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, - AN
 EXAMINATION,

I-HAVE upon former dccaﬁous addreflfed
the..,pilblilc uPon the fubje& of the prefent
Impcachm_ent. What 1 have written has
been colle@ed by Mr. Stockdale, and fold
in the fh‘ape,-of a pamphlet. ‘_The_c,o’llvevé’ciori
has been reviewed by the monthly and lite-

- rary feiric\ivefs; the former paid me the-
compliment of fajingi \tha:tv I had :énderéld
that intelligible, which had, till thén; baffled
the powers of comprehenfion; and the lat-
ter {aid, that the al'gunlénts I had made ufe
o B e
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of 'were weighty, and deferving of confide-.

ration.

Thus encouraged, I venture to lay be-

fore the public fome refleCtions upon the

prefent ftate of the impeachment above men-

tioned.
opinion founded upon {earch of precedents,

that the proceedincrs would abate or be an-

nihilated by the diffolution of the lat Par-

liament. In that opinion I find myfelf as far
as 1efPe€’cs the Houfe of Commons, totally

' m1ﬁaken but I have this confolatlon, that

I have e:red in company with the ‘moft re-

fpe@cable‘ law ayutH"'orities’ in 'this.kindd'om{

Much morenulty has been’ made ufe of to

~ eftablith the validity of the plecedent in

1678 and- to def’croy the effe& of all thofe
that followed This much howevex, ﬁands

uncont rad1€ted and uncontroverted by any

one. Except the mﬁ%nces that occumcd ‘

between the years - T678 ‘and x685, the
whole Hli’mt y of Enclapd cannot furnifh a

- pre-

It was, till very lately, my decided

'[,3]

precedent of an impeachment begun by one

Parliament and purfued by another. The
cafes of Lords Peterborough and Salifbury

| and the Duke of Leeds, are reprefented as

particular cafes, and baving no analogy to

the prefent ; but for my own part I cannot

- difcover any other diffimilarity than that of

rank. The cafes above mentioned have
nobility, members of the upper Houfe, for
the accufed, and the prefent cafe has a lefs

Whe-

ther it be among the puvﬂeoes of the Peer-

dicmﬁed {ubjelt, a Commoner only.

age that the diffolution of Parliament fhall
extinguith the 1mneachmem of a Peer, I
know not, but it celtamly was not put upon
that footing. ‘'The judgement of the Lords
in the cafes of Lord Danby, Peterbox.ou_gh,
and Salifbury, in the years 1685 and
in 1690, was declared to have for its foun-'
datlo*l, the laws of the land and the ufage
of . Parliament, without even an 111ﬁnuat10u '
of exclufive peculiarity in favour of “their

There are, I admit, many Pu-
B2 culiarities

own body.




country, or in any other.

of the tr_ial
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culiarities in the cafe of Mr. Haftings, which
diftinguith 1t from ‘all ftate trials in this

peculiarities may be reckoned the length of
time fince the fa&ts bappened,
. ; and the feverity lwith which it
has been condudted. Were we to eftimate
the degrees of guilt by the length of the
{peeches made again{t him, by the harfhnefs
of the epithets with which they are load-
ed, by the number of days employed to-

tally in the arts of aggravation, and by the

~ duration of the impeachment, ‘we could not

“he is called an hireling or a partaker of the -

fail to confider him as the worft of mankind ;
as one who had ruined his country, nay,
as the common enemy of human nature.

If any man writes or {peaks in his favour,

plunder, or he is ftigmatized with fome

other appellation equally ‘opprvo'bfious. Some
of thofe who, being called by the Managers,
gave teftimony in Mr. Haf’cihgs’s favoﬁr,‘
Were either dire@dy or indireétly aecufed of

Pér—

Among thefe

the duration

|
|
|
|
|
|
]

rs 1

perjury, and I believe every witnefs with-

out exception, who happened to fpeak in’his

favour, was reprefented to the world as a
Very fufpicious chara&er. On the contra-
1y, thofe witnefles whofe teftimony tended

to criminate, were extolled as men of un-

‘queftionable veracity, of the pureft honour,

and moﬁ inflexible morahty

- When M. Paterfon’s report concerning gthe

infurreGion at Rungpore, and the crueltie
committed by Deby Sing, was dilated on

10 Weftminfter Hall, he was reprefented'

as a young gentleman of more than apofto-
g gent .

lic credit and veracity. But fince the fame

young gentleman, hearing of the unfair ufe

which had been made of that report, and of

its bemcr peiverted to the purpofes of ca-

Vlumny,' has written home declaring his ab-

horrence thereof and that Mr. Hattings, {o
far from promoting or protefting guilt, was

the moft forward for deteting and avenging

it, we hear nothing more of his extraordi-

nary

A

e
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nary - qualities and uncommon attachment

to the caufe of truth and juftice.

" T have looked into the hiftory of our own
country, where I found many examples of
violent and eager profecutions for = {late

crimes ;3 fome of them have been fpeedily

B bxoUOht to an iffue, fatal to the ooje&s of

accufation ; but thele is not one mflance

to be found, wherein time has not operated

to the abatement of pubhc anger and profe- ‘

cution. Lord Bolingbroke was atmmted for

hiWh-' treafon, ‘and afterwards, pardoaed.
Lord Oxford was put upon his trial for a
{imilar ofmce- he was® accufed of having
bafely betrayed the intereft of his country,
and ‘:hav'ini? affifted her enemies.  Crimes,
O‘reater than thefe, if true, could not be
committed by a- ml*nﬁer or ﬁ'\tefman, yet
we find that the profecution and pum{hment

cof d is ofpendel was not thought of confe-

guence aequal to tnopr“elervatwu of for_mal'

etiquette. 'The Commons of that day, foo;l-

er

L7 ]
er than {uffer the judges of the higheft coutt
of judicature in this kingdom, to exercife

that right and privilege which muft necef-

farily belong to every eourt of juftice, viz. -

‘that of . fettling the form of pfociéedifng.;.
- abandoned the profecution altogether. Many
other inftances may be adduced of thofe
who have done the moﬁ.éﬁé&'ual and moft

permanent injuries to their country, and yet
have owed their fafety to the diffolution of
Parliament, or to the lapfe of Eixne.f.' But,

none of thofe things which operated to the

piefcrvauon of thofe who injured their

country, are peirmtted to operate in the fa-

~vour of him who has moft effeCtually ferved

her, Time, inftead of cooling,

Cinflames.

1efentment, and the ghoft of the Palhament

that 1s dead,

mate the vengeaice of that which is living.

rifes up to re-kindle a-nd ani-

Precedents are laid afide, analogy is difre-

‘garded, and eftablifhed legal opiiions are

contradi®ed. One day we are told, ‘that

the profecution of the Houfe of Commons

is

s e
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is the pmfecutlon of the people of England;

and the next day we' ‘hear that every: repre-i"
 fentative is totally mdependent of his confti-=
N tuents. " If the people.petition to the rilers
of theéir ‘own creation, -their" p‘ét’ift'ibﬂs‘ drei’
rejeed 3 but if the name of ‘the people e
made ufe of for form’s fake only, they'are
‘ 1nd1ﬂolubly ‘bound and mextrwably impli-

cated in the a&s of their uncontrolable re-
prefentatives. “According to the do&rine of
this day, the refolutions of a paft Houfe of

" Commons are binding upor the prefent, and
the dying requeft of a diffolved body ought -

to be regarded by their fucceﬂms with all
the reverence and veneration of a pious fon,
‘to the admonitionis of a departgd father.
 Pofterity in reading the hiftory of the pre-

{ent times will naturally inquire int'o”&xe

caiife’ of thefe extraordinary do&riqe’é and -
events. They will fay, what crime had the
man’ cémmuted ‘or what ads of uncom-
mon. atI‘OClty had he been guilty of, that

the old ‘cuftoms and ufage of Parliament

I " B - were

T 91

weré to be fet afide for the fpe,é‘ial purpofe -
of 'pu‘ni{hi;ncr .his offences ! And ,allzthis in

a country where fuch f{iri& regard is. paid

to. form and .ceremony, that many of the

moft guilty wretches are fuffered to avail

themf{elves of fome “trifling technmical error,

- and thereby efcape with their lives and for-
tunes from the hands of juftices - Upon in-
quiry, they will find nothing but what uns

avoidably arofe from circumftances and fitu-

ation ;.. that {uppofing the aéts were intrin-
fically wrong, they were done, not with a
- view to ferve himfelf or his dependents, but
for the: indifpenfably neceffary fervice of

thatvery nation which now profecutes him 3
a nation, that, if there were any thing

wrong in’ the condu& of  Mr. Haftings,

~ participate, nay, appropriate the guilt to.
themfelves, by keeping poffeffion of what
he is faid to have taken unjuftly from the

natives of India. But I think I have de-
monﬂrated in the work 'Wthh I alluded

to, in the firft page, to the fatlsfaéhon of |

C . every
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every candld ‘reader, that the'taxing.of Cheyt

va an. the. time of war, and thei adwﬁno~ of

the: Nabob to confifcate the treafure.of Wthh
his mother unjuftly and unnaturallyydeplr;y@g}
himy andafterwards turnedagainft him, were
perfeétly. agreeable to the laws and cuftoms

of .Ifxdoﬁan,t and as reconcilable to. the prine

ciples. of - found policy and ftrié .:juﬁice, /a8

taxation is‘iri-~Endlai1d ‘and as'the decfées
concerning property are in the beft regulated
courts of equity. This may appear very bold
after what hés been faid fo often to the
‘contrary, by a gentle‘man‘ once in fuil_ poflef-
fion of the public confidence. That day,
however, is new gone by, and the p,eoPl_e-
7reafohin‘g' by analogy, fay, that he who can
artfully mifreprefent the affairs of our near-

s newhbours, may be Juﬁly fufpe&ed of

- -misfiating .thmgsv-,that- ‘happened - very  re-

The gentle-

man T allude to, in the brilliance of his

mote both.in time and place.

{peechies, -and the rhetorical exuberance of
Jis writings, is' almoft without an.equal ;

but/

1
i
|
b
E
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. butin plain reafoning, - in ~the clofe-inveftis

gatlon ‘of fa@s, in.the accurate weighing
3hd balaneing’ of merit and demerit; in‘ma<

king fair dedu&ions and candid {tatements; -
he is miferably deficient.: * There:is nothing
which mankind ‘ought®to vua»rd:f‘ againft
It is to
the underﬁa‘nd‘m g, what optical glafles are to
‘The ufe of the former, like that
of ‘the latter, is to magnify or diminifh the

more than what'is called:Oratory. '
the eye.
;app‘ar’ent fize of obj‘e&s. ;

" 'The" fa&s I have _]uf’c mentioned make
.up the . prmclpal fum of criminality yét .

r'brought forward againft Mr. Haftings ; for
»as to the fufpicion of his haVino;interrd'e'd to
apply thc ‘money he recelved for the Com~

“pany; fo his own ufe, T never can be perfua-~

~ded that it was of -1mportance enough ‘to

-excite a parliamentary profecution,

| ‘Herg T wifth :th‘e.‘ readet, to paufe for a

- few mbmems;» and if he be conveifant with

Caz - the
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the. hiftory of the world inn generalj or with:
that of his" own countryin ‘particular, to,
atk: hlmfeIf this queftion : - Can there:be ani

' examp1¢ -found in.the whole. courfc;of iy

i'cad.ing of a.mdn fo ffever‘ély punifhed for

adts of fuch doubtful® criminality ?  Has
Mr. Haftings injured. his. country.? Has he
‘betrayed her intereft ? Has hef-by: mifma~
nagemerit loft her provinces ¢ His greatelt
enemies acquit him of  all thefe things.

‘What is it, then, that they do lay to his

charge ! Why, they fay, that in his zeal to-

defend the "country committed to his care,
he taxed. a ‘zemindar, who his accufers
think {)ught not to have been téxed‘without
fome higher authority ;. that he advifed the
Nabob of Oude to take from his unnaturak

mother certain fums of money, his pater-

“nal inheritance, of which 1he had deﬁ'auded ,

him. Thefe are the acs which are. hreld.
up to this Country,' now reaping the.moft
{olid .and fnbf’tantial_ benefits fro'm\them,?va‘s
ccrimes. of - the blackeft dye and of: inexpis

| able

[ 131

able - guilt. . Perhaps  fome. peoplé: who
' read this; will fufpe me of having taken
the - fame:liberty in extenuating; ‘as' Mr. -

Haftings’s accufers have donein aggravatmg-

his guilt. ‘But this is not the Cafe.. .In,the

Elucidation before ~a11udédl to, .I gave all the

arguments of his accufers their full ‘tw"eightpi;
I abridged them of nothing but their harth

epithets. And here T hope I fhall be par-

doned, if T hazard a'fufpicion of 'my ownj
namely, that the length of the {peeches, the

profufion of epithets; the eccentric deviatioﬁs

from the fubje&,jaﬂd the rhetorical diefs of
the accufations, were artfully intended to in~

~ flame the paffions, and bewilder the under-

flandings of the hearers. "My reafon for

thinking that confufion was ftudied more -
than - elucidation, is this : I {carcely ever

. converfed with any one man, who, though

he had conftantly attended the tridl, under-

{tood the principal points whicli were at

iflue between. the accufers. and accufed.

