2!

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
bbb o oo bondoad e e e

L LTy ety ATy CaE L CLC Ty EED TR LAREy Ry ey AR RICEYPEEST

R

e e ey

SRR

 AUTHENTIC. REPORT
OF THE ‘

DEBATE
IN THE
'HOUSE OF COMMONS,

ON THE OT¢ AND 771 OF MAY, 1703,

ON

Mr. GREY’s MOTION

REFORM IN PARLIAMENT;

CONTAINING THE SPEECHES OF

Mr. Grey, 8ir William Young,

The Hon. R. B. Fenkinfon, Sir William Milner,
Mr. Powys, Mr. Francis, :
Mr. Windham, The Earl of Marnington,
The Hon. Thomas Er/fkine, Mr. Whitbread, jun.
M. Chancellor Pitt, Mr. Anfiruther,

Mr. Stanley, Mr. Sheridan,

Mr. Buxton, ‘ Mr. Adam, and

Mr. Duncombe, ‘ Mr. Fox,

TO WHICH IS ADDED,
A CORRECT COPY OF THE PETITION

OF THE

FRIENDS OF THE PEOPLE.

LONDON:
Printed for J, DEBRETT, oppofite Burlington Houfe, Piccadilly,

179 3.




THE following Report, extra&ted from the Parliamentar
Regifter, gives the fulleft and moft accurate account of the
Debate on a Reform in Parliament that took place in the
Houfe of Commons on the 6th and 7th of May, on the
motion of Mr. Grey. ‘The Editors of that Work have, at
the requeft of feveral Noblemen and Gentlemen, been in-
duced to publifh it feparately, in order more completely to
gratify the curiofity of the Public, and enable them to decide
on the merits of a queftion which, from its great importance,
the particular circumftances in which it was brought forward,
and the diftinguifhed talents of the feveral Speakers, has ex-
¢ited the moft general attention.







HOUSE OF COMMONS,
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MONDAY, May 6, 1793.

TWENTY‘-THREE petitions were prefented, prayingk'
for a Parliamentary Reform. -

Mr. GREY then rofe, and prefented a petition, bearing to
be the petition of certain perfons whofe names were thereunto
fubferibed, which was brought up and read by the clerk. The
petition was of fuch length, that the reading of it took up nearly
half an hour. It ftated, with great propriety and diftin&nefs,
the defeéts which at prefent exift in the reprefentation of
the People in Parliament. It took notice of the divifion of
the reprefentation, or the proportions in which the different
countries contribute to the total number of the reprefen-
tatives ; fhewing, under that head, the abfurd difproportion
which takes place in a variety of inftances, inforpuch, that

the county of Cornwall alone fends more Members to Par- |

liament than the counties of York, Rutland, and Middlefex,
put together, &c. It proceeded to take notice of the diftri-
bution of the elective franchife, or the proportional number
by which the different reprefentatives are eleted ; flating,
under that head, that a majority of the whole Houfe of Com-
mons is elected by lefs than 15,000 perfons, or, in other
words, by the two-hundredth part of the people to be repre-
lented, fuppofing that they ‘confift only of three millions of;
adults, &c. It went on to take notice. of the right of votiug, '
or the various reftritions and limitations under which the pri-
vilege of a vote for the choice of a reprefentative is beftowed 3
flating the great evils and inequalities that prevail in that re-
fpedt. It afterwards took notice of the qualifications to ke
pofleffed by candidates and thofe ele@ed ; and then confidered
the evils arifing from the length of the duration of Parlia-
ments. It went on then to detail the mode in which eleGions
are conducted and decided ; and, under that head, thewing the
evils arifing from the length of time to which polls are pro-
traéted, from the influence of corporations, by the powers en-
trulted to returning officers, and from the appeal to the Houfe
of Commons, under the operations of the a&ts 1oth, T1ths
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that petitions fhould be prefented to that Houfe from perfons -
not defcribing their place of abode,
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25th, and 28th of Geos 111., as far as the fame relate to %
pence and delay. The petition proceeded to take notice of
the mifchief refulting from the defecs and abufes which it hag
previoufly pointed out, particularly by the fyftem of private
patronage and the influence poflefled by Peers and wealthy
Commoners in the nomination of what are called the repre-
fentatives of the people ; fhewing, under this head, that, by
the patronage and influence of feventy-one Peers and ninety.
one Commoners, the return of no fewer than three hundred
and fix Members of that Houfe was procured, which confide-
rably exceeded a majority of the Houfe. The petition dwelt,
at confiderable length, upon all the points already mentioned,
and detailed a variety of other abufes, all which the petitioners
offered to fubftantiate by proof; and it concluded by fating

the great neceffity there was for the application of an imme.

diate remedy, and the high importance of fuch a meafure; and’

prayed the Houfe to take the matter into their ferious confide-
ration, and to apply fuch remedy and redrefs to the evils com-
plained of as fhould appear proper.

After the petition had been read,

Mr. BURKE exprefled bis with to know from whence the
petition came which had juit been read, as the place of refidence
of the petitioners was not mentioned.

- The names of the petitioners was then read by the clerk ;
after which,

Mr. GREY rofe,

and faid, it was certainly not uncommon

or afluming any other de-

fcription than that of the perfons whofe names were fubfcribed
to the petition : if, however, it would afford any fatisfaction

J

 to the right honourable gentleman (Mr. Burke), he had no ob-

e&ion whatever to ftate, that all the fubferibers refide either

in London, or near ity and that the petition had been drawn up '

and figned there.
Ipe&ed, he was very apt to believe,

g
tl

On the very important fubje&t which it re-
that, whatever opinions
either with refpe to a reform in
1e reprefentation of the people, or as to the time which might

entlemen might entertain,

be thought proper for bringing it about, it muft be confidercd
by all parties as a matter of much importance, to have laid be-
fore them fuch an accurate, full, and precife detail of all the
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fads conne&ted with the fubje@, by thofe who are reatdy an‘d;
able to prove the facts which they have afferted in their peti-
tion ; it would alfo have the effect toifhorten very much 'What
he would have to fay, and to render it unneceflary for him ltlo
trouble the Houfe at any great length: He was aware .of tfe
difficulties he had to encounter: in b.rmgmg f_qrward this bu 1f-<
nefs, he was aware how ungracious it would. be for that Houfe
to {hew that they are not the real reprefentatives of the pc?oplc :
he was aware that the queftion had been formerly agitated,
on different occafions, by great and able chara&ers, who have
deferted the caufe, from defpair of fuccefs ; and he was aware
that he muft neceflarily go into-what m;y, perhaps; bfe flulf;
ite and worn-out arguments. From recent circum-
?’czifge:rlwhich had occurred, fince he laft brought the {ubject
before the Houfe, he had an additional claim to candour, 'from
the extent to which the prejudices againit all reform and inno-
vation had been thereby increafed. It was by no means his
intention to go into any of the tranfa&io.ns"of the period when
he made his original motion on this {ubject, or to carry any
idea along with him of what might poffibly lead to perfonal re~
{fentment. He came forward, on the prefe.nt occaﬁ‘on, aCtue-,
ated folely by a fenfe of duty, to make a fer.lou‘s and 1mportlat;‘t
motion, which, he was ready fairly to admit, involved no lefs

a confideration than a fundamental change of the Government. #%

He felt, in the ftrongeft manner, how very formidable an ad-
verfary he had to encounter in the right honoura.ble gentler?an
oppofite to him (Mr. Pitt) ; formidab%e from his Falents——fora
midable from the influence of his fituation—but {till mori or-
midable from having been once friendly to th.e caufe of reform,
and becoming its determined opponent, drawing off others from
its ftandard. With that right honourable gentleman he never
- would condefcend to bargain, nor fhould l}e endeavour to con-
ciliate his favour by any mode of comphmefxt: h? had neve;
difguifed the obje&tions he had to the way in xjvhxch he had
come into power, and to. the whole {yftem of his governn:e;;t
fince. In the courfe of the laft difcuflion on the': prefent fub-
je&, the "right honourable gentleman feemed to hint fometh}rllg
of general objeltions to reform ; but he well knew that the
chief difficulty to be encountered, would bf: the argument as tq
the danger of the times. T hi; indeed, is a never-failing ar-
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g;xment,‘. equally in times of profperity and adverfity,

