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“Strictures of the Quarterly Rev1ew,

(No. 4).

THE publication of the fourth number of the
Quarterly Re\viewhyas been detained three weeks

- beyond its proper period, and the reason of this

detention is now apparent. ‘The publisher of this
Reviewwas the publisher' of the Anti-Jacobin,
and is a close and intimate friend of Mr. Canning.
He naturally wished te take the earliest opportu-
nity for presentmg some defence and vindication
of his fiiend before the meeting of Parliament,
which "1night' in a degree do away: or counteract

the effect of Mr. Canning’s own publications.

He has, accordingly, in what he calls a Review
of those publications, taken most especial care

not to enter, in the slightest degree, into a produc-

tion or discussion of theugcontents these he se-
dulously keeps out of view:s. and; with great dex-
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terity and artifice, gives a history of the transac-
tion.which Mr. Canmng has. dlsclosed aceordmg

to. his-own_ real.or paltlal conceptlon, thh the -

apparent. desngn of fixing the.entire blame of what
‘has; passed,- first, on;, Lord., Castleleagh, then upen

vvvvv

.other members ;of’ the Cabmet z;md of entlrely'

- soever.. : ey .
«We. may con31de1 thls as.a. well—m
duct of the Revxewer : but we, cannot
it is-either modest.or prudent. Surely Mr Can-
-ming is: the best. Judge of what he can truly allege
,m -vindication of hls own conduct and the Re-

fy VG ok

v ;jperfectly agree w1th the Revxe\y}e\’ ,(ﬂ}gg‘,,the

‘;palagraphs and - statements whlch had,\apgeesled
;--«;and>part1cularly Mr... Canmngs owi., statemept
.may;-be f'anly, considered as: glounds,fo; :
. svindigation.of Mr. € anning’s character, "
~oean neyer -agree, that they. were gx:unc}{ss‘for e»
_tothing such.a -vindication , as; hlS_] ltheJ s b0 Lord
..Camd@fiw ' SRTANIR \, Den \x\e;z“

<o Wezlament. \Vlth the Rev1e\ver?,thq§ TECESIALY
nothlety of., such a, transaction  as Jtook wPlQﬁ?w

twecn Mr.. Canan‘ and Lord (;astlereagb, \1(}\

i

b
its views, tendencxes, and consequences, but as

to the utter condemnation of that. notonety, we
entertam our doubts.—In the first place, we' ‘Consi=

: der that the honour of a Cabinet Minister: ought,

at-least, to be as hlghly regarded as that-of the

‘méanest’ ‘individual; “and,” secondly, 'that' the ex-

“posiire of the conduct of any ‘government, ‘which
by its duplicity, or. mtngue, or imbecility;- shews

, ltself madequate for the situation it ﬁlls, is ‘a"‘pub-
’ hc beneﬁt ot a pubhc misfortune, © =

But ‘says’ ‘the Reviewer, the czrcumstances of
‘Lord C‘astlercaghs cizallenge are” attended with
:“e’_ery zmagmable circumstance “of aggravation.
The sztuatzon ot the ~persons ‘concernéd; boutid as
f"tizcy were By their chardcters as” legzslatow ‘and

'5magi§trates,'3"‘dnd as conﬁa’em‘zal servants of @50~
”verezgn conspzcuous for morality y-and. piety;’ 0 af -

ford'an e.wmple (y" strict: obedzence to the law) and
Zo a*vozd any occasion’ of publzo scanidat, necessamly
e‘z’poses tizezr c0nducz‘ to peculzar blame, and re-.

Calso'd /‘ urther. aggravatwn, ‘thatisuch Just ﬁcaz‘zon

could be produced but by the dzsclosure (y'° “circtim-
smnces which ‘are “most mzﬁt for  publicseratiny
“and’ discussion.” Such was ‘the - letter from diord
Castlereagh 1o Mr Canning; which' his unfortu-
nately and unaccountably been made pubhc §dnd
uch’of* m'cesszty miist bé, ‘in @ gréatvieasireé, the
chdrbcier of any docume)zt‘* byt wkzclﬁ the: allega—
'tidhis zk*tﬁedefter @re refuted SHEHER R
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Tfhe whole of this. paragraph is peerf'ect}y true ;
but 11: Is only tlue under thls;pxomso, that the sers
Vlcc of hlS Magesty is not .a serwce "of' mteérnty,
virtue, and hon’ ur. . If the. RGVQBWEI

,' qct that, ,t‘é; vntue, the dlSlntelCStedneSS,'
our, the fanness, the good f: ith, and

b 3R]

érdlnan 'y punty, among those who

conﬁclemhal advxsens of the Soverelgn then ifiubt
Tever c»ohtend against’ M. Cannmg, his Revnewel,'
and;hls"*fnends that they alone lire' O‘U.llty in the
eyes. of the \vorld Who ‘setaside and” 1epuchate‘
thé’ ‘»'\.“‘u_,:e REDINE SUWN i :

employed deselves Well of' hIS country, s at
whatever personal usque, ‘and "at ‘the’ hazard of
whatever consequences, ‘takes ‘the’ sfrongest and
most decnslve measures “for’ markmo' his” mdrgna—
'tlon at such ptocecdlnds, and for vmdlcatfmg ‘Him-
self‘ fx‘om every possﬂale susp1c1on of conmvmg at’

IRER

or submiitting to so dlsgracef'ul a system |
“TLet the Rev;cwel endeavour to’ stlcrmatlse Lord
Cast]eleaoh as he ‘may, let him try to sacri

him to the manes of Mr., Canmng s f'ame,
least A {1} \bc hxs lordslnpb defence to the pubhc i

hought too hlo‘hly of his honour, to" ventme
the”ishohtest mbmuatlon of the de0‘radatlon to

vas ‘ r‘y for h1s oWn character, an’d if doing
”to 'pom 'out whai was necessavy f’or thc‘ chal acﬁ

RN




containeduinsTiord; Gastlereagh’stletter:
honestrman:zin the hation xegicts the! publicity: of

again stain; the annals; of»thcuqoumry.,
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We may lament, blisaysaverl may: posslhly(zqon»-
den},n,uund@r i€entaih comsiderations;ithe c¢hallenge
sbutsowhat

the txangathon&whxsh led torit:2-==Theitransactions
theiselves: we:mustever mbst severelyareprobate :
on uﬁheu

attended dts dnselosu;e,, nossuch progeeding uW.l”l].

t—)?\ k) a e

Ie have no’doubt:there-are;those : \'y"ehO mshntx,ha:t

JLo:dnCastleneagh,‘had beenkeptydin perpetnal

lgnmance( ~of: .the- dlshono;lxablc streatment hedre-
Canuing; himself: cannot;rcf @msfwm
a sa;c,astlg complan;t at ultlmate (hsc105ure r~1abe-
hew;;f'rp ey soul -that.the s‘l‘;lu\he Wguld

noti have glven o have kept lns whole ;eond,uctnm
eternal secnecy,sﬂj It ‘might: have bacnﬁgratlfykn»O’
to, r@amy, Af; :Lmd Castlereaoh,)bembbac;quamted
withihes insult and deceitwhich; had: beensprag-
tisedsuponhim, and.the i mnommy to thxclmheawas

destineds.dhads been rendered. scnsxblc to Lh?x,ﬁx-
pedtﬁ»cy of sacsificing: hlmself £0x: preventf\{dlgcb»

sunepsAid, jof subJectlng hls.chai,ac,tgl, t(zupexpetual
.mmnuatwn aud \
mezited: d‘lldn})llbhguObquUY)Jb}’\arﬁl}bmﬂﬁslv&‘aﬂld '
disg 1aqeﬁalnsllquce 1at sthe, present; memgntiq Ilie -
md]onatxon of the Rev1ewer agains| L{)tdqQasﬂg_‘n '

.sper, and;ulmmglt@lyam thganest

\ggubhmﬁymwe scongnatulate:;thes: pubtlp.r

Sincewwesbeligue that suchea dxsfrraecfulucourse‘ of
; .plQCEGle]U' neveubefme tookwplace swesfeel: COl-
fident,:sfiom:the general; feprobatiofy-whichs has

9

reagh, «isimot; that:he; }ha§ actad, wreng; but that he

~ has agted: r1mhte,atha)tzkuuc}enaxdeg\nadlgguand Agnok

minious treatment; hewwas mat; ﬁa,wﬂra andipudillas
nimousj: butthatshes scos ned mmumpwmgsef;hxs
honowur;i: m\ato ipander:to; hls\own‘mfdlgmbyr; syl
i o Lepig] be aecollected;: thatigftqmwumslgancest have
appearedmnﬁ_ onipublic senutiny; mzd»dzscw&sién ’1f
a ﬁartwula}, seandal 5
government. in; theseyes of ilinope
of -those; whe, adopted d-course of:
ccmlck mot stand exposure,. a;ndm‘étof the Mlmster
who, ‘ o assert his kowfnwcha‘l"accer‘ Vass bhgéd fo

'the&:n@torxety wh'@ "“ha ";:taken pl

39 b

‘publ cat;on of sLorduCasblex‘éaiO‘li’

;bﬁtvplﬁa}ﬁe;}f F k &}
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Vadtlressed ab challcnge‘ to™ Mrﬁ?