The only thmgs which feemed to imprefs
upon

T
= e e

ey T
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.upen ‘the mmds of ithe audlence, were thc

ﬁrong terms of “abufe,” fich - as’ Captam
General of ¢ In1qu1ty, T yrant, @ppreﬂbr,

Murderer, -and " {o- fotth.” Every one faid,
that ' Mr. Ha{hncrs muft “have donie fome-,
thing very bad, or fuch eplthets would not

have been ufed
- “The alldf,ence,' W‘héfdfin'ed thefe h‘ciﬁy
eoncluﬁons, did not recolle@ that the fame

| voices. which exclauned arrami’c Mr. Ha-
flings, have in the very fame manner, and
in almoft the very fame words, exclaimed as-

loud againft the Minifters of this Country.

Venality; Corruption, Ruin, and Impeach-

ment, have been echoed and re-echoed in

the, Chapel “of St. 'Steph'en’ Without PI'O‘}

ducing any effet upon the people without

doors. - It  may be aiked, ‘why did the
 fpeeches of the fame men produce fo much
more - effe ag‘ai.hf’c‘ -the minifter of India;
than agaiift a minifter of . England? The
xeafon is - plain and obvious.” In the latter

3 : cafe,

e St S gy

o
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cafe, the {cene of aGion “was: near arid epen

to. the eye of - every obferver ;3 -the know=
ledoe and experierice . of - every. individual
gave the lye: to faltious: declamatlon, and,
ﬁ&ltlous.,.,g.nevances. ~But_ in :the former
cafe; the. fcene of aétion was too 1emote,

both in time and place,- forthe people to

exercife their own judgment.  They were

obliged to fee with the eyes of other men,
and take the, accufations upon the credit of
- the accufers : the voice of denial was borne

down by the charge of participancy of

“.guilt ;- ocular demonftration could not be

‘h_}ad in one cafe, as in the other; add to this,

there -is a natural propenfity in the human
mind to the believing of .marvellous nar-

rations, which concern a remote period, or.a -

"di’ﬁ’ant_ country, and to the doubting of facs
which happened lately, or very near us.

Why this propenfity exifts in defiance of

~reafori and common fenfe, I know. not;. but

every one who examines the C‘ondu& of
mankmd in all ages, muft {ybfcribe to the
t_ruthe
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nuth of the obfervation, . T, _r_]afga}_‘ﬁgqgg

prefumpuon, of guile. againft Mr. Haftings,

his fortune was reprefented as enormouﬂy -

......

large. 'The ﬁrﬁ idea that- fprmo“s up in thc |
mind’ of every one upon hearing -of large

and rapid acquifitions, is, that the means

were unjuftifiable.  And. we. readily give

- a man, credit for the will, as {foon as we are
affured that he was pofleft of the power.

“For this reafon alone, the defence of a man

accufed of peculation becomes extremely

difficult. 'The objeét of accufation has to

.combat the natural prejudice of the mind.

Experience fhows us, ‘that by much the

.greater part of mankind are not proof againft

temptation, and unlefs any individual has

~ eftablifhed the moft unequivocal charager -
for felf-denial, we are apt t(‘)\-fuf‘pe&, that
he did not let {lip any opportunity of im=-
"provmcr his owh circumftances. Some .
“people, who are zealous fupporters of the
"dignity of human. nature, may deny what
I have now remarked ;  butif it be not true,

I cannot

'[‘ 17 ]

1 cannot account for the ready credit which

s venerally given to dccufition, and denied

to the affertions of mnocence. Tdo'not fay;
that thlS preference is' univerfal'in all cafes,
but I' think the rule holds without : an exs
ception, - when the -accufation ' doncerns
thofe things to which men are ‘naturally
impelled by the force of paffions. ~ Such,
for example, are mtrlcues by young men for
the poﬁeﬂion of women ; and by men of' a
more advanced “age for the poﬁefﬁon of
wealth and power. 1 fhall not enter into 2
d1fcuiﬁon of Mr. Haﬁmgs 8 fortune, nor of
the means by which he acqulred it, I fhal-l,
content myfelf with fay1 , that one of his

former co]leacrues in ofﬁce, and who muft

be beft able tojudge of the means, exprefles
his woﬁde’r, not at the magnitude',’ but at
the fmallnefs of Mr. Haftings’s fortune, al-
ledging, that his ‘falary, properly managed,
muft have accumulated a much larger fum -

thin heis fappofed to be pofleffed of.

D. ‘ We
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an officer of high rank in his Majeﬁy s fer-
vice, who had: commanded armies in- thc
fields of Indoﬁan, ‘who was perfonally un-
acquainted with Mr. Haftings, delivering
his fentiments of that gentleman ; he faid;

that the enemies of ‘the Company in India

bore the moft honourable teftimony to Mr.

. ° oqe o e ".
Haftings’s ability, as a governor and a poli-

tician ; that the people whom he wasaccufed

of having oppreft, were extravagant in their

praife of his juftice and moderation ; that the -

‘country was more or lefs profperous and
flourifhing, in proportion vto, the greater or
lefs extent of Mr. Haﬁi’ngs"s‘ influence 3
that Bengal, which was immediately under
his eye, was of all other .proyi‘n'ccs the moft
happy and produ&ive. But how, as we
‘are told by the fame papers, was this evi-
dence treated?! I7 dwas called an Arfaéiaﬂ
I\Tigbz"s Entertainment. In the fame man-
ner, the petitions of that very people, whofo
iufTermos are held up to the world as the

gr ound

[ 19 1

-ground of this impeachment, have- been

wreated by the . fame authority. The na-

tives, inftead of praying for J_uﬁlcqagamﬁ:

Mr. Haftings, f{upplicate juftice and mercy
for him.. They deny having fuffered under
the govérﬁment of Mr. Haftings ; buthow
were their teftimonials and petitions an-
fv‘Vered?,‘Thc,late chief Manager ;,to'ld_j the
that - thefe teftimonials fhould be
the firft evidence he would call to

Court,
among
fupport his own allegations, and in proof of
Mr. Haftings’s oppreffion. . The prefump-

‘tion of innocence was fufpended by the cu-

riofity which was excited in every one’s
mind, by the boldnefs of the prorﬁifed ex-
traordinary conclufions ; but the evidence of
the teftimonials was never called for, and
they were, or feem to be, wholly forgotten.
I muft not omit one particular part of the
{peech which accompanied this promife,
and which was, if poffible, ftill bolder than
the promife itfelf. |

D2 "fhe
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 TheCoutt was defired to ¢ confider thofe

¢ who figned the teftimonials as people ‘who
¢ gre forced to mix their praifes with their
~ ¢¢-groans, ~‘fo'r¢ed to ~ﬁgn_ with - their -hands
¢¢“that had been in torture while yet warm
s¢ with thumbfcrews upon them, forced to

¢ fign his praifes, and that, it was 'hoped;

¢ would give their Lordfhips a full and fatis--

¢ fa&ory proof of the miferies of thefe poor
¢ people.” T think I may fafely affirm, that
in all the annals of oratory, both ancient and
modern, there never appeared a bolder figure,
or a more extravagant hyperbole. Could the
author of fuch words think fo meanly of his
judges,as toflatterhimfelf that fuch affertions,
which carried, not improbability, but abfo-
lute impoffibility on the face of them, could

impofe upon their weaknefs and credulity ?

No, he knew better ; but he hoped that it

would keep alive the public clamour which
wasdyingaway with refpect to Mr. Haftings,
‘and beginning to rife up againft himfelf.

He

[ 2r ] |
He knew that Mr.- Haftings had not _the
fmalleft influence or controul over the na-
tives of India; and that the very circum-
ftance of the teftimonials having beei tranf-
mitted home publicly by Lord Cornwallis,

was an undeniable proof of their authenti-

city. Had there been a fufpicion of: their

having ‘been obtained by compulfion, influ-
e‘ncé, or folicitation, it would have been an
caly matteér to have inquired into the fa&s.
There has been “abundant time for doing

as ‘two years have elapfed fince they ar-

-tived in Englind. No attempt has been

made to controvert their authenticity; ‘and
why? Becaufe no man, not even’the chief

manager himfelf, ‘ever ferioufly - doubted

gt Upon - this fubje& 1 have but one

. thing more to remark, whichis, thatthere

néver ‘exifted an inftance previous to this,
of ‘profecuting a man for an ~~,injury,‘ the
perpetration of which was denied by:thofe
who alone-had the means of knowing, and

x .o 0 o affirmed

b}
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’afﬁrmed by thofe enly- whohad not the
means of knowmg

But the quotations 1 héve already made,
are but a fmall ‘part of the contraditions

'whlch have arifen in the courfe of thlS im-

We® ﬁnd that the laft Houfe
of Commons voted two refolutions perfe&ly

peachment.

in oppofition to each other, with refpect to

the ftate of the province of Bendal To

criminate Mr. Haftings, and to make him.

appear as an oppreflive tyrant, Bengal was
‘ v{)tcd to be depopulated and .rui‘ned;

eftablifh the credit of the Eaft India Com-
Pany, the fame country was voted to be
The laft

Houfe of Commons was frequently remind-

rich, flourifhing, and produgtive.

ed of thefe irreconcilable refolutions. -Every

member faw and felt it, but not one at-

tempted to deny or juftify the fat : it was

too plain for denial, and it was too grofs for

Ju{’aﬁcatlon° the reproach was heard with

conftious filence and aﬁ'cé’catmn of con-
teropt.

R
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tempt. Tt was: ﬁated among other thmgs in
a newfpaper, and the paracraph was- con-
ftrued into a libel upon the Houfe of Com-
mons. -The author, whom the mens con-
Joia recti had induced to affix his name to
it, was punifhed ; but upon what grounds ?
Not for pubhﬂnnc an’ untruth but for vio-
~Other
offences of a fimilar nature, attended with

lating the privilege of ‘Parliament;

‘more aggravating circumftances, had been
committed by other men, “and were pafled
over without punithment, and almoft with=
The merﬁbéri who had been
announced his intention of

out notice.
thus - treated,
bringing forward a motion with rcfpeé't to
the contrad1&ory refolutions above mention-.
ed. A day was appointed, but before that
day came, every engine was fet to work to
prevent its coming' forward, or to render it
abortive. He was prevailed upon to aban-
don the motion, for which he has been
Juﬁly condemned both by his friends and
g:nermes« - “Fhe - previous -queftion ‘might
have
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have Heen mioved to prevent the diféuffion;
bu_gfhg:v&:f{jr. thrinking ffo‘m‘-'»»}exami‘ﬂfé_tidﬁi-i
would ‘have eftablithed the fad : but: the"
fa& cannot -ftand in need of -any: eftablifh-

ment, for any man by turning to the charges:

voted againft Mr. Haftings, and to the re--.
folutions of the Houfe of ?Cf@m:?mo’tflgsi"‘: upon’
the opening of the'India budget, may-cons'-
vince himfelf of - the truth of what hasbeen

aflerted.  “The price of -India,  ftock - rofe.
two per cent. upon the.credit given' to the
laft refolution, -but I cannot fay that it fell
upon ‘the credit of the former. 'The ill
confequence of’ abandoning the - motion
abQVe mentioned is now felt, for: wg have

heard this parliamentary cenfure -made ufe

of ‘to.prove that no fuch. contradiCtions ex~

ifted. -

A country gentleman is faid to. have

4 thefe apparent contradiGions in the
urged thefe apparent ¢

votes of the laft-Foufe of Commons conr -

cem‘mv India; as the orxound of- th chan-

ome
Oll’l

[ 25 ]
omcr ‘his fentlments i’ 1egaxd to the mierit of

the 1mpeachment. Bur how weré “thefe

arvuments treated > He ‘was told ‘that they v

had been fcouim’ as often as they had" ‘been
ufed‘ by a gentleman’ who was- ultlmately
pumfhed for the publication of them.  The

- word ﬁoutzng brings' to-my 1ecolle€’cion a
c:onmmndmor ofﬁcer in Indla, ‘who always ,

made it a rule in controverfy, to feour the -

“This T
take to be the cafe of the o"entleman in quef

argument “he could not anfwer.

tion, Who has courage’ enough to fcozzt but
not to deny the truth of the arguments
urged againft him. s it reafonable to {up-~
pofe, that had the facts been untrue or

mxsﬁated not one perfon Would thmk it

worth his while'to deny them “There1 is no
man whoft mode of reafoning “fﬁfpe‘é"c fo
much, as that of the late chief Manaoer of
the impeichment; and the orounds of my
fufpxclon {o peculiarly attached to hlm, are, '
that I {tarcely ever read three paO"es of hls‘
writing, or heard him fpeak for ten minutes’
' E | at
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at 3 time, wrthout dlfcovermg fome fall;xcy ¢
ox other. The vaﬁ ﬂow of words Wthh hc | ': A queﬁlon WIH foon be 301tated Whe‘

1S maﬁ;er of and the thrck nch dreﬁes

Wthh the wardrobe of hls 1magmatron can

B t:her the proceedmors fhall be renewed or difs aE

contmued The arguments m favour of

renovatron or eonunuance are prmcxpally
thefe T R '

furmfh at a mornents Warmng, | enable

him to conceal the greateft deformmes, and

g flfh d and abfurdity. th -
to. give fallehood and ablurdity. the appear 1. It muﬁ be for the advantaore of Mr.