;)t .w:z}: andﬂzf peace.  Ifour fituation happens to be pr’
1S then afked, whether we can be more 'tha

€ than ha more

than free ? 1In the feafon of adverfity, on the ogli};’h;);dmc:ﬁ

ofperous,

refo i ion i
T or mnnovation is deprecated, from the pretended rifk of

f;lcrea‘ﬁng the evil and preflure of our fituation From all thjg
1 3 i ; | l
, (vlvould appear, that the time for reform neyey yet had com )
and never could co ' ;
ond ne .\;;r chgld come. By arguments fuch as thefe had refo'rm’
poen ! zb erto c:n(libated;— and by the like he believed it ever
e attacked, until fome dreadfi
’ . ul convulfion th N
o . : ‘ n fhould take
place, which might threaten even the conftitution itfelf with

annihilati n th
ilation. Many had been the unfuccefsfyl attempts to

brir ‘reform '
1g about a reform. At different times the great queftion

of reforzp has been brought forward ; but 3 proper time has
S]c;:;{yet;)ees fo;fd for it. In 1733, a motion was made in
oute, by Mr. Bromley, for a re

, ; v peal of the feptennial
_ﬁ.,uz.md that motion was feconded in 2 very able fpeecg by S?r
| dlfz’a\m Wyndham. ‘At that time the propofition was met
and fuccefsfully refifted, upon the pretence of danger ariﬁnc:

(=]

from Papifts and Jacobites plotting againft the State ang the

C‘opihtution. In 1745, another attempt was made ;

;hat was the only oceafion on which the pretence of ed, "and
= :;;as not m;dz u{fe of, although the country was then in aa?’ci:;
- ©fwar and difturbance ; but the

juft the fame as of the fo"rmer ;rlx]:. Iuj(;zﬁno{hteh;a?;ter?lpt o
n'cfs came to be agitated in the year 1758 ;,then allf:) tthe i~
nfm‘ was r'eje&ed. The right honourable gentlema e(Ix\IZTO-
I‘)Itt) h'f}d himifelf brought forward the fubje(f;: three (iri]f"\" "
times, in 1782, in 1783, and laltly in 1785, when herei;?.:

Minifter.  The fame obje&ion with refpedt ‘to the time wag

then made,‘and combated by the right honourable pentlemna
4itrongly and powerfully in argument, but without c{‘f}j’é& e m;
he had no doubt it would continue to be made fuccefsf; l} m']l
t.he people refolve for themfelves that there fhall be P “'1
tme. But while we are for ever met by this argumenztl P: O'pef;
any e'nlargemem of popular rights, the encroachments SF am'
: rogative are overlooked, and no danger is apprehended fpre‘
o the pafling an Alien bill, 2 Traitorous Correfpondence g?llln
- &c It was, no doubt, trie, that, in troublefome times ;
» ;-;?..i.ght_, perhaps, be neceffary to delegate a larger -porti‘on’ c)lf

1n timeg

{71

power to the executive Government ; but why thould innova-
tions in favour of prerogative, be watched with lefs jealoufy,
than innovations in favour of the popular part of the conftitu-
tion ? The bufinefs of reform appeared to have flept from 1785
to 1790, when it was again brought forward by Mr. Flood :
at that time, the internal convulfion in France had but juft be-
gun; and it was then afked, whether we would think of re-
pairing our houfe in the hurricane feafon? But he would, no
doubt, be told, that the danger is now greater than ever this
country experienced, by many degrees ; for the dangers talked
of, at other times, are held to be all of no account, when
compared with the danger of what are called French prin-
ciples : if, however, there was ever any danger to this country
from the propagation of French principles, or from the in-
creafed dominion of France, that danger unqueftionably is com-
pletely at an end ; for it was impoflible that any fet of men, -
who had not a&ually loft their fenfes, fhould ever propofe the
French revolution as a model for imitation ; no argument,
therefore, drawn from the fituation of France, could apply to
the kind of reform which it was the wifh of thofe with whom
he acted to introduce. ,

It had been faid laft year by the right honourable gentleman, -
that this country had juft recovered from the calamities of the
‘American war, and that it would be imi)rudent to rifk by in-
novation the growing profperity of the country. Now the
cafe was unhappily moft woefully reverfed ; befides being in~
volved in a moft ruinous war, the whole commercial credit of
the nation is thaken, and we have funk from this zenith of
our profperity into the moft neceflitous and diftrefled fituation 5
witnefs the bill with refpe& to commercial credit, which that
Houfe had juft paffed ; witnefs the daily numerous bankrupt-
cies. In this calamitous ftate with fefpe& to credit at home
and war abroad, nothing could tend fo much, in all probability,
to deliver the country from thefe dreadful evils, as to have a
pure and uncorrupted Houfe of Commons emanating freely

and fairly from the people. Had a reform in the reprefenta-
tion of the people taken place upon the end of the warand con
clufion of the peace in 1763, this country had; in all likelihood,
efcaped the American war i~=if it. had taken place laft year,
it would probably have faved ‘us from our prefent diftreffes.
B2 ' '

Lla e
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He and his friends, he faid, had publifhed, laft year, their
opinions upon this fubje, and credit would fome time or
other be done them for it. At that time, this country was at
peace ; Europe was diftracted ; had the Houfe of Commons
been a free and fair reprefentation of the people, thefe advan.
tages would, moft probably, have been improved and fecured.
At prefent it is faid that principles have been held, fupported
V'by arguments equally dangerous to the Conflitution and to
order; but how can thefe be fo well met as by amending the
errors of the Conftitution? With thefe views he had given
notice of the motion which he now brought forward. How-

ever unwilling he was to put this cafe upon the weight of au-

thority ; yet at a time when it has become cuftomary to charge
‘wi’th bad views all thofe who talk of any {pecies of altera-
tion, he thought it right to ftate it had the {upport of very
great and high authorities. It had been fupported by Mr.
Locke, by Mr. Juftice Blackftone, by the late Sir George
Saville, by the Earl of Chatham, and by the prefent Mafter of
the Rolls, the prefent Lord Chief Baron, and the prefent Lord
Chief Juftice of the King’s Bench. It had been fupported by
the right honourable gentleman (Mr. Pitt) bimfelf, and by the
Duke of Richmond, and by an authority ftill greater than
thefe, viz, by a fpeech of His Majefty from the throne. On
lookin.g into the Journals of the 24th of May, k1784, he found
2 motion made, that the King’s fpeech fhould be read, wherein
His Majefty fays, that he would be always defirous to concur
with his Parliament in fupporting and maintaining, in their
juft balance, the rights of every branch of the Legiflature.—
1fhe did not think it requifite to follow the petition in-the de-

- tail of falts, it was for no other caufe than. that they are there

fo fully ﬂated, and can be diftin&ly proved. What could be
more palpably abfurd in point of inequality, for inftance, than
that the county of Cornwall thould fend to Parliament almoft
as many Members as the whole of Scotland ? And that repre-
fentatives fhould be fent from places where hardly a houfe re-
mains? And, the fa&t being indifputable, he- would now
come to confider the effe@ : if, according to the prefent {yftem,
worthy, able, and independent men were likely to be chofen as

