeably to the ac-
count given by Lord Coke, that originally both Houfes of
Parliament met in one 1loufe, when, of courle, there was no
dig'erence whatever between the legiflative capacity and the
judicial capacity, except thofe diftin€tions which they them-
felves laid down. Hedid not mean to deny the exiftence of
things which appeared in bosks. He had omitted, his Lord-
fhip faid, a great many inftances of precedents, which he
might have mentioned. He fhould, he obferved, be very
glad to have the impeachment difmiffed, without any more
Wuhle, provided it could be done with credit and propriety,

ith regard to the Houfe, it might be extremely proper for
their Lordfhips, acting legiflatively, to'confider the future;
‘but this moe of reafoning would be very falacious, if they
were to apply it in argument upon what was paft, and in
acting upon the Jaw that was paft.

‘It had been faid, his Lordfhip ohferved, that it would he

. extremely ridiculous to grant the Commons an inquifitorial
,power, and the Lords a judicial power, when they could not
' o carry
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carry it into effec. 'This was not good reafoning for all .

power that was poflefled, was fubje@® to abufe in the exer- '

cife of it, and the only remedy for fuch abufe was punifh- -

ment. It had alfo heen faid, that Parliament.was a perma-

nent Court. His Lordfhip contended that it was not more '

fo than a Court of Oyer and Terminer, The Commons

were never confidered by that Houfe as a body alling in their
arliamentary capacity, but when they were in the Houfe of

mmons. 1 he Houfe of Commons were the virtual repre-

fentatives of the people, and ought to be confidered as their

firength and glory. 1 he Houte of Commons, he faid, vir-

tually reprefented the Commons of England, although not

a€lually ; but whether they reprefented them in one way or

in another, their whele authority refted in the Houfe of

Commons, and was united to that alone, The impeagh

ment, it was true, was in the name of all the Commons of

England, which were a permanent, durable.body, and there-

fore it had been fuid, that as long as the people exifted, the

impeachment cculd not poffibly abate.  “I his reafoning was

not more conclufive than in the other cafes. Suppofe, faid

his Lordfhip, a grant were made, and the bill did not pals,

would any one contend that the grant ftood good for an-

other year? The queftion was of that nature, his Lordfhip

faid, confidering the turn which the debate Liad taken, that

he wifhed to have decided it that night, if it:cquld be de-

cided confiftently with the dignity of the Ioufe; and if it

were determined that night, he fliould have the pleafure of

not fpending fuch another fatiguing evening as that had

been.

Lord L-rgbberonzh 100k the oppofite fide of the queftion, Lord
in reply to the Lord Chancellor, whofe arguments he fol- Loughbos
lowed, and combated, upon what he termed indifputable au- Tugh-
thorities ; authorities, which lie aflerted to be clcarly and in-
controvertibly the do@rine of the law of Parliament, as
founded in reafon, fupported by ufage, and uniformly acted
upon, as undeniable preceden's proved.

His Lordfhip entered at large into the hiflory of writs of
error, and reafoncd from it to fhew, that they continued,
and were not abated by either prorogation or diflolution. He
maintained, that the only difference hetween prorogation and
adjournment was, that the latter was the a& of either Houfe
of Parliament, and the former the aél of the Crown, hoth.of
them operating to the fame cffet, viz. to adjourn Parlia-
ment.

In reply to the Lord Chancellor’s do&rine, that abftra&t-
edly, ad in the true fenfe of the word, proregation meant
the power of adjourning the day of meeting before a Par-
Jiament, or feffion of Parliament had affembled, and not :{mby
G ey ube
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fubfequent adjournment of the Houfe, as it wasthow prac-
tifed, Lord Loughborough faid, .that without referring to
the abftra& fenfe of the word ¢ prorogation,’ the ufual ap-
plication of it was the point that could alone be worth con-
fideration. Without, therefore, calling ypon the learning
that had been difplayed in the definitien of the word by the
noble and learned Lord on the woolfack, it was fuflicient
for his argument, that he talked of the light, and annexed
to it the meaning, in which niae perfons oyt of teg would f}/
they faw and underitood it.

His Lordfhip alfo controverted the Lord Chanccllor’s doe-
trine, that the Houfe of Commons did not impeach, in the
name of all the people of England ; and he afierted that they
did emphatically profecute in the name, and on the behalf, of
all.the people of kngland, The noble and learned Lord, he
obferved, had faid, that the Houfe of Commons did not really,
but only virtually, reprefent the people of Iingland; but
the fadl, he contended,. was, that they were {ent to Parlia-
ment as reprefentaiives of the whole people, Iiy thofe quali-
fied to chufe reprefentatives 3 and the cleareft proof oz" this
that could be adduced was, and a ffronger need not be fonght
afier than that which the noble and learoned T.ord had himfelf
flated, viz. ilie power of the Commons to grant fupplies.
What was it, he afized, conveyed the money into the public
coffers out of the pockets of the people of all ranks and de-
feriptions individually?  “I'he vote, he anfwcred, of the
Houfe of Commons, who were conflitutionally vefted with
the fun&ions and powers of voting the money of all the
people, to apply the money {o voted to the promotion of the
general intereft of the whole.

Bat the noble and learned T.ord hiad faid, that the Houfe of
Commons voted the money of their Lord(ips, as well as the
money of the Commons of Fagland. It was true they did
fo; but when? Not before their Lordfhips, in their parlia-
ment 'ty capacity, had perfonally fignified their confent to
fuch votes. 1t was therefore moft indifputable, that the
Flouafe of Commens reprefented all the people of England,
aid vated and profecuted in their name and behalfi Their
Lordihips voted for themfelves; and had the fingle advan-
rage of being the Judges before whom popular profecutions
of the firft and higheft order, viz. impeachments, were
brought to trial by the Houfe of Commons, who, on thofe
occafions, were the accufers. c

In fettling the conftitution, his Lordfhip fuid, every thing
that was fingle and indivifible was wifely lodged with their
Lordfhips; every thing that was divifible, was given equally
to the two Houfes, after the feparation of the Parliament,
. & the difceatinuance of the anciemt cuftom of the Parlia-

[ m';.nt,_
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ment, (bdh Lords and Commons) fitting in one chamber,
and under one roof. Hence every thing that was™ judicial
was vefted in that Houfe, and every thiag of a legiflative na-
ture divided equally between the two; and this it was thag
gave the true poife and charaer to our conftitution; a mo-
narchy, fomething of an ariftocracy, and a fuber and tempe-
rate democracy, conftituting its frame.

Let not their Lordfhips, therefore, a& incautioufly with
iﬁﬁard to the popular part of the conflitution! let them look
aBout them, and be warned! let them not deny that the
people weie any thing, left they compelled them to think
they were every thing, Having faid this very emphatically,
his Lord{hip obferved, that the formnal caufe of their parlia-
mentary powers had been confounded with the efficient caute,
The writ of fummons, he faid, was merely the formal caute
of their being aflembled as a Parliament, but that theireffi-
cient parliamentary privileges and funétions derived them-
felves trom the conftitution itfelf, and were uniformly the
fame; and this was {o obvious, that he was rather aftonill:ed
that it fhould have becn at all miftaken,

Having cleated up this, his Lordihip went into a detail of
the cafes to be found in the volume on the table, and in the
pamphlets which had been written on the fubjet, many of
which, he faid, were extremely ingenious, and highly ufeful
to any individual who wifhed to make himfelf mafter of the
fubjec¢t. He declared it had fallen in his way to have read
moil of them, and he Lcld himfclf much obliged to the re-
fpetive writers for the very eflential affiftance they had af-
forded lim. lle went thirough the particulars of the im-
peachment of thc five Popith Lords, that of Lord Danby,
that of the Eurl of Stafferd, that of Lord Salifbury, and
others, down to that of Lornd Oxford, of which he only faid
a few words, oblerving, that as it bad been already fuffici-
ently difcuffed in the courfe of the debate, he would rot, at
fo late an hour, trfpafs farther en the time of the Houfe.
He mentioned the character of Lord Nottingham in terms
of the higheft panegyric, and faid, that it was a fingular cir-
cumftance, that in times when men’s fame was liable to be
deftroyed by the gufl of calumny, and to be wounded by the
fhafts of detra&ticn, was fo common, that few who acted at
all in public life, and mixed in the politics of the day, ef-
caped unhurt, Lord Nottingham fhould have pafled through
that difficult period, filling great offices, and ftanding in an
elevated ftation, without having his charaler once tainted
by the breath of defumation, his integrity once queftioned,
or his knowledge, his judgement, or his irmnefs, and fteady
perfeverance in re&itude, difputed. -
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. . His Lord(hip laid gre;}t ftrefs on Lord Nottifgham’s fa-
.mous {peech to the new Parliament, after one of the diffo- -

Jutions, fuppofed to have had their origin-in order to defeat
{the then depending impeachment. By that fpeech, in which
Lord Nottingham (then Chancellor) earneflly exhorted the
Lords to pay due atteution to the preceding impeachments,

‘it was evident what Lord Nottingham’s opinion on the fub-

je& of continuance of impeachments was.

His Lordfhip alfo mentioned the circumftance in I;;gd/

Danby’s cafe ot the King’s taking the Great Seal and afixéhg
it to the pardon of the Lord High Treafurer himfelf, and
{fubfcribing it with lLis owa hand ; on which account the
Houfe of Commons, then in exiftence, had refufed, moft
virtuoufly and couftitutionally, to fuffer the pardon to be.
pleaded in bar ot the impeachment.

The whole tenor of his Lordfhip’s argument, in all its
parts, went to prove, that a continuance of profecutions by
impeachments had been recognized in theory, and aéted upon
pra&icaily, in far the greater variety of inftances, that hal
occurred in profecutions of that fort. In the courfe of his
fpeech he again and again fhewed that if the cafe were other~
wife, and the Crown could, by a diffolution, putan end to
an impeachment, that mode of profecution, defervedly ad-
mired as it was by foreign writers, and defcribed by Mon-
tefquien as the moft beautiful feature of our conflitution,
would become a means of efcape to the guilty, and a cruel
weapon of injuflice to theé innocent. It would then be an
impothibility to get at a bad Minifter, let his mifdemeanors
and crimes be ever {o enormous; our much-boafted conftitu-
tion would lofe one of its beft fecurities, and minifterial re-
fponfibility would become merely nominal.

In the courfe of his fpeech, his Lordfhip pointed out the
fallacies of Sir George Jefleries, and other Court fychop-
hants, in a reign of fcrvility and courtly complaifance, and
refted his argument, for his conftitutional doctrines, on the
authorities of Chief Juftice Hale, Lord Clarendon, Judge
Holrt, and above all, Nir. Juftice Folter, who was, he faid,
the beft conftitutional Lawyer that ever wrote on the fubject,
and’ from whofe works he would, with the leave of the
Houle, read a paffage on unpeachments perfe@ly in point.
His Lordfhip then read an extrad, peculiarly appofite to the
fubje&, which fpoke of the procefs of iinpeachiment as an in-
ftance ¢ of the conftant altivity of the conftitution,” which
lent a fpirit and a vigour to the whole, far fuperiorto any
thing to be found equal to it in the conftitutions of other
countries. After in?uﬁing upon this circumftance, and the
eflential advantage of impeachments, in a conftitutional point
of view, his Lordthip finifhed a fpecch, the delivery of which
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kept nis® Lerpfhip on his legs for nearly .two hours and a
half, with declaring that he fhould give his vote for the quef-
tion moved by the noble Baron, feeling himfclf ripe to pro-
ceed to do fo without farther delay.

Lord Kenyon prefaced his fpeech with declaring, that he
had not intended to have faid a word upon the fubje& that
day, as he really had not imagined that the debate could Liave
tahen place {o foon ; heingled to expet fiom all that Lie had
keard upon inquiry, that the fole bufine(s of that day wonld

ave been to refer the rcport of the Committée on the table,
{(accompanied by fome queftions, in his mind, effential to the
only proper means of fully difcufling the fubjet) to the
Committee of Privileges, and that there would have been at
leaft an interval of eight and forty hours previous to the prin-
cipal difcuflion taking place. Finding however, his Lord-
Thip faid, that the debate had unexpectedly taken a different
turn, and fuppofing that it was expefled, from the ftation he
held that he fhould deliver his fentiments, he rofe to do fo,
but he would neither deal in extravagant encomium on im-
peachments, nor in invecives againft them.

He thought it right to declare in the onfet, that the volume
of precedents on the table had unfortunately come out fo
late, that by the time it was delivered, he was engaged in
the difcharge of his official duty, andin confequence had not
been able to read a fingle page of the report. Having acknow-
ledged this, his Lordfhip faid, he was aware that it might be
faid to him, ¢ if you profefs youtfelf ignorant of thefe pre-
¢ cedents, why do you prefume to give your opinion on the
« fubje@ " ln anfwer, hefhould fay, that he had formed his
opinion on other grounds, which fell within his reach, and
which rendered bim fully competent to make up his mind to
the matter.

Having premifed this, his Lordfhip folemnly exhorted
their Lordfhips to confider that they had not the fingle cafe
of an individual hefore them; the rule they laid down that
evening would affe@ thcir own fame and fortunes, lives and
ptoperties, whenever they or their defcendants might happen
to be tricd for treafons, in common as they would propor-
tionably affe&t thofe of every other defcription of His Ma-
jefty’s {ubjeéts, when tried for mifdemeanors only; their
Lordfhips ought therefore to be fure that they did not lay
downa rule, which, however it might at firft fight appear to
be prudent and proper, might be liable, when brought into
general operation, to prove pregnant with inconvenience, mif-
chief and danger. Their Lordfhips, he faid, ought to aét in
a cafe of that kind, as if they were aware that they were
about to dip their hands in the blood of their fellow fubje@s.
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The whole of the queftidn, his Lordthip faid, appeared to
him to lie between the two refolutions, that of 1678 and that
of 1685, upon which his Lordfhip defcanted at fome length.
One of them, he faid, had, as it was well known, been made
on the {pur of an occafion, whiclh) was a bad feature in any
rule that was meant to apply generally in future, and what
was ftill worfe, that refolution was meant, as it afterwards
turned out, to be calculated to countenance the afluffination
of an individual under colour of law. Whatever, whil:
their paffions were waim and their prejudices ftrong, men
might think of the convi€tion and fentence of the unfortunate
Vilcount Stafford, he believed there was no man now, when
reafon had refumcd her feat, and fober reflection had fuc-
ceeded to the violence of party feeling, but'was ready to :1'g"t‘ce
with him in pronouncing the execution of Lerd gtaﬂ'ohs a
legal murder.

After commenting upon this fa&, his Lordfhip ftated
that there were three diftin¢t confiderations which ought to
weigh with their Lordfhips, in deciding upon every queftion
of criminal juftice, as well in the fuperior mode of proceed-
ing by impeachment, as the inferior procefles in the lower
Courts, viz. that they were not only to view the conftitu-
tional right of the Commons to impeach, and their own
fun&ions in the chara&er of Ju!ges upon all trials of im-
peachment, but that there was a third part, viz. the party
accufed ; who ought ever to be confidered as entitled to their
juftice and their proteQion, and to be regarded with huma-
nity.

l¥lis Lordfhip confeffed himfelf at a lofs to comprehend
what a noble and learned Lord meant, by denying that the
writ of fummons was the fource of their anthotity and power,
as Members of a Houfe of Parliament, a&ing in a judicial
capacity. In his owm cafe, he well kuew that His Mujefty’s
writ, conflituting him to fill that fituation, which he un-
worthily heid, gave him the right to judge all thofe caufes
that'were brought before him. 1t did not certainly fpecify
what thofe caufes were to be; but it gave him that autho-
rity, without which he cocld not Liave taken his feat on the
bench of Judgement. In like manner, he cou'd not have
come into thet Houfe to act as one of Mr. Haftings’s judges,
had not His Majefiy’s writ of futimons called him there. It
was undoubredly true, Lord Xeayon faid, that Mr. Juflice
Fofter was, as a noble and learned Lord had termed him, a
great‘lrgal authority ; but Mr. fuftice Folter, in one part of

is writipgs, fupported the abatement of a diflolution ; and
fure he was, Mr. Juftice Fofler would nat have countenanced
fo dangereus ‘an idea, as fuffering it to be infinuated that
they were to confider the law as it cught to ke, and uct rl:e
i iaw
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law as ithwas.. The latter, .and no other, ought l.f'o be their -

rule of conduét. He faid, if dry legal reafonirig, and a ftrict
attention to forms of pradlice, (on which fubftantial juftice
depended) were unpleafant to their Lordfhips, they had bet-
ter not call on lawyers for their opinions, but either fend
them out of the Houfe, or not fuffer them to babble there.
His Lordthip fpoke of Chief Juftice Hale in terms of ftrong
praife, declaring that it was an undoubted fa&, that Chief
guﬂice Hale would never {it on a criminal caufe, becaufe he
vubted the authority of Cromwell to try any fuch caufes.
His Lordfhip faid, he was in great hopes that what had been
laid down with fo much weight by the noble and Jearned
Lord on the woolfack, would have been adopted, and that
they would have referred the matter to a Committee of Pri-
vileges. Buch a line of conduét would, he thought, have
lent a folemnity, a grace, and a dignity to their proceedings,
which he could not but feel that a confideration of fo much
maguitude abfolutely required.

The Earl of Guildford apologifed for rifing at fo late an Farl of

'

hour, which le afcribed to his with to hear the arguments Guildfoid

of the firft legal authorities in that Houfe, before he delivercd
his own opinion, but that he would not trouble them long.
He began by cxprefling his aftonifliment that any goble Lord
fhould call for farther delay. He, for one, was ripe to de-
cide the main queflicn then 3 and even had he been in doubt,
and undetermined before, what he had heard that night would
have fettled his doubts, and convinced him, that confidering
the lIaw as it was, and not as it ought to be, as their lLord-
fhips had been defired to do, the law undou' tedly was, that
an impeachment did not abate by a diffolutions. He reminded
their Lordfhips, that the queftion had been before the Houfe
three months; if therefore, as the noble and learned Lord
whe was worthily placed in the firfl office of the criminal
law, had told them, that delay would give grace and dignity
to the profecrtion, it had already had that grace and dig-
nity.  Any farther delay muft, he {hiould conceive, be an
xufelefs procraftination.

‘The noble and learned T.ord had talked of humanity; the
queflion, he underflood, was a quefiion of law, and the
principle of our law was always humane ; any other huma-
nity, therefore, would be foreign to the confideration, when
they were to conlider the law as it was. His Lordfhip faid
jt might be equally conducive to the ends of juftice and of
humanity, that a perfon accufed by an impeachment fhould
have as early an opportunity afforded him as the nature of
the cafe would admit, of making his defence and clearing
himfelf, if poflible, from the load of obloquy and aggravation
of gnilt that might have been heaped upon him pending-an.

Ee2 impeach-
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impeachment. If therefore an impeachment abated®by a dif-
folution of Parliament, an innocent man, (for fo ought every
man to be confidcred, till he was proved to be otherwife)
would be deprived of the only means of proving his innocence,
and thus ftamped with infamy, which he would never wipe
away during the remainder of his life. His Lordfhip laid
great ftrefs on this, and on the power that a bad Minifier
would have to fcieen himfelf, and perfecute his political foes,
if the doftrine were to obtain, that an impeachment abated
on a diffolution of Pailiament. $hould thag doftrine everbe
revived, his Lotdfhip faid, impeachments would no longer be
Jooked up to as the fitft grand medium of eriminal profecu-
tion for delinquents whofe ciimes came not within the reach
of the ordinary courfe of Juftice, but tley would be con-
verted into inftruments of tyranny, under (olour of law, ta
fcreen the guilty, while they could not be of any fervice to
the innocent.

His Lordihip denicd, that the writ of fummons gave Mem-
bers of that Houfe their fun@ions. ‘lhe writ, ndeed,
jummoned them to meet at Weflminfter, kot they poficiled
the right of being Judges, as their anceftors had done before
them, as a matter of mdifputable hereditary right. It had
Leen faid, be obferved, that there were no longer the fame ac-
cufers. T'hofe who argued thus, forgstthat the majority of
the new Houfe of Commons was the fame as had fat in the
former Houfe, and when they came into Weftminfter hall,
they would probably find the fame individual accufers ma-

. maging the impeachment.  His Lordfhip 1n a geneial way
touched on the cafes of L.oid Danby, Lowd Salifbury, Loid
Pcterborough, and the Earl of Oxford; and after an able
fpeech in fupport of the original queftion, concluded with ie-
turning thanks to their Loidfhips for their indulgence.

LordKing  Loid King faid, he was amazed that the noble karl who had
) juit fat down, fhould have ventured to have taken any part
in the debate. 1The noble Earl had himfelf been an accufer,
and it was, in bis mund, highly mdecent for any noble L.ord
fo circumftanced, to interfere with the oider o¥ proceeding,
the inftant they became one of the Judges. I.ord King faid,
lus opinion that day was, that they fhould notfuddenly be
fent into Weftminfter hall withont having at all confidered
the precedents on the tatle, becaufc he faw no ufe in having
appointed a Committee ta make {o voluminous a report, if
they were to pafs it by, and take no notice of it, before they,
decided on the general queftion.
farl of  The Earl of Guildford afked if there wasany thing indecent
@uildford in having exercifed his right as a Peer to deliver his opinion on
great conftitutional queftion, becaufe he had been a Member
¢f the Houfe of Commons when the impeachment had be;x;
. vote
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voed? HY¥ had certainly, his Lordfhip faid, concurred in. .
/that impeachment, though he had never concerned himfelf
in the management or progrefs of it fince. The ?cﬁion of
that night was not the little cafe of Mr. Haftings, but a great
conflitutional queftion, whether impeachments did or did
not abate on a giﬂ'olution of Parliament? If the noble Lord,
thought no Peer, who had not fat in that Houfe above three
years, had a right to deliver his fentiments, or to exercifs
the func&tions common to them all, viz. that of fitting*~xs
Judges on every impeachment that came before them, fure he
was, the Court, when they were called on by their duty to
go into Weftminfter hall, would be thinned of its ‘Ju ges
more than the noble Lord perhaps might wifh. But if it was
indecent in him to dcliver his opinion on a queftion that af-
fe€ted not only their rights and fun&ions as Peers of Parlia-
ment, but one of the moft effential points of the conftitution,
(involving in it no lefs than the refponfibility of Minifters,)
he prefumed it could not be more indecent in him to deliver
his fentiments, thanit had been in the noble Secretary of
State, (who fo much to his own honour ‘and their Lordfhips’
advantage, had diftinguifhed himfelf fo eminently as the head
of the Board that framed and drew vp that voluminous report
on the table,) or in the noble and learned Lord fo worthily
fet at the head of the criminal juftice of the kingdom. Not
that he meant to caft the leaft cenfure on either of them, he
knew their conduét had been commendable ; he would not
fay that his own condu& had been commendable, but at leaft
he trufted, that he had not been guilty of an impropriety,
much lefs of any indecency in his conduét that day.
[An_approving cry of hear! hear! from all parts of the
Houfe.]
Lord Grenville rofe and purfued the fteps of Lord North, Lord
gwbom he termed his noble friend,) in defending himfelf Grenville.
rom the imputation of having acted either improperly or
indecently, in taking an acive part in the bufinefs then be-
fore them. His Lordfhip faid, if the noble Earl, who fpoke
laft, deferved cenfure for having delivered his opinion, how
much more muft he merit condemnation, for having pre-
fumed to give his fentiments to the Houfe, fince he made no
fcruple to confefs, that he had flood forward in the other
Houfe of Parliament as an advocate for the impeachment,
and, by fpeaking and voting, done every thing in his power
to promote it, becaufe he thought there was matter of charge
enough in the articles, to make an impeachment neceflary for
the national honour, and for the ends of national juftice.—
When a&ting as an accufer, he had done his duty, and no
more; but called upon as he then was, by a change of fitu-
ation, to act asa Judge, he trufted he E:ould do his duty
’ ' likewife,
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likewil, and God forbid that he fhould be in ti¥leaft influ-
enced by his paft condu®, as an accufer! :

"I'he motion then before their Lordthips, Lord Grenville
faid, had no telation to Mr. Haflings; and thole who viewed
it in that point did not properly confider its importance;
which was of infinitcly greater magnitude than a quellion re-
lative to an individeal.  With regard to any objcction that
Fight e taken to him, on acceunt of his lately having the
woour of a feat in that 1loufe, or to any other neble Lord
cn that account, th aigument had no weight whatever in
lis mind, nor orght to hve any on the minds of their Lord-
fhips, becaufe it was a circumftance incidental to all impeach-
ments, whethcr they conrinued enly one fetfion of Parlia-
suent, or ten feflions,  Befides, the argument on that head
would extend infinitely farthar than the noble [ord who
bad ftated it feemed to be aware of. It would ferve equally
38 an argument on the appointment of every new-made Bif-
hop, or the cleftion of a new Peer of Scotland, much more
fuch a change as the general elcétion ufually occafioned.  In
thoit, Lord Grenville {aid, there would be no end to fuch an
objeclion ; 1t was of a fort thar could not be made applica-
ble in any cafe whete the trial of an impeachment took more
than a fingle day.

Having put thisargument in a perfp.cuous and f{trong point
of view, s Lord{hip proceeded to argue the main queltion,
and began that part of his fpeech with declaring, that what
he had hinted at as his opinion, when he laft tioubled their
Lordfhips, had beco fully confirmed by what he had heard in
the courfe of the debate 5 in which the qucftion, he was con-
vinced, had been ac fully dehated, and as ubly difeuflicd, asit
would have been, had the roport been 1cferred to a Comenittea
of privileges. 1lis Loidiliip proceede ] to flate his ar_ . et
in detail, promifing their Loidthips to prefs his reatons wuto
as fmall a compafs as he poffibly could.  So amply however
had his Lordfhip confid:ted the fehje®, and fo ably piepared
was he, to reafon it in every point of view, that he was nearly
two houts delivering his fentiments, which he did, with a
great degree of accutenefs 2nd {0lid argument.

His Loidfhip fpent a pirincipal part of his {peech in con-
fidering and exanining the two refelations, that of 1698 and
that o%x(.S g, which ( to ufe his own phrafe,) he traced to all
their bearings on the queflion before the Houfe. He alio
fpoke of the diffezient cafes that had b.en alluded to by differ-
ent Loris, and aniwered many points of the [ord Chancdl-
lor’s fpeech, particularly holding up to their Lordfhips, what
would be the fituation of a party accufed by the Commons,
if the Crown, fui its own purpofs, or tle Mimfter, from
political vicws of his own, had it in either of their powersy

. by
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by the manceeuvre of a diffolution of Parliament, té put a ftop

¥ 10 a trial on articles of impeachment, either before the pri-
foner had made his defence, or before judgement was pro-
nounced, or in any way fo, he would, however, fay, as
to leave the proceeding unfinifhed.  He prefented the reverfe
of the pi&ture alfo, and thewed moft unanfwerably, that the
exiftence of the conftitution itfelf would be at the mcrcy <fa
Minifter, if fuch a power was {uffered to exift in any free
country.

“grg

Lord King rofe again, and faid, notwithftanding the fhout LordKing

of hear ! hear! he had not thought it neceffary to rife, when
the noble Earl near him fat down after his reply ; he would,
however, now fay that he had not meant any perfonal offence
to the noble Earl or to Lis noble friend, but ttill he thought
thofe, who had fo lately been accufers, ought not fo carly to
take an adive part as Judges. If either of the noble Leérds
chofe to walk into Weftminfler hall as a Judge, he had not
the flighteft objeQion; but he did not wifh to be forced to go
there himfelf rafhly, and with the voluminous report on the
table wholly unconfidered.

Iord Lavifdszen, who had rifen as foon as Lord Grenville
fat down, faid, that when he had taken the liLcrty of recom-
mending it to their Lordfhips to go into a Committee of
privileges, he had, among other reafons, done fo, in order to
prevent what he was afraid would happen, and which aétually
hiad taken place, viz. that if the dcbate vpon the motion
went on, it would continue to fo late an hour, that noble
I ords would be rendered unable to flate their opinions fully.
That was, his Lordfkip faid, precifely the cafe with himfelf;
the late hour and the fatigue their Lordfhips had undergone,
Yaving made it impoflible for him to artuapt to deliver his
fentiments at any length,

Having premifed this; his Lordfhip fuid he muft utterly
deny the principles that had been laid down in the courfe of
the debate, as the leading principles of the law of Pailiament ;
fo far from it, the uniform pradtice of Pailiament went di-
reflly in the teeth of fuch fuppofed principles.  "Their Lord.
fhips, he contended, had no right to go in feagch of extra-
neous ground of argument, and to rexfon upon fanciful de~
du&ions of analogy, but were baund to be goverred by pre-
cedent, where precedent was conformzble to Jaw and reafon,
and not on the {pur of the occafion to make a ncw cafe. His
Lordhip flated rhe difficulties in which legal confiderations
involved every man, who had no profeflional knowledge ; in
particular, he ftated the abfurdity of the law in the cafcs of
wills; landed property defcending, and perfonal property af%
cending. The Marquis mentioned other abiurdities of law, to

. Wamn their Lordfhips fiom wandeiing wgt of thie cafe, decl.u;-
) ing

T.ord
Lan{down
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ing that they were c nfined to the fimple and fingle confidc-
ration of the law as it ftood. It was not to be confidered ast
the cafe of an individual, but as a geneial rule of law, of
which they were eftablifhing er violating a precedent, and
therefore, exclaimed his Lordthip ¢ perifh ten thoufand Mr.
¢ Haftings, rather than one atom of the law as it ftands,
¢ fhould be difturbed !” .

It had well been faid, the Marquis obferved, by a noble
and learned Lord at the head of the criminal Juftice of the
kingdom, that the whole queftion lay between the refolution
of 1678 and the refolution of 1685. His Lordfhip argued
upon thefe two refolutions, contending, that as the refolu-
tion 1685 annulled that of 1678, the refolution of 1685 was
clearly to be taken as the rule of procecding, and was appli-
cable to the prefent cafe. It order to make out this, the
Mjrquis went into the hiflory of the two periods, and faid,
he had been highly pleafed on hearing the encomiums paffed
by a noble and learncd Lord, on that great chara&er, my
Lord Nottingham, than whom, a man of more ftri¢t inte-
ﬁrit » profound knowledge of law, and ftrong fenfe, never

eld the high office of Chancellor of England. 1t was, he
faid, on Lord Nottingham that he refted his opinion entirely ;
an opinion fully confirmed by what he had heard fince he
came into the {loufe. He meant that Lord Nottingham
fhould fpeak for himfelf, for he declared, he held himin lus
hand, and when their Lordfhips had heard him, he fhould be
furprized if they were not as fully convinced as he was.

Befote, however, he read a fylznble of Lord Nottingham's
own writing, his Loidfhip faid, he held himfelf bound to
ftate how the woik fell into his hands. He begged their
Lordfhipn therefoie to know, that he was a great colle¢or, 3
much greater indecd, than he was a reader; that he had pur-
chafed many manufcripts of Mr. Car and Mr. Weft, names
well known, and, among others, the manufeript he held in
his hand was one. His Lordfhip then read a teftimonial of
the authenticity of the manufcript which was figned by the
tranfciiber, who declare that the copy he wrate it from, was
lent him by Aithut Onflow, Efq. Speaker of the Houfe of
Commons, (at the time that the teftimonial was dated) who
affured him, that he (A. O. Efq.) had the MS. from a perfon
of charater, (naming him) and that perfon aflerted it to bea
corre& copy of a genuine letter of the late Lord Nottingham
on the fubje& of Loid Danby’s cafe, written in the year 1683;
and in 1684 the Marquis faid, Lord Nottingham died. Ex-
clufive of this teftimonial, his Lordfhip faid, the MS. bore
internal proof of its having been the work of Lord Notting-
bam. Having premifed this, the Marquis read a paffage of
the MS. referting to the refolution of 1678, and declaring

thay
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hat it muftbe revifed, and correted, for that in the firft
place it was a miftake to fuppofe that an impeachment went
n from Parliament to Parliament. It could not be, 8c.==
His Lordfhip in fa& contradi€ted what had been the prevail-
ing opinion of thofe times. Having with great propriety and
force of emphafis read the whole paflage. his Lordfhip com-
mented upon the application of it, obferving ultimately that
as it was fo much fronger than any arguments he could ad-
duce at that late hour o?lhe night, he would trefpafs on their
Lordfhips time no farther, but would content himfelf with
oppoling the main motion, although he could not help obferv-
ing, that a certain defcription of noble Lords had been con-
vencd on purpofe to carry the queftion.
Lord Loughborough role again, and faid, he had it in com-

v
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mand from a noble Earl, at prefent Lord Prefident of the Loughbe-
Council, to do that for him, which the late hour, and ex- rough.

treme fatigue, would not permit him to do for himfelf, viz.
to ftate that the noble Earl’s opinion coincided with hisown,
and that he had left with him an opinion of Selden, that the
new Parliament, in the impeachment of the Duke of Buck-
ingham, did hold, that they might, if they had chefen it,
have called upon their Lordihips for judgement againt the
Duke; a clear proof that they did not think the impeachment
was at an end! Lord Loughborough, faid, he had another
high authority to quote, viz that of a learned and venera«
ble Farl, who had authorifed him to fay, that if the prefent
queftion were carried, it would be fictly conformable to the
law of JParliament, and confiftent with precedents. With
regard to what the noble Marquis had read as a MS, of Lord
Nottingham, they, his Lord(lip faid, were in poflefiion of
the buft proof of Lord Nottingham’s opinion, viz. their own
journals, which contained the noble and learned Earl’s fpeech,
a fpeech which Lord Nottingham did not contradiét, when
he afterwards fat as Lord Hlgh Steward, on the trial of the
Larl of Stafford. There might alfo, his Lordfhip faid, be
fome reafonable degree of doubt entertained as to the authen-
ticity of the MS. read by the noble Marquis.

"The Marquis of Lan/dorvn in vindication of the authenti- Marquis
city of the Jetter of Lord Nottingham, faid, he would not of Lanf-

have prefumed to have produced the MS. had he entertained down.

the fmalleft doubt of its authenticity, on the contrary, he
had no doubt whatever on the fubje€t. 1f, however, upon
inquiry, it (hould not prove authentic, the Marquis declared,
he would be the firft to ftate that it was fpurious. With re-
gard to the degree of credit due to its declarations, he could
not but think a letter written in a man’s clofet, the year be-
fore he died, deferved more credit than anv public addrefs of
a public man ;-and the more efpecially, as in 1685 the very

Yor. XXX, Fr circum-
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- circomftance Lord Nottingham in his letter pfdiQted, hap-
pened, viz. thz revifion of the refolution of 1678, and a ne
1efolution entercd in‘o to annul it. T he Maquis faid, h
Lad underfloud that Lawyers did held thamfeives warranted
profiflizmally to flrain their fincerity a little, and affume an
appearance of belief in favour of ther clients, which they
aid notaeally feel. The noble and learned T.eid beft knew
whetl er the faét were fo or not, as he underflo d the profef-
ficnal track which Lawycrs purfucd, hetter than ke could be
fuppofcd to do, but he would not prefume to fay that they
didadtin that way ; it was not for him to put fucha matterto
the queftion.

Lda.Chan. The Lurd Chanc.ler faid, when he Iafi let the woolfuck,
cellor.  he had a'luded to 1he fame opinions <f Lord Nottingham,
which he underftood o bey that, b=fore the year 1678, as
the law than fleod, and as orte w wd- confirmed by vhe refo-
Iution of 16% 5, sn impoackment abited on the diffolution of
Parliamicnt, bat vocht be repewed in the next Paliament,
ard the iame evionce, given before, was adduceable as
prools, wad nichi be fated upon dhie renewal of the wupeach-
nment,
Lotd Kirg thinking LeLiad been mifanderfiood, faid a few
words in ex: lanat cu.

Bitepof Pl Liffop of Se/fery £0d, it wasnot his inteation to

SaLfbury Jave rien toat day to fiv a woerd to the quediion, had not
thenetle Marguis in his I fpeech app rently addicfed him-
foif acrofs the Houle to the Eencli o which Le and bis reve-
rend Lret! ren fat, and declared, ¢ tlat he faw a certain fet
¢ of ] crds were convened for the purpofe of carrying the
¢ guetlion.” )7Ly that declaration the noble Maiquis meant

, to caftany {i h Liurutation en him, the Bifhop declared, he
could nnt fit cafy or {ilenit under it, becaufe he was confcious
that he had not been convend for any given prupofe, nor
would he ever come down Lo anfwer any man’s purpo'e.  He
came down that day to vote according to his confeicnce 3 h=
had hitened with attention to all that had been faid vpan what

he coniiderel as agreat conftitutional queftion, and with a

mind perfecily open to conviction; but notwithilanding what

had fallen with fo mach weight and anthority from the noble

T.ord en the woollack, and from the other noble and Larned

Lord near Lim, (i.ord Kenvon) he muft fay that hie was con-

firmed in thinking withother noble Lords that the triz! mutt

centinue.

" Lord Lanfdewn rofe to explain,  He fuid, he meant nothing

ferfonal to the Rev. Prelate, or any on that Bench in parti-

cular; but, when he talked of * Lords being convened to

“ carry the queftion,” Le acknowlcdged that he took in the

Rench of Bithops, together with many other nobl: Lord:'i-»

: he

Lord
Lan{duwn
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The Marquis then went on, in a tone of irony, to fay, that

e was fute the Rev. Prelate could have no bias, no preju-

““dicein favour of Miniflry ; that he did not fet his mind on the
things of this world ; the noble Prelate look:d fora better,
not to any thing like temporalities, tranflations, or prefer-
ments.  Indeed hichad formerty had porfonal o cafionto kiiow
how luth: inchimed the Rev. Prelace wis to better has fitua-
tion, or how little amious he v to puii his interedl for
preferment.

The Pithop of Sulifiry rofe azvin, and dier urging the Bifhop of
indchicacy, (the Littop fad, behad timntd vl 2 more lrong Sulubury.
e.preflion) of fuch an atrack as the noble Marguis had
theught propar to miake en him, wirhoat any proveciticn nn
his pt, faid, bowever his Sreaten Lad been chznard by trures-
Lation tor lns greater ealiy he had tothank a barignant Sove-
reign for his goodnels, not ar tie 1e,umiton, but in oppoli-
tion to the Laown wittes (£ the goble Muguice Fern a
yourger hwother, the ifhop faid, he hud no right to have
expected tie goad fortune that had wtten b d i, and the
more cipecially as he had ne pictenfions to fupaior Learing
or {up-tior talensss e wos contentad wlre Lo woag, and
thank{ul toa hind provadones, and agedion, Wing, for whae
he had; for po pai of whith, Lowever, dud he ftand I the

fmallefl dorsee indibted to the neble Murquis,

Wit repad 1o the Niiilore Lis Juondilip fiid, he was
not porienally acpramted witt bis g Te had vever wiled any
favour of hun, nor theald hie coer =% anyey bat L could not
help adimning his character and eemdudt , ana while he con-
tinued to ditirmgunith himiln fo emivenzly a- b Lad done, by
his private victues and bicpud Ve Doevieess e e’y would
give him Linfepperts which hehadavn b atipht to do, as
the noble Marquis Lad te aft ctuerwidy, flanding, as he did
inthat Houle, 2o indensndent Lord of Parlument.

Called vpon prolonzlly in o extracndinay 1 manner as he
had heeny the Bifhop fally he was oliig d to fhy what their
Lordthic shad heard fiom i g othor wife e £iould have been
afhamed to have fpoken a fingle woid about himfelf,  1is
Loudfhip then repeated, that his only objet hul boen con-
feientionfly to give his opinibn wid his vors, on wiwt he
could not confider othervite, than o grear cendlitutional quet-
tion. )

T'he Marguis of Lo+ iiwwen, 1iting ence mere, faid, that a Maquis
name had been introduccd inte the debate which he cerrainly ‘;“ and~
couid not have alluded to. hald it ot been dome by another, cunne
and Lie {0 pertonally called vpon to male fome reply.  He
begeed not o be underfteod as having in any fort attempted
to dirin fh the refpect due to his Sovereign, to whom he
pwod tow much to {ufltr it for a mament cven to be imagined,

Fio that
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that his Majefty ever did any thing contrary to the advice of
his Minifters. Surehe was, that His Majefty never afted fa__
unconflitutionally. With regard to any improper warmth
that he might have betrayed, the Marquis faid, theRev. Pre-
Iate had attacked him perfonally, and that naturally begot a
reply, and although he meant no offence to that right Rev.
Prelate, he owed it to truth to declare, that the Rev. Pre-
late wus indebted to him for a part of his prefent preferment,
and that he never had been afked for a favour with moreim-
portunity in the whole courfe of his life.

The Lord Chancellor flopped this altercation, by putting
the queftion on the amendment, moved by the Earl of Radnor;

when the Houfe divided:
: <+ + Contents — 20
Not Contents — 40
Majority —_—

The original motion, ¢ That a meffage be {ent to acquaint
« the Commons, that this Houfe is feady to proceed in the
¢ trial of Warren Haftings, Efq.” was then put, and the
numbers were, . '

+ Contents —_— 60
Net Contents — 18
Majority —_ :;E
The Houfe adjourned.

Thurfday, 19th May.

Lord Grenville prefented to the Houfea meflage fimilar tg
that prefented to the Houfe of Commons on Wednefday 1aft,
relative to the cftallifliment of the younger branches of His
Majefty’s Royal family, and the fame having been read by
the Lord Chancellor,

It was moved, ¢ That an humble addrefs be prefented ta
His Maiefty, to return His Majefty the thanks of this Houfe
for his moft gracious metlage; and to affure His Majefty that
this Houfe will moft heartily concur in fuch meafures as the
circumflances of the cafe may require, in making fuch pro-
vifion as may be thought requifite for the eftablifhment of the

ounger branches of his Royal family.”
" The faid addrefs was ordered tobe prefented to His Majef«
ty by the Lords with white ftayes. . :

’,[{xe Houfe adjoutned.

Monaay, 23d May.
This day the following petition of Warren Haflings, Efq.
ta; prefented and read, praying that his trial might be

brough:
._ o
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brought to a conclufion before the next prorogation of Parli-

To the right honourable the Lords Spiritual and Temporal in
Parliament aflembled. '

‘The humble petition of Warren Haftings, Efg. late Governor
' General of Bengal, ‘

Sheweth,

¢ That your petitioner having long waited in anxious ex-
pectation of your Lordfhips’ determination refpedling his re-
appearance at your Lordfhips’ bar, finds himfelf relieved
from one {ubje& of fufpence, by being again brought before
this high Coutt; and he has fo great a confidence in the juf-
tice and dignity of your Lordfhips, as to believe that in this
renewal of a tnal fo long depending, your Lordfhips mean to
render it effe€tual to the ends of fubflantial juftice, by profe-
cuting it without delay, until it fhail rcach its final termina-
tion.

¢« If fuch fhould be your Lordfhips® purpofe, your peti-
tioner wil] accept it as the greateft bounty which he can re-
ceive at the hands of your Lordfhips ; but fhould his trial he
adjourned over to another year, he truits that he thall not be
confidered as departing from the refpect which he bears to
your Lordfhips, if he prefumes to fay, that he fhall feel it as
an aggravation of the very fevére lot which it has been his
misfortune to experience,” and of which he is the firft example
in thejurifprudence of this kingdem, if in any other a prece-
dent can be found, of a criminal trial being fufpended over
the head of an individual, living under a fixed law and aci-
vilized Government, during fo long a period of his natural
life, and fo near the clofe of it.