Haﬁmcrs that the tual fhould proceed be-
caufe, without an acquittal, his charaé’cer

anc:e of truth and reafon._ 1 1ead hls late
pamphlet 'Wlth the rnoﬁ‘. Jealous eye, and

though my Judcrement Was fometrmes daz-

will de f nd t ﬁ ty n t {fuch

zled with the fplendour of h1s dléhon on 11 clee , 0 Pot ez ,f’ 0 bm uch fair
u uo*ht. _ - h 3

the ﬁrﬁ: readm drfcovered a plentlful 1 COQ rs as it oug »\0-' 0, 1L he be nnocent

cro f falfe pre 1fes and unjuft conclufions - N L o
P2 prem b © % 2. 'That the prefent Houfe of Commons
upon the fecond T . . T
is ‘in honour, if not in law, bound by the
Having faid thus much concerning the | refolurrons of the laft
nature of. the. lmpeachrnent, as it ﬁood in -
the laﬁ Parhament, chleﬁy for the fake of

thofe Who, not having read What I formerly

3. 'That to fuffer crimes of notoriety and
enormity to efcape without punifhment,

‘ Would lower the dwmty of the Bumfh
wrote on. that {ubje&, may happen to pe— ! Pl N e E d.
; ar iament in the eyes of all Europe; an
: rufe thls, I fhall now make fome obferva- i ] 5}’1 pe i
! in the o 1n1ons of the native princes and in-
tlons on the prefent ﬁace of thrs ﬂow and \ P P
R 1 habitants of Indo{‘can, it. would amount to

artfully embarraﬂ'ed profecutlon._ -
o A que f..' a denial or failure of juftice.

3 R o | | R » " Ea 4. That
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L 4. That Mr. Haftings’s. efcape by the

diffolution, -of -Pailizmient :would-prove. an

. encouragement -to future offénders.toi{pin
out theirtrials by procraftination and delay,
o as to extend them - beyond the hfe sof

one Palhament.

5. That to difcontinue =the?;;pieoc§eain;gél

on acoount of paft. delays, and the proba-
bility of ‘future, would be to" reflect on:the

conduét of the late Managers.

\

6. That fri@ juftice ought t6-be done, let

- the difficulties be ever fo many or. fo great,
~and let the confequences be what they may :

sz‘ ]z_tﬁ‘ma, riat cw[um.

TR

 Thefe are the pfin,ﬁ:ipal -reafons I -have; yet

- heard urged in favour of renovating or con-

_mine them one by one in' the orderin which

- Lhave fet them down,

In

I thall now exa:

- own nature, unattamable.

[ 29 1

+Infegard to the firft, I readily.agree that

it would be for the intereft of Mr, Haflings
that -the trial thould- go .on ;. but:there are
certain prowfos requifite, thhout ‘which it

muft be an 1rreparable injury.. Thefe pros -

Thc firft

reqmﬁte is, that there thould ‘be a moral

vifos are I fear, unattamable. )

certainty, or, at leaft, a very ﬁronO* proba-

- bility of the trial’s: endmO' in the fpace of

one Seflion of -Parhament. ThlS is,-in’ its
It would, dero-

gate from the dmnty of both Houfes, to

enter into 3 compromife with a prifoner at

the bar. It is alfo inco‘mp’atiblé with the

very nature of fupxeme Courts.of crlmlnal- "

Juﬁlce, to fix limitations to the number of
charges, and to fet:bounds to their own gus
thority. The only poffible method of thort-
ening the duration of I.mp@a(':hmentsf',‘ with-
out infringing on fhc',rights .of one Houfe
or the other, would be, by an exefcife.of the
royal prerogative, to keep the Parliament
fitting, without any prorogation, till the

- trial

‘‘‘‘‘
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trlal fhould be ended But Mr. Hafhn 0’3 1s

not of cOnfequence enouvh to expe& fuch

an’ exertlon n hls favour, He has no

nrrht to’ hope that all pubho bufinefs Ihould

he fufpended “and his cafe to be the only. |

fubjeé’t of Parlxamentary attentron. The

Lords have hltherto avmded ﬁttlncr in Weﬁ- | |

mmﬁer Hall during the fevereft part of the

‘wmter, for thelr health S fake; and in the
{pring, which is-the only feafon that has

been devoted to this trial, they have not

leifure to fit more than' two or three days

‘at farthef’c in ‘a week. The expenence of

three years proves that twenty—three days,
on an average, are the moft that can be given
to Wef’tmmf’cer Hall in one feffion ; for in
three years ‘the Lords have fat Juﬁ fixty-

nine days. Arcumor from What has been,.

‘to what muft be, we may fairly conclude,.

that more than the number above mention~

ed. cannot be allotted to this trial for the

three years to come.  In eftimating the pro«-
bable duration of the trial, Fihall not fol-

low

[ 3t 1

[}
low the example of a gentleman, who made

| 1t appear that upon the prefent fyﬂzem, it

could not end in lefs than forty years. |

But I Wlll take What I have heard for

granted namely, that the late Managers, if 1 re-
ele&ed Would abandon all the remammc ar—

| trcles, except one, namely, that of contra&s.‘
We all faw that the laﬁ charoe, v1z. that of

ptefents, occup1ed the fpace of two Seﬁions

6f Parliament in the profecutlon only Now “
the charge of contraé’ts is in its own nature',

, eapable of much more amphﬁcatron than‘

that of prefents. The latter divided 1tfelf

into only two heads, that of avowed and

that

% Tlns gentleman s calculatxon was founded upon,

falfe premifes. The true way of calculating the
~trial’s duration by analogy,‘is this: the firft two

charges wers got through by the profecutors in one.

feffion ; the next article has taken up two. years, and

we may reafonably allow the fame time' for ‘the' next;’

which will make up four years for the fecond.pair of: -

arttcles. Here we dtfcover the ratao of mcreaﬁng3
- :  retar-

-

ARt |

TEm

e sy
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that of concealed prefents ; but-the former_

[ 331

Ution, é‘ muﬂ: be ev1dent to every one who

‘w111 refolve 1tfe1f into four heads, there; be- | ) ,conﬁders that it" will b neceﬂéry to exa—
) ing’ that number of contraé’rs to. be: 1nqu1red,~ © mifié the pmce of thé articles contraé’ced for,
‘ o mto. There W111 confequently be.a much\, L by Way of' afcertammcr the proﬁts of the
A wrder ﬁeld open for ev1dence and declama-; . o contraé’cs. Tt will lead alfo to an 1nqu1ry |
IR ', B I R PETRETES LTS ‘mto the charaé’cers and refponﬁblhty of the
retzirdatwn, or thch is the fame thmg, the dccreafb: .

. ﬁxccefsful and drfappomted candrdates, 1n or- .
h of veloc1ty "But we ﬁnd the ratio to be in geometrr-, J

v el progreﬂion, that is, every pair of articles’ requires. dcr to ﬂ‘lOW Why 2 P referen ce was, or fhould |

four times:as many. years to be got through as their ' ; have been 0‘1ven tO the propofals Of thlS
3 muned1ate predeceﬁ'ors did ;. this being fettled and the: ‘ ' BRSSO IR T UK SO | R T

it ~ ruleeftablithed, the calculation, flands thus ; “There f .
: e twenty, or ten Pm of articles in-the whole. N to trace the hli’rory of former contra&s, and

- . . o | to Thow the cuﬁoms and ufage of crovern-
1ft Parr_ of Articles, 1 Year. [

E: , 24 Ditto — — 4 Ditto. - ment in like cafes, and to compare the whole
;; :

o 3d Ditto = — 16  Ditto. | with the orders from the diretion at home.
i . Ath '“D..tt C e e B4 Ditto. . ]
aid Tato o b4 Do ‘ Athoufand other drfﬁcultles Wlll occur Whlch

5 sth™ Ditto =~ — 256 Ditto. : ; i B |
i - "6th Ditto — -— 1024  Ditto. I I have not time to pomt out, nor the ab111ty
it ~7th Ditto 4096 - Ditto. : ' to forefee. Every one Who has heard ¢ or read
8th Ditto — 16384 . Ditto. , i :
i ~ oth Ditto  — ‘65536  Ditto. =~ . the fpeeches of the late chlef ManaO‘er, and
g zoth- Ditto = 262144 Do, T | 'fome of his aﬂoc:1ates, knows, that elther
Lo e ?I"«ta!" 349525 Years for th@ Profe* of them can {peak four or five days upon :

~———. cution cnly.

Tlns may appear lautrhable, but T infift upon: Cits© the n Oﬁ mﬂmc fubje& We. are; all e

: . being . the faiteft caleulation yet-made, if weare: to_:f: S A tam of - therr powers, and What reafon have "

on.b .

" reaf naY: analogy Yt they ever O‘IVGH us to fufpe& thexr mclma—
tlon“ ' e

- ~ tlons } Two years would not finith the plo»

I iecunon
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fecution upon this one arucle of contradlts,
even 1f the future Manacrers fhould be more: |
| oeconomrcal of therr oratory than therr pre-I,
decef or s After thrs muﬁ: come the defence;
of four charores, Whrch on the def'endant s
ﬁde, may take three or four years more, and

' thls defence muf’t be follovved by a rephcatron _

Whrch erl r equrre a ycar or two more at leaf’c
Thefe efhmates taken tooether amount to

a crreater Iength of trme than Mr. Haﬁrngs
can"afford to fpend from a life already fo

far advanced under the torture of hopelefs}

per fecutron.

Another provrfo is alfo requrﬁte to make
1t a deﬁrable thrno for Mr. Haﬁmgs that the
trial fhould proceed :
and accufed fhould be nearer upon a footing
av_t_v'th:e'fbar of the Houfe of Lords, than the

Commons‘ feem'willino to admit} | It is in

:vam for a Lord Chancellor or a Hro‘h SteW-k
‘ard to tell the prrfoner to be of orood Cheer

and not to fuffer depreﬁion from the Wewht
of his accufers, if the defendants and profe-

cutors

vrz;. that the accu{'ers,

-

[ 35 1
cutors are not 1nt1tled to the fame 1ndulven-
ces from the Court. The very do&rme of
Lex et Coz%zetua’a r

to drfcourace any prlfoner from placmo

arlzamem‘z 1<s fufﬁcrent

much conﬁdence in hrs own defence.- For
what is thrs Lex ez‘ C’onfueiua’o Parlzamentz
but a rwht clalmed by the Commons to fet-

tle their own prrvrlecres, not m a ﬁxed and "

nvarrable code made for creneral purpofes,
but according as occaﬁons may arife? The
judges Would not take upon them to de-'
clare What were the privileges of Parhament,
but left each Houfe to fettle their own. But

even this power of fixing their own privi-

1ecres would not be o dangerous to the {ub- -

Je& if they were {o fettled and reduced to

- # The deﬁnition of this law and cuftom, accord-

to Vaughan, who was a firong advocate for it in the
the cafe of Lord Clarendon, is, Lex ab omnibus quee-
tenda, a multis ignorata et @ paucis cognila. If for
paucis We. read nemine; the definition is admirable.
But 1 apprehend that paucis fignifies the leaders of
‘the prevulmg party in the Houfe of Comnons, and,
if fo, the true meaning of Lex et C'onfuetudo Parlia-
mqntz\rs, ‘the privilege of making pnyrl__eges.

F 2 S writing
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wutmv as to ena,ble apy man. to fay, ‘Thus

far Parhamem may.go and no farther. Un-_ .

lefs the obleét of accufanon could. difcover _

the ne p/u,v ultra of - the power of his accu-
fers, the conteft Wlth fucn a body is . like:

fe.ncmcr Wlthout a fo11 or ﬁOhtmO' anout .

a fword w1th an expenenced f*la»'-laton I

beheve there is no u‘f’canee of an acqnntal :

‘upon 2 Parhame*xtary 1mpeachmcnt, and if.

there i, I-cannot call it to m;nd ar thls mo-

ment. There are many mﬁances of impeach- -

ments 1nconﬁderately unaexta,k en and dif-

c_ontmu.ed_ upon various. pretexts, a‘nd {orae
Cafes _Where. -impeachments have epved in

bllls of. attalnder. But. 1f a r)r}foner were.