“reprefentatives of the people, he would not aim at a change ;

but if quite the reverfe is the cafe, and if elections are in moft

Lol
cafes procured by corruption, then a fpeedy and effeGual re-
medy would become effentially neceffary : he withed the quel-
tion to be decided on found and fair argument. He mentioned
this chiefly, becaufe general reprefentation is commonly fup-
pofed to be founded on natural right; but he refted his argu-
ment not on natural right, but upon what is in itfelf the beft
{yftem of Government, and moft conducive to the happinefs of -
the fubjects. When he fpoke of the Conflitution of this
country, he did not fpeak of it as of a {yftem which had been
eftablifhed at any one time. No ; it had arifen out of various
contingencies, and at different periods ; and its goodnefs and
excellence originated from the very caufe on account of which
fome perfons have pretended to deny that we have any Confti-
tution at all. But if there was one principle more ftrongly
inculcated than another at the time of the Revolution, it was
this, that the eleGtion of the Houfe of Commons thould be free.
One of the refolutions carried at that important zra was, that
King James had violated the freedom of election, whence it
would follow that the Crown ought not in a degree to interfere
in the election of thofe who were to reprefent the people ; but
that the latter thould be Ieft to fend to Parliament the perfons
who were the objects of their free choice. Another principle.
aflerted at the Revolution was, that a man ought not to be go-
verned by laws, in the framing of which he had not a voice,
either in perfon or by his reprefentative ; and that he ought
not to be made to pay any tax to which he thould not have
confented in the fame way. Now, he afked, was it poffible
more completely to trample upon thefe two principles, than to
make the Houfe of Commons confift of perfons not chofen by

 the people ! At the Revolution alfo the necetlity of fhort Par-

liaments was afferted ; and every departure from thefe princi-
ples is, in fome fhape, a departure from the {pirit and pratice
of the Contftitution ; yet, when they- are compared with the
prefent ftate of the reprefentation, how does the matter ftand ?
Are the ele@ions free? or are Parliaments free? With refpect
to fhortening the duration of Parliament, it did not appear to
him that it would be advantageous, without a total alteration of
the prefent fyftem.  But if it be faid that we are now in pof=
feflion of that Contftitution derived from our anceftors and fet-
tled at the Revolution, he would afk whether there have been
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ho alterations fince the Revolution ?  Has not the patronage of :

b Peers increafed ?  Is.not the patronage of India now vefted in
the Crown? Areall thefe innovations to be made, in order to
increafe the influence of the executive power ; and is nothing
be be done in favour of the popular part of the Conftitution,

i
i
i
i
'
i
i
i
i
sz

v

e

colle&t thefe parchments, and declare his Lord’s friend duly
cle@ed for the borough. And yet fuch' was the mode of elec- |
ting thofe who reprefented the boroughs where the right of
eleion arofe from burgage tenures, = Such ele®ions Lord
Thurlow did not hefitate to call a mockery.  Mr. Grey re-

e i

to alt as a counterpoifc? But has there been no alteration,
fince the Revolution, even in the form and conftitution of the
Houfe of Commons itfelf, which have gone to the increafe of
influence? The introduion of forty-five Members to repre-
fent in the Britith Parliamient the people of Scotland, had alfo
ftrengthened the hards of the Crown — an affertion which no
one could difpute who was at all acquainted with the manney
in which the Scotch Members were eleted. The abufe of
burgage tezﬁuxes, in defiance of an a& of Kin.g William,
gave the Crown an inflacnce in many boroughs in England.
He read a paffage from that aét, in which it was declared that
all fplitting of tenure tenements, and mefluages, and heredita—.
ments, for the purpofe of multiplying votes, thould be deemed
illegal and of no effet ; and yet though this ftatute, by extend-
ing to all kind of-towns, neceflarily included burgage tenures,
the latter had unaccountably been fuffered to creep out of the
ftatute, and were dailvy'multiplied in defiance of it, for the pur-
pofe of multiplying votes and increafing influence at ele&ions.
On this fubject he quoted an opinion given judicially by Lord
Thurlew, when titting as Chancellor in the Houfe of Lords,
in an appeal caufe from Scotland, rfc-fpc&ing the right of vo-
ting at eleClions in that part of the kingdom. T.hat learned
Lord, after having faid that the right of eletion in Scotland
” had been-debafed, and put on the level of an Englith burgage
tenure; the Houfe of Commons, he faid, had an unlimi't.ed
Jurifoiction in the trial of all queftions refpecting the eleGtion
of its Members; but if the right of election could by law be
dsecid’ed:.in‘ a-Court of Law in England, as it was in Scotland,
he was convinced an Englifh Court of Law would not be fa-
tisfied with fuch a mode of ele&@ion as, this, that a nobleman’s
fteward: thould godown to a borough with ten or twel\fe pieFes
of parchment in his hand, containing each the qualification
for a vote, and having affembled round a table as many of the
tenants or fervants of his Lord, fhould diftribute among them

the parchments ; then propofe a candidate 5 and afterwards

marked, that when Mr. Pitt moved for an addition’of 100
Members to be added to the counties, he could not carry his
motion; and yet he had contrived to procure the nomination
of 40 Members by indire& means ; for he had added to the
Houfe of Peers 30 Members, who either nominafed*dire&l‘y
or by irrefiftible influence that number of Members of the
Houfe of Commons, as appeared from the petitions then on
the table, and which the petitioners were ready to prove.

Mr. Grey then read the refolutions which are entered in the
Journal at the commencement of every feflion, in the follow -
ing words : ' '

Refolved, ¢ That no Peer of this realm hath any right tq
give his vote in the election of any Member to ferve in Par-
liament.”

‘Refolved, ““ Thatitisa high infringement upon the liber-
ties and privileges of the Conttitution of Great Britain, for
any Lord of Parliament, or any Lord Lieutenant of any
county, to concern themfelves in the ele@ions of Members to
ferve for the Commens in Parliament.” .

If the prefent fyftem be right, thefe réﬁ)lutions, and the
principles upon which they are founded, muft be wrong, and
it would be better to expunge them from the Journals, than to
allow them to remain there while the pra&ice is fo totally in-
confiftent with them. It may perhaps be faid, however, that
although the Conftitution may have been in fome fhape im-
paired fince the Revolution, it {til] remains fo good as to make
2 change hazardous, Ip fpeaking on this fubje&, the influ-
£0ce appeared to him fo exceflive, and the occafion {o impor=
tant, that, if he fhould even go a little beyond the firi@ bounds

of what it may be ufual to advance in that Houfe, he hoped it
might be overlooked. Were the evils of the American war
nothing?  Thefe were, in his mind, entirely owiig to the
unequal and corrupt reprefentation in Parliament, Iy may be
faid, however, that the Houfe of Commons are really 2 juft
Teprefentation of the people, becaufe, on great emergengies,
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they never fail to fpeak the fenfe of the people, as was the cafe

" in the American war, and in the Ruffian armament : ‘but had

the Houfé of Commons been a real reprefentation of the peo-
ple, they would have interfered fooner on thefe occafions with-
out the necefity of being called upon to do fo. He feared
much that that Houfe was not a real reprefentation of ,.the
people ; that it was too much influenced by paffion, prf:judlce_,
or intereft. This may, for a time, give to the executive Go-

“vernment apparent ftrength; but no Government can be ei-
 ther lafting or frec which is not founded on virtue I and on that

independence of mind and condu& among t-h'e people which
creates energy, and leads -to every thing that 1s noble and ge-

nerous, and that alone can conduce to the ftrength and fafety

of a flate.

What conflitutes a ftate ? ‘ o
Not high-raifed battlement or laboured mound, -
Thick wall or moated gate ; -
Not cities proud with {pires and turrets crown d;
Not bays and broad-armed ports, ”
Where, laughing at the ftorm, proud navies ride ;
Not ftarr’d and {pangled courts, - .
Where low-brow’d bafenefs wafts perfume to pride &
No; MEN, high-minded MEN, ‘
With powers as far above dull brutes endued
In foreft, brake, or den,
As beafts excel cold rocks and brambles rude;
Men who their duties know, L
But know their 7ights, and, knowing, dare maintain,—

If the prefent practice deviates from the principles of the
Conftitution, he had furely a good right to call -upon the

" Houfe to inquire into the fubje&, and to confider in what way

it may be amended. Indeed it was evident, that many lead-
ing Members of that Houfe confidered a great part of itina
ftate of dependence; elfe what could mean the frequent ap-

“peals to thofe who were emphatically called the i‘ndépendentl

Members. An honourable gentleman (he meant Mr. Powys)

had in 1784 affembled round him a little fenate of his own,

“compofed of thofe independent country gentlemen, from
which he had excluded the borough Members, as probably not
coming within the defcription of independent M?mbers of

"Parliament. Surely this might be confidered as a tacit avowal,
on the imrt of a great enemy to reform, of the abfolute necef~

~ Gty of that very meafure which he fo {trongly oppo‘feda-ﬁ

. bers of that Houfe.