¢ That four vears arc completely elapfed fince your peti-
tioner was firft compelled to appear, at your Lordfhips’bar, to
hear read, and to an{wer to the charge preferred againft him
by the lite honourable Houfe of Commons, but that he com -
putes the origin ot their impeachment from a much more dife
tant date, the firft notification of an accufatory procefs hav-
ing been made fo long ago as June 1785, the procefsitfelf be-
gun in February, 1786, and continued through one proroga-
tion and many adjournments until May, 1787, when the im-
peachment was carried to your Lordfhips® bar; fo that in ef-
fe®, though not in form, your petitioner has been the fub-
Ject of a criminal procefs he¥orc two Parliaments, and through
fix fucceflive years, yet his profecutors to this time have
clofed their evidence upon three articles only, namely the
firft, fecond, and fixth, omitting many points of thofe arti-
gles, but fulefling a very few points frem the 7th and 12th,
HT . . as

27X
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as explanatory of the 6th article. That your petitioner
craves leave to repréfent, that he did in an early ftage of the
firft inquiry caufeit to be reprefented to the late honourahle
Houfe of Commons as his earncit requeft, that if the faid
Houfe of Commons fhould enter uoon their journals any vote
of crimination or cenfure ag sinit him, they would be pleafed
to allow your petiticner the means of a fair and legal trial for
the fame; but that the obje@ of vour petitioner in making
that requedt was, that he might he afford: ¢ the means of vin-
dicating his charaéter from the foulett and mofl unjuft afper-
fions, but he has to lament taat thote afveriions fhould have
been renewed and repeated from week to week, from month
to month, and from year to ycar, withnot anv power of 1e-
ply, or proijedt of time aliowed him for his defence and ac-
quittal. That great as his reliance is on your Lord(hipy jul-
tice, it is yet impodible for him, judg:ing from palt experi-
ence, not to feei the apprehentions of farther delay, when he
recollects that the laft great adjournment of the Court held
by your Losdihips in the preceding Parliament, was made
on the gth of June, anl that in neither of the preceding years
did it fit iater than the 7thof July ; that therefore the longeft
interval which he can compuic for what reinains of this fef-
fion of Parliument, inits erdivary courfe, will be infuflicient
to enable your petitioner to enter upon his defence, much
lefs to bring it to a conclufion, but that he will have to fuf-
tain the into)le-able grievance of feeing ancther year of profe~
cution adJeld to the paft.

« Your petitioner theifore mefl humbiyand carneftly prays
your Lordikips to take the particular and unprecedente.| hard-

fhips of Lis ca'e into confideration, and to 1 lopt fuch mea-

fures as yous wifdom may devile, for continuing the pro-
ceedings of your Lordfhips’ Cousty fo that the tr:l may be
brought to a clofe, and juigement given boforz ansther pro-
rogation of Parliament, youi pelittoner craving leave to af-
fuie your Lerdfhips that no v ceflary delay thall be made
on his part, but that he wiil eadeavour to take up as thort a
time as paflible in his defence.” ‘

"I'he above was real, and orlered to liz on the table,

This day being 2ppointed for the farther confideration of
the trial of Wurrcu tHaflings Lig., their Lordihips went into
the great Court in Wefliminidtur hall abwut one o’clock, and
after the ufu J ceremonies olifzivend, and the proclamations by
the Serjeant at Arms had hen made, Lord Kenyon (why fut
as Speaker for the Lord Chancellor) dire&ed the managers
fur the Commons to make good their charges.  Mr. St John,
one of the munagers, then came forward, and proceeded to
open the fourth charge, and having concluded, feveral ex-
trafts of evidence were read, and a witnefs (Mr. Bean) ex-

amined-
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amined. Mr, Haftings addrefled the Court in a {pech, the
“ubftance of which is contained iu his petition. At fix o'clock
thd Court adjourned, and their Lordihips being returned 1o
tlie}Hloufe of Lords, a mcilage was npon maotion ordered to be
fent to the Commons, to acquaint them that the Lords will
proceed farther ou the trial of Warren Hallings, Lfg. on Wed.
n:lday next.
“I'he Houfe adjourned.

B ednc/day, 25th Ma.

This day the proceflion into the great Court in Weftmin-
fler hall 1o proce. ¢ on the tiid of Warren Haftings k.{q. be-
gan «bout ball palt eleven o’cock, and their Lordthips being
feated, the utual proclamations were made 3 after which Lord
Kenvon (who fai as & caker in the abfence of the Lerd Chan-
cellor) d.finvd the naa sgess for die Commnas to make goold
their charg.«. A+ alihe paitreur o metion was made to ad-
journ, and thriv Lordikips Laving got bark to the Houle of
Lords, a mdiige was crdeicd to lie tent to the Cummens to
acquaint thom that this Heate will proceed farther on the trial
of Warren Haflings, ;. on Priday neses o

The Hevfe aljourncd.

e 9= A [
D.dl-_)" l‘ib 4'..,4'1'/-

Thisday theli Lordili; s nroceeded with the vival erveme-
nies to the great Court in Weilnidefler hail, to continue the
trial of VWarren Haftings, Tidy. and being feated, and the pra-
clamations made, the mansgers for the Commons vrere di-
re€led by Lord Kenyon, to proceed to make good their
charges. At five o’clech, a moticn was made to aliourn,
and their Lordihips being returned, a mefuge was ordered to
be fent to the Commons, to acquaint them that this Houle
wiil proceed {arther on the trial of Warren H. flings, Lifq. on
Monday rext.

A conference was held in the Painted Chamnber adjoining
to the Houfe of Peers, at the defire of the Comunons, rcla-
tive to fome amendments that had been made by their Lord-
flips to the ['linwell Vent Road bill; Mr. Pelham, who was
the a&ting manager for the Commons, delivered in the reafons
for difugrecing to the amendments made by their Lordfkips,
and the managers for the Commons then withdrew. The
reafons fo delivered in were afterwards reported, and read at
thgtable, and upon due confideration thereof, it was agreed
by the Houfe, to infilt upon the amendments made to the {aid
bill, and to communicate the fune to the Commons at a con-
ference on Monday next. The Duke of Richmond was act-
ing manager for the Lords,

" The Houfe adjournad.
Alinda,

223
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Monday, 30th May.

This day, about twelve o’clock, their Lordfhips procees-
ed in the ufual manner into the great Court in Weftminfer
Hall, on the trial of Warren Haftings, Efg. :

Sir James Erfkine St. Clair proceeded to fum up the
charge.

V{fghen Sir James had finithed, Mr. Burke cam: forward,
and in a few words acquainted their Lordfhips, that the
Managers for the Commons had fully’ comploted their
charges, referving to the Comious a right to reply to the
defence.

Mr. Haftings petitioned thcir Lordthips only for one day,
which, upon conlideration, was granted him.

As foon as their Lordihips had returned, and the Houe
was refumed, a meflage was ordcred to be fent to the Com-
morns, to acquaint them, that this Houfe will proceed far~
ther in the trial of Warren Haftings, Efy. on Thurfday
next.

The following meflage was alfy fent to the Commons by
Mr. Holford and Mr. Greaves, two Mafters in Chancery,
viz.

¢« The Lords do defire a prefent conference with this
¢ Floufe in the Painted Chamber, upon the fubje& matter of
¢ the laft conference.”

The Managers for the Commons being come, notice was
given to the Lords, who met them in the painted chamber,
and delivered to ths Managers for the Commons a paper,
wherein their Lordfhips infilt on the amendment mude by
them to the Flinwell Vent Road Bill, with their reafons.
Their Lordfhips then retired, and the Commons withdrew.

The order of the day having been read for the Houfe to
refolve itfelf into a Committee of the whole Iloufe on the
Canada bill, Lord Cathcart took the chair.

Mr, Graham and another Counfel were called to the bar,
in fupport of the petitions on the table againt different
claufes of the hill.

After Counfel *had been heard,

Lord Gremville vole, and faid, he did not think himfelf
called npon, on the prefent occafion, to go into the bili that
was paffed feventeen years ago commonly called the Quebee
A& ; nordid he conceive that it was neceflury to enter much
at latge into any argument to fhew that it was proper to
make fome alterations in that act. e did not think hitn-
felf then called on to pronounce on that at either one way
or another. That bill, his Lordfhip fuid, paflfed under par-
ticular circumftances ; but how far it was well or ill adapted
1o thofe circumftances, he Lad no in‘ormation; and if he

had,
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had, he conceived it was not at all neceffary at that moment
. ter into any fuch difcuffion. 1t was fufficient te fay,

alteration was certainly neceffary, both frem a
tion of the prefent circumftances of the tiines, and
a confideration that that bill contained a plain in-
dication that it was paffed with a view to its patticular ap=
plication to the circumftances then exifting, and the Parlia-
ment at that time forefaw that an alteration would be necef~
fary in fome future period, when it would be proper to adopt
another plan.

That moment, he conceived, was now agrived. There
was no neceflity for withholding from the inhabitants of Ca-
nada a participation of thofe privileges which were enjoyed
by the inhabitants of every other Britifh colony. The pro-
vince of Canada flood in a different fituation from the other
Britith pofleflions in America. It was not a colony planted,
or originally conquered by this country, and to which the
faws of Great Britain might be tranfported; but ir wasa
province conquered from another nation, a colony alread
in pofleffion of fettled laws, already in poffeflion of much
agriculture, and of an extenfive commerze. ,This was the

-ftate, with regard to the great majority of the Lower Pro-
vince of Quebec; but there had been particular circumftances,
fince the conclufion of the laft peace, which had created a
population in Upper Canada of a different fort; a population
which had not only been formerly acquainted with Britith
privileges, but which had retired to that country for the
exprefs purpofe of enjoying them in greater perfection than
theX could elfewhere.
frer thefe preliminary obfervations, his Lordfhip entered
into a moft able juftification of all the principal claufes of the
bill. He faid, from the circumftance of the inhabitants of
the prevince confifting of two claffes, it was judged proper ta
divile the province into Upper and Lower Canada, fuch di-
vifion having a diftin& legiflature'within itfclf, It had been
ftated that the French inkabitants of Canada were fo much
attached to the prejudices of the Canadians, to their cuftoms,
ws, and manners, as to prefer them to the laws of Fing-
and, He thought ‘fuch an attachment deferved a better
name than that of prejudice. He conceived it was an at-
tachment founded in reafon, or in fomething better than rea-
fon; in the beft feelings of the human heart. His Lordfhip
faid, it was undoubtedly a miftake to fuppofe that any Go-
vernment was fres only as it approached to democratic prin-
ciples. Abfolute monarchy, abfolute ariftocracy, abfolute
democracy, bad, in the hiftory of mankind, been tried in
the fcale of experience, and had been found wanting. Qur
ewn conftitution, which was compounded of thefe three,
Voi. XXX Gg wah
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was thé firft in the world, and the envy of every furround-
ing nation. .It was for that reafon that they were now 3&66: :
to communicate the bleflings of the Englith conftituti5n to
the fubjeéts of Canada, becaufe they were fully convinced
that it was the beft in the world. The Legiflature or Ca-
nada confifted of three parts, reprefenting that of this coun-
try. The Governor reprefented the King; the legiflative
Council reprefented that body in this country, whomn he
then had the honour of addreffing ; and it had been objected,
among other things, to that Council, that it would confift of
two different clafles of perfons, fome only to [it for life, and
others by inheritance. He faid, there was precifely the fame
objetion to the au%uﬁ aflembly he had then the honour of
addrefling ; fomce of that Houfe derive their titles by inhe=
ritance, while others only fit for life, and a third clafs only
during one Parliament. ‘ ' .
It had been ftatcd, he faid, as an obje&ion to this bill, that
the lower province might opprefs the higher province, asall
the, trade of the higher province muft come through the lower
province ; the lower province might ena& what duties it
pleafed, and might harrafs and opprefs the upper province to
any cxtent, and that Great Britain could not poflibly inter-
fere confiitently with her profeflion of giving a free conftitu-
tion to Canada. He conceivad that there was a difference
between a free conflitution, and a free and independent con-
ftitution. Great Britain had not only the power of enalting
laws, which were obligatory on the inhabitants of this coun-
try, but the could alter and new model thofc laws according
to the circumflances and exigencies of the times. 1f this
were not {o, is would be impoflible for a nation to improve
in any one part of its conftitution; and if Great Britain had
a fuperinteuding power over the laws and government of this
country, hes conceived that fhe had the fame power over
Canada; and that if the lower province were to opprefs the
upper province, by impofing exorbitant duties, it was com-
petent to this country to hold the balance betwecu the two
provinces, and to remove the grievance, . e
Another ohjeQion had been taken to this bill, becaufe all
the commercial law of England had not been transferred in
a lump to Canada. - His Lordfhip faid, he conceived that
{uch a ftep would have been attended with many inconveni+
ences. Inthe firft place, many parts of the commercial
Jaws of this country did not at all apply to Canada; and
even in the city of Londen, where trade and commerce were
better underflood than in any nation upon the face of the
globe, it was conceived improper to admit common juries at
Guildhall, to exercife the rights of juries on mercantil>
ucftions,. which were always tried by fpecial juries of mer~
& i . .~ chaats,
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chants. If this were'fo, how much fironger did it apply to

inhabitants of Canada, who were infinitely lefs acquaint.

ith the commercial law of this country, than any per-

the city of London? If this fyftem, therefore, were

to bd introduced, it would be attended with the greateft un-
certainty and confufion.

Another objettion that had been ftated to this bill was,
that it had not rendcred the Judges independent.  His Lord-
fhip fuid, this was certainly a circumftance of very great im-
portance, and a moft defirable object ; but from the prefent
uncertain ftate of the law in Canada, he thought the ap-
pointing Judges in the way in which they were appointed in
Great Britain, would be attended with much more evil than
good. In this country no danger could pofibly be appre-
hended from appointing a Judge for life, becaufe the laws
were fo well known, and the bar fo enlightencd, that if an
improper a& were to be committed by any Judge, it was
fure to be detefted, expofed, and punithed. Fle believed,
however, that the Judges of this country afted ¢ or. a
higher and a better principle; they were wrulv fer il of the
facred nature of their office, and the moral .:hgations they
were under to do their duty. Although the Judges ot Ca-
nada were not made independent by this bill, as it was at
prefent conceived improper to appoint them but during their
good behaviour, yet he conceived the time was very near
when this could be done, fo as to be produtive of the greateft
good. Before it could be done, there muft be a general fyl=
tem of &nown laws, and fuch faluries fettled on the Judges,
as would induce men of reul abilitics to undertahe thofe of-
fices.

His Lordfhip next adyerted to the ftate of the clergy, and
went very folly into this part of the bill, fhewing that they
had been anxious to make a decent and proper maintenance
for the Proteftant clergy of Cunada. He faid the Govern-
ment of Great Britain had been anxious to communicate to
Canada a participation of all the bleflings of the Lnglith
conftitution, as far as the circumftances of the cafe would
admit. They did not mean to give Canada exaétly the fame
conttitution, as, for inftance, §5S reprefentatives. That was
impoffible in the nature of things ; but their great obje&t had
been to adhere as nearly as poffible to the purity and prin-~
ciples of the Englifh conftitution in every part of the bill
apd being confcious that the bill, upon the whole, was likely
to anfwer the purpofes for which it was intended, he hoped
it would meet with that fupport and attentien from their
Lordfhips, which the magnitude and importance of its objet
required.

Gga Lor;l
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tora  Lord Mingdon faid, he rofe to give his‘hearty affent to the
Abingdon bill, and to exprefs his approbation of it, as it was founded
on two reafons that very forcibly impreffed themfelvespn his
mind; reafons, however, which, inafmuch as he mighy have
occafion, at fome future time more particularly to difcufs,
he fhould then, without any dedution of argument from
them, content himfelf with the bare muention of ; and the
reafons were thefe : firft, that this bill operates as a repeal of
two of the moft unfortunate, if not the moft unwife, aéls, to
fay no worfe of them, that ever found their way into the fta-
tute books; he meant the a&t of the 14th of the prefent
reign, cammonly called the Quebec A&, and the aét of the
16th of the fame reign, commonly called the Declaratory
A& ; alts, the firft of which laid the foundation-fione of
difunion between the North American colonies and this
country, from the terrors of defpotifm that were therein held
out, planned, enacted, and given to that country, for its
form of government ; and the fecond riveted that difunion,
by attending to carry into effe€t the declaration of a right
¢ ¢o bind in all cafes whatfoever,” of which he forebore to
fpeak : both thefe als, by this bill, were repealed.

T he fecond reafon imprefled upon his mind, was, that by
this bill, this conntry was reftored to its right, not of inter-
nal legiflation uver the eolonies, for that right it never had,
notwithftanding the pretended omnipotence of the Declara-
tory aét, but to its certain, undoubted, and acknewledged
external right of regulating the commerce of all its depen-
dencies, for ehe fake of the navigation, and, infomuch, for
the fafety and general benefit of the whole Britifh empire ; a
right which, if preferved, America had not been loft ; which,
if maintained, and not given up to Ireland, as it was, Ire-
1and had not heen in the ftate it had been, in the ftate he,
feared eventually it would be. But he would fay no more on
this fubjet, referving himfelf to fome other opportunity for
a more ample difcuffion of it, in confequence of a motion
which he might think proper to fubmit to their Lordfhipe.
But there was one other fhort remark which he would make-
upon this bill, and that was, that the bi!l was new of its
kind, it being, as far as he knew, the firft, (except the for-

aner unprecedented Quebec bill, unprecedented in every view
of it) by which a conflitution is given by an a& of the Le-
giflature to any of the colonies. Formerly, the conftitu-
tion, or forms of government, in the colonies, were derived
from the executive Government of this country. Thisform-
ed the relation and connection between one and the other.
This gave the colony the idea of one headthip, of one King,
wiihout the idea of a Houfe of Lords, or Houfe of Conr-
‘ mans,
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mons, which invelved in it the idea of a legiflature, and fo .

of courfe of legiflation ; and the executive Government, be-
iny, part of the contftitation of “this country, ‘and under the
gut:;nce and control of its Legiflature, whilft it communi-
cated to the colonies the true principles of the conflitution,
it governed and controlled them in the application, and kept
them in the ufe and exercife of thofe principles. This was
the dependency; and wife and juft it feemed to be; but whether
this new dependency upon the Legiflature, inftead of the

executive Government, be wifer and more juft, remained to

be proved. His Lordihip faid, he fhould, however, vots
for the bill as it now was.
Lord Rawdon faid, that after what had been fo ably and

‘429

Lord

eloquently argued at their Lordfhips’ bar in fupport of the al- Rawden.

legations, contained in all the petitions that had been prefented
to the Houfe, it would be both needlefs and unbecoming in
him to detain the Houfe with many obfervations from him
upon the bill. Still, however, he would rely on their in-
dulgence, while he flated a very few remarks on the three
principal points, which feemed to thofe who were moft con-
verfant, and beft informed on the fubje, to be the moft ex-
ceptionable, and whieh required to be particularly defined and
well underftood, before we ventured to make them any part
of the legiflative fyftem for a country, the interefts, prof-
perity, and general happinefs of which depended much upon
the laws and regulations we were now about to frame for its
future Government. Thefe points were, firft, The divifion
of the provinces. Secondly, The creating of heriditary no-
bility. And laftly, The independency of the Judges to be
appointed for Canada. In all the able and mecrited pane-
gyric which the noble Secretary of btate had pronounced
upon the excellence of the Britifh conftitution he perfeGly
-agreed with him, and likewife would be the better pleafed,
the more of it that we could transfer to the new form of Go-
vernment for Canada; at the fame time he was well aware of
the difficulty which muft prefent itfelf to their Lordfhips’
minds, and the caution which they muft exercife when about
to undertake fo arduous a tafk as that which was now before
them. He knew that it was not pradticable to introduce the
whole of the Englifh laws, either criminal or commercial, at
once; but had no doubt that a knowlelge of fuch parts of
them as might be transferred to Canada now, would foen en-
courage the gradual introduétion of more.

With regard to the divifion of Canada, he never had been
prepared by any thing he had heard to give his approbation of
it; on the contrary, in the way propofed by the bill, he
thought it would be facrificing, in fome meafure, one part of
the province to the other; and he owned, likewife, that he

. was
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was not quite fatisfied that there was a power in the Crown,

" toenake fuch a divifion as that marked out by the bill ; hat

on this, he confefled, thelearned gentlemen-at the bar had

Ieft little for him to fay. ‘The experiment of hereditary.no-

bility, which the bill fet forth, he was afraid, could ndt be"
attended with any good effe®, and from what information he

bad been able to colle&, and form any judgement upon,

would rather be a dangerous and unneceflary fcheme ; for he

would atk, of what clafs thofe pcople were, that it was in-

tended to make nobility ? Was there, by the exifting laws of
Canada, any fet of men, wh fe property entitled them to

form any fort of a proper, refpeftable, and ufeful nobility ?

He feared there was notj and even if there fhould be, at this

moment, what might be reckoned a fuflicient number to

form the neccflary degree of ariftocracy in that province,

might it not be a queftion, whether it were proper to confer
hereditary henours upon them, or of what utility that could
be to the other inhabitants.

The other point, he faid, arofe from what had been men-
tioned, as it always was with the gieatdt fatisfaction and ap-
probation, by svery well wifher to the country, as one very
material branch of the Dritifh conftitution, the independency
of our Judges. Now, as far as hc could underftand the provi-
fions of the bill, and that claufe making the Council for life,
be could not perceive any one provifion or article that, in his
mind, tended to make them independent, as the Judgesin
England were. For it was not meicly becaufe an Englith
Judge held his office during good behaviour, that he was in-
dependent, for the law has wifely provided an allowance of
income which enables him to hold his fituation with dignity,
and adds, in a mofl mateiial and cfiential manner to his inde-
pendence.

His Lordfhip faid, that the gentleman, whom he had heard
was to be honoured with the appointment of Governor, was
one, of all others, the fitteft and moit to be wifhed for by
the country. His intelligent mind, his generous and liberal
manners, his active {pirit, and peculiar abilities for that fitu-
ation, rendered him, in an eminent degree, the propereft per-
fon that Minifters couid have fele€ted for that appointment;
and certain he was, that the choice would redound to their
honour and credit. If Canada was to be governed under the
prefent bill, it would be well for this country, and well for
Canada, that Colonel Simcoe was the Governor; and he
hoped and trufted that Minifters would make it worth his
while ; and more particularly, as by undertaking this ardu-
ous, and perhaps not altogether agreeable tafk, he was giv-
ing up a fituation of eafe, refpeability and affluence at holn_;g.
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His Lordfhip entered into a good many general ohfervations
on the tendency of the bill, and always thought that in form-
ing a new fyftem of Government for any country, the withes
of the people, and happinefs of the fociety to be governed,
wagkthe principle moft to be attended to, as their {atisfaltion
and profperity were the objects moft to be defired. He con-
cluded by obferving, that though there were fomeclaufes that
he wifhed left out, and others altered, he did not mean to
make any of thofe amendments now, he meant to have done
when lie came down to the Houfe, trufting he would have a
proper opportunity, in common with other noble L.ords, of
giving due cgnﬁderation to every thing contained in the bill.

* Lord Porchefter fpoke at confiderable length, and followed
the noble Secretary of State through all the claufes of the
hill, upon each of which he commented, ref. rving his amend-
ments, in hopes that they would not be pufhed through the
Comnittee that night.

Vifcount Sterment combated Lord Grenville’s fiatement Vifcount
of the different provifions in the bill, and fupported the ar- Stormonts
gument of Lord Rawdon and Lord Porchefter : to which he
added many obfervations of his own. He trufted that the
novle Secretary of State had no wifh to hurry this bill through
the Houfe in any indecent and precipitate manner; he rather
fuppofed that the intention was merely for form fake, to go
through one or two claufes to-night and report progrefs.—
Having that in view, his Lordfhip faid, he would not fay fo
much as he would have done at an earlier hour of the night,
and approved of the condu& of hisnoble friends, in deferring
their obje&ions and amendiments till the different claufcs came
pnore particulaily to be difcufled.

Lord Loughborough ftated feveral very forcible ohje&tions to _T-ord
. . o R . s Tough-
the bill, wh.ch he was defirous of corre&ing, without ma- borough

terially altering the claufes.  He fhewed that they were fuf-
ceptible of an eafy alteration to meet his idcas, and wifhed
that their Lordfhips would take a day to go into the difcut-
fion for the purpole of the amendments.

Lord Grenville agreeing to go into the Committec to- mor-
row or Wedncfday, :
» The Houfe adjourned.

Tuefday, 318 May.

Lord King rofe, purfuant to the notice he had given yefter- Ld. King.
day, and begged leave to call the attention of the Houfeto a
fubjet which he confidered of the greateft magnitude and
importance ; not on account of the individual who was moft
interefted in it, but asit materially concerned their Lordthips,
and every fubjet in this country. He faid, that on a former
day, he had the honour of preienting a petition from Mr,
o, B Haflings ;
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Hsftings; which, although it lay upon the tabls, flill he
could not fay had entirely efcaped their Lordfhips’ attentiong
he muft again bring the prayer of it under difcuffion. He
then expatiated on the great length of the trial, the hard-
thips that the prifoner muft have fuffered, and the uncertainty
of the period when it would be ended. He was aware, hts
Y.ordfhip faid, that obje@ions might be tnade to the motion
he intended to bring forward an account of the probable du-
ration of Mr. Haftings's defence; but in order to do away
thefe, and clear up that point, he would, with the leave of
the Houfe, read a letter which he had received from Mr,
Haftings on that fubjet, occafioned, as it ftated, .by his hav-
ing given notice of his motion for this day; the principal
part of the letter was refpe@ing the time which he would re-
quire to make his defence ; which, without meaning to enter
into any thing like a compromife, he would limit to fourteen
days; or, if the Houfe would not agree to that, to feven;
being extremely anxious to have the trial finifhed before this
feffion of Parliament was prorogued. His Lordfhip added 2
fcw more obfervations, and concluded by moving, *¢ That
“ an humble addrefs be prefented to His Majefty, praying,
¢ that he would be gracioufly pleafed not to prorogue the pre-
 fent Parliament until the trial of Warrep Haftings, Efq,
¢ was brought to a conclufion.”

Lord Grenville faid, he muft oppofe the noble Lord's mo-
tion, for many weighty reafons, {fome of which he would ftate
to the Houfe as fhortly as poffible. In the firft place, he
confidered any fuch addrefs, as that moved by the noble
L.ord, as an infringement upon the King’s prerogative, which
the circumftance it referred to by no means warranted; and
in the next, if their Lord(hips were to agree to this addrefs,
it could in no degree be attended with the effe® which thofe
who frumed it intended it thould ; and as te the propofition of
limiting to a certain number of days, weeks, or any parti-
cular period, Mr. Haftings’s defence, it was too abfurd, his
Lordthip fuid, to be attended to for a moment ; and if it had
been a prafticable thing, would it not be un infult upon the
dignity of the Houfe, and the honour of their Lordfhips,
were they to enter into any fuch compromife, by whatever
name it might be called, as that propofed by the noble Lord
for the prifoner, He bad faid, evenifit was pra@icable, but
certainly no man could fay it was. How did Mr. Haftings,
a'ked his Lordfhip, know the queftions in evidence thathis
defence might occafion on the part of the Houfe of Commons,
or the delays that their Lordfhips might think neceflury in
examining and arguing the nature of fuch queftions?

This furely the prifoner could know nothing of ; and their
Lordfhips well kuew, that great part of the delay, wigcg

A
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had taken place, was occafioned hy the various quefiions that
arofe in the courfe of the trial, which required to be difcufied
in their Lordfhips’ Houfe, and obliged them to interrupt the
proceeding for the time. Was it not poffible, or rather, was
it not very probable, that many queftions of that nature would

in the future proceedings in that bufinefs ? And would
any man, after this, treat that vague idea of finifhing it, in
a limited number of days, with any thing elfe but con-
temnpt ?

So much) his Lordfhip faid, he had mentioned only as to
the poflibility of the propofal ftated by the noble Lord ; but
when he was to fpeak of the dignity, or, what was ftill of
more confeguence, the juftice of making fuch a compromife
with a prifbher at their bar, fo as tooblige him to confine his
defence to a cettain number of days, when it was fcarcely
poffible that he could ftate any thing like a refutation to all
that he had been charged with, he was fure their Lordfhips
wotld fhudder at the idea of paffing judgement either one
way or other upon a perforf to whom they had not given an
opportunity to defend himfelf, after having been accufed in
the moft folemn and ferious manner.

All this,- however, refpeCted their Lordfhips merely ; but
were the Houfé of Commons to be left entirely out of the
confideration, might not they, by their Managers, affert their
claim of replying to the defence of Mr. Haftings, and might
theg not go ftill fargher, and affert their claim to call more
evidence in that reply, as well as to comment upon, or refer
to any evidence that had formerly been given ? Such a claim
the Commons cert-inly had; there were precedents of its hav~
ing been made, and there was no reafon to think in this in-
ftance, that if the Houfe of Commons thought it requifite
they would not affert it in their reply. Who then could
have the confidence to fay, that the defence or reply would be
finithed in a certain number of days, weeks, or months?

Their Lordfhips knew well, that on fome of the charges,
the fpeeches extend to fuch length, as to occupy their Lord-
ihips’ attention for days; and this, his Lordfhip faid, he did
not mention as ridicule, becaufe that trial was certainly con-
ducted by men of as much ability, information, and confli-
tutional knowledge, as any trialcould be ; and therefore, had
they not thought it abfolutely neceflary to purfue the line
which they followed, they would not have done it.

After a variety of obfervations upon the fubjects of thead-
dfefs, and the numberlefs inconveniencies that would attend
fuch a mode of procedure, his Lordihip contended that agree-
ing to it would be an infringement on the prerogative of the
Crown, in a manner that was improper, if not wrong; and
tpott a_ point, that of proroguing Parliament, in which, of

Vo’.. xxx; H h 3“
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all others, they had the leaft right tointerfere, and parti-
cularly when their Lordfhips mult fee that it was delegating
that prerogative to fevcral different powers, none of whom
had the fmalleft right to exercife it. It was nothing fliort of
vefting the King’s prerogative in Mr. Haftings, in the ma-
nagers, in the Houfe of Commons, and in their Lordfhips,
thereby making the Parliament completely independent of
the Crown, with regard to its own exiftence, an eneroach-
ment upon the Royal prerogative, which it would be no lefs
improper than indecent to undertake. .

" Karl Stanhope rofe next, inl obferved, that although he

Stanhope, had determined not to enter into the prefent debate, the very

extraordinary and wonderful doctrine which h§§ noble fricnd
and relation had juft laid down, would not pewmit him to
remain filent. Their Lordfhips had been told, what he ne-
ver would hear with patience, or pafs in filence; that they,
or the other Houfe of Parliament, had not a right to advife
the King upon the exercife of any of his prerogatives; adoc-
trine that of the moft mifchievous tendency, and ought no
fooner to be heard than reprobated. The noble Earl faid, he
would undertake to convince their Tordfhips, if any doubt
could remain amongft them on that point, that what the no-
bie Secretary kad faid on the impropricty of Parliament
giving their beft advice to the Throne, wasa very unconfli-
tutional way of fpeaking in that Houfe.

As to the object of the prefent addrefs, to fhorten the trial
of Mr. Haflings, his Lordihip faid, Le believed every body
wifthed it as much as he did ; though, perhaps, all of their
Lordfhips had not made it their buiinefs to attend that trial
fo conftantly as he had done, having never been five minutes
abfent from it. He had afked Mr. Haftings's Counfel fome
days ago, what time the defence would require, and they
could not tell him; upon wbich he certainly had determined
to vote againft any addrefs for the continuance of the feflion,
until it was concluded. Now, however, he had changed his
mind, when he heard the noble Lord ftate, from the heft ane
thority, that it would only require feven days, if their Lord-
Thips thought proper not to grant more; from this, therefore,
he was inclined to vote for the addrefs, but at the fame time
thought that it might be amended, fo as to be more likely to
meet with the concurrence of both fides of the Houfe; the
amendment he would propofe was, ¢ that the Parliament
¢ might not be prorogued, until Mr. Haltings had finifhed
#¢ his defence.” .

Lord Mulgrave replied to Lord Stanhope in a fpeech of
confiderable length, and fupported the arguments of Lord
Grenville,

Lord
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Leord Hawk: faid, it was feldom that he troubled their Lord-
fhips, and he did not mean to detain the Houfe long on'the
prefent queftion. He certainly agreed with the noble Earl,
that the Houfes of Parliament had a right to advife, though
not W dictate to the Crown, and upon fuch occafions it had
Leen ulNal, when an addrefs, like the prefent, was prefented to
the Thrbne, to have for an{wer, that His Majefty had received
their addre§ and would be gracioufly pleafed to take it into
confideratiod ; and this had generally been accompanied with
his defire to proceed in the bufinefs, of which the addrefs re-
lated, with all convenient difpatch., With the leave of the
noble Lordgwho had fpoken before him, he would move an
amendmend] to leave out all the words after ¢ ‘That an hum-
¢ ble addrefs,” and infert other words; fo that the motion
thus amended would ftand, ¢ That an humble addre{s be
& prefented to His Majefly, humbly to fiate to His Majefty,
¢ pfat the Commons having clofed their evidence upon the
< ‘trial of Warren Haftings, Ffq., and this Houle being de-
¢ firous o proceed to the hearing of his defence, this Houfe
¢ humbly requefts that His Majefty wiil be pleafed to take
¢ the fame into his Royal confideration.”

Earl Stanhope and f.ord King, approving of the amend-
ment, withdrew their motions, with the leave of the Honfe;
and juft as the queftion was about to be put,

233
Lord
Hawke.

The Marquis of Lan/doswn rofe; he faid, he knew nothing Marquis
of an intentionn to move fuch an addrefs as that now before of l.an(-
their Lordships, until he faw by the newf{paper that morn- down.

ing the notice that had been given of it. In his mind, the
Mgarquis faid, none of the nobie Lords, who had yet {;oken
in the debate, had taken up the bufinefs in the proper point
of view. As to the extraordinary do&rine that the noble
Secretary had introduced into the debate, ftating that their
Lordfhips, and the other Houfe of Parliament, had no right
to advife His Majefty on the exercife of Lis prerogative to
difolve or prorogue Parliaments, his Lordfhip faid, an af-
fertion that few would have made in that Houfe, and that he
fearcely, at this time of day, expecled to have heard from a
Minifter in his place. DBut as that part of his {peech had
been very properly and fully anfwered by the noble Earl, he
would not fay a fingle word more upon it, faither, than that
if it were admiited, and Minifters allowed to come down to
the Houfe with fuch arguments, it was needlefs for their
Lbrdfhips to meet or deliberate upon any fubje& of import-
ance to the country; as moft matters of importance might be
fome how connected with the Royal prerogative; and whe-
ther it was to point out the ruinous confequences of a Ruffian
war, the neceflity for eftablifhing a peace, or any other bu-
finefs of equal confequence to the country, where the ad-
Hh 2 vicg
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vice of Parliament might be ufeful and proper, the Minifters
would tell them, you have no right to interfere with the
King’s prerogative: in our opinion, our own conduét has not
occafioned circumftances that warrant your advice. And
thus, inftead of calling together Parliament upon any =reat
gmergency, the prefent Minifters meant to introducea new
method, and fend them about their bufinefs, as a4 ufele(s
and troublefome body, when they had much work upon their
hands which they, no doubt, could carry on’much better
without any Parliament. This, he tock to b: the precife
flate of the noble Lord’s do&rine. o
As to the impeachment, he was forry that noble Lords,
hoth to-night, and on the queflion of abatement} feemed to
have a great deal too much feeling and confideration for Mr.
Haftings ; and regretted much, that any peffibility of bring-
ing the trial to a fpeedy conclufion would deprive him of
making fo proper and ample a defence, as they wifhea*him
to have an opportunity of doing. Now, with all due fub-
wmiffion to their fuperior judgement and humanity, the noble
Marquis faid, he ghought he might, without any great danger
to Mr. Hafting$, or the caufe of juftice, fuggeft, that if he
was content to finifh his defence ina given time, he and his
Counfel might be allowed to know whether fuch a proceed-
ing was likely to be of fervice to his caufe, or not. Atany
tate, he could not avoid faying, that by making fuch a pro-
pofal, Mr. Haftings feemed to have a confciou{nefs and reli-
ance upon his own innocence, which induced him even to
truft his defence, fuch as it might be in the fhort time he was
to make it, not only to their Lordfhips, but open to the re-
ply of the Managers; efpecially if, as the prefent motion
fiated, the defence only was to be made this feflion, and that
and the accufatiop to be in their pofleffion all the interme-
diate fpace, which he owned was certainly, however unfa-
vourable or otherwite to Mr. Haftings, a much fairer way of
making up their minds, and preparing for the folemn tafk of
judgement, than from any notes. that they might have taken
at different times in the courfe of the trial. '
The Marquis faid, there was one point with regard to the
whole of this long-continued perfecution, [here Lord Hard-
wicke called the noble Lord to order, and afked. whether it
was decent to apply fuch an expreffion to the trial and pro-
ceedings of both Houfes of Parliament?] His Lordflip re-
plied, he would call it profecution then, if the noble Lo:d
preferred the word ; but what he meant to fay was concern-
ing a point, wherein the conduct of thofe of the prefent Ad-
miniftration, who had taken part in fupporting this impeach-
ment, appeared to him to be inconfiftent ; it was netorious,
he faid, that the very fame meafures and fyftem of Govern-
oot ment,
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ment, for which Mr. Haftings had undergone this long pro-
tracted trial, were now purfuing in India, approved by the
Gt;,vernment there, and fan&ioned by the Board of Contreul
at home. v
Astg the Commons, he thought if their Lordfhips were as
clear of Wee propriety to conclude the bufinefs as fpeedily as
poflible, they would certainly agree to this addrefs. The

Commons hgd exhibited twenty articles againft Mr. Haft-

. ings, and wer§now content to fum up and finith their profe-
cution, when daly four had been gone through. As to their
claim of replyq and bringing evidence after the defence was
concluded, thgbgh hedid not mean to fay that there would be
no fuch clygfn, he thought the lefs it was infifted upon the
better, and fhat it was a claim not to be afferted before any
other Court’ in the kingdom in any criminal cafe, except in
the cafe of iinpeachment. And it was to be concluded that if
it evgg’had been a claim founded either on jultice or reafon, it
would have been introduced into the Courts below; for, in
his mind, there was little difference to the fubje®, whether
he was to be tried in that Houfe, or any where elfe.

7 Having treated the conduct of Miniflry with a good deal
of afperity, the Marquis faid, it muft appear obvious to every
perion acquainted with the prefent fituation of this and other
ccuntries, that the impeachment had nothing to do with the
prorogation cf Parliament ; there were other reafons for ad-
Journing; they knew the anxiety and alarm that prevailed all
over the country ; they knew that we had a fleet ready to fail
at the fhorteft notice, and that the country was likely either
to be fuddenly embroiled in a ruinous ind burthenfome war,
or additionally loaded with the expence of fruitlefs arma-
ments, to back the mockery of their bullying threats and de-
mands; all which, they likewife knew, muft induce the peo~
ple, and thefe whofe duty it is to watch over their interefts,
to make fome inquiries, that wouid not be either pleafant or
profitable to their ridiculous, wild, and miftaken politics.— *
Knowing this, they had wifely determined to prorogue Par-
liament, and by thofe means get rid of all inquiry, the refult
of which might force them to fay or do any thing that was
likely to give fatisfaction to the people or to %arliament.

Lord Grenville with much warmth replicd to the Marquis, 1,orq
and entered into a {pirited defence of thole who had fupported Grenville.
the impeachment in the Houfe of Commons, where he had
thetonour to be at that time; and if there were any amongft
their Lordfhips who felt that the cenfure came home to then,
he faid, he would be forry for it ; however, he did not believe

ere was one in the Houfe who could accufe himfelf of hav-
ing done any thing in that bufinefs, that was inconfiftent ci~
ther with his honour or duty. Theilliberal and unhnnd}‘ome

T infinu-
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nfinuations of the noble Lord would have but little effect,
being equally groundlefs and mifapplied. His Lordfhip de-
nied that he had in his former fpeech afferted, that Parlia-
ment had no right to give advice to the Crown. What he
faid was, that fome fort of delicacy fhould be o?ved in
meddling with the King’s prerogative, except whel circum-
ftances warranted their interference, and that hefaw no ne-
ceflity for it on this occafion. -
‘The queflion was then put, and the motioxf for the addrefs
negatived without a divifion. Foo-
The order of the day was then read, for t1e fecond read-
ing of the Catholic Bill*, when, Lord
or

]

® The following is a copy of the Mcmorial prefented by the Roman
Catholics : N

>,
To the Right Honourable William Pitt, Firft Lord of the Treqfury,
and Chancellor of His Majefty’s Court of Exchequer, 8c. &..

The Memorial of His Majefty’s Englith Sub)~&s, profefling thc Cae
. tholic Religion,
Shewecth,

THAT by the laws now in force againft perfons profeffing the Ca-
tholic religion, your Mcmorialifis are deprived of many of the rights
of Englifh {fubjeéts, and the common rights of mankind.

They are prohibited, under the moft fevere penaltics, exercifing
any act of religion according to their own mode of worfhip.

They are fubjeét to heavy punifhments for keeping fchools for edu-
cating their children in their own religious principles at home, and
they are alfo fubjeét to heavy punifhments, for fending their children
for education abroad.

They are made incapable of ferving jn His Majefty’s armies and
navics.

They are refirained from pralifing the law as Barrifters, Advo-
cates, Solicitors, Attornies, or Profots.

They are obliged, on every occafion, to difclofe the moft fecret
tranfaltions of their familics, by veafon of the expenfive and perplexe
ing obligation of inrolling their decds.

They are fubjcéted, by annual a&ts of the Legiflature, to the igho-
minious fine of the double land tax.

They are deprived of that conftitutional right of Englith frecholders,
woting for county members, They are not allowed to vate at the elec-
tion of any other members. They are thercfore abfolutely unrepre
fented in Parliament.

They-are excluded fromall places, civil and military. «

They are difqualified from a feat in the Houfe of Commons.

Their Peers are deprived of their hereditary feat in Parliament ;

And their Clergy, for exercifing their fun&ions, are expofed to the
heavicft penalties and punifhments, and in fome cafes to death.

That the laws which fubjeét them to thefe difabilities, penalties,

and punifiments, were pafied agxinfl them in times of intelerance, for
erimey
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Lord Rawdon rofe, and prefaced a fhort fpeech with re-  yoa
gretting much the abfence of the Chancellor. His Lord(hip Rawdone
explained the principle of the bill, the hardfhips and oppre{- ’
fion under which thatclafs of His Majefty’s fubjeéts laboured,

whom

‘not profeft. .