io
The most iﬁafkéa censﬁr‘e* 1’s“pon’1‘ted“agam§t

mﬁlkéd an ap(ﬁo@y ﬁ‘st"Mi'L Can

poning! ‘bhe meet’:r‘“ &y 1
theofinputations Whl(:h mwTit“ﬂﬁW”’

to! delayf ’lhe Re‘viewer has ,a

smere’ o“rat ﬁcan’oni
been »tlhe agglavatloxl bf‘ t’l‘us t:h*u*oe, had 1

We: ishould Have: 'heaxd enoub‘h of' the ové ia m‘ "
g \3aC1ens, & B e
_But 1f‘ thé\‘t:xme 'sélected by Lord’ Cast‘leleagh;

ﬂ

Was theﬁ’ ithe pl‘bvbcé‘tfion ot no‘toﬁ‘éus PWas™
it of a doubtful nature ? Was the degred éf”b‘ﬁ'ence,’ ‘

i
i
i
i
4

O’Il as

szt;‘.,nﬁt

it

m the penson 1espon51ble forit, Jiable to- mistake. P
If any one point_of these questions.admit;of;

shghtest doubt ~we must adm‘lt that the nature of
Lmd Castlexeawhs lettel may be liable ;to fabJec-

. anning .} Lmself' nevex -once
ventlires to call mto questlon the propriety . of' Lord
Castlereagh’s challenoe, either by. dxstmctly stating
its terms, or by explessly denymg or fairly -an-
swering .its allegatxons. - In both ~his vindications
he utteily ‘avoids the true statemrent of the “subs
]ect as. much as. the Reverer does,- and - merely
touches the edoes of ‘the quest;on, without' ven~
tuni g to attaek the - centre. A Let us. brtnc before

N (\ -
SATEN

sidered fnmse!f entitled to enforce ) tkat Lord
C’a;ﬂereavk skould be remo'ved from z‘he War

( astlerearr/z conszders lze pronouncéd"
ke slzould ‘be -oharged with the condurt

of tize‘ 'war, cmd by wizzclz kzs sztuatzon as a mzmster
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Cz])[g of .good fuith, bot[z publzc aid private, to ori-
Wiady i -m.rrm vd bagslg gsw Gogaials
Gmatp % )rocee he ewccutzon a new' 7gt££—.
Sanollsln d o sfm m eina|do yloeryvic an
713€ 0] z‘ke most-ar uous and m orz‘ant na[ure,
i his opparent Go éié:’;é;}rc‘e’&h“&;té;%‘ Do Sopro-
oncyr -
zigz }z%‘?jp\parcn “ : Hsi‘u '.(rwj"% 59 m(b W Pg
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»' “m K :
M vas wil aware tﬂzta -
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—x‘? G NS OF hsdyoest svid g 2 ERIRIIE
distlosed  to . pim, he could not hcwe sul)mztted to
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Thl&S st the real sntuatlon in whlch Lord Cas-~

EV B BERGUL R D s GAsel noun o
tiereagl va \)acef i) Yo Cdnnm & dnd’ thgée
ETNWE: xm T \C\ O3 TS I X Boaau ’mi 1 m\w
chames Precxsely objects to hnn in hl§ 1allengé;
ST A “xmf'\x‘ AREERRIO) o 33050 W SEREG
an ‘to. wh ere1s 1o 1e nor can be 2 reply.
\,\«\(?\a m\ ?. A0 NN AT SOTR T OGNS L35 3 xsu\f
: NOW the questions whlc‘h arlsc are these ; ; as'a
$ROLY \\L
g\vate or a public man, was it Lotd Cdst;]ereao ’s
IR i Mw A T IR R
y to, su S re( lcament m aSSIVC
i%“ﬂ \as\\ if ')V 3Ny \\\ FOLIDMNIE ll-‘“s‘ob
sn,en % was he to have resorte fo cand1d e
RERNEY) ms‘\m A Lot BLE0Y 3% HUf. of B30 la);,w
atlon 0T, Was he at oncc to vmdlcate 18 .1~
e < GBIGOR 3600 WIDFS'

A PRATEYCIAES \"s z-‘z‘\»\m D Yo aaiesobnoan
It 1s Mor than obabl e asl ﬁdvé be; 1e S Qnecl
i] \\‘ (‘ 1970 ‘i x,\ ,\‘\\\) ")Y \g\\ﬁ\) &\ E)S
that“it is the wish of tho§e ‘who_have a regard for
. SR ‘\\‘\J\ﬁ) 08 WOITHY D
Mr.. Can ngs chaxacte:, t ie

that,, Lord-Castlereagh
EDIOV O ho aaogngl sl 3t ar i wo L
sh% uld have pock ed' his wrongs in_ s11en1: ac jui-
193 371 m,l* Ui Sinuh f o garn

escence - anc affe,cted 1gnoranc ;i and - that Tle
b fuoessg & Lis il b SEINTEY
uld have left lnmself a butt to the sneels
791 Bloaqw ar sgiis o
f?lspers of "Mr. Cann
iR WITHIRURDE LLd O S DG G
th nk 1, here'is any man, who 1s not i that.
bR B ISEOEY AN IV 3
\Y!hl“roqex? ot ‘conceive hat Lord Cast eréagl
OOl v 4 S SO0 *
w{qyjl}diI have been etemally dlshonoured b /4 con-
't SECEO TR 2idgl S T
duct s, cqntemptxble and pus1llammous. The ¢
FIV AL 0 o90s sl 36
are some passages . in. the Rev1ewe1 £ stl 1ptures that
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¢ woul 1dhnevel have counsclled such a &ebam
i i .1; x«’)l ’Oi
humlhatlon. .
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sulted hlm I submit to every candid man, what
would. ~have . been;the. insinuations against.Lord

Castlereagh, as.aman of' common henour and.com-

mon. Courage,. if, he: had . waved: every. considera-
tion of the md:gmty wn:h which.;he -had :been

treated, and entered into.a mere formal complaint
 of the mJunes he had received; and confined him-

self to.dn.argumentative: appeal to:MrsCanning’s
candour . Noo.man will feel foranother;. iwho does
not. feel f01 hlmself .—who will interest:himselfiin
the wrongs and .indignities put-.upon a:man: that
has not sense to! feel or- spirit to resent: them t-How
would Lord Castleleagh expect to engage ‘or-inte-
rest elthel affection; or friendship; or public feehng
n hxc cause, when. he. did not  think: his injuries

and provocations of sufficient. consequence forper-

sonal. rebuke and - 1esentment? Who wouldmot
have beheved if Lord: Castlereagh had assumed:a
}owex tone, on the ocegasion andimadea . disclosure
of less extent, . that,» whatever he pretended,<he
had been all the while in. the secret, and; been- icar-

. tying. on a shabby. system of maneuvreiand sub-
terfuge to evadeand disappoint Mr. Canning’s-at-

tacks ? Who would not have believed; that if hethad
adopted a, line of moderation towards Mr. Canning,
his. lordship . was -aware of the necessity of-such
a course ;. and- that if he had dared to adopt that,
which the nature-of the offence-demanded; eeitain
proofs . would: have been. produced to: demqgstrate
his privity and. conmvance ?» cat s wan 1 i

15

- 'The.case then being nota’case of .mere injury,
?)ut\ef thes iniast.expiess’ personat: 1nd1ginty~‘aﬁd
personal “affront, Tiofd” Chsﬁleréagh was Teft withs
outiirésouisce;” ifthetdid ot cohisider it allfits
aggravated::foria, and ‘act! accd”rcliﬁaly~~ howéVer
heswas:obliged: to: wnd:cate His” honour ]
expénceiofihis dutysv 31 |
<oWemust, mecollectf‘that .Ord Céstlereagh f‘rom.
the:. moment of - the decision’ for s change» in" his
department,: was at Mr. Canning’s miercy'; that he
existed:im Cabinet on his'forbearance; that hey was
liable to-be the: perpetual objeetof liis sport and sar-
casm,:and sneer, for five monthsiithatrall Mr. 'Caii-
ning’siconduct; as far as Iiord Castlereagh was con-
cerned, was.insincere and hollow ;* that Lord Ca.stlc-
reagh was employed inthe greatestundertakings; asa
mere tool, ‘to"be used-and thrown away'; that he
WAs: urged: ito: measures ‘of - the ‘greatest ’ respon-
sibility, swith:a view to- disappoint, to disgrace; to
saerifice:himy; in short, that - he was treated as’ a
tool,~a:dupe, a convenience; withunheard-of indig-
nity ‘and:ipsult:: Is- such treatment to be p‘a‘ss‘éa

- over or-.resented 2. :and: if: rescnted is' ‘it mot ‘to
 be obviously: resented, in the:first intance, agiitist

the person who first- proposed the measure of ‘his .
rémoval to. further his own' views,” and theéi per-

mitted hiis colleague to-be ‘thus- contemptuously
deluded vitvordertoteffect themi?