{ 3]
"There were arguments for reform, which he need only to ftate,
to produce convi€tion; the county of Rutland fent as many
Members to Parliament as the freeholders of Yorkthire ; and
Cornwall as many as Rutland, York{hire and Middlefex toge-
ther; and as many within one as the whole kingdom of Scot-
land.  Thefe were faéts within the knowledge of the Houfe;

~and furely afforded fufficient ground for a Parliamentary Re-

form. Here ‘were other grounds arifing from bribery, cor-

‘ruption, and expence at ele@tions, which were known to every
Member who had ferved on ele&ion Committees, though'

they were not known to the Houfe as a body. Sometimes,

indeed, reports from Committees ftated aéts of bribery and

corruption, as in the cafes of Cricklade: and Shoreham, and
Stockbridge, whofe cafe was ftill depending. “The moft
certain and effectual remedy in thofe cafes was to eftablifh a
more popular eleGtion, which was the moft likely method to
fecure the purity of eletion, and the independence of Mem-

Mr.’Grg'y\th_en faid, that his inte,rition was to make a mo-
tion for referring the petition to a Committee; but he had it
not in contemplation to propofe any particular plan, as there
occurred to him many reaflons againft it. In the cafe which
had juft-occurred with refpet to commercial credit, the right.
honourable gentleman (Mr. Pitt) himfelf had proceeded in that
precife way; he had ftated the. grievance or evil fuppofed to
exift ; the Houfe, on his motion, had referred .it to a Com-
mittee to inveftigate into the matter, and to 'report to the
Houfe ;: and, upon the report of that Committee, a bill had
been brought in, and had now paffed that Houfe, which he
withed fincerely might have the effet to remedy the evil. If,
then, it fhould be faid to him, why would you alarm and dif-

“turb the minds of the people, when you have no particular plan

of redrefs to propofe? he would oppofe to fuch queftion, the
right honourable gentleman’s own mode of proceeding in the
cafe he had mentioned ; buthe would fay alfo, that it wasin-
deed the ‘prioperAand regular mode of proceeding, He did not
approve of the Duke of Richmond’s plan of reform, though
he thought it better than the prefent {yftem :—Any plan would
be better which would fecure fuch people in the Houfe, kD

‘would vote independently, and upinfluenced by corruption '

C
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he could certainly mention a plan which appeared to him much

‘better; but he was not bound by the general mode of proceed-
ings in that Houfe, to move any fpecific plan, and he would

therefore adopt that mode which had been ufually followed,
-and which appeared to him the beft, viz. after having ftated

the grievance, to move for a Committee to take it into confi-
‘deration, and report to the Houfe fuch mode of remedy as
fhall appear to thém proper. He concluded with moving,
that the petition thould be referred to 2 Committee.

Mr. ERSKINE feconded the motion. '

The honourable R. B. JENKINSON began with obferv-

ing, that fo various were the obje@ions which occurred to him

~on the propeflition of the honourable gentleman, that befides

the difficulties which he always laboured under in addreffing
himfelf to that Houfe, he felt the additional one of being obliged
to fele@t amongft the different arguments which offered them-
felves to his mind. The time, the mode, in which this quef-
tion had becn introduced, were highly objeGionable. It had
‘been introduced at a time when our conftitution had been threat-

- -ened from within, and when war had been declared againft it
~ from without : it had been introduced in a mode ftill more ex-

traordinary. Without any complaint on the part of the people,
a number of gentlemen affociate themfelves for the purpofe of
perfuading them that they feel grievances, of which they ap-
pear not even to have dreamed. If they had fucceeded in
roufing the lion, could they have fuppofed they could have led
it at their difcretion ? Could they have faid to the people,  The
conftitution is defective ; it muft be reformed ; it can be re-
formed only by your rifing ; but if you, agreeing with us in
the evil, fhould differ with us in the remedy ; if your ideas of
reform fhould be more extenfive than ours 3 if you thould pafs
the line 'we have drawn for you, that moment you would: be
traitors and rebels, and we will be the firlt to inform againft

you.”  The example of a neighbouring country unfortunatel
-y pt g g country

proves that the people, once excited, can be appeafed at the
nod of no man, and that,-under fuch cifcumﬂ'ances, they would
inevitably become inftruments in the hands of thofe whofe
wickednefs and extravagance will pufh them to the greateft ex-
tremities. But this was not all. This Affociation, after
‘twelve menths confideration, and, if we may judge from their

[ ]
advertifements in the public papers, repeated and repeated
meetings, bring forward to the confideration of this Houfe the
fubject .of parliamentary reform, ‘without even venturing to -
produce a fpecific plan. He faid, he had a right to infer from
this, that fome of the ableft men in ‘this country, affociated
together for fo confiderable'a {pace of time, had [ litsle been
able to afcertain the evil, that they had never difcovered the
remedy which ought to be applied to it; and that it might
therefore have been expe@ed, that inftead of the propofition of
the honourable gentleman, they fhould have heard a recanta~
tion of theit principles on this fubjedt, from an avowal of the
fruitleflnefs of their refearch. But here he did not mean to

* seft the queftion ; for ill chofen as had been the time, ill adapt=

ed to the circumftances of that time as had been the mode, -his
objections were principally to the_fub/fance of the propofition. He ~

~ objected to it not only as produdtive of no good, but as pro-

ductive of pofitive evil 5 not as nugatory, but in its confe-
quences as fatal ; fo produive of evil, and fo fatal, that he
neither knew that time nor that mode which could have recon-
ciled him to its adoption. He then remarked, ‘that it was a
fubject well worthy of obfervation, to examine the efets of
different Governments on different countries ; but that it ‘was
ftill more curious to examine the effeds of the fame Govern-
ment on different countries. Take, he faid, abfolute monarchy ;
it will be perceived, that in fome of the countries of Europe,
that Government produces’ all the horrors and evils of which
any fyftem can be capable ; that in other countries it produces
as much happinefs to the people, as a fyltem fo defective as
abfolute monarchy muft be can poflibly produce. And yet no
apparent reafon frequently exifts for this extraordinary diffe.
rence. What inference did he draw from this ? That the ef-
felts of Government on the people do not {o much depend on -
general principles and general theories, as on little accidental
circumitances which are frequently not even perceptible ; and
confequently, if plaufible theories ought never to be an objecs
tion to reform, when pra&ical grievances are felt, {o defedtive:
theories ought not to be a ground for reform, when not on'ij
no practical grievance, but every pra&ical advantage, is felt..
From the honourable gentleman not having introduced a_fpe- -
sific plaa, he muft of courfe feel fome difficulty in arguing the
: ‘ " Cz ‘ L




¥ight of univerfal fuffrage.

‘thefe queltions ;

Janded intereft only.

He rejoiced, however, at hearing him give up #h,
If all perfons have not a natural
right to vote for Members of Parliament, no particular clafs of
petfons can have that right ; the line could never be drawn.
‘The queftion then is placed upon its proper ground ; it was a
queftion of wifdom, a queftion of expediency, but not a quef-
tion of right. Confidering. it then in this point of view, we
ought to examine this queftion on the fame principle on which
all queltions of the fort muft be examined, viz. by inqui-ring

queftion.

“what was the end that was to be produced ? and then confider-
“ing what were the means likely to produce that end. The

end was, a Houfe of Commons that was to produce certain ef-
fe&ts. The means of obtaining that Houfe of Commons, were

the eleftors.  We ought not then to begin firft, by confidering

who ought to be the eletors, and then who ought to be ele@-
ed ; but'we ought to begin by confidering who ought to be the

elected, and then conftitute fuch perfons eletors as would be

likely to produce the beft eleéted.
out of this principie :

1ft, What is the Houfe of Commons ?

2d, How ought it to be compofed to anfwer its obje& ?

3d, What is the way of {o compofing it ?

Suppofing, then, that there can be no doubt on the firft of

Three queltions, then, arife

Commons is meant to be a legiflative body, reprefenting all
delcriptions of men in this country, Without troubling the
Houfe any farther on that propofition, he would proceed to
the fecond, and confider how it ought to be formed. In:the
firft place, he fuppoled every perfon would agree, that the
landed interelt ought to have the preponderant weight. The
landed intereft was, in fa&, the {tamina of the country. In
the fecond place, in a commercial country like this, the manu-
fadturing and commercial intereft ought to have a confiderable
weight, fecondary to the landed intereft, but fecondary to the
But was this all that was neceffary +—
There were other deferiptions of people, which, to difltinguith
from thofe already mentioned, he thould ftile profzffonal people,
and whomn he confidered as abfolutely neceflasy to the compo-
fition of a Houfe of Commons, By profeflional people, he
did not mean to ufe that expreflion in the narrow and contined

that we muft be all agreed that the Houfe of

- moft important advantages of our Conftitution.