That if anywgotives of policy cver exifted, which, in any point of
view, or by the'ppinions of any fet of men, could jufiify the general
neceflity or expcicncy of thofe laws, they have long fince cntirely
ccafed to continudthem ; thercfore muft be unjuft, as it withholds
from fo many fulfje&ls the firfl rights and comforts of fociety ; unwife,
as it produccsy'innion among the people ; and impolitic, as it deprives

crimes of \;:Whey' are not guilty, and for principles which they do

the State of th¥ labours und fervices of fo many of its loyal fubjeéis.

That by thyf gracious and falutary aét pafled in the 2o0th year of his
prefent Majefty, thar one particular law which moft prevented their
fafety, apd quictly enjoying their landed property, was formally re-
pealedy and an oath pruferibed to them, by which, in the mott folemn,
moft Fxplicit, and moft unequivacal terms, they difclaim the behef,
that there ¢xifis in any foresgn Prince, Prelate, State, or Potentatc,
either direflly or indircétly, any civil jurifdi€tion or power, fuperiority
A pre-eminence whatfcever, within this reaim ; awd by which, in
terms equally explicit and uncquivocal, they avew their abfelute aud
unrefcrved allegiance and fidelity to His Majelty’s perfon and governe
ment, the fucceffion of the crown in his family, and the Pritith con.
fitution. '

That the Englifh Catholics have univerfally taken this oath.

That their gencra! condud has been blanelefs and moffenfive.

‘That they hold no principles which can be conftrued to extend to the
fubverfion, difturbance, or difquict of the civil or ccclefiaftical govein-
ment of this country.

That they live in the completefl harmory with their fellow-fubjeds,
only feparated from them by a difference of opinion in matters of reli-
gion, and enly prevented from falling into the ganera! mafs of the
community, Ly the diftinCtions produced and kepe alive by the laws
ftill remaining in force againft them,

That the Biitith Government, and the Nation at large, have long
been fenfible of this ; and thercfore (with an humanity for which the
Englith Catholics arc truly giatcful) have not permitred the laws againft
them to be extended in their utmoft extent, HMence, for a confiderable
time, nonc of thefe laws which affe& their lives, have been carried
into exccution ; and there have nct been many inftances where thofe
laws which affe@t thcir fortunes or their libertics, have been enforced.
Rrofecutions againft them have received no aid from the Legiflature, no
countenance from the Courts of Juflice, no encouragement from the
Magiftracy, and no favour from the people. Informers againft them
bave®been univerfully defpifed. The moft virtuous and enlightened
men of the agc have been their advocates.  The nation is their friend,
the letter of the law their only cnemy. To that it is owing that they
ftill languith under difabilities which cramp their indufiry, prevent
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whom be aeicrioea 10 pe 23 10ya1 ana rantniun Junjects asany
His Majefty had, and for whofe relief this bill was inteaded.
1t was the obje of the bill, at the fame time that it gave re-
drefs to the petitioners, to provide for the fecurity of the
eftablithed religion of the country. As far as it went, he
faid, it had his approbation ; and though it might not be per-
fe&, yet when in a Committee, it might receive {p¢h amend-
ments as would make a very fafe and falutary lagv. Had he
been one of thofe who framed it; he owned ke thould have
wifhed thatit had been more comprehenfivd, and had eon-
tained claifes to include all other Catholicsf as well as that
body of them who were petitioners.. His farther opinions,
his Lordfhip faid, be fhould referve till he haird other Lords
¢ deliver théir minds upon the bill. , ,
Archbih.  ‘The Archbifhop of Canterbury faid he ag ']perfe&ly in
of Canter- the principle of the bill, and wilhed as much as any man that
bury.  the penal flatutes were repealed. Nobody was facther from
wifhing that Roman Catholics fhould fuffer forfeifinz, im-
prifonment, or death, than he did; he therefore could\‘xot he
fuppofed an enemy to the bill.  But, he did not think 1t had
fuch claufes as were fufficient for the fcurity of the eftab-
lifhed church, which he believed it was the intention of ti.~
Catholics themfelves that it {fhould have. 1le had likewife,
he faid, objeftions to the oath, antl to the claufe allowing
Catholics to teach fchoels, which he thought was rather
loofely worded ; if, however, it went into a Committee, there
were other amendinents that it might undergo before it could
be called a perfe&t bill. He regretted, as well as the noble
Lord, the abfenceof the nobleand lcarned Iord, whofe opi-
nions would have had fo much weight with the Houfe, and
could not fay, whether by poftponing the commitment for a
fhort time, there was a probability of his attendance or not.
He therefore left it to the Houfe, to proceed as they thought
fit, and would, when in a Committee, offcr his obfervatious
on the difierent claufes.

their providing for their familiev, drive them from their own country
for education, obtrude them on foreigners for their fubfiftence, and
make them, as it were, aliens amony their fellow fubjeéts.

That the dofirine of general toleration univerfally prevails ; and that
no plea can be urged for tolerating, in foreign countries, the diffidents’
from the mode of woi thip eftablithed there, which may not with as great
propriety be urged for tolerating in England thofe of the Catholic per-
fuafion. )

Upon thefe grounds, your Memorialifts hope for your
concurrence and fupport on their jntended application
for redrefs of their grievances.

The
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* The Bifhop of St. Duvid's, followed the right ‘revérend Bifop of
Metropolitan, and addrefled the H@:fe in a fpeech nearly to St. Da-
the following purport : . oL vids
My Lords, with great charity for the Roman Catholics;
with a perfe& abherrence of the penal laws, 1 have my
doubts, whether the bill for their relief, that has been fent
up to u: from the lower Houfe, comes in a fhape fit to be
fent to a Committee. My Lords, it is not my intention to
make any'¢xprefs motion, . to obfiru&t the commitment of
it, if 1 i{xou perceive that meafure to be the fenfe and in-
clination of the Houfe. But I have my doubts, which I
think it my dty to fubmit to your Lordfhips’ confideration.
) ixed, as IJam, in the perfuafion, that religion is the only
folid foundagsion of civil focicty, and by confequence that an
eftablifhmegt of religion is an effential branch of every well
conftru&ted polity, I am equally fixed in another principle,
that it Jf a duty, which the great law of chriftian charity
impof«€ on the chriftian magiftrate, to tolerate chriftians of
denomination, feparated from the eftablithed church
onfcientious fcruples : with the exception of fuch fefts
oply, if any fuch there be, which hold principles fo {fubver-
ve of civil Government in general, or fo hoftile to the par-
“ticular conftitution under which they live, as to render the
externination of fuch fe€ts an object of juft policy. My
Lords, | have no fcruple to fay, that the opinions, which
feparate the Roman Catholics of the prefent day from the
communion- of the church of England, are not of that
‘dangerous completion. Times, my Lords, it is too well
known, have been, when the towering ambition of the
Roman clergy, and the tame fuperftition of the peéple ren~
dered the hierarchy the rival of the civil Government, ths
triple mitre the terror of the Crown, in every flate in
Chriftendom. The reformation in this country, ds it took
its rife, not in any controverfies upon fpeculative do€trines,
but in a high-fpirited monarch’s manly renunciation of the
Pope’s ufurped authority, in the claim of the original abfo-
lute exemption of the church, no lefs thah of the flate of
this kingdom, from all fubordination to the fee of Romey
excited a fpirit of intrigue among the adherents of the Pa-
acy againft the internal Government, which rendered every
'flomnn Catholic, in proportion as he was confcientioufly at-
tached to the interefts of his church, a difaffe@ed, or, at
the beft, a fufpe@ted fubje@. The revolution widened the
breagh, by the natural attachment of the fe& to the abdi-
cated family, which had ever favoured it. Happily for
this country, and for the peace of mankind, thofe times are
paft. My Lords, it is now univerfally underflood, that the
extravagant claims of the church to a paramount authority
Vou XXX. i ‘ over
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‘over the ftute, in fecular mattersy fland confuted by the very
firft principle of the inal charter of her inftitution, b
the early edi& of her divine and holy founder, that * bis
“ kingdom is not of this world.” ‘The ambition of the
Roman Pontiff, by the redutiom of his pewer and his for-
‘tunes, is hecome contemptible and ridiculous in the eyes of
his own party. And the extinflion of the Stuart family
leaves the Roman Catholics of this country no cuoice, but
the alternative of continuing in the conditiondf aliens in
their native land, or of bringing themfelves under the pro-
teftion of her laws, by peaccable fubmiflion and loyal at-
tachment to the exifling Governinent. My 'Lords, in thefe
circumftances, in this ftate of opinions, in thrs reduced con-
-dition of the Pope’s importance in the political +rorld, in the
actual flate of the interefts of the Roman CatEplics of this
country, 1 perfuade myfelf, that the long-wifhed-for feafon
for the ubolition of the penal laws is come. Enitncipated
from the prejudices which once carried them away. the
Roman Catholics are led by the genuine principles of »heir
religion to inoflenfive condu@, to dutiful fubmiffion*and
cordial loyalty. My ILords, the Ruman Catholics beteer
underitand, than the thing feems to be underftood by many .
‘of thofe who call themfelves our Proteftant brethren, in
what plain charaCiess the injunction of the unreferved fub-
miflion of the individual to the Government under which
ke is born, is written in the divine law of the gofpel.

My Lords, with all this charity for Roman Catholics,
with thgte fentiments of the inexpediency of the penal
faws, | muft ftill difapprove of the bill which is now of-
fered for a fccond reading.  Your Lordfhips muft perceive,
“that, confiftently with the fentiments which I avow, I
eaanot quarrcl with the hill for the relief it gives. No, my
Lords. The noble Lord who moved the fecond reading, has
him{-1f opened the grounds of my objections. My Lords,
ohjccl to the bill that it is infufficient to its own purpofe.
. My Lords, I quarrel with the bill for the partiality of its
eperation.

With the indulgence of your Lordfhips, I will endea-
vour to explain, from what eircumftances in the fabric of
" the bill this defe& arifes. I will fet forth the importance of
the objeflion, and then I will trouble your Lordfhips with
the reafons of my apprehenfion, that this obje&ion is not
Jikely to be done away by any amendments we can give the
pill in the Committee. .

My Lords, this bill is to relieve Roman Catholics from
the penal laws under the condition that they take an oath of
allegiance, abjuration and declaration; the terms of which
_eath tbe bill prefcribes.  The bill, therefore, will relier: fuch
T oman
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Roman Catholics as take this oath, and none elfe. Now?
my Lords, itis, I belleve, a2 well known fa&, that a very
great number, I believe 1 fhould be corredt if 1 were to fay
a very great majority, of the Roman Catholics fcruple the
terms in which this oath is unfortunately drawn, and de-
clare they cannot bring themfelves to take it. With the
permiffion of the Houfe, 1 will enter a little into the
detail ol their obje@ions; not that I mean to go at pre-
fent into\ difcuffion apon al! the imperfe@ions of the oath.
T concur iy every onc of the objeftions made by the moft
reverend Mqtropolitan; but T fhall not touch upon thefe cb-
jeCtions, bejaufe they have been ably flated, and becaufe
they are not to the purpofe of my argument. It is my
point to jtate the obje€licns of ferupulous Roman Catholics.
My Jiords, the majority of the Roman Catholics, who
{cruplgfthis oath, are not Papifts in the opprobrious fenfc of
the.®ord ; thisy are not the Pope’s courtiers, more than the
fntlemen of the Roman Cathelic Committee, who are
ady to accept the o:th. My Lords, the more ferepulous
oman Catholics, who ohjs¢t to the terms of this cath,
are ready to fwear allegiance to the King; they are ready to
ahjure the Pretender, to 1enour.ce the Pope’s authority in
civil and temporal matters; they are ready to renounce the
do@rine that faith is not to be hept with "Heretics, and that
perfons may be mwurthered unler the pretence that they are -
Heretics, as impious and unchriftian. They are ready to
renounce, as impious and unchriflian, the doftrine that
Princes, excommunicated by the fee of Rome, may he
murthered by their fubjes: they are ready to 1enounce the
doctrine, that Princes, excommunicated by the fee of Rome,
may be depofed by their fubjects. But to this depofing
doltrine they feruple to apply the epithets of impious, un-
chriftian and damnable: my Lords, they think that this
dodtrine is rather o be called falfe than impious, traiterous
than unchriftian. They fay, that the language of an oath
fhould not be adorned, figured, and amplified, but plain,
fimple, and precife. But in truth, my Lords, this fcruple
is founded on a tender regard for the memory of their pro-
genitors. Some two centuries fince, this error, however
abfurd and malignant, was, like other abfurd and malig-
pant errors, univerfal; yet, my Lords, there lived in thofe
times many men of diftinguifhed piety and virtue, who ac-
fuicfeed in this error as a fpeculative doftrine, though they
never acted upon it. My Lords, the more fcrupulous of
the Romaa Catholics think it hard that men of probity and
virtue, entertaining a fpeculative error, fanctioned by s
wniverfality, upon which they never acted, fhould for that
gfror in more fpepulation be R_igfnatized as devoid of piety, as
' 2 . e
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no chriftians, and as perfons that died under a fenfe of eter-
nat damnarion: and certainly, my Lords, the reprobation
of this doétrine, under the qualifications of impious, unchrif-
tian, and damnable, goes to this effe®. My Lords, 1 befeech

ou to give a candid attention to this fcruple, as [ am con-

ident your Lordfhips will to every feruple. My Lords, I
enter into this detail from a defire of impreffing on your

Lordfhips’ minds, what is very ftrongly imprefleg on mine,
that the obhje&ions of thefe men are not cavils, biit fair, ho-
neft, confcientious fcruples. My Lords, this fruple is any-
Jogous to that which every liberal, enlightened man would
feel, if he were called upon to decide, upon that which has
fometines been decided upon with little ceremony, upon the
final doom of virtuous Heathens: of men, wlp with a
fenfe of moral obligation, and with fentiments\,of piety
towards the Creator of the Univerfe, which’ migkt have
done no difcredit to the profeflors of chriftianity, neve.the-
lefs, from the force of example and education, acquiescedyin
the popular idolatry of their times. My Lords, 1 beliewy,
your Lordfhips all' believe, that there is ‘no name undéy

eaven by which men may he faved, but the name of Jefus -
Chrift : neverthelefs, my T.ords, I thould be very unwilling
to affert, my Lords, I would refufe to fwear, that it is matter
of m heliefy that fuch men as Soerates, Plato, Thully, Seneca,
and K’lnrcus Antoninus, who were every one of them Idola-
ters, are now [uffering in the place of torment, and are
doomed to fuffer there to all eternity. My Lords, upon
this point I concur in the fentiments of a great ornament of
the Roman church, who might have been an ornament to the
pureit church in the moft enlightened times. ¢ [Jbi nunc
¢ anima Marci Tullii agat] fortaffé non efi bumani judicii pro-
¢ nuntiarc; me’ certé non” admodum aveyfum babituri fint in
¢ ferendis calculis, qui fperant illum opud Superos fummi pace
s frae.” My Lords, will not your Lordlhips permit the
Roman Catholics to have the fame tendernefs for the mc-
mory of Bellarmen and Erafmus, which your Lordfhips
would feel for that of virtuous Iieathens : )

My Lords, the terms in which the Pope's authority is re-
nounced, are matter of {cruple to that divifion of the {{orq:m
Catholics, ‘which 1 confider as the majority. My Lerds,
they are ready to renounce™he civil authority of the Pope;
but they think that the words ufed in the oath go to the de-
nial of the Pope’s fpiritual authority, which they ‘cannot
eonfcientioufly ‘abjure. The terms of the oath, my Lords,
dre thefe.” ¢ ] do alfo in my confcience declare and fo-
% lemnly fwear, that no foreign church, Prelate, or Prieft,
f¢ or . Aflembly of Priefts, or ecclefiaftical power whatfoever,
£ hah, or ought to have, any jurifdi€tion or authority what-
A T 2 b R @ foever
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& foever within this realm, that can dire&ly or indireQly af-
¢ fe? or interfere with the independence, inenignty, laws,
¢ conftitution, or Government, thereof, or the rights, liber~
¢ ties, perfons, or properties of the people of the faid realm,
¢ or any of them.” lhe power thereforc abjured is all
ecclefiaftical power, which can, direétly or indireftly, in-
teifere with the fovereignty, conftirution, or Governmnent ;
with publicaor with private rights. My Lords, thefe fcru-
pulous Catholics think that this d. feription comprehends the
‘Pope’s fpiritual authority ; for they fay that they muft ad-
mit that the Pope’s fpiritual authority does indireétly, by
inference and implication, interfere with civil Government
and with civil rights. My Lords, is it not manifeft that the
Pope’s fuprumacy, indire€tly and in fpeculation, interferes
with the vZ‘Qereignty, with the King’s fupremacy as Head ‘ZE
the Chus#$h? WMy Tords, with the conftitution the Pqpes
fuprepifcy indireétly interferes, in a part which [ believe
youy Lotdfhips hold in fome regard. My lords, it is a
congequence fiom the dofirite of the Pope’s fupremacy,
t‘g no confeciations and ordinations are valid Lut what
#anate from the authority of the fee of Kome. If this
be the cafe, my Lords, the Bifhops of the church of En-
gland are no Bifhops. If we are no Bifhops, we have no
right to fit in this affembly with your Lordfhips; 1 have no
right to be now holding this argument before your Lordfhips.
My l.ords, "is not this an interference, indireétly I grang,
byt indireétly is it not an interference with the conflitu-
tion. My Lords, if we are no Bifhops, it is a further
confequence that no man is made a Prieft by virtue of our
ordinations. No Prieft of ours, therefore, has any juft
vight to any temporalities that he m:l{’ hold of fuch a
nature as to attach cxclofively to the Pricftly charatter.
My Lords, is not this an interference with the rights of
fubjects ? My Lords, thefc are ftriking inftances that occur
at the moment: many other inftances might be found in
which the Pope’s fpiritual fupremacy unqueftionably inter-
feres indire€tly with civil authorizy and civil rights; and the
moft that can be expeCed of confcientious Roman Catholics
is, not ghat they fhould rcnounce all authority carrying this
interference; for that were to renounce the Pope as their
{piritual head; but that they fhould bind themfelves to Go-
vernment, that they will never, at upon thefe principles,
which in theory they cannot renounce. That whatever
they may think (as a matter of opinion) about the Pope’s
fupremacy, they will never, in fa, .upon the pretence of
his fupremacy, make an attack, or commit any a& of hofti-
lity againft the conftitution and the Government in either
pranch, but, on the contrary, will defend it: and thefe en-

gogemontsy
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gagements, my Lords, thofe Roman Catholics who fcruple
this oath, are ready and defirous to give in the moft explicit
and unequivocal terms. They fay, that they may think
themfelves bound by an oath which they have already taken,
and that they are ready to ftrengthen the obligation by a new
oath, to defend, to the utmoit of their powsr, the civil and
ecclsfiaftical eftablifhment of the country, even thoygh all
the Catholic powers of Europe, with the Popz himfelf at
their head, were to levy war againft the King for the ex-
prefs purpofe of eftablithing the Roman Catholic religion.
My Lords, there are other points in this oath which Roman
Catholics, I think, muft fcruple. 1 believe the gentlemen
of the Catholic Committee, who declare themfelves ready
to take this oath, wili fee fome difficulty in paiticular parts
of it, when they confider the full import of csrtain terms.
But my Lords, 1 fhall go no further at prefen:\xthis de-
tail. 1 will only fay in general, that there are parts of the
oath which I myiclf would refufe to take. !

My Loxds, 1 muft obferve, that the gentlemen of th¢ Ca-
tholic Committee, and the party tha. a&s with them,\ho
fcruple ne part of this oath, declare that they equally wish
the {crupulous party, maintain the Pope's {piritual fupremacy.
They are thocked that the denial of it fhould be imputed to
them. Your Lordfhips therefore perceive, that the twn par-
ties are perfefily equal, in the degree of affeftion or difaffec~
tion, take it which way you will, that they bear to the
Government of the country ; therefore I cannot fee upon
what principle a relief, which is granted to the one, fhould
be denied to the other.

It may be faid, this relief is a matter not of right, but of
mere grace and favour; and that the perfon who confers a
favour, may at his own will and pleafure prefcribe the con-
ditions on which he will befiow it. But, my Lords, the
favours of a Government are furely to be'difpenfed by fome
rule of diftribution; and that rule ought to be an equal one,
My Lords, it ought not to be a rule of arbitrary eletion

and reprobation, making a diftin&tion of perfons where

\there is no dificrence o
1 merit,
" My Lords, T have heard it faid, not in this Houfe, but
out of doors, it is a maxim in common circulation, that
the legiflature has nothing to do with the difputes of thefe
people among themfelves : that it may be rather an ebjeét
of good policy to promote and increafe their divilions, as
it may be a means of weakening the ftrength of the party.
My Lords, the maxim, ¢ Divide & Impcra,” if it be
ever wife, is wife only in defpotic Governments. My Lord:;_
1

charaer in the degree of civjl
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if it be wife in fuch Governments; it is becaufe fuch Go-
vernments are radically unjufi, the relation of the governor
and the governed to each other being that of enemies. But
in Governments, fuch as this under which we have the hap-
pinefs to live, it is a wicked maxim. In our conftitution the
promoting of the happinels of the governed is not only the
duty, bat it is the a¢tual obje&t of Government, and the
aim f all its operations, and of all its meafures. In fuch -
a Government, union and harmony among citizens of all
defcriptions is to be defired ; and it fhould be the endeavour
of the Government to promote it, as the means of binding
the love and affeCions of all to the conftitution.

But, my Lords, admitting for a moment that we have
nothing to do with the difputes of thefe people among them-
felves, yet your Lordfhips furely have to do with the juftice
and eqn?'y of your own proceedings. Now confider, my
Lords, dpon what principle were the penal laws againft the
Roman Catholics firft introduced. Certainly upon this
principle, that the Roman Catholics in general were difaf-
fegeed fubjeéts.  Upon what principle would the legiflature

w relicve any Roman Catholics from thofe laws? Cer-
tainly, my Lords, upon this principle, that the legiflature
acquits thofe to whom it extends the relief, of the crime and
fufpicion of difaffection. Upon what principle is the relief,
which is extended to fome, withheld from others? Cer-
tainly upon no juft principle but this; that thofe others fill
lie, in the eye of the legiflature, under a fufpicion of difaf-
fe&tion. Thus, my Lords, by paffing a law which will
give only a partial relief, you will impreft a ftigma of dif-
affetion upon the party not relieved ; which, in my judge-
ment, if there be no ground for fufpe@ing them, would ba
the Leight of cruelty and injuftice.

But, my Lords, give me leave to fay, that though your
Lordfhips” would indeed have nothing to do with any dif-
putes among the Roman Catholics, upon controverted points
of their ows divinity, the matter and the ftate of the pre-
fent difpute are fuch, that your Lordfhips have much to do
with it, in formiig a judgement upon the prefent bill. The
matter in difpute is the propriety of the oath as it ftands in
this bill, which oath the one party is ready to accept, the
other reprobates, The difpute began in terms of mutual
refpect, and great moderation. But as the difpute went on,
both fides, as is the cafe in all difputes, grew warmer.
Both fides have now loft all temper. And the quarrel, a
religious quarrel, my Lords, is raging. The fcrupulous
Catholics {peak of the writings on the other fide, as fchif-
matical, fcandalous, and inflammatory. The Catholic
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Committee charge the former with inculcating principles
lioftile to fociety and Government, and to the conftitution
aud laws of the Britifh empires My Lords, thefe re-
proaches are, I think, unmerited on either fide. “But they
are, for that reafon, the ftronger fymptoms of intemperate
hant on both fides. My Lords, this bill, fhould it pafs
into a law, will not mitigate the quarrel, but inflame it.
. And as it_re-enacs the penal laws againit all thofe who,
from their fcruples about the oath, cannot bring themielves
within the benefit of it, the Roman Catholies that will bé
relieved by this bill will be impowered to inforce thofe laws
againft their more fcrupulous brethren, with whom they are
quarrelling. My Lords, the hiftory of the church too clearly
proves, that men whofe minds are inflamed with religious
controver(y are not to be trufted with fuch weapons. My
Lords, when 1 look at the names of the gentlagien who
compofe the Catholic Committee, men of hig}%h, of
diftinguifhed probity and honour, I cannot for a mbment
fuppofe, that any of them would purfue the quarrel with
their adverfaries in that bafe manner. But, my Lonls,
the leaders of a party cannot alwavs cotymand the pafﬁ:}{.
of their followers; and your Lordlhips will have no fecu-
rity, that this may not be done, but the liberality and ho-
nour of the individuals: and is it wife or juft, my Lords,
to put any innocent man in the power of his enemy, re-
lving only on the good difpofition of that enciny to reftrain
him from the abufe of that power which you put into his
hands? My Lords, if the party relieved by this bill
fhould take the advantage which the Jaw will give them
azainft the other party, a horrible perfecution will arife.
My Lords, I fhudder at the fcene of terror and confufion,
which my imagination fcts before me, when under the ope-
ration of this partial law, fhould it unfortunately receive
your Lordfhips’ fanétion; mifcreants of bafe informers
may be enriched with the fortunes, our jails may be
crowded with the perfons, and our ftreets may ftream with
the blood of confcientious men, and of good fubjeéts! And
of all this cruelty, my Lords, if it fhould take place, the
laws of the country will get the credit.

. My Lords, 1 am aware that it may feem to your Lord~
fhips, that there is an eafy an{wer to all this. Send the bill
to a Committeq, and amend the oath. My Lords, there is
the difficulty ; I fear that we are not competent to nrake fuch
amendments in the oath as may obviate the mifchief. My
Lords, look at the ftate of the coritroverfy among the Ro-
man Catholics, “Threc of the four Reman Catholic
Bihops, whe call themfelves the Apoftolical Vigars f?f
. ' the
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the four diftrilts of this country, three out of thefe four
have promulgated an encyclical letter; in which they re-
probate the oath as it ftands in the prefent bill : and they go
further: they advance this principle ; that a confcientioug
Catholic ought not to take any oath declaratory of any
opinion upon doétrinal points, till it has received the ap-
probation of the ecclefiaftical fuperiors. The gentlemen of
the Catholic Committee exclaim againft this, as an extrava-
gant ftretch of authority. I confefs, my Lords, I fee no
extravagance in it. 1 believe, were I a Roman Catholic, I
thould think it my duty to fubmit to it. But the Catholic
Committee are indignant, under this ufurpation of autho-
rity, as they think it, of the Apoft lical Vicars; and a
paper has appeared figned by the gentlemen of the Com-
mittee, which I know not very well what to call. My
Lotds, i* looks fomething like an appeal to the Pope: and
yet I can hardly fuppofe, that an appeal to him has been
actually made; or that this is a copy of a paper fent as a
formal appeal to Rome. But the Committee fay, “ we
¢ gmappeal to all the Catholic churches in the univerfe ; and
¢"efpecially to the firft of all Catholic churches, the Apof-
¢ tolical fee rightly informed.” My Lords, if this is an
appeal to the fee of Rome, or if it be a notice of an in-
tended appeal; and, my Lorls, it muft be fomcthing, it
fhould feem that the legiflature cannot flir a ftep further 2
for it woull be perfe@tly nugatory to pafs a lag to
give relicf upon the condition of an oath; when the per-
fons, to whom the rchef is offcred, are divided into two
parties ; one of which fay, “ we cannot take this oath;” the
others fay, “ we muit go to Rome, and afk the Pope, whe-
¢ ther, under the circumftance of the interdiét of the ec~
¢ clefiaftical fuperiors, we may take the oath, or no.” And,
my Lords, fuppofe you amend the oath ; what affurance can
your Lordfhips have that the Apoftolical Vicars will ap=
prove the oath, as amended by your Lordfhips? If the
fhould not approve it, the more fcrupulous Catholics will
not take it. My Lords, the remedy for this feems to me to
be unique. 'The remedy would be, to find an oath, which
may be fufficient for the fecurity of Government, and
which the majority of the Roman Catholics have already
taken ; and the Apoftolical Vicars, having themfelves taken
it, muft approve. Such, my Lords, is the oath which was
reqsired of the Roman Catholics by the law of 1798,
And I am very forry that that oath was not ad>pted in this
bill. But from what I have heard, I have much doubt, if
we go into a Committee, we fhall be unanimous upon a
motion for fubflituting that oath, inftead of the oath that
Yor. XXX Xk now
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now ftands in the bill; and for this reafon, my Lords, I
fear the bill is incurable.*

My Lords, I have detained you much longer than I
thought to have done. It only remains that I thank your
Lordihips for the patient attention with which 1 have been
honoared; and that I make it my requeft, that any expre{-
fions that may have efcaped me, in the courfe of a fpeech,
in point of language 1n many parts quite unpremeditated,
may be candidly interpreted. My Lords, what moft of
all 1 deprecate, is, that I may not be fufpe@ed of infin-
cerity in my profeflions of an abhorrence of the penal
laws: that my objefting to the commitment of this bill
may not be deemed a firatagem of mine, to get rid of the
bufinefs altogether, and difappoint the petitioners at your
Lordfhips’ bar in their juft expeflations of relief. My
Louds, | call the great foarcher of hearts to witkgfs, that
thete is no fuch duplicity, no fuch malice in my intention.
My Lords, if your Lotdihips fhould be moved, by what has
been fe1d by me, or what may be faid with more ability by
others to the fame eff&, to reje@ this bill, rather than tyat
the Roman Catholics thould be finally unrelicved, 1 woﬁﬁl
pledge myfelf to your Lordfhips, to the Roman Catholics,
and to my countty, to bring in a bill, early iir the gext
feflion, which fhould not be pregnant with the mifchiefs,
which feem to me the certain confequence of this bill
but 1 thould hope that your Lordfhips would not leave a
matter-of fuch moment to the difcretion and abilitics of any
mdividual Lord, but that your Lordfhips will think proper
to name a Committee to revife all the fubfifting laws a-
gaindt the Roman Catholics, and to frame a bill for the res
peal of fuch as may with fafety be repealed. The only ob-
je&ion that I can fee to fuch a meafure is the delay, for it is
much too late in the feffion to begin fuch a bufinefs. But,
my Lords, in a matter of this magnitude and importance,
the legiflature fhould think little of the delay of a few
months; nor ought the Roman Catholics themfelves to mur-
mur at a delay, which may conduce to put the relief they
folicit upon a broad and peumanent bafis,

Lord Lord Abingden faid, the fubje@® matter of the prefent bill
Abingdon Was fo immediately within the province of one defcription of
only in that Houfe, it fo pecutiarly belonged to theis

® In this apprehenfion the Bithop had the pleafure to find himfclf
miftaken, In the Committce of the whole Houfe upon the®bill
(June 4th) the oath as it food was, -upon the Bithop’s own motion,
expunged ; and the oath taken by the Roman Catholics in Ireland, in
the year 1774, with fome very flight alterations fubftituted. The
Jrith oath is in effcCt the fame with the oath of 1778, and, of the
thoy is drawa with the grester acouracy. . ..

- . con
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confideration, and was {o fitly and rightly placed in their hands,
that what he had to {ay was merely to exprefs his hopes, and
which were truly founded on his expeitations, that the bill
would come out of the hands of thofe noble Lords as full of to~
leration, as might be confiftent with the fafety of the eftablifhed
ehurch of this country, and infomuch with the fafety of the
Stute, and more and other than this (being himfelf no levelling
Lord) he neither hoped for nor expeced, though perhaps other
poble Lords, one at leaft, might be of a differcnt opinion.
There was, however, his Lordfhip faid, one remark he
would make, and which was this, that being bred up in the
old fchool, and not belonging to the new one, nor having as
yetimbibed, nor never fhould, the tenets or doftrines, politi-
cal or religious, which thefe nows bamines in this enlightencd
age had fo fpeculatively introduced for the pradtical fubverfion
o% fociety, it would feem to him, that the idca of a Protcfting
Catholic Diffenter, for fo they:call themfelves, and in faét are
fo, although not {o pamed in the prefent bill, was an idca fo
exifting in idca only, fo novel in its inftitution, {o fundamen-
tally repugnant to the avowed and eftublithed faith and nraice
¢/ that Church, and in fhort, fuch a folecifin in terms, that
how fucha flumbling block in limine was to bg got rid of, he
knew not ; and got rid of it muft be, before any one fingle ftep
could be taken in advance of the obje of the bill ; for to fa
that a Catholic (and here he muft obferve too, that thefe Dif-
fenters were no longer to be called Roman Catholic, but that
the word ¢ Romuan,” in order, he fuppofed, to fhorten the
phrafe, or perhaps more intentionally to make-room for the
doftrine, was, as it were, by the figure of ellipfis to be cut off)
was to continuc in the belief of the infallibility of the Pope in
fpiritual matters, as they profefs to do, and were not ta continue
ia the belief of the infallibility of the Pope in temporal matters,
as they profefs now not todo, was to fay—what? It was to
fay, his Lordthip faid, certainly that which was never profefled
before ; but it was to fay more, it was to reafon rationally, if
he might {o fpcak, upon an irrational tapic ; for to tell him,
that a man could open his mind to the belief of. infallibility in
the one inftance, and fhut his mind to the belief of infallibility
in the other, way to fay that which his faith at beft could not
lead him to believe ; but if iv was fo, then, faid he, addio il
papa ; for where half is gone, the reft will follow ; and there-
fore, his advice was, that if thefe protefting Catholic Diflenters
have thought fit fo far to quit their papa, tﬁey mightas well, in
imitation of a noble Duke of that Houfe, ‘and of other illuf-
trious examples, take at once to our mama ; or, in other words,
ir’ they have been induced fo far to overleap the pale of their
father church, they might as well jump within the pale of our
mother church, where, like the finner that repenteth, there
will be more joy in them, than over ninety and nine juft per-
fons that need no rcpcntalncci ; where equal taxes, equal laws,
3

eq‘ual'_
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equal loaves and fithes, will be all cqually theirs, and where
too, perhaps, they may find thentfelves not one Qot farther from
Heaven than they were before.  Upon the wholc then, faid his
Lordthip, my communion upon this bill fhall be with the noble
Lords and the right reverend Prelates upon the bench, and he
thould certainly vote for it (for fua res agitur ) in whatever fhape
it thould come out of their hands.
Rarl Earl Stanbope {poke in favour of the bill. His Lordfhip
.Stanhope, faid, that when the petitioners were afking to be freed from
the injuftice and oppreflion of thofe fanguinary penal Jaws
that were a difgrace to our flatute books, they were not
merely afking a boon, but claiming what they were entitled
to by the rights of men, and the rights of citizens. The
. noble Earl fpoke highly of the Roman Catholics in this
kingdom, and obferved, that the right which every man
poflefled of worfhiping God in his own way, and agreeable
to the ditates of his own confcience, an unalienable right,
in the true fenfe of the word, we could not alienate from
him, he could not alienate it from himfelf, Hc hoped na
man would fay, that a wretch at the gallows, with the hak
ter about his ngck, had net a right to call upon his Maker
in any way that his confcience told him was right; as well
might we pretend to regulate the internal government of Ja-
yan or China, as to regulate the internal government of men’s
confciences; the one was not more remote from our power of
control than the other. He thought the prefent bill hould
go into a Committee, and there receive fuch amendments as
might be confidered as neceffury; and he concluded with
thanking the noble and learned lzrelates, who feemey to give
the principle of the bill that fupport which their wif{dom and
good fenfe told them it merited. ' U
Pukeof  The Duke of Leeds faid, he had taken much pains to in-
Leeds. form himfelf on the fubject of this bill, and was a hearty
friend to ity convinced, from his perfonal acquaintance with
thofe who were the objects of it, that they merited all the
redrefs which was meant to be given to them. His Grace
thought, however, that it fhoyld be very fully difcuffed ;
and was rather inclined to think, that it would be more for,
the intereft of the Catholics in general, that this bill was
poftponed till next feflion, when there would be time to,
frame fuch a bill as would meet with no abjetion from any
part of the Houfe; but he wauld make no motion, unlefs he
thought the fenfe of the Houfe was with him, .
The Bithap of Peterhorough made a fhort fpeech in fa-
vour of the principle, but againft the claufes, of the bill.
Lord Fauconberg faid a'few words for the bill, and withed
it to go into a Committee. ™" ' . )
' Logd
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Lord Loxghborough fpoke to a confiderable lengtly on the Lord
bill. His Lordfhip allowed that there was much weight in Loughbea
the different objeftions flated by the noble and learned rough.
Lords who had fpoken in the debate, but ftill thought that
the bill in 2 Committee might be fo amended, as to be per-
fe€t, and give general fatisfaltion. He warned their Lord-
thips againft delaying it till another feffion; and argued
from the example of 1780, when he infifted that all the
differences of opinion, and confequently riot and confufion,
that broke out in a neighbouring kingdom then, and came
inte this, was eccafioned by delaying a former bill of this
nature from one feflion to another. 1f they were only to go
through a few claufos of it before the adjournment, the bill
would be left in a much fafer and better ftate, and no appre-
henfions would arife concerning it. Befides, all the decla-
rations which had been made that night, fo much to the
honour of thofe who made them, would be entirely joft in
effed, if, after communicating them to the Public, was
added, but the bill was rejeted. Thisbill, he obferved, had
been much argued in another place, and he really thought it
would be wrong to put it over, without going into a Com-
jittee,; or looking at any one claufe of it.

"T'he Marquis of Lan/dswn likewife fpoke in favour of the Marquis
bill. Hé thanked the noble and learncd Bench of Prelates of Lanfe
fot their concurrence in the general opinion, and faid, that down.
he had always fupported upon the fame grounds the Proteftant
Diflenters, and the repeal of the teft act, as a matter of right
to them. His Lordfhip owned, that his opinion as to Ca-
tholics had been very different ; their claim, if they had any,
was an indulgence, not a right ; but from a ftri€t obfervance
of their change of charaéter and fyflemn in every part of the
world, he was now inclined to think them a harmlefs, wife
people, who deferved the fame indulgence, and had the fame
right as other fects to the protetion and toleration of our
Jaws. On the fubjet of tolcration, he faid, he had but one
opinion or principle, and it was, that all religions ought to
be tolerated under a free Government, unlefs where the ex-
ercife of that religion was dangerons to the State. He en-
tered into a great deal of general argument and obfervation

.upon what had been faid, and concluded with withing that
the bill might not be poftponed.

T he Bifhop of Salifbury fpoke for the bill, but thought
these were many claufes which required to be difcufled fully
and deliberately ; he concurred, however, in the general ar-
iuments that had been ufed by other noble and learned

ords in the debate.
' Lord Fauconberg fpoke a fhort time in explanation of what
he had formerly ftated. '
® g ] TLord
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Lerda  LorqGrenville rafe to exprefs his-defire of gaing intothe
Greville, Comm when the amendments fuggefted by noble Lords
might be imade with propriety and effe¢t. He recommended
this courfe, and thought it very poffible that the bill might
be-amended to meet all the objections which had been ftarted
ainft.it. :
agLord Rawdon faid 2 few words, and agreed to this
courfe.
The bill was accordingly read 3 fecond time, and com-
mitted.
The Houfe adjourned.

Thur [day, 2d Fune,

This day, at a little paft twelve o’clock, the ufual procef-
fion took place. As foon as their Lordfhips were feated in
the Court at Weftmirfter Hall, Lord Kenyon (as Speaker)
direted the Counfel for Warren Haftings to proceed on the
defence. Mr. Haftings then rofe, and began a fpeech, which
he read from a manufcript, and continued reading for near
two hours, when he afked the indulgence of a refpite for a
few minutes, which was grantcd him ; as foon as he found
himfelf recovered, he proceeded, and concluded about foug
o'clock ; of which the following is the fubftance ;

¢ My Lords,

¢« HOW painfully foever I may feel my difappointment in
not being able to bring my defencs before your Lordfhips dur«
ing thecontinuance of the prefent feffion, 1 neveithelefsbelieve
it to have heen an indulgence which your Lordthips would, if
you could, have granted ; but which it was not in your power
to grant, without fuch a facrifice as an individual, fupported
even by the call of juftice, in a trial which is become of fuch
magnitude and confequence, as to attra&t the attention, and
alarm the interefts o? thoufands, could not expet ; and I do
therefore, with the moft patient and refpecttul fubmiffion,
bow to your determination. ’

¢ T am thankful for your allowance of this one day, in
addition to the prefent feflion. 1 hope in fuch a manner to
avail myfelf of it, as to compenfate to your Lordfhips, no
lefs than to myfelf, for the trouble of this fhort attendance,
and to induce your Lordfhips to put an end fpeedily, and
for ever, to my long and unexampled profecution, v

¢« It was not mhy intention, had your Lordfhips complied
with the prayer of my petition, to bring a laboured defence
before you, applied to every allegation in the articles of the
profecution.  Neither could 1 hope that your Lordfhips
would endure the time which would be required for it ; ntf‘li

. cou
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could I, if I would, produce all ‘the evidence which would
be neceflary for fuch a mode of defence. Of thirty-four
gentlemen who compofe the lift of witnefles, whom I had
o:‘i]%inall fele&ed for examination, to the different and fuc-
ceflive allegations of the charge, fome are dead ; fome returned
to their fervice in India; others, after an annual, but fruitlefs
and difheartening attendance, difperfed in unkuown parts of
thefe kingdoms, or, for ought that I can tell, in the remoter
regions of Europe. Thofe whofe attendance 1 could engage
are very few in number, chiefly gentlemen coanefted with
me by the habits of familiar intercourfe, and their teftimony,
for that reafon, liable to be depreciated by the licence which
the Managers have afflumed with the characters of thofe,
even of their own witnefles, whofe evidence has not anfwered
their eikpeflation of it.

¢ Thefe, though competent to fpeak in my behalf in mat-
ters of domparatively lefs importance, may be unacquainted
with the greater points in my dcfence. y evidence, how-
ever feleCted, could not be fo complete as it might have
been, upon fome points, becaufe thofe, from whom ftronger
teftimony might have been delivered, are no longer within
my reach. *

¢ In fuch cafes, would your Lordfhips admit it as an ex-
cufe for infufficient evidence, that 1 fhould have had better
to produce, had my trial been brought within the compafs
of a reafonable time from its commencement ? Would it have
been permitted to me, for inftance, to produce the minutes
taken by my Counfel and Solicitor, though attefted by thcm
upon oath, of the examination of the late Lieutenant Colo-
nel Eaton to a feries of a&s committed under his immedediate
notice, and all proving inconteftibly the difaffe€tion of Cheyt
Sing, and a determinate plan to erctt his independence on
our external and growing difficulties ? Yet I have no other
fo ftrong to offer to thefe points in corroboration to that, of
which your Lordfhips are already in poffefion; and of this
I am deprived, not by any negle@, or other caufe which
could be imputed tome, but only by the effect of that unpa-
ralleled injury which I have fuffered, by the extenfion of a
;:rfiminal trial beyond the chances of duration in human
ife. .

¢¢ This difadvantage, which every paft year has augmented,
every coming year will continue to augment, if it has not al-
ready attained that point, at which any evidence which I
colild call, would be ineffe@ual to the real ufes of it.

¢ Noris it of the infufficiency of any future evidence
only that [ complain. Even of the paft 1 may exprefs my
fear that much .muft be obliterated, and the whole rendered

ebfcure, from the various lapfes of time fince it was deli-
- : ’ete&,.
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wvered, and froth the impoffibility of diftinguifhing accurately
between the remembiance of proofs, and the remembrance
of mere allegations.