:Another ‘complaint dgainst Lord Castlereagh is;
that if any z‘/’lmg Jatal hads /zappened fo Mr. Can-

A
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ning; - Mr... Canning’s posthumous reputation would
have heen-left: withowt: dqfencc agaznst tke recorded
chapqg@svgy’]us antagonists o oTiie e iy

.+iHere ‘weé -can (by no means agree thh the Re-

viewersfor thoiigh: mnothing would have shocked us

more: than -a- fatdl: termination. to the duel, ‘yet
we cannot but conceive, that it would have been
more fortunate to M, Canning’s fame, - had . the

.supposed posthumoiss : defence never appeared. —

Why should the Reviewer. desert Mr. Canning’s
own  production,: and. fabricate a vindication for

him himself; if Mr'Canmngs two defcnccs had not

been found inadequate Po- et oA

But, what-is singular, the Rewewer adds, that Jf )

Lord CastlereaOhs letter . had - remained: uncon=

tradicted, not only Mr. Canning’s name, . but that

. v

taken, placs.. .., We have. alxeady Mr. Cannmgs

statements bef‘qxg ERY we, wait ,)\g@th) ginp'a't}ence for
the vindication of the othg:;WM; §‘t§§1:s,< but, \tlxle

seen. tober axfllttl@gr)org r}y{ary“:a%légl ggutgous than.
Mz {Ganningye it hiuo goidion donods )

+#Fhe Reviewer pow.at: las,;? p;'pcg:,ed& to. M.,

Cﬁn-

M,
ning’s letters;of .whiehi he gives, such an, abr 1dwe-
ment and - gloss; as;he,conceiyes, w11 ' nd, to put
Lord:€::most in-the.wrong,and Mr., Canmng most

in sthe:might. 4 This1s undoub,tedly fair, and na-.

- tural,rand-we: shall ¢ let it pasg till..we., shall have
placed: before:ourreaders.our: conception of the case.

It appears then, from the pubhcatwns, whlch are
i every.one’sthands; ithat-about. o r,(before Easter,
when:LordCastlereagh was; undera public charge*,
inravhich Mr::Canning: ‘had: promlsed to: support

of ‘the Cabinet in. ~general, would have been equally hitj; vthedattersconsidered hlmself obliged in duty

mjured now-what we- assert. is, that TLord Castle- t61 makel s statement in. wrltm “to the Duke of
: reagh’s letter.does remain uncontradicted,: and I do ;,s;:v. foBm Byiosient e ol _
: not see_how any acmdent which might have. be- i W‘}h"“t dmw”‘g “‘fe‘encesf e ma}’ State afe“’ dates "“‘d ‘
fallen’ ‘Mi. -Canning, could pOSSlb]y depnve the iacts.—-{-\lﬁrll t‘}}w mlddle of I’ebrualy last, the. affair of the wrltershxp

first app d befow a commlttee of the House of Commons'; on

theé” méntfén ahd‘ éxplanation” ‘of it b/ Lord Castlereagh fo::Mr..
Canning, he treated the-subject: in the most: 1iberal and, frlendly

mainer: :As-nor act-had taken-place, -it. was uncertam whether :
the commltteexwould report the evidence ; but, upon tlé 2 1d of

March,. . the commlttee did report 1t, and the report. as mdered

to be prmted ; upon the 2d of Aprll Mt Canmng admits’ he

made a sta,te ] J”"f.”‘(quexé 1ié first stafement] 1o ‘the Duke of Port-

| Jand, “on the Yrigufficieht state of the government; - whichled to

the proposal of 'a changg:in: Lord (‘astlereach’ department.

1 members of the Cabmet from explammv thelr con-
| duct, if they had.chosen:to doso. "o i v o
© _After all the complaints Wthh the: Rcvxewer

has ‘made against Lord Castlereagh' for. ‘the un-

" accountable: publication of his -letter;.. he now
chanves his note, and considers the . publication

to be most fortunate, as it afords Mr. Canning
and the Ministers an opportunity Sor explaining
z‘ize real nature of the transactions which: have
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‘Portland, as the head of the Cabinet, in which he

- represented, fthat he considered the Administra-
 tian, as then constituted, mszgﬁczent to carry on

the affairs:of the country under: all the difficulties
of the times, and requested, unless some change was
qﬁectcd in:it, he ngkt be permztted to ¢eszgn his

We .conceive that Mr.. Gannmg, by thrs state-
ment, has imposed upon himself the gravest pos-
sible responsibility for his seriousness and sineerity.

“What is the ease 7—In the midst of a session of

Parliament, a session attended with much extra-
ordinary embarrassment,:in. 3 most critical situa-

‘tion of the country, his colleague being in an un-

,popula’.z_" predicament, Mr.  Canning is so struck
with the state of the country, with the exigency

of -'the times, ayibh the inadequacy of the Adminis’~ '

ken to confect_. that madequacy, .md to give the

government new and additional vigour, he- feels-

himseif obhged by every prmcxple of publie duty,

‘to hazard the entire dissolution of that - govern-

ment, - by secession from office: »
It is not possible to conceive that a stronger
measure ‘could be taken by a minister: and my

'feelmo is, that the minister who takes sueh a

mcasme, subjects himself to’ the deepest respon~

siility 5 for after having stated his. opinjon thus

f-o;cib]y, and having cenfirmed : it by such Al

R s St b .
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alarming . menace, " he makes himself 1esponsxb1e: :
for every failure which subsequently takes place;
unless he carries his'menace, or his plan for impros
ving the Government, into immediate.execution. -
If then Mr. Canning was sincere in his state-
ment and his menaces, what is his apology to the
country for not acting upon them ? Why did he
not bring the whole to issue at once; if he thus
thought the interests of the nation - 1mper10usly'
tequired it P—why not demand that his whiole views
on the subject of the Administration; and the na-
tional safety, should be submitted to the Cabinet
for immediate discussion? why mnot unfold the |
plans which were to make the Administration effi-
cient, and the country safe and successful? When
Mr. Canning had made up his mind to take sucha

~ step; he ought to have been firm and mexorable,

knowing that nothing is so reSpectable, as a strong,
well-considered; decisive act in times of emergen-
cy; and. nothing so con"cemptible- as an insincere
and empty threat. There is no excuse for Mr.
Canning’s complaint or threat, sirice he did not act
on them : all his pretences to sublime and vigorous
patriotism evapoxated in submission to disgraceful
concealment, to contémptible arfangements, 0
the repetition of ineffectual menace, and at lelwth
in accepting -a promise for his colleague’s removal, .
upon terms that reflect ctefnal disgrace on all who
were privy to-them.
B 2
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June, from the second of April ;
.the mean time been indulged with.the accession of

~ serious as to the public poiut ?

- public-grounds :
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Surely it must have been soon evident to the

Duke -of Portland, and to all the colleagues he

consulted, that Mr. Canning was playing a mere
personal game, and not a public one. -When Mr.

‘Canning once suffered the consideration of his me-

naced resignation to be postponed to the end of
when he. had in

Lord Grenville Levison to the Cabinet ; how could

any one member imagine that Mr (,annmg was

It was perfectly
natural for them to try to manage his restless tem-

per by every possible expedient; and I doubt not,
‘that-when they put off the removal of Lord Cas-
tlereagh 'till the termination of the expedition,
‘they - hoped that its success would induce Mr.
Canning to relent from his designs, or give them

strength to resist him.
they never thought Mr. Canning serious upon any
if he was so, they knew it was

“.impossible for him to admit of any delay or post-
ponement :

it was mot credible to them, that he
would leave the whole campaign to- be carried on
by a Minister be had deemed inadequate, and with

- Administration he considered insufficient,
'l hey must of course have believed all his views

to be personal:

HOj
nesty would not suffer delay ; patriotism would

~ proceedings ?

The fact seems to be, that

‘nor-is his conduct upon any other
“supposition reconcileable to common sense. -

21

not brook postponement ; virtue would. scorn all
compromise in the case stated by Mr. Canning,
supposing him’ conscientiously sincere. - When he
therefore admitted every kind of delay, when he
suffered month after month to elapse in visionary
plans and fruitless protests, how was-it possible for
any person who was witness of his conduct to at-
tribute it to any- thing but personal motives 2 - -
"What then must have been the natural -fecling.of
Lord Castlereagh, when he came to be at length
informed of the whole- course of Mr. Canning’s
If he considered Mr. Canning to
have been, orlomally actuated by views of patri-.
otism, he must have felt that no postponement
could' have ‘; taken , place, and that.Mr., Canning
would, in the spirit of those views, have acquaint-
ed him of his designs, -as soon as they were form-
ed. | .Lord Cast]erezigh, _therefore, - could merely
on, fh@ principles. of common sense ascribe Mr.
Canning’s plans for- his- removal to-private and
personal motives; and he felt that he had a dis-
tinct right to resent his being made a tool, and
dupe, and convenience, by Mr.. Cannmg till,
one while by yielding, one while by menacing;
he could manage his dismissal without breaking up
the Cabinet. Is it not obvious to every man who
reads Mr. Canning’s two statements, .that he was
endeavouring to effect Lord Castlereagh’s resigna-
kt_ion, without its being followed by other resigna-
tions? His ‘object was plainly not to break. up
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- the Governinent, but to increase his own power -in

that Government. - The Duke of Portland’s health
was visibly. declining: he had introduced, to
strengthen himself; certainly not to strengthen Ad-

ministration, ‘Lord Grenville Levison into the Ca-

',binet ;_?—lle meant to drive Lord Castlereagh out
of the Ministiy; orinto the House of Lords, and

~ to place Lord Wellesley in his department. « All
this'is very consistent for a scheme of petsonal ag:

granidisement. He would have shewn his power

' by naniing two Cabinet Ministers, and removing

oné as lonO* as Lord CastlereaOh remained in his

ofﬁce, he was a castmg voice in any dxﬁ'erénces -

,,,,,

of proceedmg in the" House of Commons. On
Tord Castléreagli’s removal, Mr. Cannmg and
Lord G. Levxson formed a suré ‘majority ‘fagainst
and his authorxty, as leading the
House, was cut up by the roots ; for on every ca-

‘binet question, or parllamentary ploceedmg, there
_were two to one against him.'— We ' se¢ then

plamly that Lord Castlereaoh was not made the
object of attack on account of Mr. Canning’s pa-
triotism, but was merely made the victim -of his
gmbition : Lord Castlereagh was to be kept in the
dark till his colleagues could be managed to decide
agdinst | h1m he was to be rrulled till a- complete
cabinet alrangement could be made, of which he
was to be the sacrifice, Mr. Canning was of course

always against concealment always for disclosurg;

- leagues.:
‘might have taken part with Lord Castlereagh ; the

for he wished Lord Castlereagh . out, and Lord
Wellesley in, as soon as possibles; but if (as-he
was bound to do) he made the disclosure hiniself,

‘he at once took the game into his own hands,

and endangered the success of the whole manceu-
vre. If he stated his designs to Lord Castler eagh,
it would have been impossible to manage his col--
they might have taken offence; they

Cabinet . would have been divided and gone to
pieces : but by leaving the disclosure to the Duke
of Portland and others, and giving them the ma-

nagement of the zime, they became gradually
pledged to the arrangement Mr. Canning wanted.