, acqultted the Commons may impeacis agdin..

bhould any Houfe of Commons ever confi- -
feated by an 1nd1v1dual they may renew and _
perfevere in their plofecutlons ull they have.

cruihed hxm to, atoms. Let the. reader ré-

ﬂeé’c foL a moment on the 1nequal1ty of the

contef’c between the Houfe of Commons 'md
an Ind1v1dua1 Twenty Mana@ers of fele&

abi-

[37]

ab111t1es, a1ded by a number of common and'
cwrl lavvyers, oppofedto a prifoner: and three.
counfel ~The former;;n\{e;ﬁed Wl,t;h; ;powers;‘
to call for what papers they pleafe, to fend

for- and examine what witnefles they think.

proper, -and to make ufe of the pubhc purfe

for defraying the: expences of the profecu--‘-

tion. The prifoner has. none of thefe. adw

vantages.. I could enumerate many more.
on the ,ﬁ‘de- of the profecutors; but. they~
are {o obvious to-every one that reﬁeé’cs, that
it were a.lofs of time to doit. It has been:
afked, what are Mr. Haftings’s withes on-

this fubje&:, and why do not his friends. .
come forward upon the occafion ? In my
opinion, it matters very little what he Wiﬂms ‘
or defires. The votes of the Houfe of
) Commons ou‘ght not to be ‘influenced- by

conﬁdefations of this natute. Thofe'm'emé ’
bers who' think ‘him guilty of fuch crimes-
as deferve everlafting punithmernt, who |
think him deferving, not-only what he has™

{uffered,” but all that-ingenuity .can make
h1m *I'uﬂ'er, will and- ought to vote for the

reno-

TR T BT T
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renovatlon or conunuance of the pxofc-
cutlon. “But thofe who think ‘him' o‘ullty
of no crime, or tht his paf’c fuffermovs have

more’ than" explated his” oﬁ"ences, tocether

| ~with thofe who thmk it mcompauble with

the genius and’ fpmt of the Britith Iaws,
that, a-man. thould: be upon trial. for his

whole life, will, doubtlefs, vote againft it. 1
do not- know what Mr. Haﬁmcrs s wdhes

are’ upon this queftion ; I have heard him

fay, that no-man thould know his’ fenti-

ents, a - refolutxon wifely adopted and
which he fhould have: adopted four years
aco. ~ After the Commons had ]oaded their
]oumals with criminal allecratlons againft
hnn, he By his friends expreﬁ'ed a with to
be 1mpeached, in order that he rnlofht have

an’ oppottunity of’ anfwermo the accufation.

thtle did he think at ‘that time, that {o far

from obtaining the objet of his withes, he

was: {upplicating his own mifery and de-

fira@ion. Let him, however, benefit from

e‘xpe'riénce, and take care how he becomes

acceffary to his own injuries,

1 With

L o3 ]"

-With regard to the retrieval .of chara&ter

by acqulttal I can only ﬁty that Vit fumma,
brews, ﬁbem nos wvetat inchoare lmgczm. The. |
profpeé’c 1s too dlﬁant for the moft fanguine

hope, even if it were refolved to let him-

enter. 1mmed1ately on his - defence.k B [

Would then be a work of thrce years, at the

very lchf’c computation.

I know that fome people will ﬁy‘, that-

I have over-rated the time, but I muft dgain.

appeal to experience as the foundation. of

probability. Let us recolle, that the late.

Managers {pent twenty days in rhaking fine
{peeches, and eleven days in debating upon
the admiffibility of evidence. The fubjeds
for dilatation” will be more in nﬁmbef,
and more ample in fubﬁance than thofe
that have already occurred - So thh time
has elapfed fince the fpeeches were made, .
that the impreflions are nearly eﬂ:déed,, and.

will, confequently require to be made anew.:

. There will beall the charaers of the defen-.

dants witneffes to be cut up, and then‘ tefti-

mony
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fioiy'to’be irivalidateds abid explained aisyss

’Thd Apeechesof - “Mii (Haftings’s: counfel;

which: will'doubtlefs be very' Tonggturiyfl-be:
dtifweredy i A Varietya of gircumftanesiwilli

” ,anfextoxoc:Caﬁmnsdelay 3 - dircumiftarices which:

canhot -be :forefeen or: prevented‘f As,mény |

 orithore) if the: Marmgels are forinclimedy

imay “be ~defignedly: “cfeated: At the fater
of - twenty-three - days: for' one Aeffion, sall*
thefe thmgs cannot be: accomph(hed 1n lefs
thanthree or four years. - Tamnot. confcicust
dfil having ufed any: exaggeration; and I do-
defyt arly perfon to- impeach the probability
of "hiyif‘pfedi’&iOﬁs or the juftice of my’eon-:
clufions: - It- may-be faid; for T have heard’
it faid; -that .the- Houfe of Commmons - will:
take care-that no{uch delays thall-happen in:
futare. ‘Butgreat -and powerfulas that Houfe:
ig, ~theyare not equal to the- tafk.“When'
thieslate’ chief- Manager: and - his - colleagues:
e 7i"é,-aia‘pointééi',‘.f ‘what~ power- upmi?‘:ez&thg
cani>puit-the . bridle upon: theit tongues;:10r
limicithe dengthe of: -their: {peeches:i. i "Fhere.

fhuft be in the-condu&ing of flate trials fo-

much

- much. lefi:to.the Managers; . that. they may
~ theypleafe: .:,.;:tThere"‘ is . no remedy .bu_t:_z,tha.t.'
~ to:an. ann1h11at10n of the proceedings, -or at

: obfervanons Wh1ch the Iate chlef Manager,

[ o4 ]

protradkand: procraftinate juft -as. much as

of changing: them; and:that would amount
leaft to a, dlfcontmuance of the {uits The |

made upon: the reproof given h1m by the

then Houfe of Commuons f01 charging Mr.
Haf’cmo*s Wlth the death of Nundcomar, are

frefh in the memories of all Who heard hlrn.

‘Under. thefe circumftances, Mr. Haftings

cannot with (at leaft I {hould thinkfo_) for

a renovation of . the proceedings. In regard
to his chara&ter, he muft leave it to the can-~
dour of pofterity, who having no perfonal
refentment againft him, no danger to appre-.
hend from his acquittal,  may be inclined to

think (what moft difinterefted people do gt

prefent) that the written teftimonials of the

. natives overwhom heprefided, with refpet to

his moderation and.juftice, and the evidence

1o i : ,'_and
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and admlﬂion of h1s enem1es W1th 1efpe€’t to

has fervmes, are a full refutatlon or oraton— 3

cal abufe, and 1111bera1 ﬁuched mveé’nve.

The charaé’cor of h1s chzef accufer, hlorh as

1t may ﬁand for o‘reat talents and hterary ac-’

comph{hments, W111 welgh not very heavy
in the fcale of popular op1n1on, When OP"
pofed to the plam afhrmatmn of knowledo*e
and integrity. 1t will be remembered that
he who contladlé‘ced the tei’nmomals of
thouﬁnds in favour of that governor ge-
neral Whom they venerated and adored,

had eﬂ‘rontery enough to contradl& the oral
teﬁlmony of millions groaning under the
'oppreﬁion of an arbitrary government. It
w111 be remembered, that he who ralfed
h1s voice to the utmoft pxtch for the liberty

of Ameuca, employed his prof’cxtuted pen

for th‘e‘ euﬂavm o of another kznovdom‘ Bio- -

maphexs will pubh{h the h1{’cory and anec-
dotes of his life; and i in compauncr his ora~
tions and writings with each other, they
wm be ftruck with the glaring -contradic-

tions
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nons and abfurdltles of hlS vanous tenets

and oplmons. Poﬁeuty W111 fee m hlS cha-

ra&er little to commend much to admlre, |
but mﬁmtely more to lament aud reprobate. |

From the afperﬁons of fuch men there is

l1ttle to applehend on account of' future re-

kputatxon. It is, however a fenous evxl to

haVe fuch a mafq of cnmmatmcr matter,

Wherem there is httle 1ntelhorlble, exeept

.the terms of abufe, 1eft ﬁandan‘ againft an.

accufed perfon on. the Journals of the Lords,

without an -anfwer or attempt at refutation,.

But' great as- this evil may be, it is {hlla
greatet to be fixed to the bar for life, with~

“out a gleam of hope, or the moft diftant

Rl‘ofpe& of conclufion.

The next reafon for eonunuance -is,

hat the prefent Houfe of Commons is in

_honour, though- not in law, bound by the

- refolutxons of . the 1aﬁ
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: eI be e pou ghite make 2 pathetict {titatesy ard the ainéxfdment of: Eery rror' g
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o e e T S T

et St

T MR e Y

LAY

s

nO' hlS heu‘s tof 0“0 on. Wlth a law: ﬁut Whlch-;
h_p hlmfelf had. undeltaken for fome-capri=

cious 1

mueh mclmed to thmk, that as. foon as: l:h67

ht:wlous father Was mtened moﬁ people_"
Would adv1fe the hen' 10 examine ‘well: the’

vrounds of htwatlon, and unlefsthere were::
more ;Welghty reafons - for continuing - than';
’abaiidoniné the profecution; - to Jet it, drop: -
lmmedlately upon-the father 'S death I think:
no’ ratxonal bemor would carry ‘his ideas ‘of:
filial obedience to the requeft of a dying
father, {o far as to violate the firft precepts ',t
and mjun&mns of Chufhamty ‘But.a cam--
panfon of this kind is no ways applicable:ta: :
the cafe. of a diffolved and a ficceeding pars: -
_ hament. If the latter were ' bound::in :the: -
_ fmalleﬁ deoree by the votes.of ‘the former,
it Would pxevent thc, repeal of detumental--‘..

ﬁatute

afon or .other. . I am, however,;i

is: 1o abfrd, “that T would as foon’fét about_'»
~ a“ferious: demon{’tratlon of 'the' eXIf’cence of
light' and-darkniefs, as undértike’s ref'uta‘:"on :
of fo palpable an’ abfurdxty T ﬂmuld fup-
pofc, .that the Gentleman Thave' often allu-%
ded -tb, +in his wildeft and moft” eccentmc -
flights," would not: maintain {o abfurd a pro-

pofition, ‘ as-that a- fucceedmcr Parliament is

bound, eith er»'by henour-or ‘laW‘,- to accede to
the votes -of their -predeceflors.  Certainly

the former ouvgh t to-examine before théy re<

je&, “in -the ' fame - manner - aé’f they’ "fafiéf'y'?
themfelves -of the _inexPédi‘ency of a'‘ftatute -
before they repeal ‘it. * The - laf’c Houfe* 6f

Commoris-are 1iot ‘entitled to-ani’ extraordl—

nary degree’ of  credit ; for that" they did -
- votercontradiions, is clear beyond a doubt. |
The:prefent Houfe; wheii the Indla‘»rm'mﬁer‘

brings forward his budget, will, probibly,
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pgﬁuo,nse,; ,.T,h,eyfwxll«votc-;..;Indlas_to_.bc ina

next morning they may go into, Weﬁmxn-»

{ter Hall to tell the lords, that M. Ha{hnas
has ruined the provinces.of, Ben, gal and Ba-

flourithing flate in the evening,

’,har bcyond the _power, of reﬁoranon. | Many
fpecmus arguments may.. be made ufe, of to

=3

entrap unwary members into.a: behef that

having voted the exiftence or. dependence of
an impeachment, they are bound by honou;rf
and a juft regard to-confiftency to go on with
it.  But let it be remembered, that the right

and the expediency of - enforcing that right,

are as diftin&as two. propofitions can pof-

fibly ‘be-from each other., . In ;examiqing‘

* the queftion qu, expediehcy_’, the Houfe willy

probably, recolleét that the leaders of .the
two.parties, which then generally oppofed
each other, were divided in their opinions
with 'fefpe& to the points of criminality,
Both,agreed there was fomething criminal,
but.; What that- :('omethmor Was, they ccould

not
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not fettle among themfelves. Tt was ufged
as a reafon why the abftra&- queﬁio‘ﬁf"oﬁ *

- abatement or dependence of ah=’5’~iinpeachm‘ené

on a diffolution of Parliament, fhould be dif>

- cuffed feparately and without reference to the

partlcular cafe which gave rife to the- quef-

tion, that if that disjun&ive mode were not
adopted, it would be impoflible for pofterity
to know upon what bafis the refolution was
founded. The votes of fome might be in=
fluenced by one confideration, and fome by
another. ‘Some might vote againft farther
difcuffion from defpair of ever feeing the
trial ended. - Others from humanity tos
wards the prifoner; and others, becaufe: in
their opinions a diffolution of Parliament ex-

" Thefe af;gu- »

tinguithed -an impeaéhmént,-

- ments had defervedly much Wéight ; but it

1s to be lamented, that the fame obje'-&‘idné

had not- been made to that fweep‘ih&‘ vote,
which pafled upon the Benares article 3 for
i that mﬁance, ‘though 2 ‘majority - of
thxrty-mne agreed that there wis fomething

cr1mmal
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¢fiminal; in? one-allegation: or. ariothér; yet;
had th allegations: been. difcuffed-foparately;
th\_ejrjc :—S;vguldr_ not:have been a:majorityiinsifas,
Vour-of criminality in.any-oné point:orsalles
g@tipn,; ‘in-the "thk:; Jarticles i f.ﬁﬁ‘éi‘e\ 1S5

~ fearcely .a man living: whoferconduét;:even:
for-one day, ‘wou 1d. bear fuch. a {crutid Vioas

" M- ‘Haftings’s . has.;undergone - in"  this-
-impeachment.:.. You will fc.arcelysr;evenf find
a perfon 'who does” not- difgo.VCr . fomething
wrong in every tranfadion which he ana<

~ lizes and examines. - Suppofe the minifter:-

on a-late occafion had been compelled. to
lay before: the public the whole ptocefs.of

the convention ;- has any: pérfon d-doubt

‘but that the ingenuity .of his enemies would
‘have difcovered - fomething really or appas

rently. reprehenfible in-his:condu& 2 I -be-.

lieve it is-a maxim- that- admits of no dif~"

pute, that no minifter can hold his fituation
in. this ‘country longer than he can keepa
majority to {upport him in both: Houfes ;
and I.think it is equally clear, - that - no. mi~

I - , mﬁer
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nifter wolld:keep thit mdjority londgifhe
weteirobliged:ito ekpofe every trafifactiony |
Wiﬂha‘?ei]k_:’iisv?’oﬁdbfﬁ-‘iﬁzﬁ}t%’7‘7?572@1‘523;?5%6‘}51113‘1% |
inveftigation: ) ‘The; réafony of thisrisjothat
let arMirifter’s: conduct: be as ‘fﬁtéﬁﬁioﬁéﬂlfz‘

pura as,"thé  fow: upon the mmmtams,wu:\f

would: be’ eafy forithofe: who envyhis fitya
ation, to give his ations:fuch a colour arid”
hue, ‘as'muft unavoidably render him' unpo= -
pular; -and:.confequently.drivé-him from his -
place. ~'When'I confider how the enemies
of Mr. Haftings have had accefs to all his '
public::and: much of his private correfpon-:
dence, how they have ranfacked evefy‘» fes<.

cret abyfs and corner for matter to bring:

~againtt him, it is.really a miracle that they
have not:been able to find fomethinfr better -

to lay hold of; than any’ thmg they have yet :

urged acramﬁ him. R TR TS

LA Y

- H ' ‘ “

~#The reafons-which I have already: 'ﬂatéd,'.:-,{'
are sfufficient -of themfelves,: but-I could;:
bring many. more, -why the prefent. Houfe. -
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of Commdiis, before they determine to re-

comience the : profecution; - ‘{hould ‘accu-

rately examine: every -article-and dllegation.
;,I;f.;;thcyfhﬁf‘ft‘i;ly, adopt thema$ theit own, the
chief ‘I\’.[ah-ﬁfgét ‘may- at -a future period: tell

;,t_he;n,-f;as'{lae:‘?d'iélf their predeceflors, that the

mmpeach 1‘“151@112 “was as-fnuch-theirs” ds ‘his.