¢ Every year has taken from me fome of my Judges. New
have fucceeded, fome by creation, fome by inheritance, and
others by eleltion *. Kioue of your Lordthips will fuppofe

1 mean

® The changes in the Iligh Court of Juftice, fince the tria' of Mr.
Haftings commenced, are 1 follow :

Peers who have died, or are not 1eturned in the pr ofent Parliament.

DEAD. Scots Peers not now i Pa
Dukes of Cumberland lament.
Chandos
Manchefter Marquis of Lothian
St. Alban’s Eails ot Morton
ll\/lzstaguc Cafiilis
eeds Gallowa
Eags of Huntingdor Hopctou{l
]};crrlcrs (\‘Il;lc:dl:'m
ouleg Sclkn
Clarendon Dunmore
Pomfiet Lord Kinnaird
Hardwicke
Oxford ‘Total deal, or not in
Abeicorn Paliament - - - }47
Coaper
Walaegrave
Einrlmul Cyeations.
rtaham
Stanho Lords ll()t;nyon
Guildford Ml
Vifcounts Montague F'f-m ury
Rulingbioke N} M
Courtenay ¥ H\gmv?k
Dudley and Ward V! e{w 1
Bifhops Shipley of St. Afaph D
Halifax of &t. Afaph D;eml' e
Beanclere of Hereford H \gas d
Harley of Hercford MarcwooDo 1
Law of Carlifle orton, Louglas
'Thurlow of Durham
Barons Le Defpencer New Byftopss
Say and Sele Dr. Douglas of Salifbury
Gramlﬁy Cleaver of Chefter
l.?coringkon g:;ﬂcy (f"f ét. D:;{id’l
TWIC . on of Gloucefter
Heathfield Horne of Norwich
(éravcu Vernon of Carlifle
Age
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1 mean any difrefpe@, when I obferve that thefe cannot be
fuppofed to poflefs, or to be capable of attaining, the fame
knowledge of the paft proceedings as thofe who have attended
to them from the beginning; and every obftrudlion to that
knowledge is an injury to my caufe, if mine is, as 1 affert it
to be, the caufe of truth. -

¢ With fo many examples of the uncertainty of human
life, I cannot help adverting a little to my own.- 1 thank
Godxhat 1 bave had a more equal portion of health fince the
commeycement of this trial, than confidering the broken
ftate of fny conftitution, my advanced age, and the vexations
of a ﬁxiyear’s profecution, I could have reafonably hoped to
potlefs.t Yet I have not heen wholly exempt from fuch
warniifes, as make me dread to truft to the contingency or
anothep year, the chance of an event fo neceflary to my
peace §f mind, as the terminarion of this tedious profecu-
t%on, ityby any prefent etfort I can obtain it from your Loid-
thips.

¢ Por thefe reafons, and others operating with a ftronger
force upon iny mind, though unnecetiary, and, perhaps, leis
fitting to be detailed to your Lordfhips, I have formed the
rctolution for which [ folicited my appearange on this day,
before your Lordfhips, and for which | am alone refponfible,
whatever inay be the event of it.

¢ 1 deem it juft to my Counfel to declare, that although,
in all matters of a legal nature, 1 fhould rely mofi impli-
citly upon their advice 3 and although 1 have no lefs reliance
upon their perlonal zeal and attachment than on their pro-
feflional talents, yet in this inftance I have followed the
impulie of my own judgement alone, without the aid of
theirs, and even againft it ; for it was not a decifion fubject
to the rules of legal yractice, but urged by internal confi-
derations, of the torce of which I alone could be the judge.

¢ If they could have made my cafe fo abfolutely their
own, as to have felt the fame impreffion of it upon their
minds, that it might make upon ming, {till they could not
advife me to a& upon that impreflion with hazards by which
1 alone might be the fufferer, and which it might be poffible
to avoid by waiting to a diftant, though indefinite, feafon,
for a furer termination of ny trial, by a regular and detailed
procefs. :

New Peers for Sestland, Total dead, or not re-} 47

Zarls of Kelly turned in this Parliament
Lauderdale Creations and new Bifhops 17
Dumifries Rew Peers for Scotland 6
Elgin —
Glafgow Changes 70
Torpichen
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¢¢ My Lords, a gréat portion of my life has pafled among
a people with whom it is an eftablifhed and favdurite maxim,
that {peedy injuftice, is better than tardy juftice.

¢ ] fhall not adopt this fentiment in the literal extent of
it; nor from your Lordfhips fhall T expe& other than, at
leaft, intentional juftice: but even to your Lordfhips, highly
as I revere your authority, and truft to the purity of your
decifion, I will dare to avow, that T had rather expofe my-
felf to the hazard of your prefent condemnation, if 1 tkSught
there was a hazard of it, than wait to another year | for my
acquittal, with the uncertainty, that even that yez; would
conclude the trial.

¢ But with far diffirent expeflations, I now dellare to
your Lorcthips, that T am willing and defirous to wive my
defence to the charge preferred againft me by the Co'amons
‘of England, and to refer myviclt to your Lord{hips’ iramedi-
ate judgement, if your Lordihips will be graciouily p'eafed to
proceed to’inmediate judgement upon i,

¢ For my acquittal | truft moft confidently to the evi-
dence sdduced by my profecutors themfilves to make good
their charge; having myfelf Iifiencd with an attearion fcarce
ever relaxed, or diverted from the proceedings; and being
fatisfied, that 'not one criminal allegation of the chuige has
been eftablifhed againit me, and almoft every one refuted by
their own evidence, either by the replics of their oral witnefs
{es, or by the written documents, or their cont xt, alded by
the vigilance of my Counfel, to the partial and n:utilated ex-
tradts from them, which were inticduced by the managers.

¢ Y our Lordfhips will try my conduél by the edidionce
which my accufers havc brought before you—not by their
fpeeches. They were fent by their employers to accufe ine,
and to prove their accufations, not to revile me, wpuch lefd
to expatiate with all the licence of unreftrained dec'amation
upon crimes, which their conftituents ha:dl not auwihorized
them to charge againft me. BRut although 1 have realon,
from my own obfervation, to believe that their Libsuted in-
veQives producced on your Lordfhips’ minds impreflions fu-
vourable to my caufe, in proportion as they were contradi¢ted
by the evidence before you, yet it was not to your Lordfhips’
hearing alone thit their inve€lives were direted.
" ¢ It is the cultom of this country, and I applaud and ad-
mire the motive and the end of it, that the Court, before
which the tria] is heard, fhould be open and free of accefs to
the wlole world. * But, my Lords, this cuftom puts thy
fame and honour at iflue with other judgements than your
Lordfhips, and their judgements are formed not like yours,
upon calim inveftigation, and cool unbiafled wifdom, decid-
ing on the evidence only which bas been ftated; no, my

‘ Lérds,
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Lords, the audience come with other minds, aud with dif-
ferent motives. They come to hear the declamations of in-
vective, and to be amufed by the ingenuity of the orators,—
Bold affertions, however unfounded and unjuft, are believed
\ by them, becaufe they are boldly made, and heard without
futation or denial.  Mifled by the arts of eloquence, they
eceived into opinions, of which it isimpoffible they can
Yletect the fallacy, or perceive the impofition.
hey are pleafed and deluded by the talents of the ora-
tor; ahd whatever prejudices he wifhes to create in theit
mindsy they of neceflity receive, and, after the entertain-
ment fof the day, depart with their paffions inflamed, to

know your Lordfhips do not confider fuch declama-
tions asany legal proofs, and 1 am confident you will not fuf-
fer thein to make the flighteft impreflion on your judgements;
but is it poflible that the general effet of them thus fpread
abroad, can fail to embitter my life, and aff2ct my peace in
focicty, as long as the trial lafts, by producing all the ill
eonfequences on the public opinion, of a condemnation? For
I fear, my Lords, that the axiom of the Englith law, that
every one is 1o be prefumed innocent until he is proved guilty
by his Judges, will weigh but httle when oppofed to prejudi-
ces {n conceived and diffeininated.

¢ Tt is impofRible for me '« refer Judges of this defeription,
and unneccflary for me to ref ¢ your Lordfhips, for the true
aiterion of my conduct, to the realai 1legal proc fs; 1 mean
to the evidence adduced, and adduced even by my profecu-
tors them{lves; and I dare to rcpear, thar this evidence
alone is fufficient for my acquittal, fo far as it extends; and
that where it does not acquit, it docs not ina fingle inftance
operate to my conviction,

¢« My Lords, the delay has, in fome mealure, been im-
puted to myfelf; how unju:ilv is known to your Lordfhips,
and toall who have attended r 'is trial. it has been faid that
I might have anfwered articl- vy article. That propofal
was rcjefled by my Counfel, who alone were capable of
judging of its propriety: but, my Lords, who could have
thought that four fcflions would elapfe before I fhould have
an opportunity of anfwering ? There was no precedent in the
qiﬁory of this kinedom of a criminal trial lafting even
through one feffion of Parliament, much lefs through five.

1t was impoffible for me to avail myfelf of the experi-
ence of others in this cafe, though pofterity may avail itfelf
of mine. But, my Lords, with refpect to wilful delay on
my part, there never was a more unfounded affertion ; for

whillk my accufers have their expénces borne by the puulic,
Llg 1am
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1 am continually wafting my private fartune, and that fe ra-
pidly that every day’s delay amounts to a fine. T'his citcum-
ftance alone was fufficient to exculpate me from every charge
of delay and procraftination: and this circumftance, my
Lords, contributes its fhare (though I own but a fmall fhare
in urging me to folicit your immediate decifion. "

¢ My Lords, it would be an endlefs tatk to enumerate
all the items of accufation which have been madf: ufe of
againft me during the courfe of this long and rediousitrial.—
I have been reprefented by one of the managers (t? ufe his
own terms) an Encyclopedia of Criminality. It i, how-
ever, generally fpeaking, fufficient for the perfon ﬁccufed,
to give a general denial to general courges.  Bat it will not
take up much time to ftate to vour l.ordihips the fubithnce of
the general charges, fo often reprated, and fo loudiy pro-
claimed at your Lordfhips’ bar, and to the Public.

¢ You have been told that | have ruined and depopulated
the provinces entrufted to my carg; that | have violated trea-
ties, and brought difgrace and difcredit uron the Britifh
name in India“; that | have opprefled the native inhabitants
by my extortion, or arbitrary demands of money; that |
have wafted the public treafure by profufion; and that |
have been guilty of difobedience to the orders of my fuperiors.
“This is the fubftance of the general charges urged againft me;
and it is a great happine(s and comfort to me that ] have it
in my power toanfwer them by facts of {uch public notoriety,
as to require no proof.

¢ My Lords, inrefutation of the firft, namely, that I .
ruined the country committed to my care, I need only fay,
1 increafed the revenues of my Government from three mil-
lions to five. ‘They have increafed fince my departure, and
are ftill increafing; infallibly proving thereby an increafed
population, and a good Government in former years. The
accounts delivered annually to the Houfe of Commons by
the Minifter for India are, indeed, the beft an{wer that can
poflibly be given to the charge which I am now fpeaking of.

¢ In anfwer to my having violated treaties, and brought
difgrace and difcredit on the Britifh nation, 1 defire to inform
your J.ordthips, that the lerters of Mozuffer Jung and Fy-
zoola Khan, to my fucceflor in office were laid beforc the
Houfe of Commons. ¥'hey requefted to be treated by him
as they had been treated by me. To thefe I may add, the
letters of Moodajee Boofla, the Sovereign of Berar, to Mr.
Macpherfon, wherein he fpeaks of me in the moft honoura-
ble terms, and exprefles an affxiety for my health, far be-
yord the common courfe of compliment. If farther tef-

. timony were requifite, [ might alfo quote, the letters of'

Nizam Ulmoolk to His Mzjefty, and of Mudzjee Sindi;ltiq
a $
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His Majefty, and to the Company, yet more ftrongly expref-
five of thei)r' fenfe of my juftice ag’d gyood faith. gly expref
¢ In anfwer to the charge of my having opprefled the na-
tives by extortions and exactions, I have to offer the tefti-
onials of all ranks of peoplein Indiain my favour. I truft
I Lordfhips have net forgot what my accufer faid upon
je® two years ago. When thefe memorials arrived,
e weight of them. He found the fituation of an ac~
cufer td be very aukward, when the people, in whofe name
he had gharged me with the grofleft oppreffion, denied the
truth of his accufations. He told your Lordfhips that the
teftimcpials were extorted, and, in a figurative manner of
fpeakirgy, he faid, ¢ that the hands were yet warm with the
¢ thub fcrews that had been put on them.”
“ TRNe abfurdity of this declaration was fuch as to require
5o anfwer. My influence in India has long ceafed. Itis
very feldom that mankind are grateful enough to do even
common juftice to a fallen Minifter ; and I believe there never
was an inftance in the annals of human nature, of an injured
people rifing up voluntarily to bear falfe tefiimony in favour
of a diftant, and profecuted oppreffor.
¢ In anfwer to my having fquandered away the public
treafure, | have only to refer your Lordfhips to the amount
\of the expences, civil and military, of the Government of

Bengal during my Adminiftration, and that of my fucceflor,
in peace and 1n war : let the balance, which is very confider-
ablein my favour, determine whether I have been profufe,
or economical.
 In anfwer to the general charge of difobedience to the
orders of the Court of Direors, I will not pretend to fay
that I have in no inftance deviated from their inftrutioris;
moft affuredly I have ; but wherever I have done fo, I truft
I fhall be able to juftify tholc deviations by the neceflity of
the cafe, and by the event.
¢ ‘T hat the Court of DireCors were fatisfied with the
general line and tenor of my condu&, is evident from the
thanks which I have been repeatedly honoured with by that
body.
o I have farther to fay, that the general fenfe of the pro-
prietors has been at all times in my {avour ; for I have had
-repeatedly their thanks alfo, in the fullefi and moft un-
quabified manner.
¢ My I ords, I am fenfible, that though I had the thanks
and approbation of my fuperiors in ipany inftances, and
though it is acknowledged by many of thofe who voted for
my impeachment, that my fervices were of the utmoft im-
portance, and, in fa&, have preferved India to this country,
Iam fenlible, I fay, that notwithftanding thefe thanks and
fervices,
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fervices, it is flill poffible for me to have committed many re-
prehenfible altions, and that the performance of a thoufand
meritorious deeds, is no p.oof of innocence, in other tranf-
actions. ,

¢ My Lords, although [ have fully and irrefutably anfwere;®
all the general charges urged againft me, 1 cannotexpet yuun
will give me credit for perfr.ét innocence in every pagticujar
inftance, unle{ that innocence were proved by evidfnce now
before you ; and it is with a view of recalling your Lprdfhips’
attention to that proof, that 1 flall now enter into 3§ curfory
examination of the criminal points contained in th& four fe~
veral articles which have been brought before your Ly

¢ It cannot be expeded t {hould reply, in the fpa
day, to every minute allegarion which my accufe
have your Lordfhips behold in a criminal point off view.—
The want of time will not permit to go into a detail; and [
muft therefore dire&t my attention to the great points of cri-
minality, asthey are called by my accufers.

 The firlt charge which was brought before your Lord-
fhips (I am forry to fay now more than three years agn) was,
that refpeéting Benares—and the points to which criminality
is impated are principally thefe: That 1 violated a tieaty
with an independent Pricce, by unjuft'y compelling him to

pay five lacks of rupces annuully for three years; that I/

caufed his perfon to be arreited, andthat 1 intended to impofe
upon him an enormous fine for imput-d delinquency ; that
expelled him from his country, and appointed a fucceffor with
a ftipulation of feventeen lacks of rupees advanced rent to the
Company.

« My Lords, thefe are the fuppofed principal points of
criminality in the firft article.  "Thefe are not all; but the
remainder are of an inferior naturs, and fo dependent upon
thofe which I have enumerated, that they muft ftand or fall
together.

¢ My Lords, there is abundant evideuce adduced by my

rofecutors to fhew that Cheyt Sing was not an independent

rince. He was, ashis fathcrand grandfather had been, the
vaflul of Sujah Dowla. The diitri&s of Penares and Gha-
zepore were transferred to our gevernment by the prefent
Nabob of Qude, at a time when 1 myfclf couald not be an~
fwerable for any of the adts of Adminifiration, being then in
a minority. .

« My Lords, it is true that my accuf rs :ock infinite pains
to prove that Cleyt Sing was made indcjendent of our Go-
vernment in every refpect, except that of paying to it annually
twenty-three lacks of rupees, and that we had irrevocably-
bound ourfelves down not to exad, in any cafe'whatever, a

larger fum than that juft meutioned.  All ‘tlis body of proof ;:j
i
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is colle@ted from the difcordant minutes of ge different Memi-
bers of the Council, and from the refolutions of the whole.—
Upon thefe minutes and refolutions they have refted Cheyt
Sing’s right of independency.

« My Lords, 1{carcely need tell you, that whatever our

* various refolutions or opinions might be, individually or col-
‘eclively, they could not affe@ the right or title of Cheyt
Sivgr to the Zemindary, nor the tenure by which he held it.
He wis neither moie nor lefs than a Zemindar. His Sunnud
and Pojtah were made out, not frcm a copy of ftipulations
and agryements between him and the Company, but from the
commof formulz of fuch inftruments granted to Zemindars |
in the (Gompany’s original provinces. ‘I'he Rajah never pre-
tended any right to ftipulate or demand: he was content with
what t e Company was pleafed to allow Lim.

« My Lotds, T do again infift uponit, that no arguments,
votes, &r refolutions, of our Board, could confer any right
or title upon Cheyt bing, which he did not pofiefs from his
Pottah and Sunnud: thercfore the whole of the evidence,
which the Managers have brought refpeing our various opi-
nions on the rights of Cheyt Sing, is null and void ; and he
muft be confidered the fume as any other Zemindar of the
Britifh Gevernment, with the exception of certain privileges
conferred upon him, which were accurately defined in the
Sunnud and Pottah.

. " ¢ Perhaps there never was a more unfair attempt to de-

“Jude a Court of Juflice than that of making me avfwerable for
violation of a treaty with an ind=pendent Prince, who had
no other cluim to independence than that of being fo fliled in
fome of our debates in Council, through the inaccuracy of
language. =

¢ It follows from whatT have faid, that if every Govern<
ment has, in time of danger and neceflity, a right to increafe
the taxes and revenves upon their fubjects, we had alfo the
fame right to increafe the tax, rent, or revenue, or whatever
name be given to Cheyt Sing’s yearly payments, upon him,
who was our fubje&, whenever neceflity fhould require it ; and
of that neceffity Grvernment only could judge.

¢ Thefe, my Lords, were my fcntiments at the time
when I moved in Council for a temporary fubfidy to be paid
by Cheyt Sing. Thefe are my fentiments at the prefent mo-
ment. I confidered taxation and prote@ion as infeparably
arifing from each other. 1 never did look upon the Sunnud
as exempting Cheyt Sing from the cuflomary demands which
a1l fuperior ﬁates in India make upon their dependants intime
of war; namely, that of aids both in money and troops. To
this point of right in our Government, to demand aid in

ifoops and money “during a war, I muft eatreat your Lf‘l,lrd-
Yoo B ips



&t’?ﬁﬁé&i&lﬂieﬁ‘:ﬂy to attend ; for if your Lordthips fhall
be of opinion with His Majefty's prime Minifter, an opinion
delivered with much folemnity in the Houfe of Commons,
that our Government did poflefs the right, then all the cri-
minality imputed to this demand of a contribution of Cheyt
Sing vanifhes, and is totally annihilated. But fhould your
Lordfhips think otherwife, which I cannot for a momen’
fuppofe, in that event my guilt will be a mere error-bf
ju;lgel:mem, which is rather a weaknefs of human n:«u,;-e‘ than
atauit.

¢¢ Again, if your Lordfhips think with me, that vwe had a
right to call upon Chevt Sing, then the next queft¢on will
be, whether our demands were too great for the urfency of
the occafion, or beyond his ability to comply with, The
fum demanded was only five Jacks, and it was not made tiil
after we commenced a war with the Mahrattas, and had re-
ceived intelligence of a war with the French, and fhought
ourfelves in danger of an invafion

« My Lords, 1 necd not enter into a detail of the various
objeclions, difficulties, and delays, which Cheyt Sing made
in the payment of the required aid. It is fufficient to ac-
knowledge, that I went up the country determined to call
him to account for his mifcondu&@. T'he refult was his im-
prifonment and refcue, a rchellion, and his confequent expul-
fion from his country.

¢ My Lords, if we hala right to an extraordinary aid
from our Zemindars in time of war, we had a right to en-
force that demand. We did enforce it upon Cheyt Sing; but
it was attended with {o many increaling difficulties and de-
lays, that it almoft rendered abortive the purpoifes it was in-
tende ] for at a moft critica! feafon.

<« My Lords, it is urged againft me as a matter of great
eriminal:ty, that I pu: the Rajah Cheyt Sinz under arreft.—
Itis true, 1 did fo; but his arreft was not attended with any
difgraceful reitraint, for it was in his own houfc.

*¢ 1t is alfo urged againlt me with much acrimony, thatI
intendel to lay a fine on the Rajah of fitty lacks of rupees.—
The fum is undoubtedly large in found ; but it by no means
exceeded the ability of Cheye Sing to pay it with eafe, as is
evident from the treafures left behind hin, after he had em-
ployed all his carriage cartle to export his goid and jewelstoa
foreign territorv. He muft have been immenfly rich; and a
finall fine would nct have been felt as any punithment by a
man of his opulence. But, my Lords, whether I was wrong
or right in my intention, [ hal no other view in it than that
of relieving the neceflities of the Company, by an a& which
1 conceived to be firictly juft. And after all, there certainly
can be no crime in an uucxecuted intention, an intentiop

which
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which the Rajah knows not te this hour, and which I'poffibly
wmight have altered upon the Rajah’s fubmiffionand promife of
better condu&. )

¢ L'he next point of criminality is, that T appointed a

fecceflur after the expulfion of Cheyt Sing, and increafcd the
revenues to feventeen lacks of rupecs annually.
. ¢ My Lorls, there was no alternative between the refto-
1uiion of Cheyt Sing, and the appointment of a fucceffor.—
Thic foriner was impoffible, and the latter cenfequently un-
avoidat le.  In my choice of a fuceeflor, | was guided Ly the
rules of confanguinity and hereditaty fucceifion; and ia fet-
tiiog the revenues, 1 did what my daty to the Company re-
curred of me. 1 fixed their amount {from the beil 1atorma-
tien of the country’s alnlities 10 pay it; aw:! the annual pay-
ments of the fuue fum, from that time to the profes, with
trifiing balarnces in fome years, wlich have fince foen rot-
lized, Yre a fufficiont tefiimony of its no: being ever vated.

« Bifore | quir this article, it may be necsicary to call the
attention of your LordtLips to ancther pointi—Aadliaz, as §
did, under a delegared zutherity, 1 mabidain, that whenever
my fupericrs had icfornation both of 12y opinion and condaél,
and exprefled no difapprohation of eithyr. thair Llonc e iunount-
ed to an approbation, and may be juftly pleadad by meas a
full juslification of my conduct.  When i Girlt vepofed the
demand ot five lucks of 1udcesa year during tlic war, a doubr
was ftarted by Mr. I'rancis as to cur rig.t of nuliog ity 1
reccrded my opinion, that we pnileficd that 157kt which iy in-
herent inlall Governments, of calling upon their fubjedts
for extraorldinary aids upen extizordinary cimergoncies, anal
th.t we were not preclud d t1omn exerciibig that nght by any
ergagement made with Choyt Sing. :

« A fecond debate acofe at the Beard upen thz fame quef-
tion in confequence of Lis Jelavs and evafions, and a pointed
reference was made of the tion, in both inftances, to ths
Court of Directors, from whom 1 never received one word of

enfure or difapprobation to what we continaed to do, and
1egularly reported in our letters and minutes, for three ycurs
fucceflively. The fame communication was made to His
Majefty’s Minifler, the prefentEari of Guildford, with whom,
at bis own requeft, l.correfponded for many years.

< Ny Lords, it would be an cxtiemely hard cafe to makhe
me anfwerable for an error in judgement; nto which, if [
have fallen, 1 have fallen in common with my immediate fu~
pgriul s, and His Majefty’s Minifler. But, my T..ords, 1 feel
myfelf fo firong, fo grounded on the matter of right, that 1
hold it almoft impoflible there fhould be a diflenting opinion
in any human being who will be at the pains of examining the
queftion with impatiality.

Vor. XXX, Mum « My



« My Lords,. in the courfe of this trial, my accufery, ta
excite a popular odium againft me, have called me the abet-
tor or uiurper of arbitrary power. I certainly did not ufe the
words arbitiary powe in the fenfe which has been imputed to
me, The languag:, itis true, was not my own, forI was
indebted for that part of my defence to the afliftunce of a
f iend; bur this I can aver, that nothing more was meant by
arbitrary power than difcretionary power. 1 confidered my
felf and Council as invefled with that difcretionary power
which Commandersin Chief have over their armies, which
the legiflature has Jately conferred in a greater extent on Lord
Cornwallis fingly, and which all Governments have In theit
legiflative capacity over the property of their fubjedls, [
never confidered that iny will o1 caprice was to be the guide
of my condu®, but that I was refponfible for the ufe of the
authority with which [ was invefted, to thofe who had con-
fetred it on me, :

¢ My Lords, let me be tried by this rule : Did I a& pru~
dently and confiftently with the intereft of my fuperiors, and
of the peop'e whom 1 governed? Whatever may be your Lord-
dhips’ opinion upen this queftion, I can with a fate cenfcience
declare to all the world, that my irtentions were perfeétly
upright, and biafled by no {(1fith confiderariors whatever.

¢ My Lords, having faid thus much on the fubje@ of the
firft article, | muft pray your patience whilft I make a few
comments on the fecond.

¢¢ T'he principal point of imputed criminality in this arti-
¢gle is, that after the Supreme Council had guaranteed the Be-
gum in the pofleflion of the trealure left in her cuftody by her
deceafed hufband, Sujah Dowlah,. [ permitted her fon to re-
fume by force the faid treafures, and thereby violated the
guarantee. 1n order to influence the minds of your Lordfhips
and the Public, great pains were taken by my accufers to re-
prefent e as gailty of the moft atrocious crueltics and barba-
rities in the at of refumption. | have, however, the happi-
nets to find, that it is totaliy unneceilury for me to enterinto
an exculpation of myfelf with regard to the latter part; for
the evidence of Captain Jacque- and Major Gilpin clearly
proves. nor only that no cruelties were committed in the man-
ner which is flated in tl.e articl s, butif there really had been
any cruelties cominitted, no blame could be imputed to me,
npor to any perfon afting under the Britith Government. —
That the wefumption of the Begum’s jagheers, and the re-
fumption of he: treafure, had my approbation, I readily ad-
mit; nay more. I admut, that after 1 had given my confest
to the Nabob’s refuming all the jagheers, and refuming all
the treafure, 1 did earneftly urge him to carry his intentions
inta zffect, i

- My
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« My Lords, at thetime of my giving thisconfent, 1 was,
from the intelligence I had received, fully convinced of the
Begum’s difaffection to our Government. It was not my
opinion only, but it was the general rumour of the country,
that fhe and her Minifters aided and fupported Cheyt Singin
hus rebellion.  That fuch was the general rumour and puplic
opinion, is evident from the affidavits already before your
Lordihips; and notwithftanding the ingenuity of the Mana-
gers, who laboured to explain away their meanings, they ftill
contain and aflord the moft ample proof of the hoftile inten-
tions, beth of the Begum and her Minifters, towards our
Government. But had the continuatibn of this fefion en-
abled me to enter into a detailed defence, I could have
brought the moft irrefiftible evidence to prove, not only the
general vumour and opinion, but alfo that the Begum' did,
through her Minifters, atually lend her afliftance to our enes
mies,

¢ My Lords, I believe there is no ftate in the world that
confiders a guarantee, made in favour of another flate, bind-
ing any longer than whilft the; continue in amity with each
other. The firft hoftile a& of the party guaranteed is, and
mutft be, afufficient reafon for withdrawing prote&ion.

¢ It is not expected that we fhould pr-te€l our enemies.—
It is true the Begum could not be confidered as the Queen ot
Emprefs of an independent ftatc : fhe was properly a jag-
heerdar, under the dominion of her fon ; and perhaps, there
was much more internal criminality in making the guarantee,
than in withdrawing it. The act of making it was not mine;
it was done by the Refident without the knowledge of the
Board ; but it had their approbation after it was done. Nei~
ther do I contend, that our Government was not bhound to
the fulfilment of the conditions. But as a great clamour
had been raifed without doors about the refumption of the
Begum’s treafure, and as it has been reprefented as a moft
unnatural aé for a fon to rob his mother, 1 hope your Lord-
fhips will allow me to ftate and explain the matter.

. ¥ When Sujah Dowlah died, heleft a large fum of money
in the cuftody of his wife: fhe had been his treafurer, and
was fo at his deceafe. By the Mahomedan laws, the widow
having a dower or fettlement, is not entitled to any fhare of
the inteftate’s effets. Sujah Dowlah died without a will;
and though poflefled of a ver{llarge fum of ready money, was
alfo very deeply in debt. is debts, if paid, would proba-
bly have confumed cvery rupee in his treafury. In India,
as in all other countries, debts muft be paid, if there are {uf-
ficient affets, prior to legacies, or any diftribution amonﬁ
ithe heirs, In any point of view, the Begum had no lega
ight to the treafures of her deceafed hufband: fhe had no
T Mm 2 - righty
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right, except that of poffeflion; and of that her fon would
have forcibly deprived her, had not the Refident interfered
with his conciliatory advice between them. Nothing could
excule his interference, but the confideration of the near re-
latienthip between the parties, and the certainty of the Na-
bol’s having his juft right at the death of bis mother, BAd
my accufers thought fit to have taken the other fide of the
queftion, they could with as much eafe, and wi h much more
juftice, have ifluenced the minds of their licarers againdt the
mother for Ler unnataral condu@ to her fon, than they did
influcnee them againft the fon for iil conduét to his mother.
I fay with much ware juftice, beceufe the fon had a right by
the laws of lis country, which his mother had not.  1f the
Latt v was deprived of the treafure, fhe was enly deprived of
that fome y=ais later, of which ke could make notufe, and
which fic ought voluntaiily to have given up fome years
foenire My Losds, IHpak this on the cquity of the cile;
fer thowgh it may Le contended that the Begumbad a right to
the tieatute, by the \abob’s concefion and our guarantce,
f! e nexver had, nor could have, an equitable right to retain it.
1bere wonfl huve heen nothing unjufl or unnatural in the
Nabel's taking by foice the trcafure left by his father, if he
had donr it in tle firft inflance, and appropriated it to the
pavment of the immenie debts which Sujah Dewlah owed
when e dind, and which the fon was obliged to pay. 1t i
nothing more thanis dune frequently by our Courts of Juflice,
v ko will compc! an avaricious mother to divi'e her deceafed
Fufiand’s prop vty with her childien, by an execution on ks
g+ Gs, orimprifonment of her perfon,

< If there would have heen nothing improper in the Na-
bob's mfifting upon his right in the firft inftance, there could
e notLing unuatural in what he did in the fecond inflance:
e only exercifind a right which he was refirained from ufing
Fy o fereign influctso, which, as [ bave faid, was not very
proporly exettd. .

¢ Lut, my Lords, whetler our interference in the original
diffete between the mother and the fon was right or not, it
was certain the wasentitled to our favour no longer than while
fhe continvrd o deferve it,

¢ My Lords, after I had, upon the fulleft convidion of
the Begum’s difaffecticn to our Government, confen‘ed to
the refumption of the treafure and jagheers, it is true, T was
defirous of having it carried into immediate efiL&. Bt the
refumption of the jagheers was firft propofed by the Nahob
himfelf to be general ; and. the pnint upon which 1 afterwards
prefled him was, that of refuming the jagheers from his or-
derlics—a defcription of men that were by no meaus deferv-

ing of his countenance or favour. Fle never was averfe to
the
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the refumption of the jagheers which were held by his gaother;
but rather than extendthat refumption to his orderlies, though
originally propofed by himfelf, he would have abandoned the
plan altogether. This I oppofed firenuoufly, hecaufe, hav-
ing committed myfelf by the affent I gave, 1could not brook
the idea of my name being inade ufe of for the purpnie of mak-
ing fo unworrhy a diftin¢tion, which muft have aff:Qed both
the charaller of myfelf, and of the Englifh Government.

¢ Much criminality has been imputed to my nogle@® of

* the Company’s orders, which enjoinied me to make a judicial

inquiry into the truth of the Bepuw’s difafledtien. My
T.ords, I pofitively deny now, as! did at the time in Bengal,
that any order was tranfinitted to us to makc any inquiry at
all; and if upon any conftru€lion of language it had becn
deemed an order, which it was not by any oue Miember of
the Board, it would have becn an at of infanity in us to have
eheyed ity in Auguft, 1783, when a perfe& rcconciliation
had taken place between the Nahob and his motter.  Such
an inquiry would have thiown all the Nabol's dominions intu
utter confufjon.  T'o have entered int~ an inyuiry, if it had
Leen ordered, which I affirm, and fo did Mr. Macpherfon,
after attentively reading the letter, it was not, would have
opened the breach again, and, perhaps, prevented it from
ever clofing : befides, no arguments upon earth could have
convinced the Nabob of the propriety of his refloring the
treafure, which ever was, in firi& juflice and equity, his
own, and of which he had been unjuftly kept ot of poflef-
fion.

¢« My Lordy, there is a contradiftion in the charges
brought againft me by my profecutors, which fhews thaz
their zeal for accufing, tranfported them beyond the bounds
of judgement. I am accufed of wringing by violence from
the Nabob, his confent to the rcfumption of the treafures
and of the jagheers in one part of the article; and in another,
of having fold my conient to the fane meafure for ten lacks
of rupees to the Nabob,

¢ My Lords, it is impoffible thefe two propofitions can
ftand together: they contradiét each other, and I pofitively
deny them both. 1 have another oblervation to make with
refpe to the refumption of the jaghcers. 1t was flipulated

. with the Nabob, that an equivalent in money fhould be an-

nually pa'd to the Degum, in licu of the lands of which fhe
Wasdeprived. There was certainly no injuflicein this, and
the meafure was of infinite fervice to the Nabob's Govern-
ment; for it cut off thofe mifchiefs to which a divided au-
thority is always liable in India.

¢ I muft intreat your Lordfhips to remember, that at the
time I formed an intention to levy a fine upon Cheyt Singd,

an
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and when I confented to the refumption of the Regum’s trea-
fure, our Government was in the utmoft diftrefs for money.
I need not in this place enter into 2 minute detail of the fe-
veral armies we then had in the field, or of the various de-
mands upon me for immediate fupplies of treafure. It is
fufficient to fay, that the diftrefs was as greatas it was pof-
fible to be without an aftual ftate of bankiuptcy, and infol-
vency. It was very natural, under fuch circumftances, for
me to avail myfelf of every juft means of fupply, which for-
tune might throw in my way. It might, and | may fay it
atually did, incline me to act with’ greater promptitude and
decifion than 1 otherwife fhould have done. I do not, how-
ever, mean to fay, that the want of money for the public fer-
vice would have induced me to take the very meafures I did:
neither is it neceflary to fay what meafures | fhould have ta-
ken, under other circumftances, to procure the {peedy pay-
ment of the Nabob’s debt. But it would have been highly
criminal in me, had I negle@ed or refufed to give my affent
to the Nabob’s propofition, which was founded in juftice and
expediency, both for his Government and ours, and particu-
larly at a time when treafure was fo much wanted for the pay-
ment of our armies.

¢« My Lords, 1do moft folemnly declare that T a&ed to the
beft of my judgement, paying due regard on the one hand to”
the laws of juftice and on the other to the intereft of my em-
ployers. To myfelf individually it was a matter of no mo-
ment how the exigencies of the fervice were fupplied, fo they
were actually and effetually fupplied. 1 could haveno undue
bias upon my mind; for had I been inclined to a& corruptly,
J might have found my own account in forbearance, but not
in exattion. .

¢ The next charge, my Lords, is that of the prefents, and
it divides itfelf into two parts, viz. that of the concealed, and
that of the avowed prefents.

¢ In anfwer to the firft, T need only fay, that there is no
proof hefore your Lordfhips of my having accepted any thing
more than the common zedfut *; and even of this there is no
other proof than my own admiffion. 1 will not pretend to
deny, I never did deny, that | accepted the ufual entertain-
ments which were then (for it was previous to the a& of Par=
Liament prohibiting the receipt of prefents) ufually given to
the Vifitor, by the Vifited. The Nabob of Bengal received
a thoufand ficca rupees a day for a fimilar entertainment from“
the Company, asoftenas he vifited the Governor in Calcutta,
1t was ufual in the country, and it is impoffible for any per-
10a to read any oriental hiftory, without knowing, that the

® Entcrtainment.
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cuftom has prevailed all over the Eaft, from the moft ancient
times to the prefent. My predeceflors, as I was informed,
had received the fame, and it was never held criminal in them.
J can moft folemnly affirm for myfelf, and I dare fay it might
be faid for my predeceflors alfo, that I did not add one rupes
to my fortune by this allowance; and 1 am confident I muft
have charged as large a fum to the Company, if it had not
been paid to me according to invariable ufuage, from the
Nizamut. Itis impoffible there could have been any thing

wrong in this tranfation : not only was it a matter of public

potoriety never denied by me, but the opinion of Counfel
Was taken by the Company, as to the propriety of commenc-
ing a profecution againft me for it, at a time when the Minif-
ter wifhed to feize any ground for removing me from my fla-
tion, through the medium of the Court of Directors. The
legiflature, fince this bufinefs was the fubje&t of difcuffion,
has three feveral times appointed me Governor General of
Bengal, at the recommendation of that Minifter. Surely,
my Lords, it cannot be theintention of my countrymen, after
availing themfelves of my fervices as long as they wanted
them, to call me to an account for aéls, ywhich were publicly
known fifteen years ago. If there was any crimjinality in my
receiving the amount of my expences from the Nabob, it was
fufficient to have induced my fuperiors to have recalled me at
the time when they firft knew of it: but it was never held up
to the world as a heinous offence, till my enemics thoughg
it might be of ufe, to load the fcale of criminality.

¢ ‘T'ime, my l.ords, will not permit me to {ay any more
in exculpation of myfelf from the remainder of the alle-
gations in this part of the article, nor is it neceflary, fince
no evidence has been given upon them ; but 1 folemnly de-
clare that each allegation is utterly falfe, and without a fha-
dow of foundation ; I folemnly declare, that I never, direétly
or,indire@ly, received a prefent from Nundcomar, or any
other perfon mentioned in this divifion of the charge.

¢ I muft haften to make my obfervations on that part of
the charge which is called the avowed prefents.

$¢ My Lords, the Managers of the profecution againft me
have here prepared a two-edged {word ; for they have endea-
voured to fhew a double fhare of criminality in this tranfac-
tion. Firft they contend, that I took the prefents with a
corrupt intention, and would have kept them, had not my
fears urged me to a difclofure ; and fecondly, that the receipt
of prefents, though for the ufe of the Company, was a
breath of an 3& of Parliament. In fupport of the firft con-
clufion, they have nothing but their own fufpicions, which
gxey have endeavoured to imprefs upon the minds of your
,,.\P‘.‘.mliPs, by attempting to fhew § variation in the feveral
_ ’ : accounts
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' accounts which I have given refpeQting the time and manner
of receiving them. ‘
¢ To repel this mode of attack, and to efface the fufpi-
cions which they endeavour to raife, I'have the oath of Mr,
Larkins, a man of the higheft chara@er for truth and ho-
nour, whofe integrity has been repeatedly acknowledged by
Earl Cornwallis, the Board of Control, and the Court of
Directors, and whom 1 believe to Le as rigidly honeft a man
as any in Europe. That there are variations in the ditferent
accounts | a'mit. Many miitake- I have mads, which have
ftrack me with as much aflonilliuent as they could poflibly
rike any of your Lorifhips. - I there had beon any act
dene by me a few years ago, of which 1 conceived myfelf
warranted 1o fpcak with a mor porfedt recolleClion than
another, it was ihis @ That befure | lelt Calenita, in July
1781, 1 had endortz=d the beids of which your Lordihips
have heard fo mnch, and had Jeft them with Mi. Lackine,
to deliver up to the Council, in the event of my death. So
defirous was [ that th. fatement of this fa@ fhould not reft
upon my affuition, thet T defired a fearch mig'it be made at
the India LJoule for thofe bonds, or for copies of them ; but
none were to be faund, I then requefted Major Scott to
write to Mr. Larkios in my namne, and to defire a fearch to
be made for them in Caleutta; and if found, that they might
be publicly tranfmitted to the Company. They were found :
they were fent to the Company in 1789 by Earl Cornwallis,
at the exprefs requifition of Mr. Larkins, who ftates in his
Yetrer that he made that requifition at my defire, tranfinitted
to him by Major Scott; but to my utter furprife, the en=
dorfement of the bonds is not dated until the 2gth of May,
1782,

T After thisfalt, my Lords, 1 am as ready as any man
to acknowledge, that T have been imprudent in a degrec that
merits fome of the refle€tions fo illiberally thrown out againft
me, for having written, as 1 have too often done, on mat-
ters of account, in which I have myf:If been previoufly con-
cerned, without having a fingle paper or document of any
fort near me at the time | wrote ; for I admit it to have been
well obferved by the Manager who clofed the article of pre-

" fents, that I not only afirmed | had endorfed the bonds in
the middle of 1781, but had afigned a reafon for fo doings
namely, left I fhould die during my abfcnce from Calcutta,

« My Lords, after this, I fhould be almof afraid to ba-

zard a fuppofition; but as the Bonds were left with Mr.

*  Larkins, as my attorney, and as Mr. Larkins knew trom
the firft that they were not my property, | conclude that I told
kim, in 1781, that in the ecvent of my deceafe he was tol de-

' 3 ivey
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liver them to the Council, which-T confounded with the a& :
of having endorfed them. ‘

¢ But, my Lords, from all the inaccuracies in the accounts
before you, I defy any candid \man alive to draw this con-
clufion; that I intended for 2 moment to apply this mouey, or
a rupee of it, to my own ufe,

“ My Lords, you cannot fu'pe® me of a fraudulent inten-
tion, without looking upon me as the weakeft, or upon Mr,
Larkins, as the mott perjured of mankind. Had my con-
firuétion of the purpofe intended by the endorfement of the

~hon.s been invented for the purpofe of deception, | fhould
have flopped when T had atligned it. Inftead of this, I
fought, and with a diligence which it is not likely that [
fhould have employed to dete& myflf in a fulfchood ; firft,
for authentic copies of the endorfed bonds at the India Houfe,
and afterwards for the originals in Calcutta.  Thele being
found, proved that [ had erred in my account of the tranfac-
tion; but it alfo demonlfiratively proved, that T had given
that account, belicving it to be true; and prefumptively,
that my intention and confequent inftructions to Mr. Lar-
kins were, that the bonds, in the event of my death, fhould
be cancelled by him. .