‘This-statement I have been induced to make, to
meet the misrepresentations of the Reviewer ; and
I think it places the whole- subject in a clear point
of view, which cannot be mlsunderstood and 1
shoztly restate it.

-1 say-then, that when Mr Canning represented,

-the insufficiency of Government to meet the pub-
~ lic exigencies, and desired to resign unless adequate

changes were mad e, he was bound, supposing him
sincere and honest; to enforce an 1mmed1ate decx~

- sion or to have seceded.

¥, after having represented the msufﬁcnency of
Government, and desired to resign unless adequate
changes were made, he suffered. five months to
elapse, and the whole campaxgn to pass without’




any change at all, how can it be argued that his
views were sincere cmd honest or dnected to the
“public good. i :

If his views had been patuotw, and 1f he con-
sidered ‘Lord Castlereagh’s partial or total removal
‘indispensable, “he would not, as a candid honest
patriot, have failed to have acquainted Lord Cas-
tlereagh, as -Well as the whole Cabinet, ~with his
designs. . Lo -

If his views were pnvate and pexsonal ‘he would
dlsclose nothing to Lord Castleréagh, and would
contrive that his- designs should be managed by

- others more than by himself, soas to makeothers as -

responsibleas possible, and to procure theirsupport:

We . shall give the reader, a trait of the Re-
viewer’s ingenuity. Lord Castlereagh had stated it
was. perfectly allowable for - Mr. Canning, if he
pleased, to demand his removal, but that he had a
distinct right to expect that a proposition  justi-

fiable in itself, should not be cxecuted in an unjus-

Canning for what he allows to be.justifiable, an'd"

tifiablesmanner; and at the expence of his honour
and reputation. Upon this the Reviewer rests
the following: argument. - It appears Lord - Castle-
reagh dcknowledges Mr. Canning had.a right o
propose  his removal, and” Mr. Canning did no
more ; for heleft the execution of his proposition

to the Duké of Portland and Lord Castlereagh’s -

friends.  Yet. Lord Castlereagh challenges. Mr.

2 -

finds no fault: with his friends for what he sa; § 18 . o

alone unjustifiable. -

This is a true example of the heer et in cor tz(,e
or of an argument upon the words,-not upon the
sense. - I I CeneT
Whereas, Lord Castlereagh’s obvious meaning is,
that, when Mr. Canning proposed his dismissal, it
was his'duty to acquaint him, or to take care that

- he was acquainted with that proposmon ; because, '

as long as he was permitted to be in- ignorance,
and to act as a minister in a state of ignorance,
his honour and 1eputatlon were put at hazard ; he
was-placed in a state of peLusron, which he was
bound to resent as soon as he was informed of “it,
and unless he resented the delusxon his honour and

‘reputation were complonnsed

The Reviewer says, -that Lord Castlereagb

admits - Mr. Canning pressed for disclosure, and

then-he asks what -motive Mr. Canning could pos-

sibly have for wishing concealment 2 1have above

-solved this enigma. Mr. Ca,nnmg had . two ob-
jects :-one, to get rid of Lord Castlereagh as soon
as possible ;. thc other, to accomphsh that object

without breaking up the Administration. - The va-

rious members of the. Cabinet were to be 1econcﬂed
to -the degradmg of Lord Castlereagh, but there
seems fo have been great opposmon to 1t, much
ma.noeuvre to ‘counteract it, much hopc to evade

it, and : some determination to resist-it. - Mr. Can- :

ning therefore acted cautiously for hlS purpose,




“by leaving the whole management to others, and
by répeating from time to time his threats of re+
~signation; which he was sure wouid not be accep-
ted ; but does this prudence or caution on the part
of Mr Canning alter the state of the question
with respect to his conduct to Lord Castlereagh ?

By no means, It was this yleldmg to preposals of

delay, to suggestions of compromise, of . which

Lord Castléréagh complams ; and that Mr. Gan-
ning; being masterof his fate, continued his appa-
rent supporter; till the moment should arrive when
he could secure the agleement of his eolleagues
for his removal. - o
‘The Reviewer states, with an air of complacency,
that Lord Castlereagh' no where suggests that
which has since been so vekemently contended for
by his Lordskzps ddvocates—that Mr. Canning
was hinself the proper person to make the disclo-
 siire ;iand thai among all the chargés to which
this L‘oéz’ﬁowery Fas given birth, this has wniforms
Iy appeared to him to be the 705t * SENSELIESS.
What does this Reviewer mean ? Is he o' senseless
ds niot to undetstand the whole drift of Lord Cass
ﬂereagh s letter, thin Whlch nothmg c¢in be moré
plain’ and intelligible ? - After’ stating'to M. Can-
‘ning the long and disingénuous concealment which
had been plactlsed agdinst him, contrary to ev ry
.pxmmple of good- faith ‘both publi¢ and private;
his Lordship closes with these wotds, You kitew I

was deceived, and 1 Jou contmued 20 decewc e,

S nr | i omtnnine etk 458 Do Bima ot S 025 it et NS b B e ed e . :

a1

‘What is-this butte declar'e, as-explicitly as words -

can declare, that Mr. Canning was bound to urde-
ceive kim ; and how could he tndeceive Lord Cas-
tlereagh without making hima communication ?
The rest of Lord CastlueaWh’s letter is an antici-
pation of all the pretexts and apologies which he
supposes  Mr.. Canning might resoit to, and which
he precludes tle use of ; thus charging the duty of
disclosure on’ Mr. Canning, aiid . Mr. Canning
alone, ds-a duty to which he had-inade him-
self liablé, by preferring a complaint against him.

- What-is the difference between an accuser and a

calumniator ? the latter is the odious, the former

-the honourable ‘character; “because the one gives

notice to his’ adversary and puts him on his-guard
and his defence ; the other, by whispering in se-
¢ret and defaming an adversary behind his back,
cuts off from him the -power of meeting and re-

' pelhng the charge. Who ever heard of demanding

Judoement ag dinst a party without serving the de-
‘fendant with notice ¢ Who is made answerable
f01 serving notice, but the person who commences
the suit?—So much for the senselessness of Mr.
€anning being himself obliged to prevent Lord
Castleleavh from being deceived and continued in -

a state of deceptlon :

'But what we have all along insisted upon, is,
that if Mr. Canning’s views were sincerely pa-
triotic and dlsmtelested there never could have

~been any decext at all; When, on account of the
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alleged inadequacy of the Government, he ‘deter«
mined to resign, unless new strength and vigor
were infused into Administration, the discussion
of -his views and -intentions ought to have been
submitted to the Cabinet. ~Lord Castlereagh, with
" the rest of the Cabinet, must have discussed them,
and a general result have. been laid before the
King,'for‘his decision. - All the concealment, all
‘the deception, which have been practised,  are

“merely attributable to'the private and personal

views which pervade every part of the transaction.
In the first case there never - could have been any
personal difference; in the latter, dlscovely ‘and
detection made it unavoidable..

It was urged against the Papists, that their.

councils had declared, ““no faith was to be kept
with “heretics;” 1is it to be a Cabinet Minister’s
creed, that no faith is to be kept among the King’s

confidential advisers? The Papists were perse-
~cuted for two centuries, and driven out of the pale
of ‘the constitution, for -their alleged persuasion :
what will be the fate of our Cabinet-Ministers, and
Ex-Cabinet Ministers; I do not venture to predict.

s it not something remarkable, thattowards the

~close of the six-thousandth year-of the world, and

in the nineteenth century of the Christian Era, a
controversy should arise, whether a man may not
conscientiously - intrigue against his . colleague,
without ‘giving him notice? that he may put his

colleague upon new and arduous enterprizes, after -

29
he has obtained a plomxse of h1s removal on theu'
termmatlon ? and that fairness, openness, and 'real
ingenuous plam-dealmo may be dispensed with
in the concerns of Ministers between one another P
" But this Reviewer, as we have seen, goes still

further : ‘he not only does not require that a Mmls-
ter should be open and candid, "and fairly acquamt

‘his colleaoue with his 1ntent10ns but broadly as=-

serts, that the doing so, or the bellevmg that any

-man ouoht to do so, is the most 'SENSELESS thmg
Jmagmable U

It will be acknowledcred i:hat there were great
difficulties, that the removal of Lord Castler reagh
might be attended with other resignations, and the

- whole Admm]stntxon be threatened with d1V1sxon :

—but it will be urged at the same time, that Mr.