‘He might - confider- them- as ' anfwerable

for ‘every miftake that had crept-into the
articles. And, doubtlefs; they. would, be {o
in’ fair and'true conftrudion.: Tt.would be
founded foith to thé world, that . the adop-
don of the articles by the prefent Houfe of
Commons was an undeniable ’prqbf of their
cruth and importénCe; It would be ufed as

an’ ‘argument again{t the prifoner in- one

Houfe, and very pyo{nblyi at .fome - future
time amunﬁ thofe who adopted the refolu-

tions in another. It is very reafonable to

expecl, that'thofe who took an ative part in
- bringing’- this .impeachment forward, will
: ‘ufe\every argument, however fallacious,: to

~.p1ev111 with the prefent Houfe ‘to give it

thexr
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thc.ilaw}11.1,%aliﬁ€3d-{ﬁapplrQbati@n{;aud:}.aﬂOpt.ién-
But furely it is quite the revenfe with refpe&t
to;the new members, .and tosthofe who, gi-:
.thcr -voted againit. it, ot took:ng —a&ivef con-,
cern in.its. fuccefs; it would; be not ; conly.
an a&: of 1nJuﬁ1g:e to My Haﬁmos to adopt
the trial without examination,: but a breach .
of that duty which every reprefentative owes,
to his conﬁi;c:ue;;t& - -'The great ufe of chan=-
ging our reprefentatives, is to give the
people an . opportunity ¢f ‘rejudging. their
deputies, and of corre@ing the errors of their.
old reprefetatives, by {ubjeQing their ads.to.
the revifal and judgment of their new. - -

The thnd 1eafon for. the .continuance, eof
the: Impeachment is, . that lf crimes of fuch N
notoriety and enormity are fuffered to- efcape
unpunithed, -it. would Jower ithe  di gnity :0f
the . Britifhi; Rarliament -in s the - eyes- of.all
Europe 5 +and:in:the -opinions of the princes

and natives' of Indoftan, . it:would amount;ito

-3 denialoor fajlure: of juftice.:. . = .5

Hz With
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- With: refpe€t:to the diminution of ‘dignity '
in'the eyes of -all Europe; I'hdve this to rés
mark, that were'a queftion ftated abftradly,
can it becomme the di gnity of ‘an i‘fi'divi'dﬂah |
of :a.body corporate, or of -any: aflembly-of
péople whateves, ito carry ona criminal prow

fecution: againft' one ' man,: for: the fame

crime for {even yedrs or:longer? I think:

there could be but ene anfwer given to it, "

+“Wete another queftion’ ftated in the fame
abftra& way; docs it become-the dignity of
a-Prince, of a; Miniﬁry,' of a P:.nfli;{ment,‘ or
of any-ruling body, to:employ a fervant in

a high ftation, neceflarily invefted with’

iany difcrétionaty powers fof ‘a’ great fium-

BEF of years, and'after he has refighed his of~

figs, to bring him to trial for a&ions which'

his “{uperiors had - been'informed " of regu-
larly; and which shad: received! the javowed
approbation - of fome of - his: fuperiors, and

thie tacit implied-approbation:of all ? I think

there could not-be two anfwers given' to

this
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this queftion. . How then is it. poffiblé ‘that
the dignity - of Parliament Can‘.lfuffer:ftbyé the
abandoning of -fuch a profecution:: But:it
nmﬁ-‘reﬁeé}:--upo‘n the wif{dom: of ‘our ancef--
tors in the eyes of all the world, When,_it is
confidered, . that. it is ‘not repu gnaﬁt to: -ény5
written- law. which . they have. eftablifhed,
for 2 man to be:kept-upon -his :trial: for one.
and the fame- offence ;fm{ ‘his: whole 'l-ifc.,v:. It
is feldom that laws are enafed in any flate
till occafion calls for them. Our anceftors
faw many;voppreﬁions by the crown, and.
they. guarded againft them; 'but there never
exifted -an. inflance before :the prefent one

of c’rufhing’ a man by the bulk, not by the

 {pecific weight of accufation.. For this rea-

fon they 'made no flatute .of limitations

-with regard to Parliamentary impeachments,’

but -{urely now :the evil ‘does exift, it calls
aloud for remedy and redrefs. - Our Parlia-

~mentary anceftors acquired infinite honour

to. themfelves, and conferred an ineftimable

- obligation upon their gratéf‘ul pofterity, by

their
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their ﬁictefsfuI ftruggles in favour of liberty
a géinﬁf the def; potifim and tyranny of Kings4:
and:our cotemporary legiflators- would .ac-:

quire equal honour: to thémielves, and cons:

fer equal” benéfit upon ‘us and: our pofterity;:

if they would frame fucha ftatute-or law;.

~ as “‘would: prevent themfelves or. their fuc~

“ceflors from carrying: their refentment and

vengeance beyond the bounds of - ¢ cafon and:
juftice, - ot o - o

. RS

: 'With refpet to the opinioﬁs ‘of the
princes and inhdbitants of India; I'would ad~
vife thofe who :think that.the henour of

Parliament would fuffef intheir eyes, if

Mr. Haftings’s -:perfecution : were dropped,
to--recolleé "the “teftimonials' which  thefe
prinées‘fand inhabitants fent over in his
favour about ' two years ago. ‘I would
theén afk  the fupporters of this argument,
whether * this ‘nation- would think it ‘de-
rogatory to thehonour of his Majefty,
weére he to grant a pardon’ toa prifoner Ui~

der {fentence of death, in eonfequence of a
: > q ‘

2 peti-
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petition {igned by many: thoufands _of his
‘moft: refpeGtable  {ubjeéts 2 But the Czifé‘.,’qf
Mr. Haflings is much {tronger;: for the na-
‘tives of India do not afk a pardon. for him
for offences committed;. butthey. fay he has

“done nothirig-to make him ftand -in need of

it.. In' order to-enter.in the opinions of

other. men, . we. muft reduce our own
knowledge down to the ftandard of theirs,
or raife them to the fame level: we

muft take up  their prejudices in favour of
_ . P. prej

their own laws-and cuftoms : in thort, we

muft place ourfelves as nearly as poflible in
their ,ﬁtuatiéns. T'o exemplify this, .lct the
reader {uppofe himfelf one of the India
Princes or Zemindars who. figned the tefti-_
monials ; he is told, that after Mr;_Haﬁiqgs
| had qu_itte,d\hi.é government, heis impquh;’;ﬁ
for cruelty and bppreﬁion committed in In-
dia. - Con{cious of thefﬁl»lfehood Q/f.;‘the.a_c_w_
cufation, and knowing thz_it Mr. Haﬁ‘ingsb’g

adminiftration, when compared with .any

other he had ever feen, was lenient in the

e¢xtreme, he figns a teftimonial of his good

1

con-

et
g
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condutt and petitions in his favour., . After-
‘wards this Indian- Prince:is told that hlS tel-
timonial was not.attended. to, ,that,. sthof@ who

could know:nothing of the ~matter; were

believed in preference  to. thofe who alone

could- know any thing:about :it. .~Suppofe
farther, that this Indian Prince fhould here-

“after be told, that this governor, whom all

‘India loved and .«aaored,i.Was' kept upon his

trial for-eight or ten years, and laftly died

from anxiety and defpair. What ideas muit .

he entertain of Englith laws and Englith

juftice? With fuch a view of our boafted

cbn?citution, {and this is the only view an
Indian can take of it) would he not =pref¢r
the {peedy fentencc of N ader Shaw, to the

lingering juﬁice' of a Rritith- legiflature ¢

What muft a Mahommedan Cazy or Mufti
think of oﬁr do&rine of -eviden—ce, when he
compates it with their own ! In theircourts

of juftice, the ftrongeft ploofs are reqmﬁte

to eftablith cummahty, but When the Cazy

1S told that with usa man ‘may be ‘conv-lé?ccd
T -  of
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of oppreflion upon theevidence of thofé'who -

ieithér fiw not felt; in defiance of the tefti-
“thiony'of 'thiofe who muft have feen and felt,
‘had theioppreflions’ been- comirnitted 3 can
‘heifail‘of treating ‘our dorine of evidence
‘$with..contempt:and: abhorrence?. I.do not

fayothat~fuch s th‘e ~doétrine ‘of::evidence

‘among us, invall.cafes ;" but with the know-

ledge which theIndians. poffefs, ~and - from |

~the premlfes which are before: them; they

can make no other conclufions.

What can we reafon from, but What we know ?

T pe’s Eﬁy on. Man.

'The fpmt of the Mahommedan laWS,
both eccleﬁaﬁlcal and C1V11, 1s that of le-
mty Captlves taken in war aré’ always
faved Ly converﬁon to the talth, and mul-
der itfelf i is not pumfhed with death ‘éven
ina ﬂaVe, 1f ‘the heirs will accept ‘and his
maﬁer pay the Pxpulated ﬁneﬁ? What' op1—
mons, then, muft the Mahommedans enter-
taln of our laws, when thofe Who ate fup-
o V1d Hed'zga, aMahommedan law bpok tranf

lated by Mr. Hamilton, and now in the prefs.

I - pofed
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| pofed to have been injured, are not only have fufficiently thewn, “that it will be i

!;‘: ) . e« e e . ‘ o . ‘ - o ‘r:
‘i‘; prevented from remiffion of the injuries, but no diminution of honour to the prefent i
- ' P . - ‘ o ~ ti
9 v : "€ I T, AR . RIS Al BN L - ’
are not .fuffel¢d to bear teftimony in favour Houfe of Commons, in the eyes of neigh |

b , of .the accufed, that no fuch injuries were bouring ftates, nor in the opinions of the
’{gi - done to them? Such ideas, as I have de-~ princes of India, if this profecution be ’d1f-

ﬁii fcrzbed? the ‘natives of India now entertain continued ; on the ‘contrary, Ihatvc proved,

‘é - of this profecution. I have heard gentle- that the long duration of ‘this trial has

!f‘ ~men. who have lately returned from that brought into view an imperfeGtion in the

i  country declare, that fione of the Indians be- " Contftitution, which has, till now, remained

r lieve that Mr. Haftings is really profecuted undifcovered. - ’

é on account of any'thing he did in India :

i they fay, it may ferve as a pretext, but the "We all underftand the meaning of the

4 :

real caufe muft be very different from the words hononr and dignity, but we are not ‘al~l

oftenfible one. In that opinion they are not agreed, where to'place them. In my opinion

fingular; for I have heard many people trite honour and dignity confift in folid and

throw out {ufpicions very uqfaVQrablc to the {ubftantial ‘juftice, and as there can be no
moral chataters of fome 'Of ‘his accufers. ~ juftice in cruthing an individual by a long
They fay, that the amor jufitie never ex- 1 and indefinite profecution, fo there can be
aggerates, that the man who ,reavlly loves. neither honour nor dignity in doing it. I
and feeks juftice, will endeavour to con- know it will be faid, that it is difgraceful
~vince the judgment, not to inflame the pafs - to Parliament to be baffled by an individual
fions;. he will take care whilft he is doing in- their purfuit of juftice. The propofi-
e juftice to one perfon, not to do an act of tion is true; but the prefent cafe does not
A ftill greater injuflice to another. I think I | | Iz | - come:
o . have.
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come within it. If the articles were inju-
d1c1ouﬂy ‘drawn ; if they comp1 chended a
Cyreat deal of irrelevant matter ; if they in-
cluded ah the acts of a long adminiftration 3
i they were from their unweildy and un-

manadeable bulk, from their want of fhape

' and form, total}y unfit for a court of juf-

tice, who are the parties to blame i in this
tranfadion ! Surely Mr. Haftings cannot
be blamed for things in which he had no

“concern. The articles were drawn by a

Committee, and no doubt the_ late chief
Manacrer had a principal fhare. If we pof¥
tion out the particular thares of blame, they
will be divided in this way. The gentle-
man juft alluded to was very injudicious,
and thewed vaft want of teéhnical fkill in

his pxofeﬁlon, in framing fuch unweﬂdy

}artlcles. The Commlftee thewed want of

Jud@mept or of attention in not correé‘tmer
the errors of their chairman. And the late
Houfe of Commons paid too high a com-
pliment to their Committee, when they
| | voted

L6 1

voted -the. altlcles without more . examma«

tion.: . Thef(; are €rrors no Ways 1mputable

to, Nh‘ ‘Haftings. But that thcy are euors,
and, Ve1y grievous ones, no man. wﬂl take
upon him to deny. Hexe I WOLﬂ,d a{k ‘the
moft zealous advocate for COIltlllIJan‘ the
impeachment, whether there be elther ho-
nour, dignity, juftice, or any thmO‘ laud-
able in perfevering in error and miftake. 1
know ‘that every argument will be urged
‘that ingenuity can invent, to make the pre-

{fent Houfe of Commons believe tha_t their

‘honour is committed ; and the true caufe'of

making this attempt is, that the articles
cannot be abandoned without an 1mphed
refle€tion upon him that framed them. But
the queftions for the conﬁdelatmn of every
member are thefe : Shall we prefer Ju{hce
to injuftice ¢ Or thall we ﬁcrxﬁce our own

honour to {ave that of another man ?