¢« Time will not allow me to enter into a detail of the va-
rinus circumfilances, and to give my reafons for accepting
the prefents, farther than to repeat what I have o'ten declared,
that the neceflitics of the Compiny’s fervice made me joy-
fully fnatch at every juft means of relieving them. The
Managers have totally failed in their endeavours to fhew any
cortupt a& done by me in favour of the perfens from whom
thefe prefents were received. The lfands at Nuddeea, Di-
nagepoor, and Eahar, were let to the beft pofible advantage,
and cvery means tahen to realize their revenues,

¢« My Lords, it will depend upon your Lordfhips to give
me what degree of credit you pleafe.  Whether 1 intended for
a-moment to apply any one of the fums reccived by me to
my own ufe, isa point which can be known only to Godand |
my own confcience. 1 can folemnly, and with a pure con-
feience, affirm, that T never did harbour fuch a thought fer
an inftant: and permit me to add, my Lorde, that | was too
intent upon the means to be employed for preferving India
to Great Britain, from the hour in which | was informed that
France meant to flrain every nerve to difpute that empire
with us, to beftow a thought upon myfelf, or my own pri-
v#te fortune.

« With refpe& to my having violated an at of Parlia-
ment, I doby no means admit that 1 have done it : that de-
pends, not upon what | have done, but upon what vour Lord-
fhips may do; that is, upon what conftrudtion your l.ord-
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fhips may put upon the d?md"cﬁufe.: I can only fay, that
I interpreted it to the beft of my judgement; and if I have
erred, I have dcne fo in common with many others. No
perfon ever fuggefted to me, that the aét of Parliaoment de-
prived the Company of the right of receiving the cuftomary
prefents, till 1 heard that interpretation from fome Members
of the Hcufe of Commons.

« MYy Lords, I fhould think it impoffible for your Lord-
fhips to fix any criminality upon incurable ignorance—I fay
incurable—for though your Lordfhips fhould punith me in
the fevereft manner for this miftake. the example can be of
no ufe to the prefent generation, nor to poflerity : for you
can ‘never give a cominon underftanding the powers of diving
into the latent meaning of an oblcure claufe in an a& of
Parliament 5 a claufe of which its real, but latent meaning,
is at variance with its grammratical conftru&ion.

¢ But, my l.ords, a criminality of this nature muft de-
pend as well upon the underitanding of the Judges, as of the
party accufed; for it is poffible that his interpretation may be
right, and theirs wreng.

« But, my l.ords, I have two obfervations to make, ei-
ther of which alone would be a full anfwer to the point of
criminality : Fiift, that there can be no criminality in un-
avoidable error; for though it is a maxim in law, that igno-
rance is no excufe, it gocs upon this fuppofition, that infore
mation was poffible; which, in my cafe, it was not, de-
condly, that ¢ Commun.s error fucit JusP? for every body that
1 had occafion to converle or currefpond with feemed all to
underftand the clanle in the fame hight as I did.

¢ 1 muft here conclude my comment upon this article,
with again declaring the purity of my intentions; that I ac-
cepted the prefents for the good of my employers, and that [
employed them in their fcrvice at a time when the Govern-
ment of India was difirefled beyond the power of defeription.

¢« My Lords, the fourth article is that of Contra&ts and
Allowances. It comprehends, in a Government of thirteen

rears, five different heads.

¢« The firft is, that I gave Mr. Sulivan a contra& for
opium, which proved very luciative to him, and that T gave
it v.irhour putting it up to the loweft bidder. T'he faélsare
true, and it is incumbert upon me to explain every circum-
ftance in the tranfa&ion. It was | myfelf that created that
refource of revenue for the Company, and they derived
much advantage. from it, above half a million fterling in m¥
Government.

« The value of the opium contrat was firft afcertained by
aufion, and we accepted the propofals of Mr. Griffith and
V.r. Wilton, who were the lowell of thirteen bidders. We
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gave it to them a fecond year ; and in 1777 this contra& was
Eiven to a friend of Mr. Francis’s, to a Mr. Mackenzie, who
eld it three years upon the former terms and then it was
given to him for one year longer, It was next given to Mr,
Sulivan, who, it feems, fold the contraét at a very advanced
rate to Mr. Benn, who afterwards fold it to Mr. Yyoung; but
of this fale I was utterly ignerant, until after my arrival in
England ; and Mr. Sulivan was, during the whole period of
his contradt, the perfon refponfible to the Eaft-India Com-
ny.

¢ My Lords, it was impeffible for me to know the exact
price of opium in the provinces; and it now appears upon
evidence, that it was purchafed by the fecond contractors
much cheaper than ever it had been by the Patna Council,
wlien they enjoyed it as a perquifite.

¢ The only queftion that can be afked here is: Why was
not the contra@ put up to auction according to the Compae
ny’s order ?

¢ To this, my Lords, T mfwer, that opium was of that
nature, and fo liable to frauds and adulteration, that it was
detrimental to the intereft of the Company to ghve a contradt
upon fuch low terms as to drive the contraclor to the necef-
{ity of debafing its quality, to preferve himfeif from lofs,—
1t was abfolutcly neccffary in fuch a cafe, as it was in many
others, to have a man of credit, honour, and property, upon
whom we could rely for a juft and faithful pcrformance of his
engagement. .

¢ My Lords, it was ohjeted that Mr. Sulivan was too
young and unexperienced for fuch an employment : but thofe
who made the objetion did not advert to this confideration,
that the fame objeftion would lie againft Mr. Mackenzie,
and it would operate againft the appointment of every Mem-
ber of Council who had of Jatc been fent to India ~ Suiely
inexperience in the growth and manufa@lure of opium, and
inexperience in the modes and forms of Gioveirnfent, are
expofed to huzar's of very different magnitude and confe-

uence. ;

“ An objetion has heen raifed againft Mr. Sulivan, on
account of his being called my affiftant. By afliftant it was
not meant colleague in office, or participant in power; but a
mcre refpe€table name for a fecretary, or writer, )

« T he next head is, the Army cattle Contra&®. Upon
this & am charged with corruption and wafte in the rates,
and excefs in the increafed numbers of the cattle,

i “Lhe corruption, I conclude, alludes to fome inordinate
| profit in it. To this T an{wer, that the profit was folemnly
attefied by Mr. Fergufon, offering to confirm it by oath,
L’lm fiftcen per cant. per annum was the extent of the profit
Nn 2 Quring
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during the war, and that profit ftill liable to outftanding debts.
This, fo far from being an exorbitant profit, amounted to no
more thap a reafonable agency. .

¢ But [ fhould firft have an{wered the charge of breach of
orders in not putting the contract up to aullion, and accept-
ing the loweft bidder. The Army Contra& had for mauy
fucceflive years been put up to annual fale, until it had been
beaten down to rates unequal to the fervice. This came in
proof before me : for when the war was fpreading, the con-
trador threw himfelf upon our equity, and declared he coul*
not perform the fervice upen thie terms he had undertaken,—
The terms, in confequence of that reprefentation, were re-
vifed and amended; the Doard having, in the year 1778,
granted additional allowances, becaot the former were in-
Iiflicient. low was it puf.aie to advertife for the Joweft
bidder, while we were rejeliing the lowefl bidder, and ad-
mitting the expediency of raifing his terms? T'he thing re-
quired by the Company was impra&icable.  As to the cx-
travagance of the rates, thefe dind been formed with the ad-
vice of the beft informed and moft expurienced officers.  This
point was alfo brought in proof before me: for when Gene-
ral Goddard’s army was to maich actofs India, they had
fearcely quitted our provinces, when the contradtor proved
himfel{ once more obliged to throw himtelf upon the juftice
of the Board, notwithllanding the raifed rates, which he
found inadequate to the fervice; he thercfore prayed that
fome other might do the feavice 5 and his prayer was granted.

¢ ‘The excefs of numbers is next to be confidered.
Six thoufand feven hundsed were appointed for an army of
thirty-five thoufand men. No detachment muarched that did
nor require much Jarger propettion than thefe nombers bore
to the whole army. The army now in the ficld, of eighteen
thoufand men, has twenty-three thoufund head of eattle. A
detachment of two thoufand five hundred men maiched from
Bombay 9 they had ninetcen thoufand head. In fhort, no
army ever moved that did not prove the numbers fixed in the
new contra& to be teo {mall, inftead of teo gieat, provided I
am right in my opinion, which i., that the army in Bengal,
and in QOude, fhould at all times be in readinefs for actual
fervice.

¢ "T'he next criminal point imputed to me, is that of grant-
ing extraordinary allowances to Sir Eyre Coote, and conti-
nuing them to him after the Court of Direcors had puohi.
bited thofe allowances.

¢ My Lords, the Company allowed the Commander i
Chief, being in Council, -fix thoufand pounds a year, for hi
feparate truft. Sir John Clavering thought it infufficient
nd semonftrated, but without fuccefs. ‘The probable con
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fequence of his failure was, that he never vifited the diftant
ftations of the army, nor took the field in perfon whilft in In-
dia. Sir Eyre Coote, on the contrary, early de.lared hisin-
tentions to vifit the feveral ftations of the army, and thke
Board fixed certain allowances, which he was to receive while
abfent from Calcutta., He reviewed the army in Oude, and
the Board thought it reafonable that, while Sir Eyre Coote
was in the Vizier’s dominions, thefe extra allowances fhould
be defrayed by the Vizier, who readily confcnted to pay
them.

¢ This, my Lords, was not any breach of treaty, forthe
treaty mentioncd in this article, as having been violated, was
the treaty of Lucknow, concluded in 1775, by which the
Nabob was to pay two lacks, and fixty thoufand rupeesa
month, fora {pecific number of troops; but fince that period
an additional number of troops had heen ftationed in his own
domiinions, at hisown exprefs requifition for which he paid an
additional, but indcfinite fum, annually.

« “I'he Nabob had o high a fenfe of Sir Fyre Coote’s me-
rits and fervices, that inftcad of obje&ing to the propofed al-
lowance, heexprefled a with that it were dogble that amount.
He deubtlefs never loft fight in the Genom#s abfeace, of his
being engaged as much in the defence of his provinces, as of
thofc of the Company ; and it wasupon thag principle that he
was fo forward to continue Sir Eyre Coote’s allowances
vhilft on the coaft. It is always the cuftom for all the
Company’s military fervants to draw double Batta, or extia
allowances, when out of the Company’s provinces; and it.
would be firange indeed, that the Comma-der in Chief {hould
be the only exception.

¢ My lLords, when Sir Eyre Coote quitted the upper
provinces, and went on fervice to the cozft, the fame allow-
ances were continued to him by the Company: for it was
unreafonable that he fhould take the ficld upon the allow-
ances which his predeceffor enjoved for ftaying in Calcutta.

¢ My Lords, 1 {o well knew the value cf Sirliyre Coctr’s
prefence on the coaft, at the time when the anny was de-
feated and difpirited, that there is hardly any thing he conid
have afked, which 1l fhould not have given him.

¢ My Lords, 1 muft alio pray you to advert to the cir-
cumflances of General Stibbert, who was an inferior Offices,
having an allowance of above eighty thoufand rupces a yeas,

ewhilfl General Coote was reftri€ted to fixty thoufand.- .
Could it be expeéted that he fhould have heen futisfiad with
that degrading ditference, at the fame time that he was tpon
alluval fervice, and liable to many additional expences, winitt
General Stibbert was at his cafe, i cantomnens, cor gar-

rifon ? )
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¢ My Lotds, it was impoffible for Sir Eyre Coote’s allow-
ance, as fettled at home, to be fufficient in the feld, if the
fame fum was not too much for General Clavering in Cal-
cutta, orif greater fam was not too large for General Stib-
bert, in cantonments,

% But, my Lords, it was not a time to cavil with Sir Eyre
Coote about field allowances: | never was more convinced of
the truth of any hypothefis than of this; namely, that if Sir
Eyre Coote had refigned in difguft, which he might have done,
the Carnatic bad been infallibly loft to this country for ever. .
I can only fay in addition, that I had no finifler view or mo-
tive in what [did; and I thould think it my duty to aét the
fame part over again, in like circumitances. Nay, | would
have abridged my own allowances to have increafed his, if he
could have received them, rather than have fuffered him to
sefign in difgufl, or to have quitted the army in difcontent.

» My Lords, in accounting for the agency given to Mr,

* Auriol, it will be neceflary for 2 moment again to call your
attention to the very alarming and diftrefled ftate of our pof-
feflions.in the Carnatic.  Hyder Ally, vi€orious in the field,
with his numerous army, which had cut off a lurge detach-
ment of our tioobs, and had driven the main body back with
confiderable lofs to Madras, was laying fiege to Arcot, which
inevitably fcll foon after, for want of fuccours. His numer-
ous followers were defolating and laying wafte the whole face
of the country, by burning the villages, and dcfiroying the
cultivation, up to the very walls of Madras,

s 1n this defperate fituation did the Prefident and Council

*writeto us for every poflible aid of troops, money, und pro-
vifions. Sir Eyre Coote, witha reinforcement of Europeans
and treafure, by the celerity of his departure and arrival,
though in the worft feafon of the year, gave a fortunate turn
to the flate of our affairs upon the coait. We at the fame
time entered into a coutraét to fend them the quantity of rice
which they had applied for: but this was foon exhaufted.—
They applied for more, and Mr. Auriol, our Secretary, de-
Jivered 1n propofals to fend it on the {fame terms as the laft
contra&t,

¢ My Lords, I then forefaw that the Prefidency of Madras,
as well as thearmy, muft depend entirely for their fubfiftence
and fupport upon Bengal.  Another contra&t would have heen
but a feeble refource. The exports of individuals could
never be relied upon, for fo great and fo ferious an objeét.

¢ My Lords, contradts might have failed. One contrad, ¢

_and ons only, was entered into during the fervice of the
agency, and that did fail. The contraélor prayed to be re-
leafed from a great part of his contraét, and was releafed, al-
though the rate of his contra& was higher than the average
price of all the agent’s fupplies, with his commiffion included,

Nay,
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Nay, contradts muft have failed Tor want of reflonrces in'the
Treafury to fulfil the flipulations for the Public. The agent
employed his own credit.

“ My Lords, the French fleet was for near two whole fea«
fons in complete and undifturbed poffeflion of the bay of Ben-
gal; ours being in harbour at Dombay. Infurance was not al-
ways to be procured, and individuals would not truft their
property but in the hopes of large profits to compenfate for
their rifks.

“ My Lords, the Public had fo great a ftake to fave, that
it an{wered to them to fend rice at all rifks; and the event has
proved, that it anfwered well; as the agent, though his com-
miflion was liberal, fupplied the fcttlement of Miadras with
rice, both better in quality, and twenty per cent. cheaper,
than the former contra&. He fupplied them with it at one
half the price at which individuals, landing it there, were
compelled by the Government of Madras to fell it to them in
exchange for bills upon Bengal; and the average rate of all
his fupplies, with commiffion included, was lefs than the rates
of ten out of eleven propofals received for the contraét, after
the ageucy was abolifhied; and aslow as the very lowedt pro-
pofal. The commiffion, 1 admit, was liberal, though not
more than had been ufual for offices of fupply in Bengal.—
It was originally fiftcen, never twenty-five per cent, (as erro-
neoufly fated by the Manager who fummed up the charges) but
afterwards confiderably reduccd ; and there were many charges
tobe defrayed out of it.

“ My Lords, [ fubmit, that an agency was the only ef-
feCtual mode of infuring a conftant and fufficient fupply for
this important fervice ; and I maintain, that it has proved to
be the inoft frugal mode to the Company. The confidence
which the Board huad in Mr. Auriol’s diligence and integrity,
confirmed by many years experience of his condud®, pointed
him out as a proper perfon for this fervice, and be was ac-
cepted.

*“ The mode of delivering accounts upon honour was not a
new, mode in the Company’s fervice, (and it is pradhifed at the
prefent moment in Bengal) nor was it by any means intended
to preclude the examination of vouchers, where vouchers were
re1uirc51, ar could be proluced; hut meant to fliengthen the
obligation on the party accounting, where vouchers either
could not be had, or were fo numerous as to make it almoft
impraticable, to examine them with the accounts. 1 under-
ftand that vouchers never were refufed by the agent.

‘e But as fo much has been faid on this fubje@, Ihope I
may he permitted to remark, without any imputed difrefpect
to your Lordfhips, whofe honour no man can more highly re-
veie than [ do; that I think it is impoffible you can conceive
the term has been proflituted or mifapplied on thefe occaﬁons.

very

>
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Every meérchant depends én the honout, credit, good faith, or
honefty, (call it what you will) of his reputed dealings; and
were this dependence banifthed from the community, | fear
we fhould bave very little fecurity for any tranfactions in our
intercourfe with mankind.

¢ My Lords, [ am accufed o granting an agency to Mr,
Belli, who is ftated to bé one of my own dependants, with a
wafleful and improvident commiffi>n. It will be found that
this bufinefs did not originate with me. The neceflity for
laying up a depdt of provifions and ftores in the garrifon of
Fort William, that we might be prepared for a fiege, was, as -
1 recolle@, firongly urged both by General Clavering and
Mer. Francis; and a degree of neglec impured to me for not
having provided againit fuch an emergency. The meafure
was afterwarids, on a minute which 1 delivered, confidered in
Council, and upon the refolution of the Board, that fuch a
depd: fhould be forinad, the opinion of merchants was re-
quired upon the quantum of commiflion adequate to an agent
for his troubie, charges, and lofs, by waftage and decay in
keeping up the flore from year to year in conflant good con li-
ticn. The merchants d-clared that twenty per cent. was the
left compenfation that could be allowed. I propofed Mr.
Belli for the agency, and upon examining the accounts of a
foriner fervice of this kind executed in the (yovernment of my
predeceilor, M, Cartisr, which were called for to affift us in
our determination, 1 found that the Company had fuftained a
teal lofs upon the refale of thofe ftores. at the end of two
years, of nincty per cent. No agent would undertake a fer-
vice by which he was to be a lofer: his profits ought to be
proportioned to the nature and importance of the thing re-
quired. He might be a lofer by accepting the leaft poffible
commiffion, or, which is worfe, a failure of his daty might
be dangcrous to the fafety of our poffeffions. 1 truft your
Lordihips wiil not think the commiffion of thirty per cent.
per annum, which I propofed for the agent to a“fwer all
charges and lofles by waftage and decay in the changing of
ftores, from time to time as they required it, was an immo-
derate allowance for the due performance of fo inportant a
duty, That I was not improvident in granting ir, will ap-
pear from Mr. Belli’s own accounts, delivered in evidence to
your Lordfhips. There has been fome doubt thrown upon
them by the Manager who fummed up this charge; but Mr.
Belli is'in England, and can verify them. [ fhall clofe this
fubjet with remirking, that fince my return to England both
the Court of Direfters and my Succeffor in the Government
have exprefled their firongeft approbation of his integrity in
this bufinefs.

¢ I will
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¢ I will not detain your Lordfhips by adverting, for any
Iength, tothe ftory told by the Manager who opencd the ge-
neral charges relative to the horrid cruelties praétifed on the
natives of Dhee Jumla by Deby Sing. 1t will be fufficient
to fay, that the Manager never ventured to introduce this
fory in the form of a charge, though preffed and urged to do
fo, in the ftrongeft poffible terms, both in ard out of Parha-
ment.—Mr. Paterfon, on whofe authoiity he relied for ti-e
truth of his affertions, and with whom, he faid, he wifhed to
go down to pofterity, has had the gencrufity 1o write to my
*aitorney in Caleutia for my information, ¢ that he felt the
¢ finceref concern to find his reports turned to my difadvan-
% tage, as | alted as might be expetted from a man of huma-
¢ nity throughnut all the tranfu@ions in which Deby Sing
¢ was concerned.”—tHad the cruchies which the Manager
ftated been really inflited, it was not poflible, as he very
well knew at the time, toimpute thein, even by any kind of
forced conftruction, to me.— 1y fLords, itisa faét that |
was the [l porfon to give Mr. Vaterfon an ill opinion of
Deby Ying, whofe condu@ upou former occafions had left an
unfavourable, and perbiaps an unjuil, impreffion upon my,
mind. In employing I)eby Sing | certainly yielded up my
opinion to Mr. Anderfon and Mr. Shore, whohad better op-
partunitics of knowing liim than 1 could have,  In the courfe
of the ingniry into his condiél he received neither favour
nor countenance from me, nor from any Memnber of the
Board.  ‘That inquiry was cartied on priccipally when [ was
at Lucknow, and was not completed during my Government,
though it was commenced and continued with every podible
folemnity, and with the fincereil defire, cnmy part, and on
the part of iy colleagues, to do firict and impartial juftice.—
I'he refult | have read in kngland; and it certainly appears,
that though the man was not entirely innncent, the extent of
his guilt bore no fort of proportion to the magnitude of the
charges againft him. Tn particular, it is proved that the moft
hornible of thofe Liorribic afts, fo artfully detailed, and with
fuch efe&, in this place, never were committed atall.

¢ Here [ leave the fubie®, convinced that every one of
your Lordfhips muft feel for the unparallelied injutlice that
was done to me by the introduction and propagation of that
atrocious calumny.

* My Lords, 1 will not now detain your Lordfhips by
offering’ many remarks upon the grofs injultice that I alfo
futt#ned in having heen compelled to appear at your Lord-
fhips’ har to jultify adks which have received the repeated ap-
probation of the King’s Miniiters, and virrually of the late
Lioufe of Comimons. —My Lords, it is perf:@Qlv true that the
articles to which 1 allude arc not infifted upan, or, in other

Vor. XXX, Qo words,



words, they aré abandoned, But I feel the injury moft fenfi-
bly, and the expence of defending myfelf againft them has been
intolerable. ~

¢¢ The King’s Miniflers, as Members of Parliament, voted
to impeach me for accepting a delegation to Oude, and for
forming an arrangement with the Nabob Vizier, which fub-
{ifts at the prefent moment.

«“ Mr. Fox. My l.ords, I am fure I fhould be very un-
willing to do any thing to interrupt a perfon in the fituation
of the defendant; but 1 think you cannot permit him to flate
how a Member of Parliament voted, becaule the defendan®
cannot poflibly know the fact.

¢ Lord Kinyon. The peifon accufed at the bar will cer-
tainly meet the wifhes of this Houfe, and of the Managers
alfo, in replying to the allegations that have been opened
againlt him, by avoiding, ithecan, the ufe of names, though
it is certainly competent to him, if he thinks it for his ad-
vantage, to p int out any inconfiftency or injuitice in the con-
duct of his profecutors.

« My, Haflings. ™My Lords, 1 befeech you to“recolle&
the very great tenderncfsl have ufed when 1 have been fpeak-
ing of the moft atiocious ations that have heen committed
againft me: it is not my intentio to accute anv bady; but
if any fa@l neccflary to my defence fhould, in ftatlrg that de-
fence, neceflarily involve the crimination of others, | do not
mean to criminate them—but the confequence is inevitable,
it is not myv fuult.

« AMy. Fox. My Lords, the nature of my objeCtion is
this :—1 do not obje& toany language the priloner may ufe,
of any kind whatever. in his fituation; but having ftated that
the King's Minifters have fo voted in the FHoufe of Com-
mons, ! think that i- a fa¢t rhat he cannot bring evidence of,
and confequently it is impoffible for us to anfwer in reply.—
1 think it 1s impoflible he can kpow how a Minifter has voted
in the Houfe of Commons.

“ AMr. Hajtings. My [ords, may I, without difrefpect
to the Managers. fay, that | ufe only a licence for which [
have their example: they have done fo on many occafions.
I neverinterrupted them, not did my Counfelinterrupt thein,
when they were making their long fpeeches againft me. [
throw myfelf on your Lordfhips’ proteCtion, and I befeech
you ro prote& me againft this viole:ce.

« Mr. Burke. My Lords, we offer no violence : the Ma-
nagers of the Houfe of Commons offer no violence to the pri-
foner at your Lordfhips’ bar. .

 Lord Kenyon. 1f the defendant is guilty of any impro-

priety, he may correct hiﬂ}?ﬁ-_’ L
- :'Zl-" o L A{r-
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“ Mr. Law. 1 wifh to recall to the honourable Mana™
gers’ confideration——-

s¢ Lords. Go on, goon.

“ Mr. Haflings. My Lords, T really lay under a great
difadvantage. It what [ have faid is wrong, punith me for
it; but [ befeech you do not let me be interrupted. I can-
not fpeak from the fudden impulfe of my own mind—I| am .
not accuftomed to it. I have written down whar I wifh to
read ; and I call God to witnefs that I did it with a due re-

* gard to the reverence due to this honourable Court.

¢ Lords. Goon, goon.

« Mr. Haftings then proceeded as follows :

¢ I fay, my Lords, in four feparate letters the King’s Mi-
niftets approved of what [ had done, thongh they voted to
impeach me for doing it. 1 hey ordered my arrangement to
be invariably adbered to; they approved, as they declare
themfelves, of the principles on which it was formed; and
the Minifter for lndia has taken credit every year for the fub-
fidy procured by that'arrangement, which is paid monthly
with the pun&tuality of a Bank dividend. They voted alfo
to impeach me for having ruined, opprefled, and deftroyed
the natives of Bengal, although in the firft ftage of the bufi-
nefs they oppofed the revenue article, which centains thefe
allegations, and although the fulfehood of the charge muft be
apparent to every man who is not prepared to prove that the
Minifter for India has annually prefented falfe accounts to the
Houfe of Commons.  Both cannot be trae.

« In the few words that T had the honour to addrefs your
Lordthips on Monday, I aflured you that 1 fhould never
make a defence for my condu@ on the plea of neceflity, al-
though the Managers for the Commons have taken fo much
pains to refute that plea. ~

* According to my conftruction of the law, it was not
criminal to receive prefents with a folemn determination in
my own mind to appropriate every rupce fo received to the
public fervice, and to that public fervice was every rupee
applied with the utmoft fidelity. 1 thought it petfectly con=-
fiftent with juftice to levy a finc of forty or fifty lacks of ru-
pees from Cheyt Sing fz;r his contumacy. | conceived it
firiétly juftifiable, upon the information that I had received
of the Begum’s difaffe@ion, to confent to th: refumption of
her jagheers, and of the treafure in her poffefion. That 1
ha® information of her dif:ffetion before me is clearly in
evidence; and if [ could have heen favoured with a few days
artention in this place, I could have eftablifhed that fact by
irrefiftible proof.

« But my Lords, does it ccafe to be material to eftablifh
the necuflity, or is it to be faid that the neceffity did not exift

Oo 2 ay
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at all, becaufe I am of opinion that I broke no law in accept-
ing picfents, and did not degrade my own charaéter, nor the
Brit.fh name, by my conduct to Cheyt bing or the Pegum?

¢¢ My opinion of our neceflitics may he colle@ed from
the following paffage in my narrative of the infurretion in
Benares

¢« ] left Calcutta imprefled with the belief that extraor-
¢ dinary means weie neceflary, and thofe exerted with a
¢ ftrong liand to preferve the Company’s interefts from fink-
¢ ing under the accumulated weight that oppreffed them. I
¢ faw a political neceflity for curbing the overgrown power
¢ of a great member of their dominion, and muking it con-
¢ tribute to the relicf of their prefiing exigencics. f [erred,
¢ my error was prompted by an excefs of zeal for their in-
¢ terefts opcuiating with too firong a bias upon my judge-
¢ ment.”

¢ Of what nature thofe neceflities were T will now ftate;
and 1 beli. ve the proofs of them v ere upon the table of the
Houfe of Commons when thofe nec flities we re denied to have
had exiftence, and when iny impeaclinent was voted.

« I left Calcutta in July, and figned the ueaty of Chunar
on the 18th of September, 1781,

¢« We had at that penod borrowed as much money upon
bonds as we could borrow, tor the bonds bore a confiderable
difcount. Every lotter rocvived fiom Madras between No-
vember, 1780, and September, 1781, contained the moft
prefling applications for money and provifions. Thele letters
are upoun record, although not before your Lordfhips; and [
am in pofleflion of private letters wiitten to me by the Gover-
nor of Madiasin that period, in duplicate and triplicate, moft
eaneflly prefing me to {ave them from finking, by fending
them ample fupplies of money and provifions. Sir Eyre
Coote depcndud upon me for feven lacks of rupees a month,
for the pay of the armies in the Cainatic.  The moft prefling
applications for moncy were received from Bombay, and
fiom General Goddard, who commanded tne ariny in Guz-
zerat; and very heavy bills were drawn upon the GGovernment
of Bengal in the fitfl months of the year 1781,  The troops
in Oude and in Bengal were many months in arrear.  Colonel
Muir's army, in the province of Malwa, and Major Pop-
ham’s, at Benares, weie confiderably in arrears. A French
fleet had appeared off Fort St. George in February, 17813
was expe@ed to return in the enfuing feafon, and did ac-
tually come upon the coaft of Coromandel in April, 1782,

“ Sir %olm Macpherfon, who landed in Calcutta in Oc-
tober,% 1781, has truly d.furibed cur fituation at that mo-
ment.

« An
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¢ An empty treafury, and every refource for raifing mo-
ney fo comletely exhaufted, that it was with the utmoit dif-
ficulty the Government could raife a loan for a 1emittance of
eight or ten lacks, which he had folemnly pledged himfelf to
make to Sir Lyie Coote, whoin he had left at Madras in
September in the greateit diftrefs for money.

¢ It is in evidence that Colenel Muir, after the feparate
peace which 1 concluded with Madajee Sindia, could not re-
crofs the Jumna until he received a fupply fromn Fyzabad in
February, 1782,

¢ The fat, my Lords, is known and acknowledged by
every man who ferved during the late war in India, that our
pofleflions there weie preferved only Ly the extraordinary
refources procured by me in confequence of the treaty of
Chunar.

¢ Such was the diftrefs of the troops in Oude, and in the
Mahratta country, - that the officers fold their plate for the
temporary relief of their fupoys, as they did alio upon the
coaft. - '

« But if with the fum of one hundred and thirty-cight
lacks of rupces, which 1 procured in Oude from September,
1781, to September, 1782, and a very large {fum reccived in
the next year, we found it difficult to maintain our armies,
what mufl have been the confequence, had 1 not formed fuch
a beneficial arrangement with the Nabob Vizicr? And vour
Lordfhips will believe that 1 felt the full force of our fitva-
tion when I concluded the treaty of Chunar. 1 had not
then, 1 have not now, the finalleit doubt that the Begum had

-affurded military affiftance to Cheyt Sing. Cucumflarces
have been brought to my recolletion fince the trial com-
menced which had efcaped me before; and thefe = confirmed
to me by evidence which I am fure your lordfhips won'id
deem decifive upon the fubje&, had 1 been allowed u fow davs
to lay it before you.

¢ My l.ord:. you are now better enabled to judge of the
difhiculties which I had to encounter in the lalt war, thanl
did fuppofe it within poffibility for your Lordfhips to be,
when this trial commenced.

“ Your Lordfhips will feel for the wants under which I
laboured when | had to contend, at one time, with all the
powers of India, combined with the French and the Dutch,
becaufe your Lordfhips have proofs before you in the Coun-
¢ Chamber of Parliament that the refources of India are now
utterly inadequate to the fupport of a war againtt cne native
power who is unaflified by any Eurcpean ally. Ve are in
alliance with all the Mahratta Chiefs, and with the Sochadar
of Decan, who were in the former war confederated againft
us. ‘T'he Government of Bengal, when this war comuncnced,

was
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was free from foreign and domeftic embarraffiments. The
Nubob Vizier had completely liquidated his debt, and his
fubfidy was paid with the utmoft pun&uality. Benares af-
forded the full revenue, which I am imprached for having
procured. The falt, the opium, and the land revenues of
Bergal, added to the fubfidy from Oude and the Benares
culletions, produced annually to the Company nearly five
millions four hundied thoufand pounds.

¢ But, my lords, fo inadequate have thefe refources
proved, with the addition of the revenues of Fort St. George
and Bombay, that fince the conimencement of the prefent
war a_very confiderable {m in fpccie has been tranfmitted
from England to India; money has been borrowed to the ut-
moft extent of their credit at Bungal, Fort St George, and
Bombay, at a high interelt ; and Hyder Beg Khan, whom
your Lordfhips have heard of fo often, has affifted Lord
Cornwallis with a loan of twenty-two lacks of rupees —I
mention thefe circumftances to your [Lordthips to prove that
the refources of India cannot, in time of war, meet the ex-
pences of 1ndia.

¢ Your Lordfhips know that T could not, and Lord Corn-
wallis cannot do, what every Minifter of kngland has done
fince the revolution. I could not horrow to the urmoft ex-
tent of my wants during the late war, and tax pofterity to
pay the intereft of my loans. The refources to be obtained
by loans, thofe exceptel! for which bills upon the Company
were granted, failed earlz in my Adminifiration, and wiil
f2il much earlier in Lord Cornwallis’s, not from want of con-
fidence in that noble Lord, but becaufe the {urplus refources
of Bengal have not been empioyed in liquidating the debt
contracted in Bengal during the late war.

¢« allow me, my Lords, to call again to your Lordfhips’
recolleftion the many and the unprecedented difficulties with
which I had to contend during thelate war, in India. Every
meafure of my Adminiftration was calculated to relieve the
public exigencies; nor can any man in England point out
other means than thofe which I employed, by which the
public neccffities could have been relieved ; yet [ have bern
four vears impeached before your Lordfhips for the feveral
afts by which I preferved what the India Minifter has'called,
in the Houfe of Commons, the brighteft jewel in the Britith
Crown ! .

¢ | have now gone through the examination both of tke
general and fpecific crimes which have peen laid to my charge.
1 have endeavoured to develope the great and commanding
roints of every diftin& article, from thofe which are either
iuunaterial in themfelves, or which depended for their ré&i-
tude, or ciiminaiity, on the former.
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« In this work I have in effe@ undertaken to' reduce the
compiled mafs of feven f.lio velumes into the comnpafs of a
few pages, a labour requiring months of lcifure to execute it
as it ought to be, and a length of time proportioned, not to
the extent of the work, but to the degree of its abbreviation.

¢ I have urged all that in this view of the fubje& was, in my
judgement and recollection, neceflary to the elucidation of it :
but it is hardly pofiible that fumet{x'mg may not have been
omitted, which would have rfendered it more complete;
fomething the want of which muay yet leave doubts on your
Lordfhips’ minds refpe€ting parts of my condud, detached
from the general tenor of it.  For this, and for o her defici-
encies in this addrefs, 1 have to beg your Lordihips’ can-
dour, ard to }lead the difadvantage of the reftiiéted and in-
adequate time, and the infitm flate of body, underwhich T
have arranged it.

« 1 moit relu&antly prefs upon your Lordfhips’ time, amd
fhall haften to conclude with a few general obfervations upoi
the natute of this impeachment, as it relates to thofe princi-
ples which conititate the moral qualitics and charadlers of all
mankind.

¢ If the tenor of a man’s life has been iwvariably marhed
with a difpofition to guilt, it will be a ftreng prefumpiion
againft him, in any alledged inftance, that he was guiltv.

¢ If, on the contrary, the whole tenor of a man's life was
fuch as to bave obtained for him the univerfal good witl of
all with whom he had any intercourfe in the interefied con-
cerns of life, the prefumption will be as well grounded, thit
he was innocent of any particular wrong imputed to him,
efpecially if thofe who are thealledged {uffercrs by that wiong,
make no complaint againit him.

% But what fhall be faid of complaints brought againfl a
man, who was in truft for the intercits of the gieateflt com-
mercial body in the world; who employed and diretted the
fervices of thoufands of his fellow citizens in great official de-
partments, and in extenfive military operations ; who con-
nected Princes and States by alliances with his parent king-
doms, and on whofe rule the peace and happinels of mwy
millions depended ; ¥ fay, what fhall bedfaid of complaints
brought againit fuch a man, in the names and ou the hehalf
of all thofe defcriptions of men, who all unite their futlrages
in his fovour? Such complaints, with fuch a preflamption
againft the poffibility of their truth, may have exifted, but
she hiftory of mankind, cannot produce an inflance of their
1 eing received on fuch a foundation, until the late and pre-
fent IHoufe of Commons thenght fit to create one in my in-
peaclunent,

. “ Pormit



ST, PEAR LTAMENTARY A9
SRR S N - C

" o8 Peridft me, my Lords, to retrace the principal events in
the public life of “that man, whom the Commons have thus
brought, and have kept fo long, in trial before you. With
the year 1750, I entered the fervice of the Eaft-India Com-
pany, and from that fervice [have derived all my official ha-
bits, and all the knowledge which I poflefs, and all the prin-
ciples which were to rogulate my conduét in it.  1f thofe
principles were wrong, or if in the obfervance of them I have
erred, great allowance ought to be made for human in-
firmity, where | poilificd fuch inadequate means of obtain-
ing a better gundance.  Yet the precaations which F invaria-
bly ufed, render even this plea unneceflary, by the references
which [ madeto the Court of DireQors, my*immediate maf-
ters, of cvery meafure which 1 have andertaken, with its mo-
tives and objedts minately exnliined and detailed.

¢ For the tuth of thi aldition 1 might (afely appeal to
them, and I am fure that they would attefl it; and the vo-
lumes both of confultations and letters in their poffeflion,
prove that my fharc of the comnp:lation exceeds, beyond all
degrees of comparifon, that of the moft lahorious of my pre-
deceflors, not excepting cven my ever honoured frieni, Mr.
Henry Vanlittaet. ]

« Nor was it to them only that [ was thus communicative.
‘When Great Britain was involved in a complicated war, and
their Governments in India had, befides Europesn encinies,
a confederacy of all the principal powers of India arined 1guntt
them, 1 gav. the thea Minilter of thiskingdomn conftant-in-
for:nation of all themeafures which I had taken, in conjunc-
tion with my collewgues in the Government, to rencl the
dangers which prefled us; the motives and ohjeéts of thafe
meafures; the conlequences exvected from thein; and the
meafures [ had fardicr 1n contemplation; aud it has fince af-
forded mz nore than co nmon plerur: to refle&, that every
fucceffive Ietter ventfic] the expeQations and the promiles of
the preceding.

¢ If I hal given evidence in my d=fencey I fhould have
called upon the noble Lotd to produce ail my letters in his
pofleflion. Thofe, and my letters to the Court of Dire&tors,
but my letters to Lord North, in a moft ftriking manner,
would have fhewn how careful I was to expofe all iny ac-
tions to their knowledge, and confequently how httle appre-
henfion T counld have felt that there was any thing in them
that could be deem~d reprehenfible. In all inftances, which
might have heen deemed of a doubtful nature, thefe commue
nications were virtnal references for their fan&.on, or for
their future prohibition. 1f 1 received neither, their filence
was a confirmation, and had more than the ef2€ of an order,
fince, with tlieir tacit approbation of them, | had impofed

upon
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upon myfelf the prior obligation of my own conception of
their propri-ty. Were I, therefore, for a moment, to fup-
pofe that the a&ts with which 1 am charged, and which I fo
communicated, (for | communicated all to the Court of Di-
reftors) were intrinﬁc.\llz wrong, yet from fuch proofs it is
evident that I thought them right; and therefore the worft
that could be faid of them, as they could affet me, is, that
they were errors of judgement; and even for thefe, in all in-
ftances where they were repeated, or the caufes of tubfequent
afls, deriving the fame quality from them, the error, and
every blame which could attach to them, was theirs, who
might have corre@ed themn, and did not. _

“ In the year 1768, 1 was appointed by the Court of Di-
re®ors of the Eaft-India Company, a Member of the Coun-
cil, and eventually to fucceed to the Government of Madras.

¢ In the vear 1771, when the affairs 6f their principal
eftablifhment were fuppofed to be on the decline, and to re-

uire an unufual exertion of abilities and integrity to retrieve
them, the Ceurt of Direftors made choice of me for that
truft : and I was by their order removed from the Council of
Fort St. George, to the Government of Fort William in
Bengal and to the principal direCtion of all the givil, military,
commercial, and political affairs, dependant on it.

¢ I the year 1773 1 was appointed by an a& of Parlia-
ment, Governor General of Bengal, for gve years.

¢ In the year 1778 1 was re-appointed by the fame authe-
rity for one § in 1779 for another; in 1781 for ten years; and
in 1784 [ was virtually confirmed by that aét which forms
the prefent Government for India.

¢« In this long petiod of thirteen years, and under fo many
fuccefive appointments, I beg leave to call to the recollece
tion of your Lordfhips, that whilft (reat Britain loft one
half of its empire, and doubled its publi¢ debr, that Govern-
ment over which I prefided, was not unly preferved entire,
but increafed in population; wealth, agriculture, and com-
merce; and although your Lordfhips have been told by the
Houfe of Commons, that mry meafures have difgrated and de-
graded the Briufh charuéter in India, 1 appeal to the general
fenfo of mankind, to confirm what [ am now going to fay,
that the Britifh n»me and ¢haraller never ftood higher, or
were more refpected in India, than when [ Jeft it.

4 So much may 1 fay for the genetal effe&t of my Govern-
ment. For the fpecific a&s which have contributed fo pro-
dhice it, it would require volumes to recite them  Shortly

rmit me to enumerate the principal heads which compie-

d them,
« Every divifion of official bufinefs, and every department
f Government, which now exifts in Bengal, with only fuch
Vor. XXX. Pp excep-
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exeeptions as have been occafioned by the changes of autho-
rity ena&ed from home, are of my formation.

¢ The eftablifhment formed for the Adminiftration of the
revenue, the inftitution of the Courts of civil and criminal
juitice in the province of Bengal, and its immediate depen-
dencies ; the form of Government eftablifhed for the province
of Benares, with all its dependent branches of revenue, com-
merce, judicatore, and military defence ; the arrangements
created for the fubfidy and defence of the province of Oude,
every other political conneion and alliance of the Govern-
ment of Bengal, were created by me, and fubfift unchanged, -
or if changed, changed onlys to ufe the words of my noble
and virtuous fucceflor, applied to the principles of my ar-
rangements in the province of Oude, ¢ with a view to
¢ ftrcngthen their principles, and render them permanent.”

« Two great {ources of revenue, opium and falt, were of
my creation; the firft, which I am accufed for not having
made more produlive, amounts at this time yearly to the
nett inceme of 120,000l the laft (and all my colleagues in
the Councl refufed o fhare with me in the refponfibility, at-
tendant upon a new {yftem) to the yeaily nett income of above
8oo,000l.

“ To fum wp all; T maintained the provinces of my im-
mediate Adminiftration in a ftate of peace, plenty, and fecu-
rity, when every other Member of the Britifh empire was in-
volved in external wars, or civil tumult.

¢¢ In a dreadful feafon of famine, which vifited all the neigh-
bouring ftates of India, during three fucceflive vears, ) re-
prefled it in its approach to the countries of the Pritith domi-
nion, and by timely and continued regulations, prevented its

Jgeturn; an a& little known in Englaud, becavfe it wanted
the pofitive efte€ts which alone could give it a vifible com-
munication, but proved by the grateful acknowledgements
of thofe who would have been the only fufferers by fuch a
fcourge, who remembering the effe@s of a former infli®ion
of this dreadful calamity, (in 1770), have made their fenfe
of the obligation which they owe to me for this bleffing, a
very principal fubje®t of many of the teftimonials, tranf-
mitted by the inhabiants of Bengal, Bahar, and Benares.