-Canning, when he brought forward his complaints
ragainst the insufficiency of the Administration, was

bound to have foxeseen and estimated these dlfﬁ-»

“culties, and have bo]dly determined to meet or over-
--leap them, or he ought not to have stirred at all.

The putting a pistol to the Minister’s breast, the

‘threatening to resign in the midst of a difficult

session, inan hour of great embarrassment, is notto
beJustlﬁed on light grounds or by personal motives,

‘A man, who considers hxmself warranted to take -
-such"a step, without bemg serious in- his ol)Ject
-and without an object adequate to such a pro-
ceeding, shews himself to be of such a pleupltat@:
-and impatient” temper, or of  such  desperate
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amBmon, as to be utterly unfit for any Ca’bmeé; |

whatever. ‘ . :
~ The Reviewer admlts, ﬂmt he is per. fectly cons

wmced Lord Castlereagh never did authorize, nor

directly mor indirectly countepagnce any of the
dzferent arrangements, proposed with whatever mo-~

tive by his friends : and he admits, that acting as

he dzd under. the zmpresszon that he had been dis:
izonom ed by the a])pm ent zmplzczttzon tizat he had
)ust ﬁable tkat he .should ewpress a’eep rcsentment,
and ‘seek reparation (he: .does not mean  in the
technical terms of the word) at the hands of . those
who had dishonoured kzm i—but this crime wds not
transferable. It was the crime of Lord Castle-
reagh’s friends.—Excellent! bravo! Reviewer.—

1t seems at last, that the impression of the eonduct
practised on Lord Castlereagh is so glaring and
Jirresistible, that the warmest defender, the - most

zealous advocate of Mr. Cannmg, is driven 1o con-.

fess that Lord Castlereagh' has been dishonoured;

that, on every principle of human nature, that on
every principle of justifiable indignation, he could
not avoid expressing deep resentment;, and seeking
re])aratzon at the hands of those who had dis-
honoured him.—=I congratulate Lord Castiereagh
that at length, after every effort to discountenance
"~ and 1eprobate his conduct, to censure and condemn
‘'his appeal, the most ingenious.and sturdy advocate

9f hxs opponcnt is -flushed with conviction; and;
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confessing that he has been dishonoured, proclaims
compunctious acknowledgement, that on every
principle of human nature and general justice, he
was authorized to avenge that dishonour. But
forsooth, the poor Duke of. Portland and Lord
Camden, they are the wolves he ought to attacks
Mr. Canning is the innocent : lamb~~nihil ille
nec.ausus nec potuit, ceelum hoe et conscia syderav
testor. -

As for myself' (whateve\ may be the case of the
Reviewer), I can easily distinguish between the
well-intentioned errors of a friend, however he may
commit my feelings ;and my .character, and the
regular concerted attacks of an opponent, who
wishes to supplant me. = I can easily distinguish be-
tween the man, who bringsforward acharge against-
my conduct, with a design to remove or degrade
me, -and the colleague or the friend, who wishes
to parry -or to soften the attack, though he does it

‘in amanner I must censure and condemn. I cam

pardon concealment in those who permit conceal-
ment to be practised against me, with a hope,
though with but a fruitless and censurable hope of
ultimately protecting my situation; when I can~
not pardon the man, who, having eriginally sug-
gested my degladataon, permits that concealment
to continue, with a view to-make my degradation -
certain and effectual, and at the same time compas |
tible with his own interest and ambition,. g
If I were attacked by a desperado in the dark;,
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and my friend, in endeavouung to’succour; and to
parry ‘the attack ‘plunged his'own ‘sword’ into'my
:b“’Om o by miistake,” $hodld Ti\vish to* revenge?my-

’self onmy’ “mistaken’ friendior npox’vthe despefado ?
- iOhe d’upon?the Duke*‘of‘ Portland I c 11d

1! s it
" tnemory 60 the’ Duke of Portland*m hlS‘SEC(ﬂAd
: yletter _to L(‘)ﬁx‘d Cafnden, as m hls ﬁtst : aud that he

‘jopened by hts Grace in the mlds’t of all the: dlfﬁ-
~ j«-ehltxes and extlamdmary ‘events of the last ses-
sion, T can easﬂy "p""ture to- myself the eonﬂlctmg
‘ -embauassment ”Vhlch “must’ havet ‘agitated: Sitits
“Grace’s mind.’ *His Grace was: natmally 4nd ne-
A-cessanly 1mp1essed with'the *wéight of - all these
“duties | and obho ttons under whtch, at" hls ad-
vanced penod of” hf‘e, Yand in Tis: state of' bochly
‘infirihity, he had” accepted the leadinig situation in
;Allla Megesty s councﬂs ‘he, possd)ly, from'the’ good-
‘mness of his mmd “believed and’ hoped that all his
"';colleacrues wcre actuated with: sentiments: snmlau
lto his - own ‘He thought that they were all asso-
Cated ' 1th him upon ‘one’ ‘and the same pr1nc1ple,
ot to pmsue paltry . and personal objects, but to
' _e\elt thexr 1ndn1dua1 ahilities 10’ the utmost in
' fuxtheuno ‘the mtelests of’ their SOVC]‘C]O’H and the

"state, he robab]y knew, that thele“was‘not any

[

' exxstmo canse W hxeh could raise: anv Fealt dlffercnce '
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among his_colleagues ; he felt perhaps that they \

werg, all cmploy ed to the utmost of their ability in

- promoting - the pubhe serv1ce,’ what then must

have been h1s dlstress to learn that the Secretary of
Stdte for forexgn aﬂ'alrs, who had recently much
dlstmwmshed hlmself m the House of. Commons,

considered the Admunstratlon as totally znadequate :

cmd mgﬁiczent and that, wzz‘kout some new ar-
mngement ke was resolved to reszgn ? It seems

that, struck with so 'mortlf'ymg a conduct “he’
could not bring himself to take any part on the

‘ subJect at all for some tlme ; that when pressed

he thought it right to examme and sift the real
duft and. views of- the menace he ‘had reteived,
and to try, by means of | proposmtr delays, to ascer-
tain Mr. Cannmo s obJects It soon became appa-
1ent that these obJects were personal not pubhc ;
that Mr._ Cannmg was to a degree capable.of ma-

'nagement and ‘that it was his. duty to keep by ma-

nao'ement the Admmlstratlon from  falling to pieces.
He naturally concelved that as Mx. Canning did
not ms1st upon any pelemptmy and immediate de-
msxon, he mlght be gradually tempered and softéned
Jn the course nf events to relax from hls demands,

vand that as Mr Canning’s ol)Jeets were appa-
‘1ently personal he mlght he satisfied by some

flattering arrangement.” I do not state thlS as the
conduct - of a strong and vigorous mmd but it

was natuml, m ‘the DnLe of Pottland’s SItuatlon,

when the dechnmg state of hlb health (lld not
: ¢

ey

——
[
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adiiit of his resortmg o' personal 1* x‘no‘néhan‘ces,'

and to siich 4 Tine of deter
have’l’)ueen eXpected‘ from hnn "n" 'the eaﬂlel pért of

it ‘uafe th faul% of concealfhent & aind “the' sy-

stem of modlﬁegﬁoﬁ Whlch tHe Dh ke’ of Portland

employed or Ladopted
will éxcuseé the Tine’ adopted by P ¢
connecflon 'to°a patron, “tora fiiend,

thouOh T do”’ot thmk it’

obselvance, and honouxed with fevel- endmcr ior«
r"’époncfence, and whose memo’\‘y he ‘Cotls
;:anegyrlc. S
r fiyself, that if

TERTO
t 1‘"ss’e‘sl

n as ‘a pears’ to have dlcfated

Ml. Gannmg s letter" to hlS Gxace of_ theﬁ Qd of' :

, \a. superxor sense of 1eoard to the mtexests and'
safety of the empxre, nothmo' on earth should ’

it

e ST A4

thined por ‘ose
RN P P 2

have shaken or delayed my resoived and de£e1~= '

P
Haﬁ Mr C‘annmg aéted vmh the‘sentlments, hc‘ |

is 3 planﬁﬁon will; T thmk ;n some dem‘ee"

inn\n thy
\n ﬁi* l\é -

seems to’ have cultlvated with such unremlttmg '
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has: 30 we’ll expressed; had he risqued all:in one

bold .appeal . to. produce.a oovernment which he.

t?houoht would save his countly, thlowmoz all:
views of . hlmself in the- back ground and without
favour, and aﬁ'ectwn insisted. upon that arrange-~
ment,which he: conscxentlously thought best for the:
country, and exacted adecision on his demand who
wou]d not have applauded or pardoned his pmdent

Or - mxstaken zeal ? .and cherished the character o"

the man. who had cast amde every f’eehng of prk
vate fr iendship, 1e0*a,1d v Venexamon, contnexion,
and party, for the: cause of his oounmy ? But when

he once yielded to postponement and suffexed all-

hisrsublime: patuotlc pringiples to dwindle: and die

awayin. petty _schemes of personal ao-orandxze~ _

ment, Who can forgwe hlm, that for- such paltry
motrves, he should dlStUIb the counmls of his:

SOVCI‘C]OI], and embitter the lastsdays of a patron-
who;n hc now embalms in panegyric, for “which:
no, ope owes hlm credlt ? I ask whether there isa
frlend of the Duke aof Portland, who would not-

\wsh hxs paneoync in his. first letter to be buned
i, obhvmn, if he could at the same time conmgn

to. the same fate the exposure contamed 1n ;he‘ﬁ

second

His Grace however at last dld JUS'CICC to hxms-
self. He felt “himself entanOIed in arrangements A

in ordér to appease Mg Cannmg s pelsonal impor -

tunities;. whic found 11; mconslstent with  his

feelings: to fuml e and rather than executesa dis~
c2
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~creditable pldn, into, whxch he, had, heen, qnwar:ly

‘ led ‘he at lenoth honourably 1e5101 ,egl,,m,Requescat

)‘i‘

- We shall now advert to the. Revnewel $ remark
on Mr."Canning’$ "¢k traordinary mtloductlon of'

R

o, %ee T vht e oo i the authority of his Sovereign.—* That suc ]
i ,J& 18 & very smgular ar;d notahle. gxrcumstance, ’ permission: sﬁould‘ higve been ‘aiked)c and hive been

ip, the transactions, relating to Lord Castlereagh, obtaiied;: is'a’ Gircumstance  which of ieself’ ’esgtg

'tha% thé 00mP1‘3X10n 0f them .when brought, to blishes ‘the chirtcter of the’ narr ?z*‘(}é‘ nd’ e%zne{
.. thc pomt of abcomphshment struck thosc con- Y gz fhesame time ‘the’ ‘clear and ¥or oz‘dv %ﬁﬁrﬁ‘]y,
’ cgrneq m them with such dlStIeSS and. com- whzck mus[ kgpae dzcmted boz‘k the requeszf
_punctgpn, that 1nﬁcxder to av01d the dlsgracc of

iL3Ed

fulﬁlll'ng them, the Admmlstratmn was. (llSSO]VBd VVthh doctnne we beg leave to enter our Aun‘?qul-
"The line of explamtlon I have taken, .is so dla- o

metrlc 1y, QppOSlte ,tok__that of the Rev1ewer, that
lt 1s unneeessaxy to lcmalk on. all tbe minute points
h eriters upon i in conductmo Ml. Cannmgs de-
fence; My obJect has been to. examine Mr, Can: T

Ty :;,;4

vas utterly, essentlal]y lncompatxble thh the funda-

35 : mental- punczples of the British government ’ Tl}f;
m‘n\0 §_‘ posszb!e motlves forfhxs or1g111a1 couduct, Sovere]on s niame can never bé'used as an’ autho_:
: w‘}iic‘h'I .congeive - to . have been -either.-public or rity to'screen, to,vindicate, or support a Minister
"])crsonal if the’ formet his concealment ~of his 1 an attempt to introduce his sacred person for such]*
© views fxom Lmd Castlexeagh is. mexphcable, and a purpose; is a direct attack ‘on’ the Vltals of the
contradlctoxy to his motives ; if the latter- it is ¥ Constitution. ‘ ‘ ’
'me“ﬂy C‘mS‘Ste“t The: ReV'eWGI cautiously, "~ “Secondly. The Mmlster who makes the attempt
a_,sv he Say: s, (1bstams f rom groing any. 0])3”30” upon I ot ouly vilates the Constitution, but treats’ h}lgi
t?lf, olrzg‘mal and fundamenml cause 0f tlze ‘whole | Sovereigii with the utmost unkmdness andy‘_,(\hs‘le-_i
Proéeepd‘ingé. , T St

Wl_th these‘ ObSCl vatlons we Ieave the Revxewer 0o hlo Sovelelgn for such &pelmISSIOﬂ hlS Soverfelrgn
m the en30yment of" the satlstacmon he feels.in

ek

cannot refusehis apphcatmn : for, supp sing aTe-

oy s

pelusmg Mlj Canmno s ]ast pubhcatlon = frorn the fusal,” the Ministér would be enabled to pleqd t}ha .

szngular and. strz/cmg mstmzce which, it has exhi- he is prevented from ‘making his ‘]ustlﬁ(‘atl\” by,
i 1y oiagd

'hted of ‘the dzsszpatwn of accumula;‘ed calummes ' the set‘:recy é}uomed ‘by his" SOVBICIgn, a‘d th

DA

o and error,s', b_y the mﬂuence of szmple trath, ng wc)uld be‘ thus'exposed to obloquy for suﬂ’er

T R T
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mg “thie ruid of & Mi‘mstens ‘chataster, rathenthan
allow the productlon ofstich '“ctrcum§tances.ﬂ-as he

thm § 'thay justify “himd. therpiablicsos
Uy rdly T s {5t donstititional o disauss th&
K 1gs pérsonali condict” “=s§mce ‘that discussion
| d ta'f lse msxhuatxoﬁs and o dfisrepre-
_ S %mpossxble that thig 280 ve-
relb SRR ’dwﬂluﬁl T¢ouldibe broughtto ex-
pldin. ox defend hlmself ﬁom t:he attack of mdl-

-ourth]y “All "

#t) nust ,artlal aml ‘cstitain @ part fandﬂnot
the- whole of the “case ;7it -cannot- enter’ intoiand
explain-all the c1rcumstances ‘which: may havebeen
laid ‘before the: ng by*hls ‘Ministers; in erc]cr ‘to:
produce his decision, or-all thie crauses; viewsy i
m1tatlons, and 1ntent10ns .of that dedision;  whilst
the Mi 1msters alone are answerable for-thie informa-
tion they glve, the ‘advice -they- recommend
and the decision’ they carry into executxon. -
M Canmng must’ have’ ‘been- aware of:all ﬂlebﬁ
pomts ‘ahd circumstatices; and thepefore we -can-
not ‘but express our astonishment, tha’c‘he should
ha.ve recurred to so- unconstxtut'ondl & measure, as

thcfmtroductlon ‘of this- Sovexcwn s name, ‘even if

, 1t had béen of “service to his cduse; 5 and still'more
~0, when its mtroductxon is'of no-use+ to him. at
all but as'1 shall shew hereaftex, 1s of actual dis-

servwe to'him. - sdem iduide
“What Mr. Ca,nmng of - the Duke of Portland

: ledge, dt 1s uttelly unconsututxona

.89
Hiay; ~have remesvgted or.may have recommemied

¥y 1Y

to,his: Majestyare.ate.not, qu;'kmed but untll we '
are fully ag;gl @sglgguatqu acquamted vnth t_.jhe il xiole

et

no W-'

so:at all. . “We have .a complete nght a;xd .‘_omn
plete duty to enquxre into all the conduct, ,of Mr.

“Canningand the Duke. of. Portland as M' 1sters

of. the Crown, they ate respon 'ble for Whatvthey
\rable or commandable, ‘because nhey have, hy some
ineansor other, thamed the. ngs sanctzo‘ JAf
indeed: they obtained it. -
. The Reviewgr mow. procecds tp discuss thc pro-:
'pmety of Mr Cannlngs\tendellng his reslgnatxon

" so often; .and.at last reswnmg when, e undex»
staod . the: Duke -of Portland had retlred Upon
“the :whole of this. part of the subJect my sentic
_inents aﬂd those of the Rcﬁewer are dxametrlcally

--Qpposxte A A o

'When.once: any pubhc .man has undqrtaken an
Ampontant office in.the state, and becomeé a, ledding’

~friember,in a:Cabmet $0 farfrom being at Tiberty
‘toiresigh at, his pleasute 50 far from it bemg honourn
ableifor him: to; resign, except under cxrcumstance§

4yhich mike it a.duty for hiin to risque the . disso-
-lution of- Administration, he is absolutely pxeclud— ‘




edfrom-such aJmeasmfe. a»1 lean hardly ccﬂtewet
'lporex,kun‘;ustlﬂable ‘or ‘moreicensiirablelact i inany
‘leading menibers of sar-Cabinet] ‘that eithér 1n4é-
adl resignation,ciar thes'tenderwr of'i @ "reSlgnat*xon
n@g@cept;: Jn; they; mostsextreme case! poss:fbie.\“ Ttiis
amcompamblc withithe. nnphed*sense of duty" ‘which
as I\/Im:ster‘stxpulateSa 6 'his Sovereigii, ons eﬁtéﬂﬁg
:the,Cabinét 34t ininconsistent swith thag! prm(‘:lpl’e
_of mutual sx.ppmbswhrch\xs v1rfuédly ‘givenl by Mi-
T ers toeeach other: dwheiiithey (commencel-a
5 it is‘contrary td theé just ek pectations’ of
thosewmembexs of the »twos: liuses: fof parlla'mem
- whoy ,m-ag;,@nsequ,en_c@;oi;the formamonloﬁ;the.. Cabi-
1iet, hiave agreed in: geterdlto supportits nieasures.
o When;g, therefore;a. 1eadmo' -memberiof  Eabinet
resigns,..it. ought .to be upon: some: vital bt futi-
-damental, po.nt for: some: great atid capltal Obj&Ct
* whighg if not'acceded: b the: Minister; .on resigti-
g, should eXplam to the counfry, demonstrate its
_unportance, and - pxess its: attammentias;ndzspen-
-sable;7i G SR 1l ;
e eught on’ the ﬁxst blubh to behém that it
was a,cause.or-an object of this fundamental: con=
sequence; -that:induced .M. Canmingtoi offer his.
A resignation:at ferisis 50 important as the middle -
ofmﬂaealas session:;
letters; aveé.ate obliged “to--believe.. the: contrary.
-..'Im;m'dex to. pacify. his discontentandigratifyihis
»xmportumty, anoffer.is'made to’him that he shollkd
: have the conduct of the war, so far as it was con-

i:and yet, when we:turn to.his _
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cemed with -political : correspondence 3 -andithat
Lord Castlereagh should in compensatlon have an
additionalrofficé; ‘andicatry o’ the Sehielde:. expe- E