[ ]

fenfe in which it was generally ufed ; he meant thofe Mem-
bers of the Houfe of Commons who wifhed to raife themfelves
to the great offices of the State : thofe that were in the army 5
thofe that were in the pavy ; thofe that were in the law : and
he maintained, that thefe feveral defcriptiohs of perfons ought
to be able to find {ome means of entering into that Houfe.
Firft, it is to be confidered, that by the pra&ice of the confti-

~ ‘tution, the Minifters of the Crown are, in part, chofen out of

the Houfe of Commons. The landed intereft, or country
gentlemen, are, generally fpeaking, not ambitious of exer-
cifing thofe funions; and indeed it was not to be wondered
that perfons of confiderable property and confequence in the
country, fhould find themfelves fo much employed by the ma-
nagemerit of their property, by fulfilling the office of Magif-
trate in their different counties, and by attending their duty as
Members of Parliament, as not to be, in general, defirous of

- becoming Members of the Adminiftration of the country. In-

deed, it may, perhaps, be more prop®r that fuch perfons fhould
be employed in watching over the condué of thofe who exercife
the functions-of executive Government, than that they fhould
be employed in exercifing thofe funétions themfelves. This
applied ftill ftronger to thofe gentlemen in the commercial line.
They did not, generally fpeaking, come into Parliament till
they were rather at an advanced period of life, and they were
then fo occupied with their commercial concerns, that.even if
they had the difpofition, they could not have the leifure, to be-
come Memibers of the executive Government: Unlefs, then,
thelatt defcription of perfons whom he had mentioned ; unlefs
profeffional men could find their way into that Houfe, you
would ftrike at the root of this principle. He faid, that the
principle itfelf was a very important one; that it had been
commonly obferved, that whillt in other countries men could
fcarcely be found to difcharge the offices of the State, in this
country- there were always more than were fufficient ; but if
the profeflional men he had mentioned were prevented from

~

becoming Members of Parliament, we fhould lofe one of the

There was
another reafon why thefe perfons were abfolutely necetlary :

~ We were conftantly in the habit of dlfcuﬂ'ng in that Houfe all
the i important concerns of the State; it was neceffary, there-




[ 19 ]
perfons only found their way into the Houfe, the intereft of
that defcription of perfons would be principally confidered, and
however refpectable thofe perfons might be, an ¢/prit de corps
would naturally be found in all their proceedings.  Suppofe
the landed and commercial interefts could both find their way
into this Houfe, the landed intereft, it has been proved, ought
 to have the preponderant weight; it would confequently be
able, if it had nothing but the commercial intereft to combat

[ 18]
i fore, that there fhould be perfons in the prattice of debating %i
Jﬁ fuch queftions. It would plainly appear, from what hasbeen [}
i already faid, that the very fame reafon which would, genes

rally {peaking, prevent either gentlemen in the landed intereft, |
A& or in the commercial intereft, from accepting the offices of the ,,g
3 * State, would likewife prex/ént them from exercifing, in a con- 1
i fiderable degree, their talents in the pradice of debating. If,
" therefore, he faid, we were defirous that there thould continue

'5( in that country a conftant fupply of men to form vigorous and i with, to prevent 'Fhi“ intereft from having the weight in the
jﬂ effective adminiftrations ; if we were defirous that there fhould [ Conftitution which it ought to have; and all deferiptions of
4 continue in that Houfe a conftant fupply of men to form vigo- [ perfons in the country would, in fact, be at the mercy of the
] fous and effetive oppofitions, for the purpofe of watching landholders of it. The profeffional perfons, then, that he had

over the conduct of fuch Minifters, the defcriptions of perfons
he had mentioned were abfolutely neceffary to the compofition
ofit. ‘There was another reafon ; being conftantly in the habit
of debating in Parliament on all the diferent affairs of State,

mentioned, are what make this Houfe the reprefentatives of .
the people. They have colle€tively no efprit de corps, be-
[ caufe they are compofed of perfons in very different profeflions.
I They mix themfelves with the landed and commercial intereft,

et

B

L
4

on the naval, on the military affairs, on the ftate of the law of
the country, it was proper, he faid, that we fhould have
within ourfelves perfons belonging to thefe different profeffions,
to whom we might occafionally appeal on {uch fubjects, and
in whofe opinion we might confide, if their chara&er in their

profeflion induced us fo to do. There was a fourth reafon,

which was, to his mind, ftronger than all the reft. The pro-,
feflional perfohs he had mentioned, in fact, made that Houfe
the reprefentation of the people. Suppofe, that in that Houfe
there were only country gentlemen ; they would not then be
the reprefentatives of the nation, but the reprefentatives of the

landholders of the nation. Suppole there were in that Houfe

o only commercial perfons ; they would not be the reprefent.af-
tives of the nation ; but the reprefentatives of the commercial
intereft of the nation. See, he faid, from an example what
would be the confequence of this. There cannot be a more
important {ubject of legiflation than the corn laws. It would
be agreed by every one, that Parliament thould prevent corn
from either becoming fo dear as to diftrefs the poor, or from
its becoming fo cheap as to affe& agriculture. The landholders
of the country have an intereft that corn fhould be as dear‘ as
poffible ; perfons in the commercial and manufaGturing hn'e;
have an intereft that corn fhould be as cheap as poflible : 1t
muft then inevitably follow, that if one of thefe deferiptions of

-and prevent any efprit de corps, by this means, from affelting
our proceedings. Thus, whilft the landed intereft has of any
one defcription of perfons the principal weight in this Houfe,
as it ought to have ; whilft the commercial intereft has of any
one defcription of perfons the fecondary weight in this Houfe,
as it ought to have, neither the landed nor commercial intereft
can materially affect each other. The interefts of the different

- profeffions of the country are fairly confidered, and the Houfe,

by this means, become what it could not become by any other
means, the reprefentatives of the people at large.

What then, he aftked, were the means of obtaining fuch a
Houfe of Commons? The counties, and many of the populous

" boroughs, fecured the ele@ion of country gentlemen ; the com-'

mercial towns fecured the eleGion of certain perfons in’that
line : but how were the laft defeription of perfons, the profef-

fional men, to find their way into that Houfe? In the counties,

local conne&ion would, in a great meafure, decide the elec~
tion. However great his property; or the property of any
other gentleman, might be in a county, it would go a great way
to decide between A and B, two confiderable perfons in that
county ; but it could never be made ufe of with effe& for the

Purpofe of bringing in a perfon who had no landed property in

. that county, and who could have no conne®ion confequently

with the various interefts init. In the populous boroughs, the
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féméfﬂndplc willin a great .,megﬁxrc’,avail. ; and ‘pe‘r'fonvs‘ who,
for the firft time at leaft, are chofen _for them,, are g@ﬁcrélly
chofen either.on account-of fome lncal connection, or by means
of the exertions which a very confiderable pvroper__ty'maj‘r‘ ¢néb1'e
them to, make. Many gentlemen, after they have come into
that Houfe by other means, by the reputation they acquire from
their exertions in it, are, at a fubfequent period, frequently re-
turned by the moft populous places in the country ; but if the
names of ‘the profeflional perfons, who had come into that
Houfe for a confiderable number of years, were examined, it
would be found that far the greatcf part of them hav,e,cdm_é in,
for the firft time, by means of thofe boroughs Which‘, arcv‘cé‘lled
rotten boroughs ; that having in general no ﬂyong, local con-
netion, and, comparatively {peaking, no very (ﬁohﬁderable
property, it is fcarcely poflible that they thould come in by any
‘other means ; and if it was the obje& of the honourable gen-
tleman, as it appeared to be, if it was the object of the petiti-