“ And laftly, I raifed the colle®ive annual income of the
Company’s poffeflions under my Adminiftration from three
to five millions fterling, not of temporary and forced exac-
tiou, but of an eafy, continued, and ftill exifting produion,
the fureft evidence of a good Government, improving agricul-
ture, and increafed population.

¢ To the Commons of England, in whofe name I am ar-
raigned, for defolating the provinces of their dominion in In-
dia, I dare to reply, that they are, and gheir reprefentatives

annually
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annually perfift in telling them fo, the moft flourifhing of all
the ftates of India—It was I who made them fo.

¢ T'he valour of others acquired, 1 enlarged, and gave
fhape and confifiency to the dominion which you hold there ;
1 preferved it : 1 fent forth its armies with an effectual, but
ceconomical hand, through unknown and hoftile regions, to
the fupport of your other poffeflions, to the retrieval of one
from degradation ayd difhonour; and of the other, from ut-
ter lofs and fubje&ion. I maintained the wars which were of
your formation, or that of others, not of mine. 1 won one
member of the great Indian confederacy from it by an a& of
feafonable reftitution; with another, 1 maintained a fecret
intercourfe, and converted him intoa friend. A third 1 drew
off by diverfion and negotiation, and ¢mployed him as the
inftrument of peace. When you cried out for peace, and
your cries were heard by thofe who were the obje&t of it, [
refifted this, and every other ipecies of cdinteraltion, by
rifing in my demands; and accomplifhed a peace, a lafting,
and | hope eveilafting one, with one gieat flate; and | at
Jeaft aflorded the efficient means by which a peace, if not fo
durable, more feafonable at lcaft, was accompljihed with an-
other.

¢« | gave you all, and you have rewarded me with con«
fifcation, difgrace, and a life of impeachment.

* One word more, my Lords, and | have done. It has
been the fathion in the courfe of this trial, fometimes to re-
prefent the natives of India as the moft virtuous, and fome-
times as the moft profligate of mankind. 1 atteft their virtue,
and offer this unanfwerable proof of it.

¢ When I was arraigned before your Lordfhips in the
names of the Commons of Great Britain, for facrificing their
honour by alls of injuitice, oppreflion, cruclty, and rapacity,
committed upon the Frinces, nobles, and commonaity, of
Hindoftan, the natives of India of all ranks came forward
unfolicited to clear my reputation frem the obloquy with
which it was loaded. They manifefted a generofity, of
which we have no example in the European world : their con-
dué@ was the effe of their fenfe of gratitude for the benefits
hey had received during my Adminiftration.

¢ My Lords, I wifh 1 had received the fame juftice from
my country.

¢ "1 he teftimonials of the natives of India were fent to the
Ggqyernment of Bengal, authenticated by the various official
channels, throngh which they pafled ; by the Government
of Bengal to the Court of Dire&ors, with their tranflations ;

and copies of the latter by the Court of Directors to the late .

Houfe of Commons, on whofe journals they flill remain.
Pp 2 « To

ags
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¢ To thefe let me add, the addrefs of ::hy fellow citizens
inhabiting the town of Calcutta, prefented on the day on
which 1 left them to return to l.ngland, aud of the Britith
officers in India, written and fent after me, many months
after | had left it. Authenticated copies of thele too were
read in the Hi ufe of Commons, and while | have life, 1 will
gratefuliy preferve the originals, as the moft honourable tefti-
mony of a life well fpent, and of a truft faithfully difcharged 3
becaufe beftowed by thofe who had the neareft, and confe~
quently the fureft, means of knowing it. .

¢ My Lords, I am aware of the promptitude with which
my accufers will feize on this expofition of my me»its and
fervices, to conitrue them (to ufe the phrafe which the
}\ave already applied to themp) a fet-off againft confeffed of-

elCLs.

¢ Tdifclaim and proteft againfi this ufe of them. 1f Iam
guilty of the offences laid to my charge, let me be conviled,
and let my punifhment be fuch as thofe offences fhall de-
ferve. )

« No, my Lords; I have troubled you with this long re-
cital, not as ,an extcnuation of the crimes which have been
imputed to e, but as an argument of the impotlibility of my
having committed them. '

« My Lords. when [ folicited your induigence for this
day’s hearing, [ did it vuder a Lelief, that theie would be
ample time it this feflion for your Lordflips to give judge-
ment. Without that belief 1 fhould not have urged the re-

ueit which I made on Monday laft. T aflure your Lord-
3‘.ips, that there is no object upon earth fo near my heart as
thatsof an immediate determination of this tedious profecu-
tion. Iamfo conndent of my own innocence, and have fuch
perfeét reliance upon the honour f your Lordfhips, that I
am upt afruid to ‘ubmit to judgement upop the evidence
which has been adduced on the part of the profecution.

« My Lords, it is impoffible for me to know the limits of
the a{m:!em: fefion of Pailiament; and under this uncertainty,
1 cdii only fay, that if there be fufficient time for your Lord-
fhip- to come to a final judgement before the prorogation o
it, then ] moft chearfully and willingly reft the caufe wherc it
now ftands. . S v

¢ 1am above all things defirous that your Lordfhips fhould
come to an immediate decifion upon the evidence before you.
But if the fhortnefs of time fhould prevent your Lordfhips
from complying with thjs my earneft defire, and thétrial
muft of neceflity, and 10 my unfpeakable forrow, be prolonged
to another feflicn, then, my Lords, I truft you will not con-
fider me, by any thing | have faid, as precluded from adopt-

' ing
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ing fuch means of defence as my Counfel may judge moft ad-
vifeable for my intereft.”

Their Lordthips then went back in the cuftomary
order to the Houle of Lords, and the Speaker having taken
the woolfack,

It was moved, ¢ That this Houfe will proceed farther on
=¢¢ the trial of Warren Haftings, Efq. on the firt Tuefday in
¢ the next feflion of Parliament.” ’

The Houfe adjourned.

Moanday, 61b Fune.

This day, eighty-nine public and private bills, among which
were, the Duke of Clarence’s Annuity bill, the Confolidated
Fund bill, the Exchequer bills, (Armament) ; the Exche-
quer Loan bill, the farther Exchequer Loan bill, the Lottery
bill, the Tobaceo Ships Mooring bill, the Kecls re-admeafure-
ment bill, the kills ot Exchange and Reccipt bill, the Crapes
and T'iffani: s bill, the Goatfkins bill, the \K’ine Licence Ofh-
cers bill, the Scallkins Lill, the Expiring Laws bill, the farther
Expiring Laws till, the Saltpetre Lill, the Weft-India and
Amaiican Tradg bill, the Sicira Leone bill, and the Neath
Navigation bill, reccived the Reyal afent by ¢ommitfion. The
Lords Commuflioners who fat in their robes, wcre, the Arch-
biflhop of Canterbury, the Lord Chancellor, and Lo:d Gren-
ville.

The Houfe adjourned,

Tuefday, 7th Fune.

On the third reading of the Roman Catholic bill,

The Lord Chancdlor objeted to that claufe which contain-
ed the certificate, or cath; and was replied to by Earl Stan-
hol;f’ The claufe then pafled,

he next claufe debated was, that allowing Roman Catho-
lics to practife at the bar, which was oppofid by the Lord
Chancellor, and fupported by Lord Loughborough, Lord
Rawdon, andothers,

The Houfe divided upon the queftion, that this claufe ftand
partof the bill, when the numbers were,

Contents - - 26
Not contents - 9
Majority

- 17

‘The Houfe being agreed upon the remaining claufes, the
bill was read a third time.

Counfel were called to the bar, on the fecond reading of the
Birmingham and Worcefter Canal bill ;_and having finithed
their pleadings, a debate enfued, wherein Lord Coventry, Lord
Rawdon, Lord Bagot, I.ord Hawke, and other Lords, Eo“k a

cs
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-fhase’; and the Houfe divided on the motion, That the bill be
read a fecond time, when the numbers appeared,

Contents - 17
Proxies - - 18
- 35

Not Contents - 15
Proxies - - 6
- 21
Majority - 14
-'The bill was then read a fecond time ; after which a lon,
and dc{ulinry converfation took place upon a petition prefente
by Lord B ot praving that the petitioners might be heard by
their Counfele m the & nnanttee, againit the bill,

The Lord Chancellor, Lords Bagot, Coventry, Rawdon,
Mulgrave, Stormont, and Catheart, were the principl {peak-
ers; and it was agreed, that the petition thould be referved to
the Committee, and Counfel hear«f on the allegations contained
in it.

The Houfe adjourne.l.

H'ednefday, 8th Fune. N

Farl Stanhope moved the order of the day for the Iecond
reading of the bill for removing doubts refpeéting the rights
and fun&ions of juries in criminal cafes.

L3.Chan:  The Lord Chancelisr left the woolfack, and faid, the only
eddlor.  ohjection he Lad to the bill was, that the purpofe of thofe who
had introduccd the bill, was not anfwered by it as fully as they
wifhed ; but when he contidered the prefent flate of the feflion,
the magnitude and importance of the bill, the circumftance of
the law of libels having been fettled and fixed for fo many cen-
turies, and of there being an intention tomane 1n alteration in
that law, he conceived it to be a fubjeét o :vvving much more
attention and much more deliberation than their Lordihips could
offibly beftow on it in the courfe of the prefent feffion ; and
therefore, his Lordfhip faid, although the bill in its principle
met with the concurrence of all thofe noble and learnear friends,
with whom he had converled on the fubje&, he fhould only
move, ‘“ That the bill, inftead of being read a fecond time
¢¢ then, thould be read a fecond time that day month.”

Ear) Earl Stanbspe {aid, he was graatly aftonithed that the noble
- Smnbope. and learned Lord thuuld make fuch'a motion, without having
ttated a lingle objection, a fingle doubt, or any one reafon for
his moving to put off the bill fof 2 month ; which was, in fa&,
nothing elic but, in other words, to ncga'ive it. "The noblg

Earl obferved, that if he knew the learncd Lord was a frien
to the bill, or to the principle of it, or if the noble and learned
Lord had allcdged a reafon why he withed it to be put off till
that day month, he thould have feen it put off with muchl_h;fs
. 1113=-



A. vot. DEBATES

diffatisfa&tion ; but without adducing one argumeint,one realbn, .

to move to poftpone one of the mioft important bills to this
country, inafmuch as the liberty ot the prcS{s, and the.rights of
juries, were concerned, wasto him matter of perfel altonith-
ment.

Their Lordfhips, he faid, muft prote& the people of this
country from fuch arrogance, and fuch ufurpation, ashad been

" frequently exercifed by Judges in their condu& towards juries,
in the dircctions whic{ they had prefumed to give them. la
faying this, his Lordfhip beggea it to be underftood that he
was not fpeaking of the conduct of the prefunt Judges ; he did
not mean to cenfure them, becaufe they had thought it their
duty to follow certain precedents : he was, his Lordthip de-
clared, fpeaking of the perfons who had fet thofe precedents in
former ages and in former times 5 he did not blame the prefent
;ludgcs for following precedent, theugh, were he a Judge, he

would not, he faid, think himfelf bound to follow precedents
which appeared to him to be unjuit and profligate.  The ho-
nourable and learned gentleman (Mr. Ertkinej who had fucond-
ed this biil in snotier place, had not, his LordiLip obferved,
hefitatud to flate, that 1if he had been a Judye, he thould have
thought himfelf bound todccide as the prefent Judges had done
in the cale of libels.

The queition, his Lordfhip faid, was ncitber more nor lefs
than this, whether thcy were to have any tiil by jury, or whe-
ther they were to have a jurildi¢tion as deteflable as the Star
Chamber itfelf ! To affert, that it was futicient for the jury to
find the fa& of publication, and the fenfe of the thing publithed,
and that they fhould notdecide the law, the eriminalintention,
was to deltroy trial by jury, root and branch.

Four points, his Lordfhip obferved, ought to be decided by
the jury; 1. Thefa@ of the publication. 2. The feafe of
the thing publifhed. 3. The law which made it criminal, for
there was nothing criminal, if no law was againit it. 4.
Whether the a& done, was done with a crin.inal intention?
He thould, his Lordthip faid, giveoneinftance, and onc would
beas asten thoufand. Suppofc, fzid his Lordfhip, aman
were bound neck and heels, and a perfon were to pour down his

= throat any liquor of an intoxicating quality, and that a feditious
paper were gut into the man’s hands, and by him diftribu.d

* shroughout the country ; that paper wight be « {uditious libel,
but, inafinuch asthere’ was no criminal intention in this man’s
condu&®, no one, his Lordihip prefumed, would fay there was
any guilt. His Lordthip faid, he gave this inttance, in order to
fhew that a criminal intention muit be proved.

€riminal intention, he obferved, confitted of two parts; 1.
The intention of publifhinga thing, and 2. The criminality of
the thing publithed. 1t was neceffary that thofe two things
#hould be united, in order to conflitute criminal intention ; 1t

was
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was néceffary thata thing fhould be publifhed, and that that
thing, fo publithed, fhould be criminal. It appeared to his
Lorgﬂxip, that the lcaving thefe things to be decided by the jury
was what coaitituted the difference between this country now,
and at the period when it was governed by the Star Chamber ;
it was that which made the diﬁgrence betwecn this country and
thofe countries where tyranny was exercifed, and defpotifin

revailed. If, then, the noblz Earl faid, the bill before theif

ordfhips were fit to be rejected, the learned Lord ought to
have ftated nis obje@ions, and affigned his reafons ; put he had
done neither ; and till reafons were ftated, his Lordthip de-
clared, he thould fay no more on the fubjeét.

The Lord Chancellor then put the queftion on his own mo-
tion.

Lord Camden faid, he underftood that it was the with and de-
fire of fome of the friends of th=: b.l} now before the Houfe, that
it thould ftand for farther conlideration; and, in that point of
vicw, he, as an individual, thould nat oppofe fuch a defire.~—
But irhe had any fufpicion, that, by putting offthe farther con+

. fideration of the bill fcr 2 month, it was intended to put off the

bill, he thould mott certainly oppofe that intention. He was a
friend to this bl in its principle, becaufe it tended to remove
doubts that fome perfons had entertained of the rights of jurics
in cafes of libcls.  Not bz aufe it tended toalter the law of the
Jund, the law of the land would, after the pafling of this bill,
ftand juit where it did before the bringing of it in, and then, faid
his Lordihip,—

“ If wwenty-four Judges were to declare that juries have by
the law of England no rght to form their verdiét on the whole
cafe, law, taé%, and intention ; 1 will affirm, that they have
that right, and that there is no power by the law of this count‘x;ly
to prevent them from the exercife of that right, if they think fit
to maintain it ; and when they are pleafed to acquit any de-
fendant, their acquittal wiil tand good until the law of Eng-
land is changed!”

What then wonld be the difpute, his Lordfhip afked, fome
woull fay, thatthe queition was, what was, and what was not
a fuditious libel? ' Who were capabdle of judging of the feditious
tendency ¢ The jury ought to be, he faid, and the jury wereby -
the law of England , butalthough he had no doubt on this point,

" others had, and thercfore it was neceffary to remove thefe doubt.

His Lordthip faid, he would not venture to fay what had ge-
ncrally been the dire&tion of Judges, but he knew what it
ought to be. Somctlmigcs had {funmed up, and given direc-
tion 10 the juries in Jhis rananer. ¢ Genzlemen, if the publia
¢ cation is proved to your faiisfaltion, and the innuendoesap-
“ ﬁly to tne fubject as they profels to do, thatis, if the words
¢ have the meaning afcribed to them in the indi@ment or in-
*¢ formation, then you muft find the defendant guil&."—-'

hat!
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‘What! the jury might anfwer, are we to find the defendant

guilty, even although we are of opinion no tumult could be oc-

cafioned by the publication, or that none was intended by it?

"To which the Judge might reply, * Yes, youare.” This he

did not hefitate to fay, was a wrong dire@ion, and a verdi& fo

obtained, wasnot the verdi&t of a jury!

But it might be faid, his Lor(flhip continued, that dificul-

ties often occurred to juries, and they might think themfelves
inadcttuate to the tafk of forming a juft opinion on the tendency

of a libel ; or whether in law it would amount 10 any offence.

For this they had a remedy, which would refeue them entirely

from the imputation of impropriety ; they might find a (pecial

verdi®. The meaning of which would be on the pait of the

jury, they might fay for themfelves, ¢ In this cafe we know

¢ not what the law is without help and affiftance: If the law

¢ fays for the plaintiff, we find tor the plainsif: 1f ' Jaw

“¢ fays for the defendant, we find for the defendant.”  Put this

was only in cafes of extranrdinary diificulty, and even here

the Judge thould interpofe nothing but his advice; if he at-

tempred to controul thean, there was an end of the triul by jury !

Indeed, there was no legal power to controul them, or to pre-

vent their giving a gencral verdi& in all criminal cafts: forif

it fhould even appear that their verdiét was wreng, they were

not liable to attaint in criminal cafes, although in civil cafes

they were. ¢ T'hus,” faid his Lordihip, ¢ ftands the law.--

“ 'I:hc right of juries, in cafes of Libel, is frec and entire, and
¢ will remain fo, unlefs you mean to alter it. If you do, fay

¢ fo, and bringin a bill, ({(l:clnring that the fubjes of this realm

“ thall not, in futurc, be-tried by jurics, but thall be tricd by

¢ the Judges!”

Alrhouéﬁ he had no doubt, his Lordfhip faid, on this fub-

ject himfelf, as to what was the law, yet as doubts had been
entertained on the rights of juries, he thought this a very ne-
ceflary bill, in order that all doubt fhould be removed : for it
was effential that juries in this country thould not be under the
fmalleft apprchenfion of rettraint. It was effential alfo, that
the prefs fhould be free ; for a well-conducted prefs was the
greateft engine for the public fafety. By the prefs, the Public
sight be inftructed amr taught who ought to be Minilters, and
who ought not. By the prcfs, the people might learn whom
they ought 10 cle@ as Members of Parliament, and whom they
ought to reje@. All thefe things were ellential to the public
happinefs. ~ Asto the feditious tendency of any thing that might
be called alibel, a juryonly could be competent to decide. Tf
the point of law was left to the Judges, fome of them might
@y, that any thing was a libel that appcared to them to reflect
on Government.  If that {hould ever be the cafe, there wasan
ond of the liberty of the prefs in England ! It might as well at
once be declared, that nothing fhould be publithed but punegy-
xics on Government. '

Vor. XXX, Qgq « My
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«¢ My Lords,” continued the noble Easl, ¢ give to the jury
¢ or to the Judge the right of trial of the fubje&s of this coun-
¢¢ try; you muft give it to one of them, and I think you can
¢ have no difficulty which to prefer—place the prefs undér the
¢¢ power of the jury, where it ought to be.”

Jis Lordthip concluded with f{aying, he did not apprehend
that the bill had a tendency to alter the Jaw, but merely to 5e
move doubts that ought never to have been entertained, and
therefore the bill had ﬁis hearty concurrence : but as he was af-
fured that the propofed delay was not hoftile to the principle of
the bill, but only to take # into ferious confideration, and to
bring it again forward, he had no objc&tion to the motion of
the Eord Chancellor.

Lord Hardwicke faid a few words in favour of the bill, and
hinted that he would rather pals the bill, imperfect as it might
be, than poftpone an objc& of fo muchimportance,

Lerd Lord Loughborough faid, as it was probable that the clofe of

Lough- the feflion would not admit of that duc deliberation which the
berough, {ubject required, hereadily concurred with the noble and learn-
ed Lord, who had exprefled an opinion that it was not proper
for their Lordfhips to procced farther in it at prefent.  In ftat-
ing that propofition, his Lordfhip begyed it not to be under-
ftood, inany fefpe whatever, that he meant to give a ncgative
to the bill, or that his fentiments omthe fubjelt were not fa-
vourable to the pafling of the bill, no¥ in any degree inaufpi-
cious to what he conceived to be the principle of the bill. ]gut
their Lordfhips, he faid, would obferve, that the bill, in pro-
feflion, was a declaratory bill ; it was not a bill to make that
law, which was not fuppofed to be law, but to declare and ex-
lain what was underitood to be, at that inftant, the law of the
ﬁmd. Whatever difcuffion it had undergonc in another place,
and, his Lordfhip declared, that judging from the acknew-
ledged talents of thofe who fpoke upon the fubjec, he had no
doubt but it had been ably and amply difcuffed ; but whatever
ingenuity had been difplayed, and Kowever great had been the
candour, the information, and corre@nefs of thofe who had
conducted it in another place, his Lordfhip really thought that
the fubjett had not yet been difcuiled with that deliberation that _
its importance required ; and when there was an. opportunity of-
taking the bill into confideration, that their Lordﬁli s would
receive better information, than, from the ftate of the Houfe of
Commons, it was poflible for that Houfe to have received.

His Lordfhip faid, that it had been taken for granted, in
converfations in the Houfe of Commons, that fome Courts had
adopted a line of direction fo clear, fo eftablithed, fo ligal, and
cancurred in by all the Judges, to fuch adegree, thata deviatidh
from it, even by thofe who might be convinced in their con-
fciences that it was wrong, muitbe held to be a deviation from
the law of England. Now, he obferved, fuch an opinion coulld

3 on ¥
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only be colleéted from a report of what paffed in Courton a
motion for a new trial, or from what pafled at niff prius. His
Lordfhip begged leave to declare, that ncither of thefe, nor
both of them, were a fafe foundation for determining any point
to be the Jaw of England. Their Lordfhips had the advantage
of being attcnded by the learned gudges. Had it been poflible
‘to, have entered into the fubje& then, it was his Lardfhip’s in-
tention to have moved for the attendance of the learned Jud%::s,
who would have delivered their fentiments, with regard to what

the law of England was with refpe to thofe direétions. In

his apprchenfion, nothing that pafied in Court on a motion for

a new trial, ‘or at nifi prius, was a foundation of fufficient weight

and authority for a precedent ; it was not fufficient to fay, that

fuch a charge, or fucha dire&ion, was what the law required,

and that there was no other agreeable to the law of the land.

He was, he faid, bK no means averfe to the principle of the

bill; it was agreeable to what he conceived the law to be ; it

was agrecable to the dire€tion which he had always given in

cafes of libels, and to what he fhould always give, till he was

better informed. If the refult of the opinion of the Judges

fhould be, that the law of England was not according to the
dire&ions of thc bill, then another confideration would oc-

cur, namely, whether the law ought or ought nof to be altered.

The law, his Lordihip offferved, fhould be well underftood by

thofe who took upon thegffelves todeclare it. On thefe grounds,

his Lordfhip was of opinion, they were at a period of the fef-

fion when, confiftently with the refpect that was due to them-

felves, which was due to the fubje&, to the rights, and to the
tranquillity of England, they could not proceed farther i the

bufinefs ; ¥xe therefore hopetr their Lord(hips would procced in

it early in the next feflion of Parliament.

Lord Grenville rofe to exprefs his hearty concurrence in what _ Lerd
had been ftated by the noble and learned Lord who had juft fat Grenville
down. But at the fame time that he did fo, his Lordfhip de-
clared he fhould be extremely forry, if it fhould go forth into
the world, that Adminiftration were againit the bill, or un-
friendly to the rights of juries. The intercfts of Adminiftration
and the interefts of ‘the people were, he obferved, one and the

#fne ; the objeét of both was good government ; he fhould,
%crefore, be forry, if it were conceived that the poftponement
wxprefled any thing like the fenfe of that Houfe againit the bill.

hen their Lordﬁ)ips confidered the bill as a fﬁbjeét of very
ferious importance, and a matter which merited the molt mature
difcuffion, their Lordthips would clearly fee they could not at

refent determine the buﬁpnefs to their fatisfa&tion.  He fpoke,
issLordthip faid, in the prefence of thofe who puiicfled the
greateft experience and the greatcft abilities ; it belonged to
them more than it did to him to givc an opinion on this fub-
- Qgq 2 jedt;
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{e_lElt; he, however, fhould vote for the pofiponement of the
ill.

In what had been given out to the world, as the idea of the
principle of the bill, and as the obje& to be obtained by it, he
declared he felt himfelf very much inclined to concur ; but with
refpet to the means of obtaining that objedt, with refpect to
the particular framing of the bill, or of any enadting bill on
the fubje¢t, and much mere, with regard to declaring what the
law was, his Lordfhip faid, he could not help feeling, not only
that he himlelf was not fufficiently informed, but that the
weight, importance, and digiity of the fubje&, was a reafon
why their Lordthips fhould not proceed without the affitance of
tholt from whom a declaration of the exifting law muft come
with much more weight ond authority, than from any other
quarter.  His Lordihip thought a cafc might poflibly arifc, in
which even thofe learned perfons, perhaps, might flate adecla-
ration of law, in which tfwir Lordfhips might be unwilling to
concur ; they might ftate a cafe, which their Lordthips might
not be willing to cenfider av being law,  If their Lordthips’
o‘pininn happened to be contrary to that of the learred Judges,
their Lordthips would doubtlefs employ a great deal of atten-
tion, deliberacion, wind examination ¢n the ﬁ‘lbjeé't, before the
would declare to tie whole country,$that not to be law, whic
the Judges declaredto be law. . "They\vould confider thefe two
points ¢ in the firft place, in what mauner the bill would affeck
other qucflions of law, in which the Judges might be called
upon Jor their afliftance ; in the fecond place, they would be
exticmely canticus not to enaél a future law in fuch a manner,
in fuch terms, and in fuch forms, as might leave the queftion
more difficult to be decided, and more hable to debate and al-
tercation, than any cxiiting law upon the fubject. It was for
thefe reafons, his im’dﬂlip {uid, that he mufl concur with thofe
who were of opinion, that the confideration of the bufinefs
ousht to be poitponed 5 declaring, at the fame time, and wifh-
it w0 Le dillin@ly underftood, that he did not poflpone the
Lali becantt be felt Kimfclf hoftile to what he conceived to be
tiic geneial priuciple of it, but he withed to poftpone it, becaufe
he was infutiiciently informed ; and leatt of all, did he poftpogs-
ity with the idca that no meafure ought to be taken on the fubs-
jeet.  Om the contrary, he was, his Lordthip declared, rcady
then to flate, that he thonght it of great importance, and of
urgent and prefling necellity, that their Lordihips and the Par-
liament thould take fome mealure on the fubject. -

A great doubt, his Lordthip faid, unqueftionably did prevail ;
that doubt ought to be futtled, with a view to the intereit which
the Public hud in both pasts of the queftion, for it was idle to
fuppofe that, ina iubject of that fort, there was cae intereft in
Government, and another in the People.  Advantage fhould
not be taken of that unqueftionable principle by d.'d%uﬁng ill-

founded?



. founded calumny and feditious papers ; and on the other hand,

it was the intereft of Government to maintain a free conftitu-
tion, as far as was confiflent with the execution of the laws;
it was therefore the intereft of Government that there fhould
be a full and free difcuffion of all public meafures; a proper
and decent difcuflion of all matters of public concern. "Fhofc,
his Lordfhip obferved, who enter into fuch difcuflions, ought
to remember, that they did it under the fecurity and proteétion
which they reccived from the laws of their country.

Therc was nothing at prefent in the adminiftration of juflice,
which could give the fmalleft ground of complaint on this fub-
je&. He would, his Lordfhip faid, venture to affirm, that the
officers of the Crown, whofc duty it was 1o profecute papers of
a feditiotis fort, and the refpeétable Magiftrates who difpenfed
the law, had for many years conduéted themfclves with the ut-
mofl prepricty ; and that there never was a period, in the hif-
tory of this contry, when the adminiftration of juttice, in that
refpeét, had been not only more unexcepticnable, but had
becn more mild and lefs excepted againtt.  His Lordfhip con-
¢luded with faying, that in the future confideration of this bu-
finfs, their Lordihips would have that afliftance, without
which they could not be fuflicicntly informegd, and with which
they would be enabfed to fettle the law for the advantage of
the conftitution of fhc country, and in a manner that would
give fatisfaltion to fhe public mind.

Earl Fitzwilliam agreed with thofe noble Lords who thought Earl Fits-
they were then arrivedata period, in the prefent feflion, when william.
it was not probable they would be able to go through with the
bill in a way worthy of its importance ; butit would ill become
him to hol({ that idea, when, ir the courfe of a few minutes,
he was going to make a motion, the ¢ffect of which might be,
that Parliament would be continued long enough to give them
time to go through and finith, among other things, that very
bufinefs. For this purpofe, his Lordihip faid, he would move
an amendment to the noble L rd’s motion, that inftead of the
words ‘¢ one month,” there thould be inferted ¢ half an hour.”’

The amendment was put and negatived.

The Marquis of Lanfdswen faid, he thould have thought de- Marquis
lay neceffary, had the prefent bill required cither extenfive in- of Laofe
formation or deep refearch.  The prefent was not _the firit bill down,

.on the fubyc@ that had cver been introduced into Parliament :
upwards of twen'y years ago, a bill of the fume nature was in-
troduced, which was negatived merely on the ground that the
law then flood exaltly as the bill meant to cftablifh it, and that
thercfore the bill was uvanccelary.  His Lordthip faid, he re-
collected that that bill created as great a ferment among the

ople as any bill ever brought, in his memory, before the pub-
ic.  The Marquis faid, he well remembered the time when
profecutions of the prcfs were frequent ; when printers were

brought
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brought repeatcdly in every feffion to the bar of both houfes, but
efpecially of that Houfe, to be examined, re-examined, and
committed ; and when there pafled fcarcely a term without fome

rofecutions for libels in the Courts in VV);ﬁminlter Hall.

hofe profecutions, he obferved, had in a great degree fubfided
till a very late period, when they had re-commenced and thewn
a tendency to get up again. P)n'xblic animadverfion, however,
had enjoyed and obtained its full fcope. The Houfe of Com-
mons 1tlc]f was pot in a {tate to be exempt from animadver-
fion, and the public prints and the Public trcated both Houfes
of Parliament with more freedom than they formerly durft treat
an individual. Such an ufe of the prefs the Marquis ti:ought
highly juftifiable, but it muft be acknowledgcd, he faud, that
the freedom of the prefs had been attended with numberlefs in-
convenicnces. It was true, that a fcandalous and fhameful
abufe of the liberty we enjoyed had obtained: that it was
abufed even to licentioulnefs. Even that very ex, which re-
ceived protection in cvery country wherea fpa‘k of virtue re-
mained, was grofsly libclled in this. The beft and moft emi-
nent, the noblc, the bei* blood, and the moft virtuous familics
in thekingdom, could not prote& the charaters of their wives,
and daughters from the moft fvandalous rgliections. Even the
foreign negociations of the country fuffctlr byit. His Lord-

thip faid, he could cite chapter and verfe\n fupport of his af-
fertion. To his certain knowledge, forckzn negociations had
more than once fuffered materially from the fcandalous licen-
tioufnefs of the prefs, from publications incddling with fub-
je&s, of which the authors hacr no fort of knowledge, or, what
was ten times worfe, who were fet on by mercantile men, for
mercantile purpofes, or with worfe views, in order to influence
. fuch negociations, and occafion them to operate to their own
Pprivate advantage.

He himfelf, the noble Marquis fuid, had never condefcended
to commence a profecution, or even to defire a contradiction
of thofe fcandalous refleétions which had been poured upon him
by the hirclings of both partics#y The Public, his Lordthip
faid, judged of men frown their a&ions ; he was in no hurry to
juftify himfclt” from the calumnies that had been poured forth
aslinﬂ: him perfonally for many years together; time would
ddubtlefs do juftice to his motives. Hehad no particular ob-
ie& in view.  Although he had never applied to any of the pub-
ic prints, to gct any report contradicted which had appeared -
agaiit him, he had, the Marquis declared, once made an ap-
. Eication to get a paragraph contradi€ted, which might have

ecn of material confuquence to the affuirs of a minor Peer,
who was his ward. e did not, his Lordthip faid, with to
name the particular paper, becuufz he did not wifl to encoun-
i(.” fo formidable an encmy asa new{paper, but he affured their

ordthips, that to fuch a degree of infolcuce and audacity w}als

. the
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she prefs arrived, that he was obliged to exert all his addrefs and
influence in order to get a notorious lie contradi®ed. Many
things, his Lordfhip obferved, were inferted in the newfpapers
for the purpofe of mean intrigue, for the purpofe of being read
elfewhere, and refle@ing upon the chara&ers of their Governors
and rulers.
- Some rcmedy for this evil had long been wanted. His Lord-
- fhip wifhed that liberty might be enjoyed in this country in its
fulleft extent. He declared, he never withed to fec the liberty
of the prefs curtailed, but only its licentioufnefs. He, for
one, fyas afriend to the bill ; it would, he thought, give them
a difthh@, trial by jury. How, afked the Marquis, could it
poflibly be conceived that the fubjeét of libels could be fairl
tried, whn difputes continually occurred between the Bunci;
and the juryN, The Judge often told the jury they had nothirg
to do with the w in the cafe of libels.  [n confequence of fuch
altercations, pcifonal feeling, and a conteit for jurifdi&tior:,
were too frequer§ly fubititutcd in the place of important con-
fiderations, and Ye jury, in nine cafes out of ten, loft fight of
the caufe altogether, and vindicated their own rights, When-
cver a political libelyas tried, the Marquis faid, it cqually be-
came a difpute betweln the Judgeand jury which of them had
jurifdi@ion. That j@rifdition, he obferved, could never be
fufficient, which hadfiot fulnefs of power, and which had not
removed from it all ghjudice.  He declared he had no difficulty
about this fubje®, W had once read a great deal upon it.
They had been told by a noble Lord that they ought to wait,
in order to have an opportunity of comparing the analogy which
there was between a libel and other cafs. hat poflible anz-~
logy could there be between a libel and other cafes, his Lord-
fhip afked, fince it had been univerfally acknowledged that a
= libel was an anomale ? Therc might be a diftin&ion between
murder and manflaughter ; in civil cafes, likewife, there might
be a number of nice diftin&tions ; put the cafc of libels lay out
of the queftion, and in every fuch cafe, law and fa& were but
onc thing ; and where, in God's name, could it be fo fafely
entrufled, as to twelve men? and how much better was it for
., the [Iudge tobe freed from fuch a ticklith duty, inall cafes of
r~ibel, whether it were a public or a private libel ?
How proper was it, his Lordfhip faid, for the Judge to ad-
}tkcfs the jury in this manner : ¢ Gentlemen, you will recolle&
¢* that men of the higheft rank have becn attacked ; butin this
¢ country rank makes no difference, as long as the feclings of
¢ virtueare confidered.” If it was a private libel, the Judge
ould defire the jury to bring the cafe home to themfelves, and
rould afk them how they fhould like to have their wives or their
daughters abufed in that manncr? If the libel was of a poli-
tical nature; and if a Szcretary of State wanted to go on with
fuch a political negociation, was therea jury who wauld hefi-
tuie
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tate a fingle inftant about it ? Was there a jury, who would
hefitate, 1f a lady of any foreign defcription was to be ferved,
and a Jow abominable intrigue was to be carried on in a forzign
country ? Was thereany idea of the fmalleft difliculty on this
fubjeQ? Would the jury not perform their duty ! Was it pof-

fible to entertain for a moment the fmalleft doubt on the fub-

je&? And how much nobler and better would it be for a Judge
toad in this manner, than to be fubjet to the bafe afperfion

that he was the inftrument of a Minifter, or the inftrument of
arbitrary power, to advance a party, and to get more for him-

felf ! What a bafe, what a dithonourable thing! Whether the

afperfions were true or falfe, his Lordthip knew it wak not in

human nature to avoid them.

He declared that he alluded to no man nor body-0f men in
thefe obfervations. If the whole power were “dged in the
jury, and if the profecutor could cxpe& no fuvour from the

reat man on the ﬁcnch, a profecution for g'libel, inftead of
ing accounted mean, would be con(ideral':”e as honourable,
when the greateft and firft men in the counts, fubmitted them-
felues to the judgement of a jury.  His Lorcihip faid, he wifhed
te do ample juitice to Judges both paft and prefent, although he
might have diffeged from fome of them ¥ certain political opi-
nions, and he was the more difpofed to flo that in their abfence,
as it could only be imagincd that he did\it from a perfect con-
vi&ion and real confcioufnefs of their hfh mcrit, their diitin- *
uifhed abilities, their profound knowledge, and from a con-
fcioufnefs that they were an honour to their friends and to their
country. !

If he had becn totally unacquainted with thefz virtues, his
Lordfhip faid, there was a bill on the table fufficient to convince
all mankind of the noblencfs of mind of the author of it, (Lord
Kenyon).  The bill he alluded to, was a bill for abolithing the,
oilice ot Clerk of the Aflize. Their Lordthips might v.aow,
that the sth and 6th of Edward V1. prohibited the fale of any
office, except by the two Chief Juftices and Judges of Aflize.
Itwas well Known, that when prifoners hud nothing elfe to de-
tain them, they were kept in jail for the fees which they were
obliged to pay to Clerks of the Affize. This was fully explain-
cd in a book which was ‘well worthy of their Lordfhips’ perus
fal, Mr. Howard's book on jails. “Prifoners very often, who *
had been honourably acquitted, when there was not the {inalle(t-
{ufpicion of their guilt, inftead of recriving an indemuificat’on
1or the time they had been detained in jail, werc obliged to pay
large fums to the Clerks of Affize.  Nay, fo much were prifo-
rers perfecuted by fuch tees, that they were very often tempted
ta be found guilty, though conliious of their innocence, merchy
w0 avoid expences.

By the biil on the table, the noble and lzarned -.ord had im-
mortalized himfelf.  Although this appcared to e an att of fo

muchl




muci: v.rtue, he was not fure that the Houfe of Commons had

ot fomadified and altered it, as, in a great meafure, to have
deieated ihe benevolent rpurpofe of its noble auihor. The Mar-
quis faid, hic hoped the fame noblenefs of mind would be carried
a flep farther, and yet that claufe in the ftatute of lidward the
Sixta repealed, which excepted Chief Juitices and Judges of
Aflize, and allurcd them to do that which the act itated to be
bufe and fcandalousinany other man. The bringing in of the
bill refp€ting the oilice of Clerks of Aflize, was an & of a
fingle nature, and of a fingle kind.  He knew, the noble Mar-
quis faid, the virtue, the difinterednefs, the honeity, and in-
tegrity of ghe noble Lord who had brought in that bill.  Al-
though he fas not {5 much acquainted with the Chief Juftice
of the ComW¥on Pleas, yet from what he had lony obferved of
his public chgéter, and his public argumcnts, the vcre' fame
obfcrvation wasgplicable to him. A learnad Lord, who was
then nomore, andvhofe memory he deplored, (Lord Athbur-
ton) had ngnifed hiy intention, if ever he Hiled the fitation of
the noble Lord who igd biought in the Aflize bill, tomove for
a repcal of that villadgus aét of Parliament, to which he had
ailuded. The bringing inof fuch a bili, in his Lordthip’s opi-
niou, was the noblett &8 of humanity that had been done thefe
forty years. '

His Lordihip concluded@with faying, that he Wifhed to fce
the rights of juics compkicly citublithed, aud Julges at the
Jime tme would afford ghem the bencfit of their wifdom and
good fenle, and would pgt themfelves on a level, abanidoning
that abominable claufe §n that villainous aét of Parliament,
rendered foby that partidplar clante. 1 : thould not then be
afraid to fce them in that Houfe, and fhould be the firft to ap-
plaud them, and to look up to them with reverence, alihough
his Lordihip did not think that the proieflion in gencral were
4gendly to hiberty, yet he was of opinion that prov:iiion could
do mOrsfpr it than any other clafs of men, frem their weight,
influence, and authority.

The Lord Chancellor then put the qu:ftion on his motion,
which was carried 5 in confequence of which, the bill ftands
over till the next feflion.

Earl Fitxwilliam now rofe, and faid, that nothing fhort of g1 Fitse
;what he felt to be his indi{pentable duty, could haveinduced him  william.,
#i1 call the attention ol their Lordfhips to a fubje&t which hatl

alggady come before them foveral times,sthoogh not zltogetaer
«inftidy fame (hape 1o which he meant to ofer a motion this
night.  For wecks, nay for mouths paft, the country had been
in the moft anxious and alarming {tate of fufyenle, winch was
naturally heightened by that ebftinacy and perf erznee, i nlent
condempt, with wmcf; Miniiters had treated both Hoefes of
Parliament, upon cvery queftion that could have prodiiced, by
a fair and propdr anfwer, either futisfallion or information w
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the country. With regard to a war with Ruffia, whatever
Minifters might affe@ upon this fubje&, it was notorious, both-
within and without doors, that the voice of Parlidment and the
voice of the People was againft it, and very wifely againft it.
What, therefore, be¢ame the duty of their Lordthips in a pe-
culiar degree, was to interfere, as far as they could, to prevent
it, and the only means left to them for that purpofc now, was
their undoubted right to offer their advice to His Majefty upon
the fubjedt,

This, his Lordfhip faid, feemed to be particularly requifite
at the prefent moment, when an alarm had gone abroad, that
Parliament was to be almofl inftantly prorogued# at a time
when there was no certainty whether we were to bd involved in
war or not. This he thought an objet of fufficignt magnitude
for troubling their Lordfhips with the motion which he would
have the honour to bring forward before he f¢t down. Much
delicacy had been exprefled in former difcuffons on this fubjeét,
about interfering with the prerogatives of fhe Crown. Hc, for
onc, thought ditferently from many wholtiad expreffed them-
fclves in that way, although, at the fan’: time, there was no
noble Lord in the Houfe who could be miore averfe to infringing
or making any impropcr encroachmcra upon the Royal prero-
gative than he would.