.,

dition:siiten: thissarrangement Mr.o Canmng‘ 'statés
thaly helsignifiedhis acquiescence,riso far-as fe was
.comeerned;. :Thus:weisee; from Mrs ‘@inning’ s:bwn
Lgonfession; that his< objedtysofarifrom beinghac
tuated by any. publie pmnc‘xple‘, as Héonfined “to
the paltry;view ofi some aceession; of rpolitical “im-
-portance. “If heibelieved i in his'soul,vashe stated
‘o thesDuke:of ‘Rortthnd-in April; that the:frane
.of-the/Governmént .was: inadéquate to meet the
difficulties'-of  the times, and if ‘he'thought it his
real duty toresign, unless ‘&n adequate :changé were
effectéd, is it possible hei could- conscientiously
thitiks/the:'mere  division-of the:war- department

‘and iimaking ' two ‘war : ministers - instead of-one, -

‘would remeédy -allithie insufficiency he: had “com-
plamed of: inthe: Government; andimake it ade-

quate to:the difficulties of the times? : The ‘suppo- -

sition 'is tooabsurd and- preposterous.-—-—xf any
‘thingl‘canbetmatter:-of ‘dembnstration,> it  is'’de-
monstrable! by :Mr.:iCanning’s ‘acceptance “of this

absurd arrangement, as a receipt in full for all his

sublime:remonstrance on'the insufficiency ‘of “Ad-
mlmstnamon, that'it was: personal aggrandlsement
he wasaiming at; ‘aid:-that alone;" that: there was
no. measure: so-ridiculous or ‘préposterous-in 1tse1f'
Whluh he was not 1eady to- emblace, prowded it




A2
investqd blm Wltrh dddltlonal Importa,nce and
;power. ‘ RPRCE N P R ST A

: ~non, in order to make an eﬁﬁcnent ,Ad:mamstratmn.

As to his resignation’ when theiDuke of iRor gland

. aesigned; i that as a.measwre of¥ %anot:ber yeem-

a. diexvthead
«of the Cabinet,was-to be selécted by his Majesty.
.Atid it soon:appeared  that ‘M. Cannin gy f-€\vith
iperfect consistency, desighed. fhimself: to-be-this
‘head : e soon hiear of his ;flaying,"‘démﬁ:;h.isf;}iolitia
-«cal code, first, that it is essential that-thereshould
-be an:dfficient head to the Administration secoridls

:plexion. * By-his Grace's resighation; ‘a

dy, that. this head should be in the House:of iCom- -
- -mons; thirdly, ‘that.theionly two persons:; swhom

‘his Majesty could possibly fix on, were Mi:Perceval
of. himself; and thatiit.was-im possible- for him e
serve under Mr.- Perceval:' “This conduct: of Mr.
-Canning’s was stated in-all the goMé;;nment--,sneWs,-
papers,. ciiculated through :all " political: ;eb\m’paniﬁé,

~avowed .and defended by -Mt. :Canning’s  friends,

who were prepared before=hand ito supporgsit;-and

~dever; demed, but’ even admltted by thc Re-
: ;‘vxe\yer : : o :

. So. much then as to Mr. ,Cannmgs Lesxgnatxen
at the time the ‘Duke of «Portland - retired t==and
‘e mow: take leave .of theiReviewer: by cordlaﬂy
‘uniting? ‘with-him in. the wme expressrons* ‘-“
swith an.opposite meaning.. - -~ e T e

VL

, ﬂId ‘
£¢ As: at none of the, periods .of. M. Camzmg;

farmer resignations, a doubt could. be mzsed as.to

signation. dactually took place

the motvves which actuated his conduct, we. 3lgauld v
think-it most unfair to-suppose.#he.. e.rclusz've ope-

ragion of .a new motive. at the . period.. when. kz.s' re-
L We mostsmcerely

believe: that the motives of personal ambition and

~aggrandisement actuated.him. throughout -but,as
tothe-principles :of disinterestedness, Wthh the

Reviewer supposes, we .cannot, trace .a.vestige oE
-thcm through-the whole proceedings.. . ... 1
...Having taken leave of the :Reviewer,. we may

mow. be at liberty. to make .a.few: remarks upon
Myr. Canning’s vmdlcatlons, sometimes advertmg :

to his statement, sometimes to his letter.. .. ...
. The great and main ob.]ect of Mr., Cannmgs
letter to. Lord Camden, is to prove .the justi-

fiableness of those means which ‘may be used for

imposing ‘upon 2 colleague Wlthout compromxsmg

your private honour. -
- The first. prmcxple is, that you, aixe never bqu{,iﬁ»

’ to undeceive your colleague yourself.. oo

_ gnd.—That you.do enough.to save; your characa ,

ter, if you merely state your desngns against,yous

colléague to the chief Minister, .and urge L hLm to

make -a disclosure ; and if he, wushmg 10, coun-
feract your destgns,xdec]mes it,;you are Qlear from:
all blame,. and, the crime of deceptjon, is shi fted

- from your shoulders to that of the Mxmater LI
grd.~—That you .do more. than enouo*h yf you.
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know your intentions have been mentioned to your
colleague’s friend, »although. that mention: may: be

accompanied, forwhattyoub know;cby injunetions

of SCCTESYs ‘and, though sthat friend may bepracs
tlsmo seelqcy« insorden to countéract your: des‘:gﬁs’
- 4th.<That youshaveia tight neéver:to entertain

@ doubt\w&hﬁneo‘ard ‘tor-disclosures vbeingsmadd. to-

your co]league, although' «there::istevery human:
reason,, £0,: make: syowbelieves the fcontrary, - and-
although,your colleague :sitssevery: day with:you.
for fiveg,months: in,*Cabinety: withouit: d‘i'sc':'over-in&
the: shghtest symptom.ofibeing: aoquamteduinth
your intrigue against him. e ek
Now. as:te:the first proposition,; I never catr agree
with- Mr,,Canning,sbecause; I+ ‘néver: caiv agree to-
shut. hongsty: out jof the.world.i’: And,for.the:soul-
of me, I cannot; bring- myself to believe, that Irhaye:
a right to:keep-my. colleaguesin a:staté-of: jdelus\tou»

when it is every.moment.in. my; powertostakechim:

out of it. ..And whenever. my: own-integrity,:fair
dealing,- manhness and honour,- are econcerned;<E>
will never .A,Cq_m mit ,thg;_:p_pr{gsex.vat;\ona,_-tso., theidisere~:

tion.or. policy-of;another; -so long -as:T.can: preserve.”
them myselfi. But'Lawould: seriously advise::Mu. -

Canningmot to,urge this doctrine any longers;: for.:
it is highly- casulsmcal,.;and the idea- of«:it dtsgusts

. and revolt§ every honourablemindiiiiie o

As to the suffigiency, afihis second pxxuclpie,,;he
completelv confutes it byhis own sconduetir:-fof,

~having . «1&}__,,(}._\ down as,an-axiom;that the.regufar; -

45

efficient, am& st)xaz#ffoﬁwnzzdcﬁmarse, 1s?to state your

designs againssy auiicalleagde ito. the -phhm'Mlnls-
terstos bpnbychimn daiids beforel thecKihgio herthen
considers whis bowist salirreguldr,bso inefficient,
angd- @@glgttl&wtmztfarmardw thatrhegon otligsg18t of

Mayis-beliewing it spossibles than f7zzmmﬁmﬁmrng ht
- ot hipse-beeni-fullyrembplainedytovirs: M@é&t’y, ‘and

thinking itohiscdutyito legveinls: doubt2upon. it,
passes hysthe chief - Minister ent.'neiy‘tediscd'ld"s" his

‘aughority; and imdefiance ofchishowi dxiots; “and
incontemps oficthe Duke of: Portlandyrepeats to

hisi-Mugesty calls ikatrepresenmnons he: ‘lmd /azd
before his Grace. - SRR

iR 3""

adf; thus, Mrs Canniing»eould dOubt wnth regard
to.stheﬂlauke ofiPortland  britig a'safe! ichannel of -

commuiiicatiofrité his: MaJesty, why ‘might‘he not
supposé that he»was not'a very ‘cértain:channel to

Lord:Castlereagh ? :If ‘he>could overledp authority .

angd iisupercede: etiquette: ito: refiiove’ his doubt-in
one: case; why: ‘could not he take'as deéisive'a pro-
ceedingiinithe otherdi~ Are Mri Canning?s 'maxims
toshexconsidered as :waste’paper, when operating

_against’ hm]selﬁ?wau.__cl. -are-they tobe eonsidered, as
immiutables werities; ~when - applied: against’ Lord

Castlereagh P—Thus: Mr.' Cannitig has tieérely. in-

troduced: his‘Sovereigu’s- namé in ‘'order to refute -

his : own .- argument;‘and + has'at the same txme
violatedjdecorum dnd ‘Gonimon senseiic w1

- Thirdlyws=Ionever - could* understand on’ what
prmcxple -Mf:i Canning contends that he had a

e T

=
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right to believe that Lord Camden was l)ound to
mention to Lord' Castlereagh the plansfor a change'
in his department. ° ~The ‘Duke of "Portland was
the“only official ‘channel; ‘according-to Mr. Can-
ning’; for, when'a sugg estion'was mentioned to- Mr.
Cahning, as'coniing from Lord Camden, he refuses’

to dlscuss it; and desires that-Lord Camden should -
be requested to state his suggestions to the Dule.

of Portland, as the only official channel.