~ oners whofe petition they had heard read, that ‘d_ayv, as it appear-

‘ed likewife to be, to abolifh thofe clofe boroughsi,_‘p:erfogs'_of

- .the defcription he had mentioned would {carcely ever ﬁr{)_d‘m_e;a_ns

-of obtaining a feat in that Houfe ; and thofe Memb‘ers‘v Whom
he conlidered himfelf to have proved abfolutely neceffary for
.creating thdt Houfe the Reprefentatives of the P‘eopl‘,e,v yvo{xid
be entirely excluded. ' ’

_ He then confidered himfelf to have fhewn that the Clofc bo-

roughs, as being the means of introducing )prqfe\fﬁonaylf,pgrfgm
to: that Houfe, were abfolutely neceffary to its _‘_C_'dh’f’citylsi‘tiyon.
-Did any evil arife from them? It might be fear_ed, that their
.influence colleétively might be {o- great, as.to »pr‘é,x‘/kén_t‘_thc
landed.and commercial intereft from having that weight in the

' Houfe which they certainly were entitled to. "lThis ije&ign ,

had been anfwered before ; for this defcription .of jridi\»f,idyails

ziot being . compofed of.any one fort of perfons; but of perfons-
of a variety of profeffions, not. being returned by perfons in

‘one intereft, but by perfons.in very ditferent interefts, pofleffed
colle@ively no ¢fprit de corps, and could confequently. not af-
fe& the weight of either the landed or monied intereft in that
Houfe: But it might be faid, to a .certain degree thefe per-

~ {fons may be neceffary ;- but are not their numbers increafing?

The reverfe he afferted was the fat. Let any gentleman lock
N 2 . .

: 21 - ],», )

at the various decifions on controverted ele@ions fince the

Paﬂing Qf Mr. Grenville’s a&, ard he will find, that inalmoft
every cale, the decifion has been in favour of the more open
right of election ; and that it is a&oni{hing how many boroughé

“there are, which were believed to be clofe boroughs a very faw -
years ago, and which have fince been made as open as any ba-

roughs in the country. It has frequently been faid, < If you

© had 2 Houfe of Commons to make for the firft time, would

you conftitute it as the Britith Houfe of Commons is confti-
tuted?” 'This is, generally fpeaking, not a fair queftion ;
but he found no difficulty in anfwerihg it on the p.refent 0CCa-
fions He did not mean to fay, that if he had a Houfe of
Commons to conftitute in a counfry fimilar to Great Britain,
he fhould conflitute itin every little circumftance fimilar to

the prefent. He did not mean to fay, that it would occur to -

him to give Members to Liverpool and Briftol, and not give
them to Manchefter and"Birmingham. But this he would'fay;
that he fhould conftitute it precifely on the fame principle.—
That by means of counties and confiderable boroixghs, he
would endeavour to fecure the eleGtion of the landed intereft.
That by means of the commercial towns, he would endeavour
to fecure the eleGtion of the commercial intereft, and that he
would certainly conflitute a number of cldfe boroughs, where
there were not more than fifteen or twenty ele&dfs{“ Why ? The
honourable gentleman who had made the propofition of Parli-

amentary Reform, and the petition on their table, rather pro-

pofed uniformity of eleétion. His ideas were the reverfe.
That the modes of eleGtion ought to be as varied as poﬂiblé,
becaufe, ‘if there was but one mode of eleion, there ivoulc‘l,
generally {peaking, be'but one defcription of perfons in that
Houfe. His opinion was, that there ought to be a véxriéty of

defcriptions of perfons in that Houfe; and by a very varied
mode of election only could that variety of perfons be fecured,’
We came, however, to this important queftion at laft,«—Hag -
- the Houfe of Commons, o conftituted in praltice, anf{:v&red
the end for which it was defigned? "The Houfe of Commons,
as the democratic part of the Conftitution, as the virtual rg-

prefentatives of the people, certainly, to a degree, ought to be
affeted by public opinions in their operations. It mutt,




. pular war.

[ 2 ]
however, never be forgot, that the firlt qualrty of the Houf'e of
Commons is that of bemg a dehberatrve aﬂembly If pubhc

opmron is neeeﬂ'arrly to affe@ their decifions on ever y occaﬁon,
it erl ceale to be that dehberatrve affembl y, and the Members

- of it would have nothing to do but to go to thexr conﬁttuents

“and deﬁre to be direQed by ‘them in the votes they dre to give
on’ every 1mportant fubje& Public oprmon, then, ought to
haveacertam Wetght in'the condu& of that Houfe; but public

, opmron ought never to have fo great a werght as to prevent

their exercrﬁng their deliberative funcions. The petition on
the table, and the honourable ‘gentlerhan who had made the
motlon, have aﬂerted, that the national debt thch this coun-
try labours under, ‘has originated from., the 1 Corruptron of that
Houfe A more extraordmary affertion never has béen made.
The naaonal debt has arifen ‘from the ‘Wars ‘in " which this
tountry has been mvolved Did gentlemen mean to a{l'ert
that thofe wars ‘weré not agreeable to ‘the public’ opmxon?

Confider the hiftory of the wars fince the Houfe of Hanover
has been on the throne. The Spanifh war ; wasthat unpopu~
lar? It was entered upon on the exprefs requlﬁtlon of the
people, and contrary to the known opinion of the Govern-

ment. The war of 1756; ‘was that unpopular? Never was
: any country engaged ‘he'believed he might fay, ina miore po-
‘was that unpopular? He

‘The American war ;

[23]

being good 5 but that was n‘ot the queftion, The point that |

they were to decrde was, had public opinion its full werght in
the dehberatron of Parhament ? by the conﬁdence Whlch Par-
hament had placed in his rlght honourable frrend the publu.

opinion had proved to be in unifon with'the opmxon of that

Houfe ; but it was. faid, that there were fome meafures of the
prefent admrmﬂcratron approved of by that Houfe, and wh1ch
the Pubhc were averfe from. Very polﬁbly
of that Houfe from the Public, on any partleular meafure,
could be no ob_]e&ron for if that Houfe had not the power of

differing from the Public, nay, if it did not fometimes dxﬁ'er ‘

from them, it would ceafe to be a deliberative a{l'embly But‘
the Ruﬂ' ian war had been ftated, and.much had been dwelt oit
this. The Houfe were well acquainted with his opinion on that
fub;e& He Would fuppofe, however, for argument’s fake,

~that his oprmon was completely wrong ;. that Miniffers were .

wrong in arming for the purpofe of obtammg Oczakow, and
were wrong, having fo armed, in difarming wrthout obtammg
it. What does that prove with refpe& to the dec1ﬁ0ns of that
Houfe? Nothmg, unlefs it ‘could be lhewn that that whxeh

was faid to be the defe&t in our reprefentatron, was the caul'e o

of thofe decifions. If it could be fhewn, for mﬁance, that
the Members for the clofe boroughs had in fa& occaﬁoned thofc
decifions, contrary to the opinions of the landed and commer-

The dlfference a

cial interefts in that Houfe, the objeétlon, as far as refpec‘ts
that particular cafe, may avail. But the reverfe was the fa&.
A much greater number of Members for counties and populous

had heard it afferted by an honourable gentleman 0ppoﬁte to
hrm, that that was the war of the people. Untrl within a
year ‘ahd a half of its concluﬁon, nothmg could be more mark-

R o e e T

~ ed than the approbation which the Public gave of that mea- ‘
It grew unpopular towards the ‘end, as under fimilar

fure
cxrcumﬁances every war will grow ur\popular, becaufe it was
unfuccefsful ; and what was the’ confequence of this war be-
commg unpopular" That ‘the Minifter, who had ‘the ‘com:
plete conﬁdence ofa Parllament chofen'in the year 1780, Was
forced by that Parliament 16" quxt ‘his fituation in lefs than
elghteen months aftérwards, in conl‘equence of the ill fuccefs
of the war! Takc, he faid, the adminiftration of his rrght
honourable frrend Would any body fay, that that admini-
ﬁratlon, WlllCh had had the conﬁdence of the Houfe of Com-

‘mons, had not likewife ‘the confidéice of the' Public?  He
- would admit that that was no proof alone of the adminiftration’s

places voted with Admlml’tratlon than voted agamﬂ: them ; and
as many Members for clofe boroughs, in. proportion, voted in
the minority as in the majority of that Houfe. . The ob_]eétxon

then proved nothing. . Form. a Houfe of Commons as you.
pleafe, affemble the people in Salrfbury Plain; you cannot

prevent their havmg nnproper attachments and i unproper aver-
fions.
m one Minifter, becaufe they approve ¢ of him, and too lrttle
m another, becaufe they drfapprove of him,
_not in the reprefentatron ; it is in human nature, and” our eyes
had better be turned to an improvement of that. He then faid,