The fourth 1eafon for contmumc the im-~

'Apeachmcnt is, that if 1\/‘1 Haﬁmcrs be fuf—

ferei
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E feape by diffolution of Parliamerit ~ innocent ‘can}n'ot be tortured 1f1tof cumma-
,,‘i .fezfcc.i ‘to;e “ape by 11 ? Fonders ¢ _— th;‘ lity ; and. that a man ought in :ﬁﬂ&. juf-
f? ot Wﬂl;encourage other oF en.e;s.‘ ,Ob, the tice to be punifhed for crimes, let“»then.x 'l?e
j arts of delay% and to de }e;xtlj.?‘ 1(: V I};:;-, brought 1o light how they’ may. - This is
% | t}'a&mg;th-c trial beyond the 1i § of one rar- undeniably true when apph.e d. to crimes that
ﬁ Lamem’ are in their own nature crlmlnél, .and per-
:z‘ | : ' . L . haps it may hold good, when applied to po-
i‘i This objettion to-difcontinuance has o ' fitive . or prohibited crimes; but by no
{? 'Wéight, for the Commons may régovat’e, meéns when applied to ex poft Jato crimi-
!§ procefs if they 'think‘ﬁt’ | Be{.ldes’ o One nality, fuch as the taxing of a zemindar,
| can impute delay to Mr. Haftings. It has who in the opinion of fome was not tax<
.E been faid, in anfwer to the complaints made e, B‘uAt all the crimes imputed to M.
;[rz b}i bis friends oy the {C.O - ,Of. de@y}, ti])at hf Haftings are of that nature. Theyare inere.:ly'
3‘1 might have defended hlmfel‘f article by axr< ‘ {peculative; fuch for example, was his receiv~
:L* ticle, and that it was the with of the Ma- ing money for the ufe of the Company, under -
}} nagers that he thould do fo, | anoidea (hat the T finétioned it, T makg
5:;; o o 1 have - the very worlt of that offence, it arr.lounts :
'}: - A propofal of that kmdﬁ nej@f wot a\.z k » ‘to no more than an involuntaryvmlﬁakf.:,
‘*, been made, had not the Managers feen 111‘ , |  whi ch cannot be clafled among the mala in
i it great advantages to themfelves. They i, nor the mala probibita, When miftakes, -
would have had the advan}tage of turlvling | .ﬁot only perfetly innocent, but highly be-
the admiffions in his defence upon the firft | neﬁcia{‘ to his country, are tortured into
article into evidence to criminate him .upon' | | s of incxpiable criminality, furely the
the next. It may be faid, that altions really’ | ' ‘ L.
inno- | L : :
e
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accufed is juftified in withholding from his
accufers all the information he ‘c.a"nf.t ‘Not~

Withf’can'ding thefe unfair advantages taken

“againft him, ’Mr."Haﬁingé;" of himfelf,

would not have objected to the mode of trial
propofed by his’ accufers. The objection
was made by his counfel, who, in contend-
ing for the prefent miode, acted as all other
profeﬁonal ‘men would, that is, infifted
upon that which the law allowed them,

and they thought moft advantageous to

themfelves in conduéting the defence. It was

lately urged as an argument in favour of pro-
ceeding with the old articles, rather than to
begin de novo, that it Would be an injuftice
to the accufed, foi the profecutors to avail
themfelves of his defence, in the conftru&-
ing of new charges. But the great evil

WhICh would have lwhted upon Mr. Haf—

,tmcrs, had the 'mode of trial propofed by the

Managers been acceded ta or decxded in their

favoux, is this; he would from that mo-

~ ment have been certain of being condemned,

- or

[ 65 ]

or he muft have .foug:h_t thr6Ug11 the whole

“twenty articles. For had he been acquitted

upon nineteen, they, would have. tried- the
twentieth. . One of the Managers, who is
well.verfed in the doétrine of chances, and
who was the propofer, if not the contriver,
of thlS new mode of trial, knows very well,
that if the chances upon any one or every
one of the artijcies'\take‘n feparately,- were
nineteen to one in the prifoner’sfavour, therg
would be almoft a certainty of convicting

him upon one or the other of the twenty.

He knew very well, that no man either in

public or private life can condu& himfelf

‘without fome faults, and he knew alfo that

there was nothing {fo white but himfelf and

his' colleagues could tinge it with black.

It is impofiible for the i morenulty of man
to charge Mr. Haftings with delay, or belno‘ |

.th\, caufe of dx,lay

K . _‘Thc
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The fifth-objetion T have heard to dif-

contmuance, is, that to abandon the profe-

cution upon ‘account of the paft: delay and

probable- future, would refle& upon. the

-~ condu ofthe late Managers..

T have thown already, that more refpe&
is due to fubftantial juftice, than to the cha-
raéter of any individual what{oever, and I

could make it evidently appear, if it were

rneceﬁ‘ary, that the refolutions of the laft

Houfe of Commons, though moved by the

~ chief Manager himfelf, did bear very hard

“upon his own character. For what was the

purport of them? It was to enable the

~ Managers to lay down aload which their own
indifcretion had laid upon their own thoul-

ders. It was a tacit acknowledgement that

_theyﬁ had overloaded the articles.* - To blind

* If any other man had done th1s, the clnef mana-
ger'would have compared him to the voracious glut-
zon difcharging the fuperfluous crudities of an-over-
_loaded {tomach. ‘

the -

[ 67 1

the eyes of the public, and to.cover their

own ‘errors, they talked about the.avocations

of the' judges ;- but they -muft have been

very ignorant indeed, if they-did not know
that the judges muft: devote part of their
time to their other duties. ‘When circum-

ftances arife, which'no human fagacity ‘can

Yorefee or guard againft, there is {fome ex-

cufe for mifcarriage and failure of fucc;efs,
but when all the impediments are obvious
and irremovable, there can be no excufe
pleaded for undertaking what f:annof be per-
formed. ‘The wifdom of thofe who drew
theé articles, may be compared to that of a
man who begins to erect a palace, with not
money enough to build a cottacre. It is

“true, the chief Manacrer in his late pam-

phlet, ridicules reafon and calculation 3 but I

‘cannot help thinking that ca‘lculation; had

he condefcended to accept its aﬁiﬁance,

'Would have been of great ufe to him in
drawing the articles in this 1mpeachment.
It would have faved him from a difgrace,

K2 which
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which it is not in-the ?ower of this Houfe
~of Commons to wipe away from him, whe-
“ ther they adopt his articles or not. His mif~
- condué& may be of ‘this ufe; it may prove
an ufeful leflon to future Parl_iavmentsv-to ems
ploy in ferious undertakings men of judg-

ment, inftead of men of fancy and imagina-

tion. I-hope 1 fhall not incur the difplea~

fure of the prefent Houfe of Commons,
~vhen I fay that their predeceffors proclaim-
-ed to the-world their own errors, when they
.determined to abandon fixteen parts out of
twenty of their accﬁfatiQ}ns’;‘ énd they pro-

-claimed their own injuftice, when in the

-very a& of abandoning them, they infifted

~upon their truth and ;mportziinéée 'The chief
_Manager muit have .felclhigr'ifelf Very un-
- comfortable, when he made the motion for
| He expofed himfelf to a
very jult rebuke, had any ‘n}nembe‘r thought

gl;andgnmcnt.

fit to give it to him.  He might have been
thus addrefled : ¢¢ You have perfuaded us to
¢ vote twenty articles ; you aflured us you

¢ would

[ 69 1
¢ would fubftantiate them all; you drew
“ them yourfelf, and you had the aid of
¢ what cdunfel ‘you.lthought fit toatk for and

“ to confult. We placed our confidence in

- ¢¢ youand your aflociates ; youhave wafted

‘¢ our time in voting the articles which you

¢ now want to abandon ;. you have put the
¢¢ prifoner to a vaft deal of unneceffary trou-
b ble and expence in anfwering them, and
¢¢ you now come to tell us, that we have
¢ yoted more articles than can ever be

¢ tried in the life of man. ‘The excufe

- ¢ you make, is, that she judges muft de-

“ yote fome of the time to the courts
¢ of Weftminfter, and they muft go their
¢ citéuits. All this you knew before.”

Had any member made thefe obfervations,

I fee but one way of anfwering them, name-

ly, by :ibaldry, a method which the gentle-
man [ allude to, always ufes as a fubftitute

for reafon, when reafon will not anfwer his

- purpofe.

Ic




3
i
|

5=k,
.

e e L e Rt o A

v S s T
|

Pl R

[ 70 1] | L 7t ]
- It has been faid, that the late chief Ma- .

nager is as much upon his trial as Mr. Haf-

body;, as contrary to the principles of juftice
to blacken the charatter of the accufed,

with fudden and unexpefted vfcha_rges,- to-

R

TP Sy

tings. If this means his character only, T

=y

admit it ; but I do not fee how his chara&er tally foreign to the point of iffue, even if

B

is more concerned than that of every other they, were true. . But there was a fallacy and-

s

leader of a parliamentary Impeachment. All a deception made ufe of .in the ftatement,

5

B e e S

impeachments are planned, contrived, and which can never be- too often or too much

brought forward by .a few, but they are expofed. The gentleman ¢ would not have

adopted by the many. In the prefent cafe *

the members of both fides of the Houfe
pinned their faith on the fleeves of their lea-
ders, viz. the minifterial members on the
minifter, and the oppofition members on the

chief Manager. The latter in condu&ing

the profecution committed his own honor
‘and veracity more than was neceffary. He
went out of his way to do it. ‘'The flory

of Deby Sing was not in the articles. It was

not in the votes of theCommons: it was not

in their inftru&ions. I never yet heard the

warmeft advocate for the gentleman in ‘quet-
’ti‘oh‘,'-éttempt?to defend his ‘conduét in this
bufinefs. It has been confidered by every

2 body,

t believed it, had it not been upon the Com-
¢ pany’s records.,” The idea which public

“cords imprefs on an Englith mind is, that

a {uit has been-tried, and is recorded. But
‘what was upon the Company’s records ?
Nothin.g more than that Mr. Paterfon had
collected a number of ex parte complaints
from the infurgents at Rungpore, and tranf
mitted them to the Board at Calcutta, and .
thence they'werc fent home. ‘The truth of
thefe complaints had never been inquired
into, and were no more proved, than an in~
di@ment for an aﬂéu_l_t"canv be faid to be
proved, the moment the clerk has filled up
the blanks in order to prefent the bill to the

grand |
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grand jury.

Paterfon were no more matters of record

: ’fh‘an bills of indié’cmcnt are -before the grand

jury has feen them; ‘this the chief ‘Manager
knew very well, ‘but he gave them the au-

thenticity of records. The ftory of Deby

The papers colle€ted by Mr.

Sing is the grand point upon which the

gentleman’s charalter for veracity is ftaked,

and this never can come to adecifion by

‘the Lords without @ new charge voted by

the Commons. It is therefore evident, that

‘to continue the trial for the fake of know-

ing whether a great orator be a calumnia«

tor, is of no ufe, fince if the objet were of

‘much greater importance, it is ‘unattain-
able.

- The fixth reafon T have heard urged for
continuing the trial s, that fubftantial jui-

tice ought to be done, let the difficulties be

ever fo many or fo great, and the confe-

quences what they will.  Fat Juftitia, ruat

leﬂm

N

[ o931

Cwlum. 'To this propofition I agree?: but

then: the prefent Houfe of Corimions ought -

to:be well affured that there is a dignus

Vindice: nodus.. The offences ought to be
of -that ferious  nature, of that dang’eroué’-.
tendency, and alarming appéarance, as may
juftify the refentment and vindication of
fuch a powerful body as the Houfe of Com=
mons., - Great bodies move ﬂo»j, and it
is very fit t/hey thould do fo; for wherever
they fall, they»fall heavy. In reading the
hiftory of ftate profecutions, we are often
thocked at the violence of the times, and

condemn the miftaken zeal of the accufers.