A to the last point, the right which Mr.: Can-f,

ning asserts of entertaining #0' doubt on the'disclo~

siite beinig made to'Lord Castlereagh when every'
thing presumed ‘the ‘contrary——we’ ‘can:only say, . .

that-f this was really the state of Mr. Canning’s
mind, we must; conceive that his mind is of a dis-

tinct nature from that of other men, and casti i “a’

geparate ~mould, which induces: him  to -beligve;

what no' man else believes, and to entertain e

Joubt at all where there are the best reasons foa
entertammg the strongest.” R
‘Surely, as:long as Lord Castlereagh acted wwh
Mr; Canning, as if he'was in ignorance of thedin-
mgue around him, .as long as neither the Duke of

Portianid nor- Lord Camiden, nor any other mem--
ber of thie Cabinet gave him reason to know that’

his Lordshiip was apprlsed of his fate; Mr. Canning’

could not have been ina -state of cerzainty that:

disclosure had taken place; and if he Was not iw
state of certainty; “he 'must have been ina-state of
Some doz&bt and surely his nine tenders of resxg~'

%
fation, and his various: protests;. pretty clearly
prove'f that ‘the fact of disclosure havmg been

fade, was Hot’ qurte 80’ clear 4818 pretendcd
‘How éxtremély farcical is-it.in- M. Canmng,

to-asseft: his' perpethal- belief; that- Lord. Castle-

reagh was-at-all tiries appused ‘of his fate, ‘when, in

llrs’ lettériof’ Jily to-thé’ Duke-of Portland; - he de+

dites” i¥ sHould be- remembered that when- conceal-
mént: Shall l)e all&ged agamsi Kiny as- i act qf

.......

m_yusnce z‘o Lurd Casz‘lereagh that it dzd Mot origis.

aute ir hzs suggestion. - Undoubtedly, if he was
sérious oil the -subject, if he h#d not winked at

cml‘(,ealthent ‘he WOuld upomi-: ﬁndlng that it

haﬂ ‘béen” praﬁtlsed agamst his iiltention, "haveé
fakén immediate $téps to put an end to it. - But

what does he do? he lets the concealment con-
titiue; and washcs his hands of the responsibility—<

I'know there is scripture authority for such a con-
duct, ‘and no-léss than  the authority of that re-

spectable magistrate arid minister, Pontius Pilate ;
twho, when Lie gave up our Saviour tothe Jews, took

water and washed his hands, saying, ¢ I am ‘ins
nocent of the blood of this just person. - Pilate .

put thie ‘dedth - of our Saviour on-the Jews; and
M, Cannmg puts the deceit practised -on Lord
Castlereagh on the Duke of Portland.

M. : Canhmg states only a part of the Duke 5

of Portland’s anstver to hisletter. Now, possibly; if

we had the Whole of* this letter; we might fairly see -
: how the whole subject stood It appears, however,,
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| tended to make;,
;. CastleleaOh the utmost Whlch was held out andi

5

.should he: prepared by his frzends to consent £o.a.

A8

thatthere isno 1ntentlou expressed initby the Duke.

to make any communication to. Lord; Castlereawh,u

and. co;nsequently from. thls perlod Mr. Cannmg
.could.never: beheve his Grace would make it. .

I wish;. here toi observe, that it.. was never, 1q-
erfect dzsclosure at all to Lord

.agreed. upqn, seems to be, that Lord Castlereagh

change in his sityation. at ‘the issue of the: exPedl-
tion. . I perfectly admlt tbat makmg a, full disclo-
sure 1o, Lord Castlereagh, thh the shghtest hope
of 1et4mmg hlmg,m ofﬁce, wae a sﬂly measure, which

would have. defeated its ob.]ect.h If Loxd Castle,
reagh had been honestly mformed of the whole of

the mtuoue against: him ; if it had been fully

stated to. hnn that it had been brought forwaxd by.

~Mr., Canning  at the very. time hehad promlsed

,eoxdlally to support hun in. the affalr of .the wri-

tership; that his _partial or total removal had been

agreed to for several months, that he had been

~ urged to undertake the whole campalgn on an un-.
~derstood agreement that he should be. sacuﬁced at
the end of it; even 1f successful that hlS deora-
‘._datxon and dls«rrace had been bargamed for, and
stlpulated to Mr. ‘Canning as the price of his con-

. tinyancein office; if, 1 say, the whole: bload naked

truth had been, dtsclosed to Lmd CastlereaOh, was

it possxble fox an opponent to hope, ,or.a, fnepd to
_. /‘w1sb that he sbould coutmue i ofﬁce one msta,nt

after SO. dlsonish

’thD. ';(

' statements, \h&t fxom ,ﬁlst_ to 1ast there was a de-
;sign to, ‘deceive Lotg 15t ] :
‘open,'

knnght be amusmo to pomt out."
is of meat consequence. » Mr Canan‘ contends

49

nga’ nauatwe? The supposmon 1s,
1 say, "tter]y irr econcﬂztble to’ any Lmd of “proba-
bility. What was then""the desigh'?” Clearly “to
ceive astle oy afals_ "epxesentatlon

l

v Thusmlt cleaily appeax

gh _"and that a broad,

nd llonougab e“cﬁ

Thele are m'any vanatlons and’ inconsistencies
betiVeen ’\/Ir.‘ Canmnos two vmdxcatlons, which
“One; however,

in hxs iettel ‘:(vwhleh does not appear in’ his'state-

, ment) that ‘he 1 never demanded Tord Castlereagh’s

emoval that he never thomht hlm unﬁt for his

51tnat10n 5 " that he was ready to be contented with
a paltlal channe in 1ns depaltment stich as ‘would
leave ‘his Loxdshlp ‘the direction and superun‘m-
. dance of z‘ke expe(hnon o sze Scheldt: and' ‘he -
| seems to ‘make this st temeut S mdet

chal ge, | that hehad been 6u ,ty of a high'crime ¢
mlsdemeanom in comm:ttmo e dlrecuon of the

‘greatest expedition that ever salled from the ports.

»

‘ I "ﬁ'dence and disclosure,
“formed no partv of the pohcy cmployed against him,
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of England, to a Minister._rdisé_redfil’cd, and. sen-
tenced to removal for unfitness.- = Against: this
charge Mr. Canning seems to argue that he never
thought Lord Casder‘eagh unfit to conduct the
greatest expedition that was ever undertaken by
a Miunister ; on the contrary, he specifically.agreed
to a plan which was to leave him the conduct of

- What then? - Mr. Canning having retained
Lord, Castlereagh in his office as the fittest person

~ to conduct the greatest expedition that the country

was ever engaged in, the most numerous, the most
‘c'c;mplicated the most important 5 how does.he re-
.concile it to his feelings as a wian of honour, to in-
sist, as a preliminary to the sailing of this expe-
'di“tion, that even in case of’ its coinplete success,
thiis very Minister, whom on zecount of his fitness
he had as it were chosen to conduct it, should, in
reward for his services, be removed and degraded,

and that removal be. the price -of his own conti-
nuance in the Government? Was there evér a pro-
position more‘monstrous, more directly offensive:to
‘every principle and notion of' honour ?. more re-

»puornant to every generous feeling of the human

heart ? miore directly hostile to the interests and
charactel ‘of ‘the country > Yet. this ‘is a-proposi-
tion that, f from some unaccountable confusion of
Mr. Canning brings forward with

, "aﬂt,cted acculacy, as for mmg a necessary part of
‘the defence of his- jn ¢vate honour and -public'con-
duct. What? toassert your colleague to be fit to
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conduct the most arduous and extensive enter-
prize whichhuman power can plan or execute, to ex-
hort him to its undertaking, to support him in its
progress, and during that very progress, to obtaina
sentence for his disgrace even in case of his success,
and thus to place a rope upon his neck and employ
him, notas an able colleague, whom you mean ho-

~nourably to support, in whose triumphs. you wish to
-~ share, to whose honours you wish to contribute, but

as a condemned and respited criminal, reserved for
the most insulting torture which can be imposed
on man—disgrace. for great services performed,

degradation for success, .dismissal and dishonour‘

for victory ! 't . ,
‘When Mr. Canmnw can brmg hlmself dehbe-

rately to make this statement, and - to exhibit his
conduct in such a light, and rest his continuance

in office upon the performance of such a compact,
he may write defences on defences, vindications

_upon vindications, and employ Reviewers after Re-

viewers, but he will never satlsf'y a high-minded
nation, or retrieve himself before an honourable
people. :
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