Do

- that though pubhc oprmon he had always thought {hould have

i

You cannot prevent their placing too much conﬁdencc-

The defecf’c 1s '




fhare of it. - “The liberty of a country muft depend en its Go-

4

. gccrtaln weight in the Conftitution; he was fearful’ ]Eﬁ oir B
) Gqulfri;nent thould become too democratic. Everymanwhy |}  vernments and very little experience, indeed, would teach us,
pufhed the demo;ratic principles of " the Conftitution t0o far. - ’ ‘fh‘at‘ diﬁ'erer_l-t»Coumries require very different Governments 3
was, in fa&, an enemy to it. He was of ‘the fame 'opinfo'n, : that-in confidering. what Government would fuit acountfy, the

e
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S

~ with refpe& to thofe who pufhed the monarchical or ariftocra. -

“gical prih@iPIéS of it beyond their proper limits. . Tt was cer-
kt‘giyf;ly‘ »tkhe; principle of the Britith Conftitution, that ‘monarchy
'ari'f.tqc'facy, and democracy fhould ferve as'a’ contro} on-each
“}oth‘er;‘ btu_t.!it was likewife a principle, that on ordinary “‘OCL:a-
: {i;’ins they thould and muft co-operate.  If the monarchy, ‘the
atiﬂdcrggy, and the democracy are too much unconne&ed, the
4 Ep;pdfe of control may be anfwered, but the 'pljrpofé’ of co-
7 'ngyation will be defeated. No one of the principles;” there.
".fo_x:e, ought to be forced beyond a certain extent:  If any
‘:‘pgrf"qn ‘was to be forced to live undera ﬁm’plé monarchy, he
"\yp_pld choofe a moderate monarchy.” If any peifon ‘was
forced to live under a fimple ariftocracy, he would chioofe s
‘moderate ariftocracy.  If any perfon‘was forced to Live under a
ﬁgane _democfacy, he would, of courfe, choofe a moderate
~democracy. If then you are to live under the three. united, it
‘becomes ftill more neceffary that each fhould be moderate in it-
“’f’elf,’; becaufe without that, co-operation, which is abfolutely
neceflary, could not {ubfift between them. . He declared, that
no;perf(‘)n had more extenfive ideas of Iiberty than he had; but
it was not by any exclufive attachment to the demiocratic part
of our Conftitution, that that love of liberty was to bé mani-
fefted ; democratic tyranny was at leaft as bad as either monar-
qhial;"oxf'ﬁar}iﬁocrati’gal tyranny, ‘The liberty we had thé:bleﬂing
‘tplgnjgy? did not arife from any part. of the conftitution, but
fr’o‘m'"the operation of the different parts of ‘it" on'each other.
1n the true fenfe of liberty, it was the end of all Government,
’mén"ﬂgd from a fate of nature to a flate of fociety ; .becaufe,
in the former, the firft bleffing of liberty, fecurity, could not
be fob‘@aine‘d, But when' he talked of liberty, he ‘meant not
any abftract ideas of the rights of man; he meant practical li~.
berty, " Of this he might fay, that was the beft Government
which'had the ‘moft'of it ; or, in other words, that was the
“befAf;GQyérm‘xie‘nt ‘where there was the greateft fecurity, and the
leaft reftraint. ~ He was not - fo ignorant; however,.of human

pature, as to fuppofe that every country could enjoy an equal

-extent of it, the population of it, nay, the climate, muft in

fome degree be attended to. How, then, were we to judge
whether the Government was well adapted to the country ?—
‘.By the effects it:produced. Is property fecure? Is the'admi-
niftration-of juftice correét ! Are the laws mild ? Do the lower
orders of the community appear contented ?  'Wherever thefe
bleflings exift, the Government from which they originate
,muﬁc,nece.ffairily be good. Let usjudge, he faid, of the Bn- .
4ifh conftitution- on this principle. Isnot property fecuréd ?
1Is not the adminiftration of juftice pure and corre ! Have we
not, in.-fhort, arrived at a pitch of profperity unparallcled in
cither ancient or modern hiftory? What, then, muft be th;it
_tree. which could produce fuch fruit ! But itwas not on the effetts
of our {yftem only that it was neceffary to reft ; thofe who had
pafled their lives in the ftudies of fpeculative retirement, and
who had become acquainted with human nature but from books,
have beheld with regret the capricious tyrannies of abfolute
monarchy, the {yftematic oppreflion of ariftocracy, the turbu-
lent, factious, and unfettled difpofition of democracy. 'Th_cy
confidered that a fyftem might be founded out of the three,

- where the faults of each might correét the faults of the other,

and-where the virtues of ‘each might prove an aid to the vire

- tues of the other. Should we, then, who enjoy fuch bleffings
from fuch a fyftem, on the pretence of fome trifling defe&s in
the theory, be difpofed to- hazard its exiftence ? Should we.
contemplate the fpots of the fun, regardlefs of its fplendor
Should we feek glafles to magnify thofe fpots which, to com-
mon eyes, are not even vifible, and when the luftre of the
celeftial body is fo great, that no part of nature _canvcom‘plla‘ip‘
of a defe@t of itsrays? But the fpots of the fun do in';fomg
degree diminifh- its {plendor. In works of art, it frequently
happens that thofe which appear defetive, are in fat the-re-
verfe 5 fpeculative theories are generally founded on ideas of
perfection -which do.not exikf,’c‘ : human ,in{tiktutfxons;_\mu(’cﬁbg
adapted not only to-the virtues, but to the weaknefs ,g:nd pafﬁk_);is
of mankind. - Thus is it frequently necefary to follow that by
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indirect ways, which by the fhaxght road we never could hope.

_toarrive at. 'That there were theoretic defe&s in the compo,

fition of the Houfe of Commons, was not what he. pretended

to deny ; it was incumbent, however, on thofe who

conflitution.
‘that they were neceffary to the confhtuuon ; and th,
tempt to reform them 1mght prove dangerous to i
lﬂence. ‘

Mr. POWYS could not content hnnl'e If erh oxvmg a ﬁIent_'
vote upon fo momentous an occafion—and firlt, before he pro-
ceeded to dxfcufs the queftion before the Houfe, he mfhed to
an{wer a charge adduced againft him of his having made a di-
ftintion between the Members who compofed the Houfe, byl
attaching to a part the appellation -of 1ndependent By this
epithet he certainly did not mean the landed intereft alone-——he
meant perfons neither holding nor expecting any offices It
‘Wwas not, he faid, hisintention to go over thofe general Urounds
which had been fo often debated and on which the opinion of
the Houfe had been always the fame. On the prefent, day,
Mr. Grey had come forward as the organ dand deIurate of 2 [o-‘
ciety, conftituted for the purpofe of checking the progrer of.
difaffetion and difcontent—or waiting for the operation of the
public mind, and of holding no communication with vifionary

{peculators. In procefs of time, however, thefe friends of the
people joined with the performers from another theatre, and
_they a&ted together, at the Crown and Anchor Tavern .more
than once. - If, however, at their meetings 1nﬂammatory Ian-
guage were held—if there were any who talked of embodvmg
all the proud fleth and blood of the country, he was convmced
that fuch fpeeches Proceeded not from the crowds of the people,
and was totally difowned by them. Mr. Grey had faid that the.

' cxamp]e of France ought not to deter the Houfe ﬂom adopt- :
ing a reform. ~To this argument he did not feel dxfpofed to
accede, after the leatiments difclofed by M. Condoxcet, whrch
fentiments he begged leave to read-—(They related to the for—,
mation of the Society of the F riends of the Peoplc, thch
would probably produce the fame fymptoms in England as had
preceded the convocation of the States General of - France in
1788) Our Conﬁxtutlon, the wonde1 of the worlcl, had, in

at any at
{s. Very e&..‘

Propofed; '
a-reform, to prove that thofe defets affe &ed the pr a&.ce of the.