The noblé Earl faid he allowed,fito the fulleft extent, that
the prerogatives of making peace war, as well as thofe of

roroguing or diflolving Parliament, y-cre vefted in the Crown
gut‘ he would not allow that the firft, tgat of making war, could
be exercifed without the conlent of Pap.iament ; anﬁ he believed
nobody would deny that Parliament’ alone could grant thofe
fupplies which were neceflary to carry on war. It thercfore
was their duty to watch every ftep that was likely to involve the
country in fuch ruinous and deltrnélive confequences as a war
with Ruflia muf! occation ; and ihis he declared to be his res -
fon for calling upoen their Loidtbips to offer, by an himsple ad-
drefs to His Majeily, their opinions and advice, in fuch a man-
ner as was molt conducive to the interefis of the country, and
the moft likely to obtain in anfwcr fuch information as would
cnable them to fuy, whether the country was to remain longer
under the happy influcntice and invaluabk bleflings of peace and
tranquillity, which alone could fecure and promote its profpe-
rity 3 or whether, fiom the haughtinels and overbearing info-"
lence and incapacity of an Adminiitration, the country was to
be plunged into an impolitic, untjuft, bloody, and expeslite -
war. Ii:Ic was calling u'pun them, his Lordfhip faid, in that
point of view, to exercife one of their beil and moft undoubted
rights, and one which, inthe proper cxcrcife of it, gave-them.a
power of doing fexvices to their country, more lafling and effen-
tial, if attended with the withed-for effeés, than perhaps any
other right which they enjoyed.  He faid, he would not go ir:l::o
J * a de-
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a detail of the calamitics and misfortuncs to this kingdom that
muft attend a Ruflian war; they were {ufficiently known to the
country at large, and it was notorious that the people had in all
parts of the nation exprefled, in the moft pofitive terms, their
deteftation of it ; and the only thing that Kept them fo quiet as
they had been, was, a hope, perhaps not too well founded, that
the pending negociation would fpeedily end in the cflablifhment
of peace. In this fituation of the country, then, was it a pro-
per or a decent time to prorogue Parfiament, clpecially when
an anfwer fo the laft metlage, which we fent to the Conrts of
Berlin and@etcriburgh, migh* be expeted at farthett in the
courfe of tWg or three weeks 3 he thought it certainly was not.
After urging Wany different arguments in favour of his propo-
firion, the nobM\larl concluded by moving an addrefs to the
King ; the purpoMyof which was, to exprefs to His Majeity
the withes of that Fpufe, that he would be gracioufly pleafed
not to prorogue this Yflion of Parliament, until an anfwer ar-
rives to the lait metdge fent to Peterfburgh, concerning the
negociation now penaypg between Great Brituin aud the Em-
preds of Ruflia.
Lord Grenville, in rep¥, faid, rhere was no neceflity for his  Lord

going into any argument goon a quedion that had been fo re- Grenville.
peatedly difcuided, and aglofien decided upon by their Lord-

inips, that, pending a gegociation, it was improper to inters

ferc with the executive fovernment, or unnccetierily teimpede

the undoubted and univeffully-admitted prerogative of the King

to declare wer, to maky p.ace, and carry on forcign negoui-

ations, The noble Eail’ had faid no hing uew, or that could

induce the Houle to change their mind upon what hev had al-

ready given their folemn decifion. It was theretore fuilicient
“dor him to give his negative to the motion,

TS Stormop £ajd, thatalthough he would nnt undertake to  Lord
fay any thing which ¥he noble Secretary of Stute mighs think Stormoot.
new or interefting, {till he contidered 1t as his duty w {upport
the motion {5 ably brought forward by his noble friend. It
fometimes happened, his Lord(hip faid, that when Misiflers
declared they meant to fay but little, that they fuid more than

t}tg meant to fay. On a former oceafion, the noble Secretary
“of State had declared, that if we went to war, it would be on
minciples of expediency, and not in confequence of any obli-
» ghtn of treaty. It appearcd, therefore, evident, that the at-
tempt to involve the country in war, was merely to gratify the
ambition of the Minifter. ~ Abroad, his Lordfhip faid, it was
i own, that we had not held fo high a tone with
Retlia to oblighPruflia, or to further the views of the Court of
Berlin ; on the éatrary, it was evident, that Pruflia had been
(I){ur inl,trumcn‘, 2\ not our muotive, to act hoitilely towards
uflia.

Rr 2 On
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On the 28th of March, his Lordthip faid, it was well known,r
a meflenger was dilpatched to Berlin with a meffage to be con-
veyed from thence to Peterfburgh, couched, as report faid, in
terms the moit arrogant and imperative,  From what pailed in
Parliament, the Miniiter thought it necefary to alter his tone,
and hold a lefs affuming and leis violent lunguage.  Another
meilenger was difpatched in haite 1o Berlin, and he happily ar-
rived in time 10 recover the difpach, which breathed nothin,
but menace and hotldity.  That difpaich was now lodged fafe
in the office of the Suervtary of 5ate, where iic hopd it would
ever vemain a profound feeret. But what a fimatgin were we
now in? The Minitler had pur tive country to gn enormous
expence tor an armameat, under a pretence thag#t was to ferve
our ally the King ¢ Pruilia, and from the vaggous publications
from ti.- Cours of Leriin, it was clear thatyhie Kingof Pruflia
raicht Ly to sy afior &l the preparecions fpof the Mnifter
* Was it at roy detire that you put vouilfglves to fo much ex-
*Cpeive £ was the Britith Miniiler's ppoie@ and not mine.”
This Lewdfhip capatiated on this, ant {01, hethought with his
noble triend, the prorogation of Parlpment of great import-
ance; and thar it was exiremicly advffeable to addects His Ma-
jeity to fuffirtthem 1o it fome 1ew gy s loner 5 becaufe if the
prefent negociation fhould terminat§in a war, Miniflers could
1t then prevent Parliumene fLom expredling a difapprobatiofi™
of a teafure fo much ditiined throughfput the couatry, as a war
with Ruflia undoubtedly would beo Elr. Faulkner, of whofe
abilities and dexterity tus LordiLip fphke bighly, having occa-
fion to know tiem when he was latt in othee, had been dif-
pateked rather on an etizordinary errand to Petertburgh. He
was ordered 1o Cive nothing upon pajper, not even what, by a
Lold hpure of Deech, i diplomiatics! language, was termer!
¢ zverbal declaation i wriang.”  He waennt to inditc upon
any thing, but was merely to infinuate that it was nccetfary to
concede fomscthing, in order to fave the Minifter’s_honour,
and to preitrve the dignity of his chaacter.  His Lordihip
#iked, whether it was likely that the Empre(s, who well knew
what had pafled in this country, would readily confent to gra-
tii'v the Miniftcr's ambition, and fall in with hus view ! On the
contrary, might the not fuy, ¢ I know the fentiments of the *
¢ country, and to thife fentiments | bear the refpeét thatd
¢« arght ; bntdo [ owe any thing to Adminifiration, ansAld-,
¢« miniiration hoftile to me from the hrlt moment they came
¢ into power £

T'he noble Vifcount begged their Lordfhips te ice row. we
flood at prefent in diffcrent parts of Europe.  We ftill laboured
under a {trong fufpicion of Kaving kindled the war between the
Porte and Ruflia. We had infidioufly proferigd a friendthip
for Poland, at the very time that we aimy' at tzking from her
Dantzic and Thorne, the moft valuable ¢i't<. pofleffions. Vh\;cl

3 !

a




A, 1791, DEBATES

had deferted Sweden in the hour of pesil, and we were now
endeavouring to perfuade the King of Sweden to forfeit his ho-
nour, and break his faith with his nzw ally. In Holland, the
war was duprecated os 4 meafure contrary to every principle of
found policy. His Lordthip laid great ftrefs on’thels points,
- andurged the necetlity of Parliament's continuing to fit a fort-
night longer.  He hoped, therefore, that the motion of his
noble friend wou'd be carried ; but thould it fail, he flattered
himidf, from chrcumiiznces that had fallen within hus know-
hat in atew mouths, as the Minifter had lately talked
to thety of 2 wur of nccetlity, they fiould hear him (and he
owned fwould be to him abundantly more fatisfaciory) plead
for a peacof neceility.
Lord CarNge diflered from the noble Secretary in thinking
there was notfMug new in the addrefs or siguments of his no-
ble friecnd. I} the noble Secretary of Starc think the mo-
tion not a new gmeafurc ?  Tiad they befere addreflid kis
Majefty not to Yrorogue the Parliament?  The karl de-
clured, he had nd} much attended the Toule latcly, but he
did not think their Yorathips could have voted a formal re-
fignation of their rig§t of advifing the Crown in all cafes of
emergency. It was, ghe faid, when Minitters, from motives
of perfonal ambitiong weie about o involve the country in
a war, thot they fhduld befcech His Majeity not to heep in
view the feclings offindividual pride, or individeal morufi-
cation, but to con{fit the withes and welfare of the naticn
in general. It was in oider to flep between Minitti1s and
thewr refentment, and to fave them from themf{elves, that he
withed the Houfe to fit a fortnight longer.  1f Minillers ob-
tained their objeCt, and the Parliament were prorogued as
{oor, s M\gg of, when the meflenger came back, Par-
liament indeed wduld not be fitting; but would Parliament
have forgot this fort of conduét, or would the public have
Ioft fight of it? Undoubtedly they would not; the Mi-
nifter had provided them with too inspreflive a mements, viz.
. the expence of the armament, which they would feel too
* {crioufly, fuddenly to let it {lip from their recollcétion.  His

Lordfhip adverted to the inconveniency occafioned by pref-
;'Q?g. He was aware, he faid, that at the commencement

of a war, that means of munning the navy was conltitu~
* tional and recognized by at of Parlament.  He knew it to
Lbe aly, hut it ought only to be reforted to in‘cafes of

eemergency N, Indiferiminate preiling, whea war was ancer-
tain, would Woly harrafs the public, and defeat the ufe of

that mod
wanted.
ferious one.

obtaining men when they were aGually
pence of prefling was, he obf rved, a vervy
ndeiitood, that every man funt cn board
tip
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fhip coft the country fiom fixteen to twenty or twenty-five
pounds. His Lordfhip added a few more obfervations.
Marquis  The Marquis of Lanjdewn fpoke in favour of the motion,
of Lan- which he was fure could not be objeted to, upon any rea-
down. fonable and proper grounds. He argued the impropriety of
difmiffing their Lordthips, and fending them, and Members .
of Parliament, into the country to their conftituents unpre-
pared to fatisfy their minds, and reconcile them to the ex-
pence that has been incurred, and the burthens thap they
muit coufequently bear. He reprobated what he germed
the thameul precipitancy with which great publf: mea-
fures had been hurried through both Houfes, ingrder to
enable Minifters to get rid of the Parliamentg’
tioned the corn bill in particular, to whicky he faid, he
wifhed to have fpoken, but he had not time fo make himfelf
matfter of the fubje®l. He mentioned alfu tig: bill relative to
the civil lift, viz. that for allowing the IJuke of Clarence
twelve thoufand a vear, e decluted, hefwas willing at all
times to give largely and liberally to the gounger part of the
Royal Family, but rhe a& in queftion,fequired more difcuf-
fion than the period of the feflion woukd allow. There had
been, he faid, a monltrous protufion W the civil lift, that
made it impoflible for it o bear the exhrences that properly
helonged to it. .

With regaid to Ruflia, his lordfhip §id, our interference
was not only impertinent, but he beh ved it unneceflary 5
and if report faid true, the Emprefs had made her peace
without any regard to us whatever. She had made peace
with a jull regard to her own charaller and importance,
which fhe had fo well fuftained on every great occafier. =
Thus, he faid, we were likcly to feel the gotgnau Wndrtifi-
cation of being forced from one extieme to the other, and
to find, that fo far from being looked up to as the di€tators
of terms, we were confidered as perfectly infignificant and
unworthy of any fort 8f notice.

His Lordfhip contended, that it was for the advantage of
Minifters peculiarly, that Parliament fhould continue fit-
ting. Could they, he afked, be fecure of the approbation .
of Parliament, after they had taken meafures which Parlia® 1
ment knew nothing of ?  He fpoke of our breaking up in the
Yaft Indies, and reprobated the doétrine that India was more
likely to aid us, than we them, as a delufion themoit pre—
fumptious that ever was reforted to. He faid ~our general®

conduél had been fuch that we began to lofejf
o
a

Iy

pet in ever
part of the world, and he declared, that he faoulf not at a{l
wonder that this adminiftration which had ftaksii fo high a
tone -in other Courts of Europe, was drig%uto a bafe fub-
miffion themfelves. Even that petty prwer, Portugal, had

. dared
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dared to caft an high affront upon us, driven away our fhips
from a fettlrment belonging to this country for centuries,
and murched 3000 men to attack it. The fettlement to
which he alluded, (Angola we believe) his Loidfhip faid,
was one that we had a much better right to than Nootka
Sound; and would Portugal, heafked, do this, unlefs fhe
was fecure of the Court of Spain? He commented upon
= this fac, and fard adminiftration appeared to be in a hurry
to make a diftribution of a profufion of honours and em-
ployments, and get over individuals to join them, and
efpoufg their interefls.

Thd Marquis faid, he did not recede from a former opi=
nion wiich he had once declared, viz. ¢ That the influence
¢ of the¥Zrown had increafed, was increafing, and ought to
¢ be dimin¥hed ;” he held the fame opinion at that moment
but he than God, he could add, that the influence of
public opiniontwas likewife increafing, and public opinion
was decidedly againft war with Ruflia, as Minifters would
find to thelt cofr\ if they meant to involve the country in a
war, under an id\\, but novel pretence of opening the Vif-
tula, and getting e objeéts of the Ruflian trade through
that channel. .

Lord Grenville rofe n confequence of what had fallen from Lord
the noble Marquis, with whom he faid, he was happy that Grenville.
he could agree in wHat he had faid towards the latter end of
his fpeech, viz. thaf popular opinion muft govern the con-
dué of every admilifiration. 1he prefent adminiftration,
of which he had thd honour unworthily to form a part, his
Lord(hip faid, ever had and ever muft depend on popular
opinipn. It never could have any other hafis but public
opinion 3 but anxious as he muft be to ftand well in the pub-

“Hwewopinion, Lis Lordfhip faid, the re@itude and coniciouf-
nefs of TTs own™ aind could not be hiafled by public opinion §
which might be wrong and think worfe of Minifters than
they deferved. .

Having declared, that he fhould be the moft difgraceful
and defpicable of men, if he pretended to difregaid public

« opinion; his Lordfhip faid, that without faying moe ot
himfelf, he could anfwer for that right honourahle gentle-
man who was at prefent placed at the head of adminitra-

* ton, that his condutt had been uniformly fuch as ro ment
the favour of public opinion, and that he hat 2iLablifled Ins
claim to public opinion on the beft and m~{i folid foundation,

- vz, the digecting all his meafures to the fole object of the

’pub]ic good.

With regarX to all that had been faid by the noble Earl,
who madethe otion, by the noble Marquis, and the noble
Vilcount n im, on the ftate of forugn affairs, Ih?!'z:

[sTS IvRIA
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" soble Lords, he fald, had fpoken on the information that
was to be picked up in foreign Gazettes, and from their

own fuppofitions; and they well knew they might range

that field at large, becaufe, from the delicacy of the fubject,

it was impoffible for any man engaged in His Majefty’s fer-

vice to givean anfwer to what they faid, without departing

from the eflential duty of his fituation, and aually betray-

ing his public truft. .

With regard to the charge of precipitancy, with which,
it was faid, public bufinefs had been hurried on, his Lord-
fhip faid, he knew of no grounds for fuch a complaints
Lxcepting only in the fingle inftance of the corn bilky there
was not a fubje that called for difcuffion, or on wech dif=
cuilion had been defired, which had not been full !
With refpe@ to the corn bill, he had before ited that if
there was any fault, it Jay not with Mimftergd” The Houfe
of Commons had thought proper to fend fo gnportant a bill
to their Lordfhips at that late period of the geflion, becaufe,
if it had not heen agreed to by their Lordilgps, ke exifting
a& of Parliament wouid have expired, find the country
would have been left without law upoyfa point of infinite
importance to the general interefts of thf: kingdom.

The nobie Mirquis, his Lordfhio fkid, had been pleafed
to talk of the influence of the Crown, and to fay that he
itill thought it ought to be diminifhed, The only anfwer
that he could give, was, to aik of the Nlarquis if fuch was
his opinion, how it happened that they Had heard fo little of
any attempt to diminifh the influence of the Crown during
the noble Marquiv’s adminifiration? TFor his part, Lord
Grenville faid, he had no fcruple to declare his opinion,
that the influence of the Crown required no farther Simi-
nution at prefent. \ s

In anfwer to the arguments of the noble }farqui. refpe@-
ing the prorogaticn of Parliament, it occurred to his recol-
I-€tion that a mor¢ important negotiation had been pending
ten years ago, and that the meeting of Parliament had been
then adjourned in order to let that nezotiation take its courfe
unembarrafld by the interference of Parliament. The pre~
fent appeared to him to be a parallel cafe. With regard to
the prefent motion, his Lordfhip faid, though the fhape of
th- motion was new, the fubjeét that naturally came under .
its difcuflion, was old, and nothing that he had heard in
the courfe of the dehate a‘peared to him to be of fuffi-
cient weight t» indice the Houfe to agree to the prstidm~ .

Marquis he Marquis of Zanfduw: rofe in renly, faid, that*
of Lanf~ having been fo perfonally alluded to, i could nat poflibly
lewa.  refift a wifh to intiude once more an their Lofdthigs. With

4 regard to the corn bill, his Loidihip admityed, shat the no-.
- ble”

-




ble Secretary of State’s argument, was ‘perfeltly in point,

.if the queflion were, whether an annual corn bill fhould be
fuffered to elapfe, without its place being fupplied by a new
annual bill ; but it was no reafon whatever, for a permanent
corn bill, which was of infinite importance to the country,
being pafled on a fudden. He fuid, he had laft fummer
taken a journey of fome hundred miles through the coun-
try, and had every where found commerce, trade, and ma-
nufaltuare, flourifhing in thc moft flattering degree, but that
agriculture uniformly appeared to be on the decreafe. His
Lordfhipy expatiated on the neceflity of encouraging the
agricultu’e of the country, and exprefled great doubts whe-
ther the t.".{n bill, that bad pafled, would not do more harm
than good.

The noble\ﬁecremry of State, thc Marquis obferved, had
alledged, as a p.vcedent for the prefent prorogation of Par-
ment, the condult of a former adminiftration in the year
17823 but that piccedent, the noble Sccrctary muft give
him leave to fay, 'was not a piecedint in point, nor any
thing like it. The*fa& then was, that a negotiation of in-
fimte delicacy and & pger was depending.  France had ac-
ceded to the treaty peace, but other powers (Holland
particularly) had not ;iand if public difcutfon had taken
place in Parliament, it was probable that the end of the
negotiation might havp been defeated, to the infinite difad-
vantage of the countr{. Peace was concluded on all hands,
and then, when the Yanger of interference was at an end,
Parliament was aflemiled after a very fhort adjournment.
He heartily wifhed, that the prefent admninifiration would
follow the adminiftration of that day in a point any way
fimilar.-

in anfwegp t» what Lord Grenville had faid of his not
having, while in-office, carried into pradiice, what he had
that day prefefled to be his opinion relative to the neceffity
of a farther diminution of the influence of the Crown, the
Marquis faid, motives of modefty, and a wifh to avoid any
thing like vaunting his own merits, had hitherto kept him
“filent, but perfonally invited as he had been to a difcuffion
of the fubje&, if he lived to meet their Lordfhips in ano-
ther feflion, he would enter fully into the detail; when he
flattered himfelf that he fhould be able to give fuch an
account of the meafures which had been adopted by him
for the purpofe of farther diminifhing the influence of the
CGyown, as™would fatisfy the moft fcrupulous inquifition,
Yo thofe anxitys to find advocates on that fide of the quef-
tion. The¢plat of what he had alluded to, his Lordfhip
faid, had I&e\? “ieft in his office; why, like many other
falutary ineaftrgs talked upon, it had been neglected early in

Vor. XXX.” Ss. the
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the exiftence of the prefent adminiftration, he was at a lofs
to imagine. The Marquis concluded with faying, that
when the next feffion came, every thing that he.could fay,
without deeming to wifh to boaft of his own merits, he
would, having been fo called upon, declarer In fa&, he
would explain all that was confiftent with modefty.

Earl Fitzwilliam rofe again, and obferved, that the noble
Secretary had faid, that no queiltion had been put, which had
not been anfwered. His Lordfhip faid, le denied the pofi-
tion.  To much argument there had heen little. reafoning
oppofed. If the country were involved in a war,’he begged
the Houfe to recolledt, that it did not depend an us to get
out of it; we might be forced to continue in al¥ the expence
of warfare for the caufe, and intereft of our&llies.

The Earl exprefled fome aftonifhment 77 what had fallen
from the noble Sccretary of State, relative to the influence
of the Crown ; and he was amazed to,hear him fay, that
looking round, he faw no caufe to warfant a fufpicion, that
fuch an influence did exift predo?&mly. Within thefe

Farl Fitz-
william.

few years, his Lordfhip faid, there /iad been an extraordi-
nary infufion of power into that Ejoufe. He declared, he
was flill more amazed to hear rthe hoble Seerstary fay, that
the prefent adminiftration refted on the bafis of popular opi-
nion. He meant no perfonal difrefpeét to any one of their
Tordfhips; but when he faw the bble Secretary of State,
and various other noble Lords in tlmt Houfe, he could not
help admiring the affertion, that the influence of the Crown
was not increafed, and alfo the affertion that the prefent ad-

miniitration refted folely on popular opinion, .
Lard Lord Rawdon faid, it would be wrong in him to trefpafs
Rawdon. long on their Lordfhips, particularly as his noble friend’s
motion had been fo ably fupported on gtie fid®;"and no ar-
gument of any kind offered on the other. What induced
him principally to rife, his Lordfhip faid, was, what he
tyok to be an inaccuracy of expreflion which the noble
Marquis had ufed, relative to the provifion for the Duke
of Clarence, which he thought was, if any thing, very
little, and not fuitable to his dignity He wifhed there-
fore, the noble Margquis to explain, left an idea fhould go
abroad that he had faid the fum was too much. , *
Being upon his legs, his Lordfhip faid, he would make
fome obfervations upon the ftate of affairs, and the conduét
of Minifters, who, he thought, ftudied to_avoid, rather
than to court public opinion, by their filénce and their
oppofition to fuch motions as that before/the Houfe. As
to war, they had gone too far, and failing/in their demands,
were obliged to turn back, but not with anv 4idditional cre-
dit to themfelves; they put him in mind of a flory of a
) . man
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man who was caught on the top of a garden wall, and

being atked by the gardener, « where are you going#” he
replied, * I am going back.” Now though the man was'
flopped from the garden, his chara@er received no addi-

tional luftre from the fituation in which he was found; -
and the condu& of Minifters, on the whole of this bufi-

nefs, he tboufht very like that of the honeft gentleman who

went to fteal the fruit; nor did he think their charaéter

would be much improved in the public opinion, becaufe

they had not got leave to effe¢t their purpofe. :

The I\Xarquis of Lanfdown, in anfwer to Lord Rawdon, Marquis
faid, he was aware that he was apt to be warm in his ex. of Lanf-
preflions, but he always endeavoured to confider his ideas down.
before he put them into words. If the noble Lord had at-
tended to him, when he made mention of the bill for fet-
tling 12,000l. a year on the Duke of Clarence, he believed
the noble Lord would not have found him guilty of inaccu-
racy of expreffion, fince what he had faid went to the very
point the noble Lor.l had ftated to be his defire to have efta-
blithed, viz. that if (he obje¢t were to give to the younger
branches of the Roval Namily, his idea was, that Parliament
ought to give liberally, but that if it were to be a provifion
merely in relief of the civil lift, it required deliberate confi-
deration, becaufe it was not only a transfer of a given fum,
but a transfer of pringiple, and an acknowledgement that
Parliament confefled itfelf bound to provide accordingly for
all the younger branches of the Royal Family, which was a
matter that at leaft ought to be determined on mature dif-
cuffion.

Lord Catkcart faid, he could not juftify himfelf in giving Lord
a filent vote; he would not, however, take up much of their Cathcart,
Lord(hips’ titne. No man, his Lordthip obferved, would
difpute the King’s prerogative in making peace, declaring
war, or entering into foreign alliances. Let their Lord-
fhips look at the motion, and fee what it went to. He
was perfuaded, that after a momentary examination, they
would find that they ought not agree to any fuch addrefs as
that propofed. His Lordfhip here difcufled the motion in
four different points of view. Having done this, he faid,
as its object was, without their having any documents be-
fore them that could induce or warrant them to come to a

ciffon to addrefs the King to withhold the exercife of one

rerogative, in order that Parliament might interfere with
anether, he fhould give it his negative.

The Earl of Zauderdale clofed the debate with fupporting Earl of
the noble Earl’s motion, and commenting on Lord Cath- Lauder~
cart’s fpeech. . His Lordfhip faid, his noble friend’s motion, dale.
came forward with peculiar propriety, confidering that

Ss 2 Parliament
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'Parliament had pledged itfelf to fupport His Majefty in

any foreign negotiation to an indefinite extent. hether
the armed negotiation would terminate in a war or not
Minifters alone could tell ; but in anfwer to the noble
Lord’s argument, thar the Houfe had no dccuments be-
fore it, to juttify their oppofing the moation, he faid, they
had a document of undoubted authority, viz. His Ma-
jefty’s meflage. His Lordfhip pointedly obferved upon
this fa&, and faid, when he looked around him, and faw
fo many important matters poftponed till Parliament was
at an end, he had every reafon to conclude that Minifters
wifhed to thrink from difcuffion, and avoid all enquiry in-
to their conduct.

The queflion was negatived without a divifion.

‘The Houfe adjourned. ’

Thur[day, gth Fune.

A petiticn of Mrs. Hankins was prefented and read, pray-
ing to be heard on the third resding of the Birmingham Ca-
nal bill ; and leave being given, Caunfel were called to the
bar, and heard ; and being withdrawn,

An amendment was propofed to be made to the bill, when,
after a fhort converfation, the Houfe divided ;

Not Contents -— 17
Proxies- -— 15
Contents —_ 18
Proxies —_ 9
— 2
Another amendment was afterwards propofed, and, upon
a divifion, the numbers were, ..l
Contents —_ 1
Proxies — g
— 25
Not contents — 16
Proxies —_— 14

{¢)
The queftion was then put that this bill dosnow pafs;
Contents, 19; Not contents, 1.

A meflage was then ordered to be fent to the Commons,”
to acquaint them that the Lords had paffed the bill withopt
amendment. .

The Houfe being in a Committee on the Corn bill,

Lord Hawkefbury fpoke to a confiderable length on it. *The
fubflance of what his Lordfhip faid, was, that he approved of
the beunty limited, as it is at prefent, for the enaouragement
of the growers of corn. He alfo approved &f raifing the ex-
port price, as it is in the prefent bill; but expreffed the

: firongeft
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firongeft doubts of preventing the importation of corn till
prices amount to what are ftated in the prefent bill ; think-
ing it a dangerous experiment, as it might materially affe&
our manufacturers, and diftrefs, in the higheft degree, the
country labourer and the poor. His Lordihip faid, it was a
cruel and impohitic meafure to begin by diftiefling thele va-
* luable members of fociety, in order to force more land into
cultivation ; that the unly wife meature of bringing more
land into cultivation, would be by facilitating the arrange~
ment ¥ concurrent rights in commons and wafte lands, which
at prefent prevent their cultivation. He was hkewife very
averfe to the difficulties at prefent thrown in the way of
\_varehouﬁng corn, as extremely detrimental to the general
commerce of the kingdom, and depriving the lower ranks of
His Majefty’s fubjecis of a fupply of food, which might be
always ready in times of dearth.
The order of the day being moved for the third reading
of the Bank L.oan bill,
Lord Rawdon rofe, and made the following fpeech :
My Lords,

— e
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I gave notice to your Lordfhips that T fhould avail myfelf rLord
of the third reading of this bill, as an excufe to throw out a Rawden.

few remarks on the ftate of the finances in general. The
matter being underftood in that hght, it will not, 1 am fure,
in point of form, be thonght ne: cffary that I move any pre-
cife queition It would be a point of order eafily {atisfied :
. but it would, in reality, be nugatory, as I only wifhto urge
a few obfervations for the refleCtion of your Lordfhips. Al-
though the field which I bave claimed be fo wide, your Lord-
fhips need not fear that 1 fhall run into much length. [ am
too well aware, that no attention can follow up a long and
complicated detail of figures; I fhall, therefoie, have the
policy to reftri& my{elf to the plainer and more efiential fea-
tures of the {ubject, declining minor inveftigation. Itiswith
this view to perfpicuity that | {hall argue from the data fub-
mitted by Minifters to the Committee of finance, whofe re~
port has been jufl publifhed; and | beg to be vrderftood as
making my calculations upon thofe documents, unlels whese

I exprefsly declare my deviation.
I fhall,” with your permiffion, begin with a bricfadvertence
.-X0 apoint, which, without doubt, intcrefls me perfonally;
but which would not be obtruded by me upon you, did it in-
o tereft me alone, It is a matter of importance to the Public
as much as to myfelf. 1 allude to the balance between the re-
«ceipt and the expenditure of the three years immediately fol-
lowing the eftablifhment of the plan for diminifhing the na-
tional debt ; namely, from gth of January 1786 to 5th of
January 1789, 1 had afferted in this Houfe, that the million
3 yearlw,



yearly, during that period, applied towards the reduction of
the national debt, did net fpring from an annual furplus of
income after the expenditure was defrayed; bat that it was
furnifhed from extra refources. In making that affertion, I
took a diftin@lion which 1 think was fair and liberal. 1 faid,
that were the queftion, what inference was to be drawn for
the regulation of your finance in future years, from the ba-
lance between your income and expenditure in thofe three
years, nothing ought to be taken into the calculation but ac-
tual revenue. By that defignation I meant to defcribc the
permanent taxes, and thofe impofts, which, though 4nnual
in their form, are always reforted to; fources which furnifh a
conftant return to the Exchequer, and the produce of which,
though it will neceflarily fluctuate to a degree in its amount,
may be capable of tolerable computation. The queftion,
however, was not profpeive; it was a queftion of mere fact,
whether the income of the three years had furnifhed the an-
nual million? In that point of view, alfhaccidental fums paid
within the term into the Exchequér, thould be reckoned as
well as the permanent fupplies; even, although thofe fums
fhould really have been due before the peréod ofg thethree years
commenced. The income thus complicated I would call re-
ceipt in contradiftin€tion to revenue. It was upon the receipt
I originally argued; and I again admit the receipt as the ba-
fis of the propofition, which I now re-affert. The evidence,
as exhibited by the Committee of the Houfe of Commons,
ftands thus :—
"The preduce of the permanent taxes for the L.

three years is flated by the Committee at - 37,797,131
To this add the eftimated amount of the land

and malt taxes for three years - 7,674,000

S———

Total revenue 45,471,831

Add farther,
Refpited duties paid by the Eaft-India Com-

pany in 1786 - - - 522,500
Impreft money repaid, and arrears of land and

taxes, paid after sth January 1786 - 476,686
Clear gain on the lotteries during the three

years - - - 675,000

Total receipt - 49,146,019~
Expenditure of the three years, as ftated in the

document (Appen. F. No. g of the report) - ~a

fubminiftered by the Treafury to the Com-

mittee - - - - 46,692,122

Surplus in the three years - 45’;,895
has,



A. 1701 DEBATES.

+ Thus, fimply upon the fhowing of Adminiftration, the
propofition which [ advanced ftands confirmed. For it is
obvious, that a furplus of 453,895l. did not furnifh the three
millions which the Public was led to fuppofe that fund had
{upplied towards the liquidation of the national debt. But
this evidence of my having been well-founded, as to iny

‘principal pofition, is not entirely fufficient. Although the
propofition to which 1 pledged myfelf before the Houfe, was,
“ vb%t the annual million did not arife from an excefs to
¢ tha® amount in the receipt beyond the expenditure,” I
recollect that | let drop two other obfervations on the fub-
je€t; and I cannot leave it doubtful, whether I ventured
upon even a contingent affertion refpefting fo important a
topic without due foundation. The firft of the pofitions to
which [ allude, was, that if the expenditure were compared
with the revenue for the calculation of future profpe@s, the
deficiency would be found alarming. 1 his is at once jufti-
fied by a comparifon of the amount of exgenditure, with the
produceof the permanent taxesand ordinary annual refources 3
notwithftanding, as 4 fhall fhortly fhow, the ftatement is lefs
unfavourable for thofe who maintained the axiftenze of a fur-
plus than clofer inveftigation will warrant. The fccond po-
fition was, that on the balance between the receipt and the
expenditure there was no furplus at'all; but, on the con-
trary, a deficiency. To fupport this, it is evidently requi-
fite that T fhould invalidate fome of the accounts, which
form the ground work of the comparifon already laid before
you. Ifhould be loath té go extenfively into an arraignment
of that nature; as the detail might diftratt attention from
the main thread of argument which I with it to purfue.—
Luckily that digreffion will not be neceffary; for where the
ohje&. is only to prove that there was no furplus, the more
or the lefs of the deficiency is immaterial. My purpofe will
be anfwered by two items : but 1 muft make one general re-
mark on the remainder of the account, becaufeit involves a
confideration worthy of ferious attention. ‘The accounts of
the expenditure laid before the 1aft Committee of finance, dif-
fer effentially from thofe delivered to your Lordfhips in 1789 ¢
not under the head of mifcelluneous fervices alone, in which
there might be fuppofed room fer cafual alteration in the claf=

ng of articles; but in the diftin& fervices of army, navy,
and ordnance. 1 am willing to afcribe the error which occa-

“fiene this difcordance to the want of fome fixed, unalterable
form for making up the public accounts ; but as the effect of
the variation in the latter account is to diminifh confiderabl
the amount of the expenditure for the three years, it is ju
the policy which would have been purfued, had the affertions
which have been made in Parliament, rendered it an Obj:'é}t to

olten
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foften the prominence of evidence refulting from the old ftate-
ment. And the difference bétwien the two accounts is not
trifling; for, in more inflances than one, it goes on a fingle
afticle beyond 170,000l.  Your Lordfhips fee how the rec-
tification of that point would operate for my argument.—
But | procesd to prove iny pofition more diftinétly. The
computations of the expenditure which | juft now meafured
againft the income, are taken from the Appendix, F. No. 5y
of the report of the Committee. Ia the year 1786, as there
flated, the intereft and charges of the national debt arezéven
at 9,010,4041. exclufive of intereft on Exchequer bifts. In
the next year, the fame article is eftimated at ¢,276,000l.
equally exclufive of intereft on Fxchequerbills. our Lord-
thips fee rhat no deht could be incurred in the year 1786,
that could add 260,000l. intereflt money to your charges.—
But it is proved error by the feparate account of the public
debt of that year; which gives the intereft and charges at
9,266,940l exclufive of charzes of managemnent on the newly-
finded flock of the foregring year. The account of the
Committi e of 1786 would confirm the matter, were the point
difputable; for that Committee alfo eharges the arricle at
9,206,940l Wepon this head, therefore, there appears clearly
to be an omiffion in the tatement of the expenditure for the
vyear 1786, of more than 2§0,000l. The fource of that
omiffion is curious.  Finding that the outgoings o 1786 ran
higher, and thie revenue lower, than was expefted, the Mi-
nifter was obliged to help the income by takmg in the addi-
tional quarter of the confolidated fand, up to April 1787,
and to eafe the expenditure by delaying pavments.  For this
Jatter purpofe it was directed by an a#t pufled in 1986, that
certain annuities, upon which aquarter'’s payment became due
on the 5th of January, fhould, in future, be paid only half
early, on the sth of April and 1oth of Oétnber. he ef-
e& of this (as the yearly accounts are computed from the
6th of January inclufive) was to throw out, in appearance,
from the year 1786 that quarter which became due on the sth
of Janvary 1787. The real confequence is, thata quarter'of
thofe annuities is carried forward, not anfwered by the in-
‘came of the year in which it became due. The term ufed in
‘deferibing this tranfa&tion, is nor a happy one. ¢ The pub-
¢ lic-availed itfelf of the amount of one quarterly payment
<« .upon thefe annuities,” 1t is Government which heressf,
fumes the name of the public ; and the avowal of the conve-
nictce fought fuggefts the fuppofition of an advantagz wngh
of the annuitants. No deviation fromn the conditions on
‘which fuch perfons purchafed their annuities can be juft, un-
lefs it be made with the confent of the parties. Their cona
currence is not fpecified ; nor is it to be inferred, ﬁnce;t
" coul
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eould not be for their profit to have a quarter’s falary with-
held. For the Committee have mifapprehended the cafe,
when they {ay. that by the arrangement, a quarter’s payment

. vgill, in future, be made in advance to thofe crditors. No-
thing, according to the new fettlement, is to be paid on the
sth of April; but the two quacters which would have been
due on the sth of Janvary and gth of - April on the old foot-
ing; and the quarter due on the gth of July is not to be paid
till the 10th of O&ober. Therefore, about 250,000l. debt
is reguNrly carried forward upon this article. 1s is clear,
that in making vp the account of the charges on the three
years, that quarter’s payment which became due within the
period, muft be reckoned ; whether it was liquidated by
Government, or the difcharge deferred through motives of
convenience.

To that fum T will add an overcharge in the credit taken
for the produce of the land and malt taxes. “I'he amount of
thofe taxes for the three years is calculated at 7,674,000l that
is to fay, at the rate of 2,558,000l. perannum ; the affumed
eftimate of the Committee. Now, by the account delivered
from the Exchequer, on the requifition of this Houfe, the
fums really received from the Jand and malt ta%es in the three

years'amounted only to - - 7,429,184
Deduét that fum from - - 7,074,020
There appears an over-charge of : - 234,816

The difference hetween the two accounts cannot arife from
the circumftance that the militia charge is fubftradted from
the one and not from the other ; hecaufe the addition of the
amount of that charge to the {maller fum does not make it
correfpond with the other; but this is proved more fatsifac-
torily in anether method. The deficiency of the land and
malt taxes is charged in the accounts of expenditue delivered
to this Houfe in 158¢, diflinélly from the expence of the
militia; that deficiency being added to the net receipt, gives
in each of the three years a fum beyond the 2,750,000l at
which thofe taxes are laid by Parliament, which can only be
explained by fuppofing that arrears paid in during that pe-
riod were reckoned with the current receipt : on that fuppo-
fition, by adding the deficiency and the charge for militia,
and then deduing the amount of arrears received, as {peci-
i’ in another document, the 2,750,0c0l. ought to be pro-

ced. This, however, is not the cafe; apparently through
fofhe Jefe@ in the form of the account. But the refult af-
fures me diftinétly, that the charge for militia has been de-
du@ed before 2,5 sg,oool. is affured as the net receipt from the
land and malt taxes. Ard, indeed, in the abﬁrac.& which
tlie Committee has publifhed, to exhibit a comparifon be-

. Vor. XXX, Tt tween
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tween your probable foture income and expenditure, this po- .
fition is juftified completely ; as the g§,000l. annual charge

for the militia js there inferted among the out-goings, whilft

eredit is taken on the other hand for 2,558,c00l. to arife

from the lund and malt. Now add the two fums which I

have pointed out. .

Onmiffion in the charges for intereft of public

doebt in 1786 land d- . - 250,302
ver-charge on land and malt - 224,81
e bl
Total 484,816

which extinguifhes the oftenfible furplus of 453,895l. and
Jeaves my aflertion proved.

I come now, my Lords, to the bill immediately before

ou. In pitching upon it as the vehicle for my obfervations,

did not chufe at hazard: ] had animadverfion to exprefs
upon this particular meafure; thongh complicating it, as I
ncw do, with other materials, 1 fhall not expatiate upon it
fo largely as the fubject might well deferve, My objection
applies to the mode in which we know this loan to have come
forward. Had it been a voluntary agreement with Govern-
ment, on the fart of the Bank, there would not have been
any thing to have faid againft it. But the fhape in which it
prefents itfelf, is this. * As one of the refources to defray the
expence of the armament againft Spain, the Minifter points
at the unclaimed dividends accumulated at the Bank. The
Bank pleads, that the advautage of having thefe dividends
fuffered by the owners fo to reft in their hands, is one great
inducemer.t to their bargain with Government for undertak-
ing the pavment of the intereft on the national debt. The
plia is contemned; yet the refiltance compels refleétion. A
relu€ant fenfe of the dangerous wound which moft be given
to public credit by perfeverance in the original meafure, caufes
terms of accommodation to be fuggefted. The compofition
propofed is exaétly this: ¢ Offer us a loan of 500,000l or
¢ we will, by the hand of power, wreft from you a much
¢¢ Jarger fum.” There is no need for comment on the tone
of this extortion. The fpirit of the original attempt, how-
ever, is not veiled by that compromife: therefore let two
words be addrefled to that point.. Itis the magnitude of thofe
balances, fuffered by their right owners to {leep in the Bank
which enables the corporation to accept Exchequer bills, &c.
to the amount that now takes place : confequently, Goyerga’
ment counterals its own material convenience in ftriking at
that fund. But this is a confideration trifling, in comparifon
to the fhock which the meafure muft have given to public
credit. [t has, I know, been urged, (you fhall judge how
fallacioufly) that the right of the public creditor was not to
. : ' be
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be impaired, nor waseven his fecurity to be altered; his title
to the fum remained the fame, though the money was re-
moved from the Bank to the Exchequer; and Government
ftood, juft asit did before, in the light of his debtor. To
this [ anfwer, that foliciation at the Exchequer, and demand
at the Bank, are very different proceflcs. 'I'he Bank, for a
dertain allowance and contingent emoluments, undertakes to
pay for Government the intereft to the public creditors, at
the poeipd when it fhall become due. By this contra&, al-
though Government is the fecurity to the Bank, and the ul-
timate fecurity to the public creditor, the latter, in the firft
inftance, has his remedy dire€tly againft the capital of the
Bank ; and fo diftinétly, that it aflures hin againft the appre-
henfion of delay in payment. Will it be aflerted that re-
{ponfibility is fimilarly defined, or pun&uality fimilarly im-
pofed, with regard to the Exchequer? Let Adminiitration
fpeak for themfelves to this point, in the document which [
am about to Jay before you. Your Lordfhips are aware,
that exaflitude of payment of the intereft, no lefs than facility
in the transfer of the @pital, is the inducement for moft per-
fons, who have to live on the intereil of certain fums, to
place their money in the public funds, rather than on private
mortgage; in which laft mode, the fecurity for the capital
would be as good as in the former, and the intereft higher.—
Now obferve how this expeélation is anfwered towards thofe
who have to look to the Exchequer inftead of the Bank.—
When the tontine loan took place, the annuity was not to
commence for a certain time: but till the terin of its com-
mencement, the fubfcribers were to be allowed 4 per cent.
on their money. By the a& eftablifhing that loan, a year
and a quarter’s intereft, at the above rate, was to become due
on the 10th of O&ober, 1790. I have in my hand the Ga-
zette of the 8th of March, 1791, in which there is a notifi-
cation from the Exchequer, that the intereft due on the above-
mentioned 10th of O&ober will be paid on the 11th of March.
Here is a delay of five months in the payment of intereft to
be received from the Exchequer: after which proof, | fhall
not, [ imagine, hear it argued in this Houfe, that a ¢laim on
the Exchequer or on the Bank are equally eligible.

The mode in which the Bank is to be indemnified againft
anv inconvenience that might arife from this loan, leads to
another important confideration. The loan is fuppofed to
i1 {urnifhed out of the dividends lying unclaimed at the
Bank. If thofe dividends happen to be fuddenly demanded,
as they may be, Government is authorifed to iffue to the
Bank,” Exchequer bills to the amount of halfa million. This
perpetual recurrence to Exchequer bills makes it fitting that
your Lordfhips fhould advert a little to.their nature, and 10

" Tta theif
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their employment. - As foon as the land and ‘malt taxes are
granted, the Bank agrees to accept Exchequerbills, on the fe- *
curity of the produce of thofe taxes, to the amount of :
2,750,000l The produce of thofe taxes is however, not-
withftanding, received into the Exchequer, and applied to
current expences; an annual fettlement of intereft only be-
ing made with the Bank, and the bills replaced by a new iffie
on'the fame footing. But the Bank likewife atcepts farther
bills from the Fxchequer, refling only on the genepm#tredit
of Government. Thefe latter bills may be compared to the
‘notes of hand which an individual would give on his general
credit, without any fpecific fund for their difcharge. Your
Lordthips fee'that there mujt be fome point beyond which the
Dire&ors of the Bank cannot, in honefty to their conftitu-
ents, proceed in the acceptance of thefe bills, Hence, 1 en-
treat you, refle& on the inexpediency of approaching that
point in time of peace. When the fudden neceflity of arma-
ment prefles upon you, the refource of Parliament is a vote .