"Poflerity are \alwvéys the beft judges-of the

merit and demeritof impeachments. When
party confiderations ceafe to blind the eye
of reafon, nothing is received into the fcale,
but the evidence and internal criminality of
fas.  For this reafon every member,.if' he

values his future reputation, if he withes to

be thought hereafter the advocate of juftice

sather than the fupporter of a party, VV%ll
| L from
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from regard to himfelf, examine well the

grounds upon which he affents to the pre- |
fent profecution. It is abfurd in the ex-

treme, as I have fulljdemo’nﬁrated already,

- in the prefent Houfe of Commons to pay a

~compliment to the laft at the expence of

their own honour and reputation. * The

very refolution to abandon four fifths of the

articles was an unequivocal proof of the-want
of caution.in the laft Houfe ; foritis impof-
fible for the chief Manager, with all his
fubtlety to maintain, that they could be both

awifely taken up and wifely laid down. He

might as well attempt to bring the two

poles together, as to reconcile two fuch op-

pofite conclufiens. ‘This alone, independent

of the contradiftory votes refpefting Bengal,

‘and the numerous teftimonials in Mr. Haf-

tings’s favour, would be fufficient to juftify
the prefent Houfe of Commons in refufing
their hafty and wnqualified aflent to the re-

folutions of the laft. Tn his endeavour to

~gan fome, the late chief Manager will,

doubt~

[ 75 1

Jdoubtlefs, endeavour to touch the feglings

of many. He will exclaim againft the in-
confiftency of thofe who formerly voted for,:
an& now vote agamft the impeachment.
He may talk of tumcoats," _tergive-rfaéion;
and various other terms, according as his

fportive imagination may f{uggeft them:.

But there is to be found in the laft page of

‘his Refle@ions on the Revolution in France,

and in the very laft fentence of that page, 2

 full juftification of changed opinion : ¢ J#hen

“ the equipoife of the veffel is endangered by
s« gverloading it upon one fide, it is expedient to
<< carry the weight of reafon to that which may |
< preferve its equipoife.” Many members who

* were formerly perfuaded to think Mr. Haf-

tings guilty, might with great propriety

vote for the profecution ; but they did not

‘intend to ‘vote for a perfecution, and-I be-
lieve every one will agree, that a three years
profecution is a perfecution, and has all the
effeés of it. A profecution becomes a per-

{ecution whenever it is carried to fuch a

L2 - length,
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r?\"' . e . E . P

'ﬁt{ length, that if the obje@ of accufation is. Peels, and if fhey ftudy conﬁi’cency of
lr{\f: .

';En found innocent, it is not in the power of. epinion, rather than impartial Jufhce, they
ki

ore

i .
"d" any e"ifth‘l}’ being’ to mke him ‘compen- miift condemn the accufed at all events.
:'h" . A ] ) R

wlf,‘p; fatlon. The prefent Cafc falls within that But one would think that a charge of in- .
i . , Sl b
Al defcmptlon, - confiftency would become no man fo ill as
l’.I" ,

_ that gentleman, who of all others is the

There is no inconfiftency in depart-ing“_ moft likely to make it. I fay,\} the ‘mofk

T S E RS E T i e BT UL T S e

from the paths of error, nor in withdraw- likely, becaufe it is his intereft to do fo.

ing an abufed confidence. ~ Gentlemen, The inconfiftencies of his political opinions

when called upon for their votes and opini- were fufficient to fill a pamphlet many

|
¥
i
.

ons, ‘muf} give them upon that information
which they have before them ; but if upon .
farther examination they find themfelves
- deceived, they Would‘fu:‘ély be blameable in - refled error with the marks of “’levity and -

the higheft degree for {hutting their eyes inconfiftence. His motives are as obvious | S

years ago, and if colle&ed up to the p'fefent '

time, would fill a folio. Notwithftanding
this, he will be the foremoft to brand cor-

againit the light of convittion, and perfeve- as they are cogent. - It is impofiible for any ;‘f
singin what théy know to be wrong. The { man to vote againfl contimiing the im--
do&trine of '_Conﬁﬁency, if confiltency means peachment without a tacit condemna’tion of {
perfevering in opinion whether right or - the chief condu@or of it. He antmlpates‘
‘wrong, ‘would lead to numberlefs evil con- the fentence, well knowing that i it will ope- v
féquenées‘;. were it c‘renerally adopted. Many | - rate againft him in the opinion of the world,
commoners, who made part of that Houfc,' 1 as much as‘an acquittal of the prifoner by
thdl voted the impeachment, are now: - the lords. * It will affe® him {till more ; 1
‘ }:

Peers, | | for
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for as it‘w_i‘ll be more honourable for Mr.
Haftings to be aéquitted by his profecutors
than by his judges, fo it will be more difho-

nourable for the chief Manager to be aban-

‘doned by the Commons, than to be repulfed

by the Lords. I know there are thofe who
contend that a derehc‘?uon of the trial by the
Commons would not clear the chara&er of
Mr. Haftings fo much as an acquittal by
the Lords. But the cale is othérwifé;
fuppo{é him acquitted of the three amcles
already brought forward, his enemies may
fay, there are {eventeen more, all criminal
in the eyes’ of the laft Houfe of Commons,
and dropt, not from confideration of pro-
bable innocence, but of certain inconve-
nience in profecutnw them. His friends in
anfwer can - only reafon from anaiogy
They may fay, that the Mamcexs tried
him upon thofe charges which to them
appeared moft likely to convi&t him.

This may be anf{wered again ; the Com-

mons in a former impeachment (that of

Lqrd

| L oo 1
Lord Oxford) inverted the rule, and chofe
to try '- mifdemeanours before treafons, and
we have therefore a right to fuppofe in this

mﬁance, that they began with charcres of

the leaft: criminality.  An acquittal by the

Commons would cure all this, and the in-
noceneeof the accufed would reft, not upon
likelihood and probability, but upon. the al«

tered opinions of his accufers. .

If I am not much: deceived, I have in the
foregoing pages demonttrated, that none of

the »rea‘fons “hitherto urged for’ "contimlii.rig

~the ‘impeachment without an attentive re-

examination of the articles, have any real

Weight in them. It cannot be a defirable

~ thing to the prifén'er-, in any thape 5 for fup-—‘->
pofing him fure of being acqmtted of the 4,

three or four articles, an acquxttal of four
cannot amount to an acquittal of twenty.
But T have thewn, that 16' the trial com-
mences again, there is not a profpeé’c of ite
bemo ended except by death during the

3 | exif-

I R e

e ey

PR It e S

SRR TR AR

T T TR
S SR o e

A STy e A L

R

Vemiimiai s T

’
L
X1
o
3
i




T

AP
ot
e ey

TR
L iy
T S

T

Echaaiisat

T

- -

[ 8 ]

exiftence of this Parliament.  Who can fet

bounds to the length of {peeches, orto:the
debates upon evidence? There is that kind

of eguality between the two: Houles; which
i y . . 4 s :

preverits the Lords from ¢urbing the Mana-

geis, as the King’s'Bench may do, when the -

Crown lawyers take too great liberties..: It

is true, I have heard it faid, and with much

appe‘afanec of reafon, that the Managers até

at the bar of the Lords what the King’s At~

toiney General 1s at the bar of .th_e:ng’s |

“Bench,and intitled to no more authority and

refpet. - This, however; does rotagree-with

the claims of the Managers; who- cotitend

that they «aré; clad with .the robes of;, ,magif—,
tracy, mot-in the gown of folicitation.-_~ It s
fid, alfo, that if a prifoner be a\cquit'tedv'\ the
: Commons may 1mpeach him agaill - upon:

‘the fame pomts of criminality. Now it 15

not ufval to try’ a man- twice ;upon .the fame

indiGment at the fuitiof the Kidg. ~With

{uch vaft dlfadvmtacres, it isa mott dreadful-

- thing

e B

[ 8 )

thing. to enter mto ccnteﬂ: with. {o- powerful,

a;_b@dY’ .

I have thewn, that fo far. from its beirig

derogatory to the henour and dignity of the,

Houfe of Commons, that itis a duty incum-

“bent upon them to examine the condué of

their predeceflors in this: profecution ; that

‘ thouch the laf’c Houfe joined iffue with the
pnfoncr upori. the pleacof guilty ot not guzl{y,;

the- prefent Houfe has not yet gone that

' Iencth 5 that to adopt the artlcles Wlthout.:

due examination, would . be an- injuftice: to:
the priforer, and'a Breach of duty to the
people; for I think I am. j;UﬁiﬁC(iP in. faymg,
that'the profecution of Mr. Haftings is-very:
unpopular. The people are not infenfible
of his' fexvices, nor magrateﬂﬂﬁ 5 for how: can:
tﬁey do@ib’t of his fervices, lywhen’ the a&ing
India Minifter has been heard to fay, that if
Mr. Haﬁm gs would have aé‘cep\ted’ a quali~

fied approbation, ora fet-off of '.mc:it againft

| M ~ de-
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- fidered all * aggravation as a downrlght lie. * Other
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deine:it_, ‘he would ‘riot;h}lve" beexl5i,mpeaehed:

The peo'p_le- were for a ti;ne mifled by‘-ﬂaelu&

five oratory and declamation, but the mift of

falfe accufation -is -diffipated.* 'Fhey -are

‘Convmced that it is the man, and not his

m Gd-

% Tt is'curious to obferve,. that the two Republics

Athens and Sparta, which difagreed-in moft other
thmgs, agreed perfe@cly in this propoﬁtmn 5 namely,
that C‘ratory without reftraint was an infufferable
evil;- The former. made a law to curb it, and the lat-
ter exploded the orator. altogethel. They both con-

States‘'in Greece entertained the fame opinion of oras

. tory, and. permitted no orator to have a fhare in

~ the admxmﬁrahon of publlc afFalrs, until his moral

~ charaer had undergone an examination : and it was.

alfo lawful forany citizen to profecute an impoftor,
Who h'\d found means to conceal his, vices from the

knowled"e of the mfpe&orsQ The Spartans had a:
vaft antipathy to long fpeeches; for when an orator -

_was- eiideavouring to {peak the whole day .on various

fubjeds, théy drove him out of the c1ty. There¢-

was another thmg well worth notige in Athenian

A Jurlfprudence 5 1he Areopagus fate only inthe mght,

and .w ithout hght' a regulatlon, mtended to pre-

Vent the Judges from bung prejudlced for or againft -

the

[ 83 ]

meafures;. th"tt have excited the mdlo‘nauon‘

of his ,encm~1es.~.; :Who can’ think otherwife;

when it is reCOHC&ed that the very fyftem

of :politics, -which -was defended the: other

day.fo. ably in.this: Parliament; was 4s much

reprobated in the laft but one ; I mean the
{cheme for ‘upiting. the Indian. princes, to
cruth-or reduce the power of that mercilefs
tyrant, Tlppoo Sultan. :In Mr. Haﬁmcrs this

was a crime, in-Lord Cornwallis. it is a vir-

the accufed. The fame court made ita rule to con-

fine the pleader to a fimple ftatement of faé’cs, and al-

lowed him to make no appeal t6 the paffions, in order
to warp the judgment. This court of juftice was in

the eftimation of Cicero, (than whom no man better
underftood the ufe, and abufe of criminal judicature)

fo eﬁ"entlal to the conftitution of the republic, that he-

gave it as his opinion, that the univerfe might be as
well condu&ed without the hand of Providence, as
the government of Athens to exift without the Are«

~opagus.