-of credit. Exchequer bills, to the amount of the vote, are

iffued: but if thofe bills have not cufrency, which would be
the cafe if yowhad previoully loaded the Bank with as many
as it could bear, your vote of credit would be nugatory.——
Your Exchequer bills may be faid to have no currency but
through the mediumn of the Bank : for, could you otherwife
apply them to the objects of immediate demand, it would be
under a depreciation that would be ruinous. Feel how feri-
ous it is to deftroy, by an unwife ufe of it in profound tran-
quillity, that refource which is your moft ready and efficaci-
ous fupply in the hour of difficulty. You have now, as it
were, cftablithed 5,500,000l of kxchequer bills as an un-

- funded deht, fyftematically carried forward from year to

ear. | fhall prefently have to notice a part of that fum.
; or the moment it will only be neceflary to add, that your
navy and vi&tualling bills being, toa heavy amount, hought
up by the Bank, the load is thereliy materially augmented,
and the capacity of acceptance.in'tﬁ, Bank obvioufly dimi-
niﬂledc t‘.‘. ‘A .
Thefe preliminaries, my Lo#ds, have opened the view to
a jufter confideration of the immediate ftate of the finances at
large; as that ftate is offered to you by the balanee, in point
of fa&t, between your income and your expenditure, for the
five years, from the 1ft Jan. 1786, to 1ft Jan. 19g1. Inar-
auing the fubje, 1 fhall take the fums as Adminiftracimdtas
ated them; though, in the expenditure, they are, for the
firft three years, fubje to ali the obfervations which I haveal-
seady made upon them,

Accord-
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‘According to the documents which were fub.

miniftered to the Committee, ¢ the fums

¢ applicable to the public expences in the

¢ five years” amounted to —_— 88,040,055
The expenditure by the fame ftatement, in-

cluding the fums paid towards liquidating

the public debt, amounted to

€8.116,916

So&kere remained unfatisfied, only _— 70,851

To this flatement I fhall objeét: and T fhall do it upon
the ground which fecretly occurred to the Minifter when he
quitted the fimple cxhibition of income, and adopted the
ambiguous expreilion of ¢ fums a:plicable to the public ex-
¢ pences.” | fhall argue, that certain of the fums, for which
he has taken credit, were of 2 nature not to be applicable, in
the point of view in which he has exhibited them, to the fer-
vices of the five yearsin queftion. [ fhall firft enumerate the
fums which | fhould, on that principle, fubftra®, and make
the dedu&ion, in osder to {hew how 1 think the balance reatly
ftands: [ will afterwards give the reafons for firiking off
each particular fum; as in that mode 1 fhaM lefs embarrafs the
perfpicuity of the meafurement.

I then dedu&,
Monies in the Exchequer, gth Jan. 1786 £-1,172,119

Army Savings in ditto, 5th Jan. 1786 492,378
Intereft received for mouey lent abroad 34,000
“Tontine loan —_ — 1,002,140

Total 2,700,637

Before this fum be fubftracted from the amount of the re-
ceipt for the § years, the over charge for land and malt, which
I noticed in the account of the three years, fhould be deducted.

Suppofed income of the five years 88,040,055
Over-charge for land and malt 2345810

Dedué&t 2,700,637

Remains—real income 835,104,602

Expenditure of the five years, with the addi-
tion of 250,008l intereft of public debe,

-.amitted in the account of 1786 — 88,'366.916
Deficiency 3,202,314

Still it is inconteftable, that in the five years the fum of
4,750,000l was paid to the Commiflioners for reducing the.
public debt, No.w fiom that fum muft be dedufied that

which,

&
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which, it appears, the income of the five years.could not
furnifh.

Applied to reduce debt - — 4,% 50,000
Deficit of income in thefive years 3,202,314

] 1’487,686

It is thus fhewn, that about one million four hundred and
eighty-eight thoufand pounds was all that could be dedicated
to the redution of the national debt from the a&ual ingsme
of the five years; including in that income all contingent
receipts which did really fail in within that term; and as
thofe contingent receipts, under the heads of Refpited Du-
ties, Impreft Money re- paid, and Army Savings, amounted
to 1,507,955L. you will obferve, that without their aid, the
income could not have furnifhed any part of the former fum.
The difference between that fum and the four millions feven
hundred and fifty thoufand pounds muft have been furnithed
from extra refources. The quality of thofe extra refources
is, therefore, what I have now to examine: and the refult
of the invefligation will determine whether I have proceeded
on juft grounds in claffing, as extra refources, thofe fums
which [ have dedu&ed from the ftatement of income.

I recapitulate them,
Monies in the Exchequer previous to sth Jan.

1756 . —_— — £.15172,11
Army Savings fimilarly circumftanced — 492,37
Intereft on money lent abroad —_— - ' 34,000
Tontine loan — — — 1,002,140

2,700,637

On the firft of thefe I muft inquire, with fome furprize,
why we never, till of late, when the queftion was fo hard
prefled in this [ loufe, heard of thofe monies in a fpecific ag-
gregate? That there were in the Exchequer balances remain~
ing from certain heads, after the fervices were difcharged to
which thofe funds had been appropriated, was known: their
amount was not. Why, when it was of this maguitude, was
it not brought forward as a fum ¢ 1 mean not to impute that
there was any difpofition to employ this money in a manner
not advantageous for the public, much lefs to intercept any of
it from the national fervice. Bur that which I diftinCtly
charge from the face of the tranfation, is, an attempt to
confound this fum with the income arifing from the fovrces ;
properly belonging to the term pofterior to the sth of Jan.
1786. The inference whick it was hoped the public would
draw, if the attempt fucceeded, was, the imnproved condi-
tion of the finances in the hands which then managed them.
This fum was infinuated by petty portiogs in the grants fub-

fequent
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fequent to January 1786, under ordinary titles of furplus re-
maining from fuch or fuch a fund, that excited no curiofity
or inveftigation. The motive of that policy is plain. Had
this fum been acknowledged, in its extent, as exifting when
the Committee of Finance publifhed their report in March
1786, the obfervation refpeing it was fo obvious, that it
could not have failed being urged on the occafion. < If
¢ there be (it would have been faid) above a million in hand,
¢ gpu never can pretend to carry that forward for the fervice
¢ of tnis year: becaufe the plan which you have produced for
¢ the reduction of the national debt goes upon the diftinét af-
¢ fumption, that the balance between the annual income and
¢ the annual expenditure, will leave afurplus adequate toyour
¢ object. You infift upon this in contempt of all our doubts;
¢¢ therefore you cannot need extraneous aids to fwell that in-
“come. And, indeed, you have made a fallacious ftatement
¢ of the condition of the country as to its dcbt, if, having this
¢¢ fum in hand, you do not give the public credit for it in your
¢ computation. The natural deftination for that fum would
¢ be to extinguifhewith it a portion of the navy bills, or
¢ other unfunded debt, charging the couptry fo much lefs
¢ in the burden which you hold out to them: for you, ir=
¢ difputably, would not wifh the dcbt to appear a million
¢ greater than it really is, in order that you may have the
¢ higher merit in feeming to alleviate their diftrefles.”—
Such, my Lords, would Kave been’the inevitable comment
which mufl have prevented this fum, had it been acknow -
ledged, from being confounded with the future income. It
is owned, that the monies were in the Exchequer previous to
January 1786: the fum was then a confolidate:l poffeffion
which ought to have been balanced, as far as it went, acainit
the debt ; at leaft it ought to have been ftated in fo diftin&t a
manner, as to have been regarded in the light of a remedy
againft any part of the floating debt that might become in-
convenient. Whatfoever was the reafon that it was not then
proclaimed, now that its nature appears fairly to you, I think
the conclufion irrefragable, that it never can be admitted as
a part of the income of the five years to be mcafured againft
.the expendittire of the fame period.

“~The cafe of the fecond article, the Army Savings, ftands
precifely on the fame ground. The whole amount under that
head, applied to the fervice of the five years, is 1,091,1471.
;rom this I deduét only what appears to have accrued be-
ore the period which we are meafuring; namely, the ex-
cefs of the fupply for land forces in 1784, the fame for 19835,
and a furplus of monies voted for Chelfea Hofpital in 1785 ;
making together 492,378l. If that balance exifted in favour
of the public, previous to January 1780, it ought to have

been
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been ftated in favour of the public:-it was the property, al-
ready realized, of the community, and their debt was by fo
muc{ the lefs. The debt has been diminifhed by the em~
ployment of that fum; but that is not the queflion now agi-
tated ; it might have been equally diminifhed by the applica~
tion of that fum before the gth of January, 1786. T1'he fum
has nothing to do with the income of the five years; upon
‘the exubcrance of which, under their conduét, the prefent
Minifters atfe@ to reft the proof of their fuperior manage-
ment. T his money, as weil as the former article, ought to
have been applied in difcharging a portion of the debt, befors
the plan for reducing the debt by furplules of income was
fet a-foot ; then the latter would have ftood on its own me-
rits.

T he third article was thus produced : It was judgeld expe-
dient .o aid the Pr e of Oranse with a loan of 184,c00l.
That “um was raifed here for the purpofe: it was, however,
underftond at the time, that this loan was not to be regarded
a3 an add.tion to our public debt, becaufe that regular pay-
wme=nts from Ho'land w 1, by inftalmenrs, to furaith the in-
tereft, and gradaally to difcharge the capital.  Credit is ta-
ken for the 187,000l in the account of extra fums applied to
the fervice of the five years ; and 1 have admitted it upon the
fuppofition that it is, on the other hand, charged as an ex-
penditure; imagining it, though not fpecifically defcribed, to
be included under a head of 191,3421. granted in 1789, to
make good money employed in fecret fervice abroad. It is
clear, that a fum remitted froin Holland to defray a portion
of the inierefl, and extinguiih a part of the principal of that
loan, was intercepted by the Exchequer, and applied to other
purpofes: confequently, we muft provide, in fome other
manner, for the dificharge of fo much intereft, and fucha
portion ot the capital, as the Datch have exonerated them=-
felves from by that remittance. It comes then to the fame
thing as if we had borrowed 34,000l. the amount of that
payment, from Holland ; and when it is proved equivalent
to a loan, itis, of courfe, precluded from ftanding as an ar~
ticle of income.

1t would be fuper{luous to expatiate on the fourth articles
the Tuntine Loan, money borrowed to fupply the deﬁcieney/
of income, never can be reprefented as incomne

A queftion next arifes, with what degree of advantage thefe
extra refources have been applied ? I mean, how far their ex-
penditore has operated in really diminifhing the public debt
during the five years. The ftatement which | now lay be-
fore vou, may enable you to judge upon this point more
cizarly than you well could, from the feveral falls as they
ftand difperfed in the report of the Committee. The

he



The ftock boughit by the Commiffioners up to the ift of
February 1791, amounted to 6,772,350l. Theannual inte-
reft on this fum was 203,170l.

Here it will be proper to remark to your Lordfhips, that
* the computation of the national debt by its capital is indubi-
tably an erroneous mode of confidering it. As the capital of
the monies vefled in the funds cannot be demanded of Go-
vernment, it is only for the regular payment of intercft on
thofe monies, at the ftated periods, that Government is re-
fpowlible. In ether words, GGovernment only owes perpe-
tual annuities to the amount of the intereft agreed for on the
depofit of thofe fums; which annuities are upon certain
conditions redeemable by thenation. The reduétion, there-
fore, of the public burdens in the five years, is the extinc-
tion of an annuity of 203,170l. Let us examine how this
has been compafled. The monies applied for the purpofe,
beyond the reccint of the five years, may be claffed under
three defcriptions; as fums expended, asdebts acknowledged,
and as debts obvioufly chargeable. With regard to thofe
two heads of debt, it is apparent that they have been thus in-
curred. Portions ofethe annual income which fhould have
anfwered certain current fervices, have been applied to the
purchafe of ftock. Hence the payment of thofe fervices
was either left in arrear, or fupplied by refources which en-
tailed debt in fome other fhape. 1t muil be underfiood, that
every annual fervice is defiayed before a furplus can be rec-
koned: therefore, the application of any fum to the parchafe
of ftock, leaving, thereby, a fervice undifchargel, was tan-
tamount to borrowing that fum in order to make the pur-
chafe; and, in that light, the amount of the debt fo incurred
is here to be confidered.

T'he detail and amount of thofe extra refources will ftand
as follows i— )

Sums expended.

Money in Exchequer, previous to Jan. 1786 1,!7;,1 19
Army Savings previous to ditto _— 492,378
Intereft money from abroady -— —_ 34,000
Tontine Loan —_ —_ 1,002,140
2,700,637
- Dcbts acknowledged. ’ 3

Navy — - 457,950

geﬁciency of Grants — 80,590

rdnance —_— —_ 61,909
600,449

- Carried forward 3,301,08-6.
Vor. XXX, Ua . Lrought



: Brought over - [.3,301,086
_Debts chargeable. 300

Additional Exchequer Bil§s - 7 50:000
Anticipated Quarter of the Confoli-
dated Fund - - 628,982

1,378,982

Total 4,680,068°

In explanation of the firft defeription, nothing need here
}:e added to the illuftration which I before gave of thofe

ums.

Upon the fecond head, the acknowledgement of Minifters
leaves no occafion for obfervation.

The third head requires more dilatation; becaufe hoth the
articles contained in it have been the fubject of repeated con-
troverfy. The queftion on the Exchequer bills ftands thus.
In funding a part of the floating debt in 1784, the outftand-
ing Exchequer bills were left at 4,§00,000l. In the year
1785, the Minifter applied to Parliament for leave to iffue an
additional million. This could not bhe to anfwer any preflure
in the current demands of the year, bechufe your iordfhips
know the income did, in that year, exceed the expenditure
by more than goo,ocol. It could not have been recom-
mended by the refult of the prcceding year, for that alfo had
produced a large furplus. In fa&, it does not appear that
more than 250,0col. from that million was applied within the
year 1785. The conftrution, therefore, to be put upon
the requeit to Parliament for that million neceflarily is, that
it was intended as a provifion for extinguifhing fome other
unfettled charge, whofe form might render it more trouble-
fome, than an addition to the amount.of Exchequer bills. I
have at this moment in my contemplation the navy debt 3
any part of which that remains undifcharged fo long as (ac-
cording to the cuftom of the department) to become entitled
to intereft, grows very burdenfoine. No application of this
nature appears with regard to 750,000l. of the million in
queftion. Be it here obferved, that a diftribution paper, as
it is called, marking the dates at which portions of the mil-
lion were iffued, could not decide the point; for it is
clear that the whole million might have been iffued in”
payment of the current fervices of the year, and the
income naturally applicable to thofe fervices might, to
the fame amount, have been with-held; which would

roduce the fame effe@ of keeping the additional. funy
in hand; confequently, no part of the million can be
deemed to have been expended beyond what fhall corre-
fpond with the amount of demands liquidated, diftinét fr:hm
3 e
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the balance between the fervices and the receipt of the year.
In 1786, that additional million was carried forward in the
new vote of Exchequer bills. Seven hundred and fifty thou-
fand pounds, therefore, were thrown into the credit of that
year. 'When the Minifter brought forward his plan for the
redu&ion of the national debt, upon the fuppoiition that
there wonld be an annual excefs of income bevond current
demiand, had he then applied to Parliament that he might
add 750,000l to the debt under the head of Exchequer bills,
in order to produce the excefs which he prophefied, the pro-
pofal would have been held laughable. The weakeft capacity
would have difcovered that, if the excefs could not be {tcured
without fuch an aid, the expecled furplus was vifionary.—
To barrow by way of exhibiting a furplus, would have been
a delufion too grofs to have pafled on any underftanding,—
Now, pra&ically the carrying forward that fum of 7 so0,000l.
in Exchequer bills, comes to the fame point, although it was
not abfolutely granted within the term. If thofe bills are
fuppofed to have exifted as a fum in the hands of Guvern-
ment at the opening of that plan, (and thgre is no proof of
their expenditure previous) they are fubje& to the fame re-
mark which I have made vpon the other monies exifting in
the Exchequer, when the ftatement of its debts was expofed
to the nation by the Committee in 1786. Of courfe, it
muft juftly be charged as an extraordinary fum funk within
the five years.

‘The anticipated quarter is thus circumftanced ; the account
of the confolidated fund ufed to be made up to Chriftmas.—
In 1786, the Minifter, having appropriated to the fupplies
the quarter’s income of that fund, accumulated upon the sth
of April, took four quarters more up to the sth of April
1787, for the fervice of the year 1786, Thus, to anfwer
four quarters expenditure he applied five quarters income.—
The amount of the fifth quarter thus anticipated, was
628,821, Take this fum in what light you pleafe, either as
a fum already accumulated, at the difpofal of Government,
or as an anticipation of revenue, it cannot be admitted as a
- nortion of the natural income of the years in queftion. If it

is 'to be confidered as an accumulated fum, always at the
command of Government, it ought to have been fo ftated by
the Committee of Finance in 1786, and the nation ought to
dave had credit to the amount. If it be regarded as an anti-
cipation of revenue to which the quarter’s expenditure is not
brought up, it is obvious that there is, by that means, a
uarter’s debt conftantly carried forward. ‘This debt has been
added clearly within the five years. The fum, therefore, by
the finking of which, this debt was entailed, muft be charged
either under this head, or under the head of money in the
Uu 2 hands
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hands of Government, previous to the eftablifhment of the
plan for the reduction of the national debt.

The conclufion which | propofe to draw from this ftate-
ment, is, that nothing, whatever, has hitherto been effe@ed
towards diminifhing the public debt, by furplufes of income.
1 have reprefented the extraordinary fums expended, under
the three {everal heads, to amount to four millions fix hun-
dred and eighty thoufand pounds; a rotal nearly approaching
to the entire fum paid into the hands of the Commiffioners.
This, your Lordihips will take notice, was not ftock, but
folid cath. At four and a half per cent. the intereft on this

fum would be — — —_ £.210,600
The Commiflioners have reduced the annual de-
mand on the natien for intereft — 203,107

It here appcars that you have only extinguifhed an annuity
of two hundred and three thoufand pounds, by the annihila-
tion of a fum, the return from which would, in the common
ecourfe of inter:tt, have been fuperior. That the 4,750,000l
applicd by the Commifhoners, has not,expunged an intereft
greater than what the 4,680,000l is rated to produce, arifes
from thus circurfiftance : that in the conftitution of the plan
for reducing the public debt, there is a tendency (which fhall
be explained preiently) to keep up the price of {tock in the
funds beyond its natural relative value; fo far clogging the
operation of the meafure.

Were the cenfidertion to ftop here, I fhould have troubled
vour Lo:J/hips to little purpofe, I fhould have only indicated
what muil, from the uncertain foundation of fpeculations in
finance, too frequently happen, that the public had embra-
ced a delufive expetation, under which confiderable fums
had been applied, not very advantageouvfly: but we have to
lock forward; and it is incumbent on us to form from paft
experience fome judgement for the regulation of our future
conduét. The principle of calculation which feems leaft li~
able to error is, that we fhould embrace a period which may
give room for all the contingencies ordinarily affecting in-
come aiid expenditure.  Let us, therefore, draw an average
from the accounts of the five years, as they have been exhi-
bire! by Adminiftration. ~—
Produce of permanent taxes for five

years - - 65,303,877
Land and malt taxes, at 2,558,000l.

per annum - - 12,700,030
Gains on the lottery for five ycars 1,212,692

5)79:396,569

S —— S——

Average
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Average 15 80.1 313
Expenditure, adding 190,00l. for ”
two years militia - - 70,274,023
Deduét fecret fervice

«  woney - - 187,000
5)79:087,923

Average 15,817,584

Remainder - 43,729

Out of this fum of forty-three thoufapd feven hundred and
twenty-nine pounds, the annual million isto be provided.—
I entreat that your Lordfhips will be pleafed to advert to the
ground on which I have formed this eftimate. | have given
the amount which flowed from ezch head of ufual yearly pro-
duce, juft as it is ftated from the | xchequer. I have wade
no dedudtion from tlse receipt for 19o,c00l. evidently antici-
pated on the rum duties in 17go. The rum, on its importa-
tion, pays no duty; it is lodged in the Kin.’s warehoufe; the
meichant takes it ont by quantities as there is demand for it;
and, in proportion as he takes it out, he pays the impoft.—
Part of the provifion to defray the expence of the late arma-
ment was an additional duty on rum, to take placein Janu-
ary 1791. The aétimpofing this duty pafied in November
1790; 1n confequence, every merchant who had rum fiored,
took it out in the enfuing month to efcape the new tax. 1
called for the return of the duaty paid vpon rum in laft Decem-
ber, and in the correfponding month of the former year.—
The duty of laft December, on that article, exceeded the
former by above 1¢o,000l. Thisis, evidently, an anticipa-
tion of part of the income of 1591 becaufe, in the ordinary
courfe, the rum would not have been taken out till gfter Ja-
nuary 1791, when the 19o,000l. would have fiood part of
the income of that year. In like inanner on the expenditure
fide, I have not made any addition in refpect of the 250,000l.

-the payment of which was deferred in 1786; althoughiit is
plain, that in a calculation for future years, tfour quarters
payment of intereft on the public debt muft be computed in
each year; and I have dedué@ed 187,000l the-fum lent abroad,
begaufe I fuppofe it ta be included in the expenditure, under
the head of Secret Service Neney ; and as I do not reckon the
fum in theincome, the employment of it {hould not e charged
in the outgoings.

I know that an avernge drawn from the five years has been
oppofed, upon the profeffed plea, that the firft of thofe five
years fell remarkably fhort in point of income; and tll_mt :hie

VCOU.
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fecond, likewife, was ftill below what had been the expec-
tation. It may be the intereft of a Minifter to inflate the ap-
pearance of the finances under his management; but it never
can be the intereft of your Lordfhips, or of the public, to em-
brace any felf-delufion on fo momentous a fubjeét. If thofe
two years were inferior in income, to what may, hereafter;~
be fairly expeted; let it be remembered, on the other hand,
that the latier years have been attended with circumftancet of
advantage, which muft be cunfidered as accideutal and tranfi-
tory. A part of Europe has been engaged in war; other
powers have been convulfed with internal troubles ; and, in
others, the a&ivity of commercial enterprife has been
checked by the apprghenfion of fimilar diftreffes. Enjoying the
inappreciable bleflings of a peace, which I hope we ﬂ{all nnt
wantonly caft away, we have drawn emolument from the diffi-
culties of all thofe nations. 'We have either dire€tly fupplied
the wants, againft which thofe countries had not leifure to
provide by their own exertions, or we have had the faGtorage,
on all the mercantile intercourfe of the better part of Europe.
The adventitious increafe to your income from cafualties
fuch as I have ftated, will be wholefomely balanced (if we
are in earneft in our fearch for a juft ground of expetation)
by thofe deficiencies, which, having occurred once, may oc-
cur again. It is evident that a war muft materially affeCt
thofe fources of affluence, whence this nation has latterly
been able to pay fuch prodigious fums into the Exchequer;
and many other incidents may be imagined that would fimi-
larly reduce the amount of income. You cannot then, upon
this ground, expeét that your receipt fhall, after the annual
chargesare paid, fornith you with the million deflined to the
diminution of the national debt. And this view of the fub-
je& is confirmed by the obvious confideration, that many of
the fountains which have (upplied the deficiency of your an-
nual refeurces during the five years are entirely exhaufted.—
Of thefe, indeed, the Army Savings, and repayment of Im-
preft monies, are the only ones which might bear the appear-
ance of promifing a fature fupply. When their nature is ex-
amined, the hope will vanith. ‘They were the confequences
of a war ; on the great fcale of which immenfe fams weré ad-
vanced upon account. The redultion which immediately on
the peace took place in all your warlike eft.blifhments, pre-
cluded the application of much of this money in every depant-
ment:  The individuals in office, to whom the fums were i{-
fued, on making up their accounts with Government, have
returned fuch portions of the money as were not demanded
for the fupply of their refp:&ive branches of fervice; but
they returned them once for all.  IHaving paid in their ba-
lances,
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lances, they have ndthing more to pay on that fcore ; nor
are they likely to contract new debts. You have reftricted
your eftablifhments, and have meafured accordingly the fums
allotted for their fupport. The fource of fupply from fav-
ings or repayment of impreft money, at leaft, to any amount,_
ftops here; unlefs the calamity of a new war fhould befall us,
or extenfive and repeated armaments fhould leave fomething
to be gleaned towards ordinary fervices from that which the
nation fhall have granted for indifpenfable extraordinary pro-
vifigns, The eftablifhment of a fund, which has ferved fo
well in fupporting the appearance of the five years, would not
be very falutarily purchafed on fuch terms.

In fa&, the Minifter has been aware of the conclufion that
maft flow from fuch a mcafurement as 1 have made; and to
guard againft it he Has reforted to an expedient of a moit
extraordinary nature. He has given you an eftimate of
your expenditure for the timme to come., An eftimate
which 1 confidently fay, is conitru©ed on no other prin-
ciple than that on its comparifon with the affumed income
it fhall leave a furplus. It does not even affedt to give a
reafon in juflification ®f its limits; and it fets at defiance all
segard to paft expeiience. COblerve the detail»

The average expenditure of the navy, for thelaft L.

five years, exclufive of the armaments which

are feparately provided for is - 2,289,907
The eftimate now prefented is - - 2,000,0C0O

Difference 289,907
The average of the Army for the five years is 1,880,353

The eftimate is - - - !,7£8,84.z

- Difference 13 ,511
The average of ordnance for the five years is 461,668
The eftimate is - - - 375,000

Difference 86,66

The average of the five years for mifcellaneous

fervices, exclufive of the Loyalifts, is - 260,450
The eflimate is - - - 128,416
™ Difference 141,034

Thus, there isin all near 650,000l. differenee between that.
expenditure which experience warns you to apprehend, and
tha? which is now arbitrarily alfumed. 1 afk, upon what ra-
tignal foundation is this eitimate offered to you by the Minif-
ter? I fay, by the Minifter, becaufe the Members of the
Committee have diftin@ly declared that they did not thir;:

t
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the ground on which that eftimate was formed, a matter with-
in their cognizance. They conceived.their province to ex-
tend no farther than to the comparifon of {ych documents as
were furnifhed to them by the Minifter; holding the amount
ftated in thofe documents refpeétively, a matter for which
the Minifter alone was refponfible., In this, thofe gentle-
men undoubtedly judged well; becaufe, according to the
conftru&tion of the Committee, they had not the means of
examining the particulars which conftituted the feveral fuins.
And, in truth, thefervice which they did undertake was faf -
ficiently laborious, and entitled them fully to the applaufe of
the public for the induftry and ability of their inveftigation.
A more peifpicuous ftatcinent upon fo intricate a fubject has
never been prelented to any naton. It is in the data alone,

for which the Co amittee it not refponfible, that any error

can lurk. 1 have already charged error againit fome of thofe

data; I now advance my apprehenfion of it with regard to

this eftimate. 1n the year 1766, the Committee, upon as
wide a view of documents as thefz which have laiely heen

fubmitted for infpe€tion, cliimated your future expenditure

at 14,478,181l. The calculation was atraigned as a wild and
arbitrary {peculation: it was, however, pertinacioufly main-
tained. After an expericnce of five years it is abandoned ;
but it is not abandoned in favour of the fcale which the expe-

rience of the five years might hLave fubflantiated. A new
eftimate is obtruded upon your credulity, refting upen the
fame fpecies of vague aflumption as that of 1786; notwith=
ftanding a mortifying refutation of all the predi€tionson the
fubje&, now forces you to admit an error in the fuppofition
of the Committee of 1786, to the amount of above a million
vearly on an average, or of ncar a million and a half in the
faft year. And what is the motive that impels the Minifter
to giveinto thisdelufion? Itis, that, having pinned the fame
of his management on the prodution of a million annual fur-
plus, the million muft, atall events, appear to be forth-com-
ing. Had the average expenditure of the five years been
mealured againft the averuge revenuc of the three beit of
thofe years, which the Commirtee taks as the bafis for fu-
ture expectation, it muft have appeared at once that the (ur-
plus million would not exift. "I'he average revenue of the
three laft vears was 16,030,280l.  The average expenditure

of the five years, deduéling the cliarge for the Loyalifts,

which the lottety is fuppofed to anfwer, and deduéling the

187,000l Secret Service Money, amounts to 15,500,709!.2—

Obferve that this expenditure does not include the million ap-

plied annually towards liquidating the debt; therefore, the

ravenue would exceed the expenditure by no more than
469,5771. Were the eftimate of the expenditure to be t?ken
rom



“from the average of “the Till Thi#€ years; - %mm
with regud to the income, the balance would be #ill finallée, -
becaufe, unfortunately, your &penditure feems to have in-
creafed in proportion as your incomnc augmented.” 1 will
then fay to thfe who bring forward the prefent eftimate,
¢ 1Jo ynu really mean to condemn your own management of
¢ the paylic, trecfures for ive years, by flating, as theextent
¢ of that™Which the public fervice can 1equire, a {um fo much
¢ fhort of that which you have aCtualiy lavifhed ?” For the
difference between wlat has been annually expended during
the five years, and that which we a1e told will be fufficient
for the public fervice, isno lefs than five hundied and eighty-
one thoufand one hundred and thirty-one pounds yeamly.—
But, my Lords, the ciicamnftance whica molt complet=ly
overturns this eflimate, is the conduét of the Miniiter with
tegard to the fupplies for the curient year. The report in
which this eftimate is uthered to the public was not yet diy
from the pref , when the Minifter himfelf exploded thie efti-
mate by the amc unt of fupply which he demanded for tie or -
dinary fervice of the year 1791, For the navy he requites
2,131,6col. For the army 1,853,c00l.  For the ordnance
433:cool.  For mifegllancous furvice, exclufive of American
Loyalifts 26,0cci. making, in the whole, afier a deduction
of 76.000l. to be repaid by the Eait-lThdia Cowmpany,
4,011,000l.  This is 360,00ci above the ettimate, which
{carcely a fortnight betore he had ofiered to the nation, as
deferibing the probable future expenditure under theic heads.
You will remark, that this demand is for the ordinary fer-
vices, and has no relation to the exifting armament ; und-r
the provifion for which one might ratlier tufpect fome portion
of the excofive charge for ordinary fervices would be fino-
thered  Yet one may doubt, whether, even by this demand,
adequate proviticns lias been made fur the feveral fervices 3
as each of=the articles falls thort of the correfpondent article
taken on the average of the five years. In thearticle ot mif-
‘cellaneous fervices, efpecially, there is realon to luok for-
ward to aheavier charge.  Oa the average of five yea:s, the
lottery has not wnfwered the expence of the Loyahfis  If
that refc urce cantinues inadequate, the refidue of their claims
mutl be otherwife furnithed under the head of Mifeellaneous
fervices.  No provilion appeats to have been confidered for
the coirpl iion of Carlton Houoie: a provifion which muft
not t\)nly e expefted. but in common decency defired, nav,
in meic economy ; otherwife, the fum already granted on ac-
count has been waftfully expende.l on that building. 1 frel
f\o little pleafure that the report of 4 Committee of the Houts
of Commions renders it unneceflary for me toenter upon rhofes
difcuflions on the fubject, which I fhivuld have otheiwile
Vor. XXX, X% . thought




, e BCe.: ¥ t the public has been
diftinétly Wnfotmed by the Committes, how the money al-
yeady granted for that buildtg has been applied: that the
Prince of Wales never affumed the dire€ion of that fum ap-
propriated towards the completion of an edifice, which
(though the refidence of his Royal Highnefs) is the property
of the King; but caufed the archite& to draw for the money
as it was required, accounting for the expendirure to His
Majefty’s Board of Works, The objct of that grant being
to reivder the habitation becoming for ths Heir Apparent o
the Crown, it is to be conceived that the purpofe will nat be
dropped in the middle. 1f we with, really, to form a juft
idea of whart are likely to be our out-goings, we cannot but
Jook forward to this among many other impending expences,
for which noailowance appears to bave been made in the cal-
culation.

It may now be afked, what is the view and obhjeét of all
this detail ? for, if no fuggeflion that may be of public ad-
vantage is to be deduced from it, your Lordfhi;:s’ time has
been unprofitably employed in liftening to the flatement.
Surely, however, an i.:ference of immediate importance pre-
fents itfelf irtefiflibly : I mean the peceflity of adopting
fome principle of real and not oftentatious economy, which
{hall ftop the grbwth of your expences, it not reduce them,
For it is a lamentable confideration, that, in proportion as
your income hes been augmcnted by the impofition of new
taxes, or a ftri@er exaltion of old ones, your expenditure
alfo has increafed. In 1786, a tax to produce 106,600l. an-
nually was all that was held out as neceflary to infure a mil -
lion fx);rplus in each year. Year after year new burdens have
been laid on the country, and the propofed effe@ is not yet
fecured. The caule is obvious: Yeu fet out with a plan of
reftriting your expences to 14,478,181, annually; but, in
the very next year you exceed that eftimate by wore than
twelve hundred thoufand pounds ; and, in this laft year, you
have exceeded it above a million and a half. Had the expen-*
diture been kept down, and the income proved inalequate
to produce the million towards reducing thz debr, the im-
pofition of frefh taxes would have been account:d for to the
fatisfalion of every man. For there can be but one opi-
nion as to the neceffity of endeavouring to duninith the -
debt; though there may be much differsnce of fentiment,
whether the prefent plan for effeCting that object be th? beft
that could have been adopted. To anatomize that plan,
though not foreigrt to the prefent difcuflion, would lead me
into too great extent. It is fuffici=nt to have fhewn, from’
the documents of Minifters, as I truft I have fhewn, that
you bave made little pregrefs in your undertaking ; and that

you
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you are not likely to make a much greater, without a pofi-
tive and ferious reduétion in your current expences. It is
not the difappointment alone, or the dangers of delay, that
areto be lamented; but the plan is attended with inconve-
niences that would render it highly obje&ionable, were there

Mot a rational profpeét of real advantage to refult from it.
Ig order to keep up the appearance of furplufies in the Ex-
chequer, a thoufand little expedients muft be reforted to,
ruinous to the individuals upon whom they apply : I mean
the retardment of payments to the clafles of men whofe ne-
ceflities moft require punluality of fupply ; loyalifts, half-
pay officers, penfioners, fervants of the State in all the dif-
ferent branches of employment, whofe allowance from the
public is their only fupport. Another evil of the fcheme
is, the delufion in which it holds the public with refpe& to
the funds. Heretofore, the rate of the funds was a criterion
which gave fome indication of thegeneral profperity.  When
the funds funk, “pe vigilance of (Government or of the
naticn was attracted to difcover and remedy the caufe; at
prefent the cftimation of the funds is whotly fallacious. 1t
1s obvious what muft bc the confequence of the notoriety,
that, at leaft, 250,000l is to be laid out by Government
every quarter in purchafing ftock whatfocver be its price in
the market. 1 he tendency of this arrangement is naturally
to induce each ftock-holder to increafe the valuation which
he puts on his flock ; for he argues, that if by aiming at too
high a price he mifles his fale in the immediate inflance, he
ha. the chance of the nexr quarter open to him. The efteCt
of thisis vifibly to counterad, in a material degree, the main
purpofeof the plan; fince in proportion as flock is bought by
the ¢ :rmmiffioners, that which remains to be purchaled will
be heightened in price. It is from this influence that the rate

- of the funds is kept np without advertence to external cir-
cumftances; fo that, as you have feen, they have not been
affe@ed by even impending war.

‘I Lefe confiderations, however, are trifling in comparifon
with others. I have met perfons fo firangely dcluded by the
optward fhow of things, as to confider the magnitude of the
bulen under which the country Iabours a proof of its prof-
perity. Itistrue, that a nation which had net acquired an
extraordinaty di gree of opulence could rfot have fuftained fo

® fevere a draft upon its induftry; but the elte@ of *thofe im-
pofts, as counterading that indufiry and ruining that opu-
l-nce, ovght to be ferioufly weighed.  The habits of an ac~
tivity which has led to afluencn, will not be at ence aban-
doned ; becaufe it will not, at once, be perceived that afflo-
ence no longer accrues to the individual fiom them. Bu_t it
{s clcar, that the cornplicati\o{n of taxes alleting every :n_'ncl.e‘

- x 2 '
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of fuftenance muft operate to reprefs the growing gain of the
manufa@urer, and of the country at large. For upon thofe
commodities, which are to be fold in a foreign marlet, and
the produce of which keeps up the citculation of this country,
muft be charged all the additional burdens with which Go- |
vernment direétly cr indire€tly loads the manufalturer ; sther<f
wife his work would not make him a neceflury return tor his
lab ur. Hence, the commodity offers itfelf at fo higha price
in foreign ceuntries that it is beaten out of the matket by the
productions of other nations; poflibly not of equal quality,
but fo rcafonatle as to extinguifh the other confideration.—
Add tq this the pulitical confequence which mud, in fome
degree, follow your prefent fyttem of finance. 1f your Lord-
dhips will turn to the items which conflitute your income,
you will perceive thar the material incrale of your revenue
atifes from the extenfion of the excife; a mode of taxaticn
whiclf'the exigencies of the Vtate untortun: «wly render indif-
penfable, but which is, in its nature, .he moit vexatious,
and the moft repugnant to the idea of a free community that
can pofiibly be imagined. ‘There is not one of you, even in
your fituations, that are not expoled to the teazing infults in-
feparable from that fpecies of colleéion.  "Fhe habit of ac-
quielcence, under the everbenring intrufions which the cfficers
of excife are authorifed and neceflitated to make, breaks the
fpirit of a prople in a dangerous degree, and makes them fee
littie to be loft by entire fubmifficn to abfolute power.  And
it 1s an axiom which fhould never be forgotten, that power is
in its nature fo progreflive and encreaching, as not to be re-
fifted but by general compa®, and by mecile definition of
fome houndmy, which (howfucver indifferent in kielf that
boundary may feemn) it muft never be permitred to over-ftep.
The refle@ien is the more material as the magnitude of your
public dchr enrols a body which weighs heavily againft con-
ftirutional encrgy.  ‘They, wlofe fupport flows fulely from
the public funds, and whofe fecurity refts upon the public
tranquillity, muft fupport, indifcriminately, every Admini-
{lration, whatfocver be their meafures.  For thofe luflua-
tiony, on which the falvation of public liberty might depend,
would, to fuch men, be attend:d with hazard of conflter-
able diminution in the value of their pofleflions; therefore,
they are in-erefied both to preach and practife apathy, under
every invafion of cenftitutional rights, . °
T will cenclude this difcufhion by ohferving, that any Mi-
nifler may increafe the revenne of this country; for it is_
only to lay new taxes, to which the gond fenfe and general
information of the people of Gireat Britain will always fecuie
a cheerful obedience.  tut the aim of a Minifter ought to he

h'_wsder fuch busdens of fhort duration, by applying thejr
I -

prefent
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prefent produce to the extin@ion of annual claims upon the
nation. If he fuffers the increafed receipt to be fwallowed by
the augmentation of current expenges, the additional fums
which he raifes on the public are a grievance. It muit be
from reform in the expenditure that any Minifter fhall have
right to claim credit with the nation. So far from any P
fuch reform having taken place during the five years, itis
evident that your expenditure has increafed immoderately ;
and unlefs fome important reduction fhall fpeedily take place,
cannot fail to lead you into extreme difficulties.
Lord Grenville replied to thenoble Lord.  Heenteredinto  Lord
a full difcuffion on this fubje; in teveral particulars of which Grenville.
he agreed with the noble Lord, and pointed out others where '
he conecived the noble Lord was miltaken. Having, accord-
ing to his data and his principles, made ovt, that during
thofe five years, more than five millions of the national
debt had been diNQarged, his Lordfhip paid many compli-
ments to the integrifly and abilities of the laft Finance Com-
mittee, and maintained that their report was more clear, more
diftiné®, and more pertpicuous, than zany réport he had ever
read : and he trufted that the eountry would give fome credit
to that Adminiftration that had inftituted fuch inquiries, by
which cvery fubject of this kingdom might eafily underftand
a fubje& of the greatet importance to every individval—
namely, the real ftate of the finances of the country. His
Lordihip apologized for the errots into which the Commit-
tee of 1786, in which be fut as Chairman, had fallen, both
as it was the Arft Committee which had ever been appointed
of this fort, and as their repoit had been the refult, not of
their owrfinquiry and difcuflicn. but of the eftimates which
they had received from the feveral offices.  If the future ex-
penditure fliovld excecd the fum at which it had been efti-
mated by the laft Committee, he theught that Parliament
had acquited a right to confine it within limits, or at lea!
ta demand that it fhould be defrayed con the footing of the
erdinary eftablilhment, but provided for by fome other
means, '
Lord Raweon replied, and perfetly coincided with Lord Lord
Grenjille, in the compliments which his Tordfhip paid so Rawdea.
- the laft Finance Committee. He acknowledged that their
report was as clear and diftin@ as any report he had ever
rufed.
“The bill was then read a third time, and paffed.

. ““The order of the day bring read for the fecond reading of
the bill, intitled, ¢ An act to remove doubts refpeéting the

% funclions of juries in cafes of Libcls,” .
t
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" ‘Tt was moved, ¢ That.the faid bijl be now rend-a fecond
¢ time® Which being objeCted to, an amendment win
propofed to be made to the faid motion, by leaving out the
word ¢ now,” and inferting, inftgad thereof, ¢ this day

month.” ,
The queftion was put, whether the word “now” fha{
ftand part of the motion ? -

It was refolved in the negative.
. Then the queflion was put, whether the words ¢ this day
“ month” Ih:ﬂ be there inferted ?
. It was refolved in the affirmative.

Diflentient,
1ft. Becaufe we hold it to be an unalienable right of the
people, that in cafes of libel, as well as in all crimninal cafes,
the jury fhould decide upon the whole matter that may con-
ftitute the guilt or innocence of the perfg'.‘accufed, and that
in cafes of libel the jury ought not tqfbe dire€ted by the
Judge to the defendant or defendants’ guilt, merely on the
proof of thepublication by fuch defendant or defendants of
the paper charged to be a libel, and of the fenfe afcribed to
the faid paper in the indi¢tment or information. '
adly. And becaufe we conceive that the faid right of the
people is of the utmoft confequence to the freedom of this
nation, and to that bulwark of its rights, the liberty of the
refs.
P 3dly. And becaufe we conceive that the bill fent from
the Commons is well calculated to convey a parliamentary
declaration and ena&ment of the {aid important right of the
people, and becaufe we conceive every delay of fuch decla-
ration and enactinent to be in the highcft degree dangerous to
the fafety®of the fubject.
4thly. And becaufe we conceive that we cannot, with
propriety, refufe our immediate a/lont to propofitions which
no perfon in the debate did deny to be falutary, and becaufe
we conceive that this delay tend. to give countenance to
doubts that we apprehend to be utterly ill founded, and to
eacqurage a conteft of juifdi€tion that can only be injurious
ta the regular and impartial adminiftration of juftice.4h this
kingdom. o, :
. ¢ STANHOPE.
For the firf and fecond reafons, -
‘ Rapwor.
s . . e
Another proteft was entered againft the faid motion, for
. the following reafons : -

"D;f.






