Vid. Mr. Mitford’s Hlf’cory of Greece, &e.; and

le Voyage du jeune Anacharﬁs, by Menfieur Bax:—_
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tue ; the changing of the whole revenue fyfs

© tem in Mr. Haflings svas a crime, the pur-

fuing of the fame:fyitem in Lord Cornwallis
a.merit.,  Of this nature are all the accufa-
tions T have yet feen brought againft him.
The zpéople begin to fee, or I fhould rather

- fay, have feen for fome time; that his ene-

‘mies are determined to torture, whom they

cannot deftroy; that.if they-cannot: cons
demn him by the fentence, they will: ruin

“him by the delays of the law. I never met

dmong  Mr.: Haﬁmms s greateft’ ene.mxes

Wxthout doors, one man who dld not repro-
bate the mode in which he has been profe-

: gur’::’d.’.. fthit,'Ljfc WIL’I it beto-acquita pri-

{oner, when you have ruined his fortune,
b"mk‘e‘his ‘cenﬁitution ’ and‘%rou ght him to

thc brmk of the crrave ? It never can be’ for‘

the honour and dwmty of a Houfe of Coms

mons tO carry thell‘ venrreance acamf’c an

mdn«ldual who hab never mjured them, nor

his countxy, to fuch a lencth as this-has
i been

[ 85 1

been carfieds "Take his crifnies for, granted;

nay, admit;all the aggrawtmns of - hlS bit-
-tereft-and mioft 1mplacable enemies:to be Lis

terally -true; ‘the punithientis: o-reater than
the offénce ; ‘the Houfe of Comimons thould
rememiber, that the »-power with: whmh they

are intrufted" by the - people of England |
- ouorht ‘no'more to be abufed -than the: pOWer

mtruﬁed to the Crown. The laws now ih
zmpeachment by the Commons ;- but i fre-
quent mﬁances of this kind’ oocur, the peo.
ple may ‘be neceflitated to fet hrmts to “the
privileges of their reprefentanves, as Well
as ‘to the prerogatives’ of' then' ngs.
‘What avail Magna Charta and the Habeas
, Corpus a&, if the ufe of them may bé de,
feated by a new fpecxes of profecutlon 2

# It was'a remark of “Solon, that the moft petrfect
government is that, where an injury to one man s
the concarn of all. S

1 ha'}e

T P
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e have fhewn;. alfo, in.the cqurfe of ; this

IJJ

Worka.that the. gontinyance of; the; 1mpeach-

Jat G

‘ ment &xuﬂ: diminifh. the admiration Wthh

has, hitherto been paid- to our C,Qnﬁltuthxl

_-by,.f‘mreiorxl»,l-latioms,. and 'that fo far, fr’o‘m rai~ |

PN e

the eyes of Aﬁatlc Prmces, 1t muﬁ humb]:e

it in, the extreme. . The fpmt: ofi;divination |
will bufy itfelf mxdlfcoveund the real g rounds
.of the. profecutlon. They. will take a retros
'\,fpeé’c;ve V1ew of Mr. Haﬁm gs’s. admunﬁ1 as
‘ tIOIl, and they will fay to themfelves, 3 hlS ;_

s profecuuon cannotoriginate ﬁ'om the Wars

¢ which he conduéted, for in ‘ihem he was
$c fuccefsful 3 it cannot ono“mate m the re-
“« venue, for z‘bzzz‘ he has 1mproved, it cannot
“ originate from the ﬁnes wh1ch he leV1ed on

¢ apoﬁacy and rebelhon, for f/.)ey were ap-

« phed to the fervice of the flate ; ; it cannot -
¢ originate in the alts of crovernment, for he

w has never tranﬁrreifed the laws and ufage of

Kt the country. They will then turn theu-

I o eye_s

[ 5 ]

eyes' to'the' examples which have happeried-
in their own times, and before their own'

eyes.  They will recolle&t the inftances of

Jaffier Khan, "and other delegated. 4 tyrants,
whofe extortions and oppreflions: filling: the;"

:royal coff'ers, laid the foundationiof: their.

ad_vancemen t, in rank andfavpur s and have -

ing never:feen” an inftance of an “oppreflor

being pumfhed for:oppreffion. committed: for
the benefit: of the {overeign,! they will ultz- :
' mately ‘arrive at this- concluﬁon .namely,-

that their late Governor General - 1s; proﬁ:-";
cuted not for what he did do, but for: whiat:

he did not do 3 not for having extorted: too’

much, but for not having extorted ‘more.

This’conclu'ﬁbn,f and‘ the 'Only an’W}"’lich-'t“

,,,,,

them, will natmally excite dread and horror”

of the Britith- oovernment. They will ex~

| 'pe@c that future Governors, takan' examplc |

from -the fuffermos of Mr. Hafhngs, will

:pedouble thelr exeltlons to accumulate fof

the




T S T

[ 8 ]

‘ ther?},fav,eﬁei:gln-,g and! to plunder. the fub-

J@&-L

S PEREN
v

B:ut tha dlgnltyjoﬁ the laﬁ Hou{'e of Com:-

’momSI mitift fuffer; mot-only in:the eyes of fo-

reigners: beth near and. remote,. but it muft:
abateiincthe eyes of ‘all thofe whom curiofity:
hasi induced toiinquire: into:the grounds of
this prafecunon.
ing’ parties:in the lafic Parliament: agreed. to:

profecute, they did: ot agree upon: the: reas

fons W’h}r't]rxey@ﬂ’lmlsldi profecute. - They can~
notagrec:upen. the fadts wherewith to: charge:

him; 5; for whilft' the leader of the lrnpeach-

ment: contends that Benigal 1s ruined: by, Mz.-
Haflings,. the.India- Minifters. fay, it is- of alt
countries. the. moﬂ: flourithing.*

* THeleaderiof the: impeachment, in’ introducing:

the firft article to the Houfe of Commons,, fuppofes
himfelf fpeakmg to Mr. Haﬂmgs thus: ¢ Iinquire

14 not into. your partxcular condué&y I'am. fatisfied
« with.the refult; I want not-to know if you have.
e made two, three, or .ﬁve hundred thoufand pounds,

¢ keep

For though:the two lead- “

A | TO

“any .public fervice whatever.

[ 8 ]
‘I think I have fully de-

monﬁratcd that nelther the contmuance nor

To. co‘nchide.
‘the renovation of the praceedings can be of

any thing I know to the contrary, ferve to

promote the . politics of fome, and to gra-

tify the refentment of others; but there the

= advantades muit ftop, for I do bid defiance to

the warmeft advocate for the profecution, to
point out one poﬁible benefit that can refult
to this country, or to any other, from M,

4¢ keep what you have got; you have made a nume-

¢ rous people happy ; you have increafed the com-. -

¢ merce of the country, enlarged the means of
< wealth, and improved its revenues ; in {o doing,
¢ you have refleCted honour and glory on the  Bri-
¢ tifh nation.”
tically, and the inference was, that had the provinces

Thefe Words were fpoken hypothe-

in India been well governed, and rendered happy and
ﬂc’mrifhing, he would not have moved the impeach-
ment. Now we find by the evidence which the Ma-
nagers themfelves called, by the teftimony ‘of one of
his Majefty’s officers delivered in the Houfe ‘of Com-
mons, and by the votes of the Houfe year after year,
that what was ftated hypothetically, is ftri¢tly and

literally true ; ftill the impeachment goes on. ~Whé

then will fay, that the meafures, and .not the man,
are the ground of this prafecution ?

N  Haf-

It may, for
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Haftings’s a¢quittal or condérnation. Nei-

thier can an acquittal totally reftore the credit
of the accufed, for thelate Comittons havein-

fifted upon the truth and importince of - the
articles they intended to abandon ; nélther can

the prifoneés’s condemnatlon refcue the chief

M'ma?oer- § chara&er from the charge of ca-

‘ lumny and falfehood ; for t*heprmmpalcumes |

he 1mputed to: Mr.” Ha{’anos -dre not at 1ﬁhe

between him andthe Houfe of Cominions.

" The dlfc:fon‘-t-‘fﬁué‘fﬂce»Cax‘n‘x otule‘l{fe‘n ‘the 'di"oﬁ-

nity of this Houfe of Commons in the eyes

of omer natlons, near or remote, ne1crh—

bourmfr kmodoms condemn the tedious {yf-

tem: of profecution, -and dlﬁant ones have

’ petnloned a@amﬁ 1t.

Coe ot

It cannot afre& future oFr”enders ﬁom the

Eaﬁ for a neW and more- eﬁ'eé‘tual Couxt of

’fudlcatul e 1s pr ov1ded

The torturing of M. Haftings ‘may be a

- ruinous, but cannot be an ‘ufeful example.

It
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It may deter future governars abroad, gene-~

nerals in the field, and admirals at fea; from

taking vigorous meafures to ferve their coun-

try in the moment of negeffity. Tb@y will

~ recolleét that there may again exift a minifx

try capable of applauding and punithing one
and the fame tranfadtion ;% ‘that there may
exift a people, who, while they enjoy the
bleflings that are procured for them, can be-

hold with a torpid mdlfference, the fevereft

~ punithment infli¢ed upon the man to whom

 they ftand indebted for their enjoyments.

-* Mr. Haftings is treated by his c_ount_rynién With
more’ feverity than the Spartan youth, who being
alarmed by the noife of an attack made by an enemy
on the city as he was bathing himfelf, caught up a
weapon and ran naked into the midft of the battle.
The fingularity of his appearance made the enemy

believe him to be a god, and the confternation occa-

fioned by fuch a notion, made them eafily defift from
the attack; theSpartans paid the higheft compli=
ments to the zeal and bravery of the youngman ; they
gave him a crown of laurel worth three-pence, and
fined him more than he was worth for going into
battle without a fhield.. This young man was the

fon of that Pheebides, whofe ungrateful treatment b} '

hls country I took notice of in the Elucxdatlon.

N 2 | It
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- It cannot be of ariy ufe to this country to
profcnbe and banifh fuperior virtue as it was
to the Athenians. A republic, jealous for i its
liberty, might juftly apprehend danger from
the popularity of an individual, butin a fet-
tled government like this, there can be no

excufe for political ingratitude.

It is not a duty incumbent upon the pre-

| fent Houfe of Commons to follow up ‘the
V refolutions of the laft 5 for if that were 2 re-

ceived maxim, it would have been the duty
of the laft Parliament to follow up the refo-
lutions of their predeeeifors ag?."mﬁ the then
and prefent Minifter. No reafon eah be gi-

ven why the hyperboles ‘agz;{in& Mr. Haf-

‘tings’s proceeding from the fame ejacula-

ting lips thould have mere weight and cre-
dit, than when they were dlreé’ced aoamﬁ the

Brmfh Mml{’cex. \ .
'- | Upoq,

* ¢¢ Let no man talk of the decaying energies of”

t pature; all the as and monuments in’ the records

4 ‘0? peculation, the confolidated corruption of ages,

“the

[ 93 ]
- Upon a queftion of  this kind, it is hoped
that ‘every member i&ill exercife his own

judgment. We all know that in great ria-
tional - queftions, fuch as the impofing of

taxes, approving of conventions, and thelike,

~ the minifter muft be {upported, or his ad-

miniftration is at end. But in a queftion

of impeachment, I do not feeany patticular

intereft that a Minifter can have in its deci-

~fion one 'way or-the "othef,' unlefs he thinks

that his own ftrength confifts in the weaknefs

‘of his opponents, and that to render them

- weak, he muft make them unpopular. The
a ﬁuiniﬁer;»‘however, may recolleét, that what
“renders-the eppoﬁtion'unpopular, will not
" gain him an augmentation of efteem. That

~this profecution has diminithed the popula-

. ¢ the patterns of exemplary plunder in the heroic

“¢ times of Roman iniquity, never equalled the gigan-
“ tic corruption of this fingle act. Never did Nero,
< in all the infolent prodigality of defpotlfm, deal out
¢ to his pratorian’ guards a donation “to be named
¢ with the largefs fhowered down by our Chancellor

¢ of the Exchequer, on the faithful band of his In--

”»

¢ dian Sepoys.” Mr, Burke’s Speech in Paxhament.

4 \ rltY

i




Ty P T T T A N T I IR R R T R TR IASHS

LTI

i

l'94]

nty of the crcntlemen called the -oppofition,

" is a fa& beyond all dlfpﬁte. ‘They feel the
effeét too fenfibly to deny it; even the chief

Manager ‘has been heard publicly to lament

‘the_growm g difrepute of the unpeachment.

1 have now only to requeft the. reader

to confider what I have written, as coming

. from a perfon who owes no obligation to

Mr. Haftings ;. who never efpoufed his caufe
through .gratitudé‘fbr paft favours, nor ex-
peQation of future ; Who,\thodghhe cout-
ted not his {miles whilft in the plenitudé'of
his pc;vver, and in the exercife of a moft ex-

tenfive patronage, has voluntarily and with-

out folicitation Jomed the ftandard of hlS de~
-fence, in the day of his adverﬁty |

I here aO"am repeat what I { faid in the
Elucidation, that I never ~£_ho_uLd have writ-:
ten ferioufly on the fubje&, had I not found, |
from every comverfation T ever heard con-

cerning the 1mpcachment, that the fa&s
- ' ' were

{95 1
were' totally obfeured.in the finoke of ins
vedive and aggravation'; but as I was careful

in the ‘woik above mentioned, to ftate no
fadts, but whiit 'were well authenticated,; fo
I have been cavitious in thefe fheets to ad-

vance no propofition that had not the affent
of my heatt and the fan&ion of my moft
deliberative judgthent.—~I am not the advo-

cate ‘of Mr. Haftings, but the advocate of
juftice, -and had I not fror frequently atten- .

ding at Weftminfter Hall, from reading a
variety of documents, ‘and from Mr. Haf~
ftfiﬁr‘iigs”s general chara@er in India, ﬁrength—

ened by my own obfervations, been fully

convinced that ‘his merit infinitely exceeded

his ‘Vde‘mel‘-it‘, and that the cleareft and moft
impartial elucidation of his condu& would
be the ftrongeft and moft effectual defence,
I never would have written one line in his

vindication,

Should this pamphlet attra& the notice
of the late chief Manager or his affociates,

they
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: _hxs defcnce,‘_ \th‘ mote they aré alarmed for
| ghls

' aﬂertmns, is without foundauon.—-—I d1fcla1m -

,cxtbs: of the glanted er of thc gxantee,

_.Thls, however, hke moﬂ of thelr

the knowledfre of ‘Mr. Haftings’s withes as

to the-continuance of the proceedmcs, but
1 riever looked forward to a future event
with a ftronger confidence in the fpirit of
_prediction than I do to this, namely, that if
 the prefent Houfe of Commons re-appoint

the late chief Manager, they will find that

; hey have orranted him an effate in projécutzoﬂ,
&etermmab e only Wlth the pohtlcal lives of
: ﬂle crantors, or with ‘the natural deceafe3
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