He contended that he had proved the reverfe :

[ 2]
former agcs been the dehg‘nt and envy of mankind, when all-
) I

fm, or, what wasworfe,
tions Jay ¢ groamng under defpotifm, or,

O;Zee:-[:tarehy ; and he trufted 1t would ever be found a happy,
u

were
nfafion into ‘which other countries
: exception from the ‘co

humed by thelr efforts to efcape from tyranny. The happy
e of our Government freed us'‘from the two extremes. —
fra? n the reprefentatlve part of the Lemﬂature had an 1dent1ty
ZZ metereﬁ and a conformity of fcntunents with ‘its conﬁxtu‘-i
it 1nentab1 y followed, that the people were well governe
ms’h "That this was the cafe at the prefent moment with
o apepayred fo manifeft, that it would be time thrown away
;1;’ ?g? ¢ it.” When gentlemen talked of reftoring the people to
eqfal reprefentatlon, he defired to know, to what Crlter;pr:
that equahty could be referred? He defired to hear, Whatﬁt a |
eriod was where the reprefentor and reprefented ‘met conftitu-
flonally, and where “the ‘andard of con{htunonal perfe&u;n -
ﬁood? “The Houfe of Commons was an organ, not mer;i .
to fpeak the pubhc voite, or regxf’ccr the pubhc oplnlons, t}l;c
poﬂ'eﬁmg ]udgement to dehberate, and power to executf} :
refuIt of that deuberatxon As fuch, it could hﬁen to nohuc
meafures as were now dx&ated and the motlon {houldt ere-
fo?d}rlav;;’h{;%ﬁrxw ‘after f’tatmg his anxiety to deliver’ hxs
fentlments, confefled that he felt infinite dlfﬁculty in conne&t-
ing, combmmg, and comparlng all the reafons and arguments

 offered by the honourable gentleman from whom the motion

hiad probeeded "Never had there been'a quefhon offered to tl;e
Houfc fo repugnant to reafon, and fo adverfe to every prmc1p i‘ ‘
of common ferfe. It was a queftion, in the dlfcuﬁ~ oh o ’
which oble&xons of the moft oppofite nature arofe every mc;-/ »
ment, and when one had been anfwered, others 1mmed1atedy‘ .
ftarted up, like: Bayes s troops, as if nothing had happenle;I \
Much attention” as he had pald to the fpeech of lus honourable.
ﬁrend ‘He had not beén able to difcover Whether the queglon:
was'a que{hon of expedrency or of fight. Indeed Mr. f‘rey:
maft excufe him, if he confidered him only as a fpeck or pot
(lummous perhaps) When compared Wlth the vaft 1mportancev’
of the fubje& ‘

' Pars minima eft 1pfa puella fui.

He put hrm‘ out of his conﬁderaUOn, and wexghed him i in *his
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*
fcale only as an atom, Hishonourable friend proceeded ye
« properly on the ground of expediency ; others
of right. -The laft were certainly the moft nur
moft powerful. All the petitions- that -iha.;d
ftated the right, and. indeed his honourable friend could pot
correct the contagion. Thofe perfons who f)uppoftgdﬂg‘hé_d{)c;
trine of right, fupported it on the fuppofed natural eqy
men, and on this pofitien, that the will of the maj
to:be obligatory on the minority. A difcuffion of ,‘_t‘héfe two
. principles was better adapted to a fociety of lgaifn_e;i men than
to a large deliberative affembly ; and he could, ..notcbut'lam‘éht
that they had ever been. fuppofed to attach to the bu‘ﬁncf;df
common life. To apply thefe -metaphyfical »argutjl‘gm}s as
rules.of condu& would, in .his own opinion, be like 'tu_rni,ng
2 mill by the power of mufic, or raifing a wall, like another
Amphion, by a tune. On each, however, of thefé p‘v’r:iqciplés
of equality, and the paramount mature - of the majority of
wills; he withed to fay a few words., With regard to the
+firft, that run fo tri ppingly from the tongue, he thould be glad
to hear-a definition of it 5 but no—thofe who were {o fond of-
it nevér;Would-vouchfafe to give one ; or, if t_héy did, ltwas
in the nature of anfwering idem per idem,
tus. 'The. definition he had formed in his own mind was
this—that as the end of al] government was to p:rodqc;:‘ett‘he
greateft poflible fum of all human happinefs, fo, in prodixciqg
- it; Government. was.not to look for its ,reﬁdenc'e_in any pd,rti-
cular formed part. No ravages -were to be made on the hap-
- pinefs of the greater part. for the purpofe of conferring that
happinefs on . the {maller. Whether this definition would be
received by fuch perfons as fupported the do&rine of,r,ig‘_bt,kuhc'
could not tell, - He believed, however, that it would knyqt 3 fqr
from it refulted all poflible incquality,- particularly with ref] pc&
to-property. ‘They feemed to fay, that as long as perfons con- -
tinued to talk abftractedly of mankind, they muft confider them
as equal.”. He came next fo the fecond “of thefe pernicious
" principles, viz. that in all Tfocieties and ftates the will of the
‘majority ought to.govern. . “In oppofition to this he felt ‘no,di:f-‘
ficulty in ,aﬁ'irmi‘ng, that it was not a general principle of go-
‘vernment, nor confonant to the fpirit and the practice of .ours
in particular, that ‘the numerical majority fhould decide for the

nerous and the

OF ignatum per igno-

on the grdqnd :

been prefenteq |

quality of
ajority ought * |
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" An inpenious author, whom he admired more as.a
ole. An ingenious author, w he admired o 3
W}i;?ofo’giﬁ than a politician - (Mr. Horpe Tooke)', hgd ffa;‘d;
s it'hj fome Piléafaht/l\‘:y;‘that mariy of the ev:lsJofﬁl}fe alx;o e for-
T ot of a right undesftanding o icles.  Juft fo, he ima=
; (s right underftanding of partic I . -
“{a'n:ifiﬁ:nygdf ‘the errors of thefe new polntlc?l phdofophxyv
g":: :)'rig"i'r‘xét‘ed in “a mifunderftanding of partlclesf vThgy
?id ‘for inftance, that all government 'prOceeded from.the peg-
ie: now i'f','inﬁ‘éad of the particle from, they woul.d mf.erftlv)tl e
gargiéieﬁr, “their propofition would be not only intelligible,

* put true; and yet on the ftupid confounding of thefe two; not
o] T

indeed by ftupid, but very ingenious, men, did'they'ref.{ their
::rlidlf;:ﬁ?i:nf;ulr)id:ls’"fpéchlztioris.’ “'When he. c(lier.nec‘l 1‘tlheC :;;g:xt I.t::'
jority to govern the whole, and decide in a 5 he
the lfzaézrzgczg %\?}:’at‘he would fubftitute for it — if hve. yvould
2;:%3 the fnindfity? "He would not fay fo, though e.ve.nﬂ th;u:
conofition would not be more abfurd than the otber,. in ;t‘é
; P er they argued upon it. He would reft the deqﬁoq on
:gzr'l’t:éritﬁiﬂ'dnd‘f the juftice of the point to be d‘ecid.edj;v andh as
‘tien would fee thofe more or lefs clerjtrly in proport}sn ";10 tt :;;
:gréétéi":or‘ lefs ‘degrees of informat_lor.x, it )fol‘lowe I; tayem
majority was not the moft likely to be m.the right. i Wb‘ » );
perfons of ordinary capacity were to decide on a queftion yld
triere majority, was it a certain rule that the majority wou

“be right'? - By no means. If to thefe twenty as many more

“are added, ‘would the certainty be greater ? .It wouflddb; ngsa ;
for as the number was augmented, the'deﬁcxency oh eli e
“tive jﬁdgeinérit,' the moft effential quality, w0ulclf : ; -irelc no;
'If, therefore, the plan of thefe reformers, who faid that no

! 'a’'mere majori overn, were to be carried, -
“thing but 2 mere majority ought to govern, |

“the nation muft’ be ‘undone. = Applying .thx‘s‘argumefxé to ;?i
“cafe of the Revolution ; was it not notorious thgt tbe ‘he‘:ré‘
ion wﬁs%pro&uce‘d-‘by the ‘minority, .an(‘i yet that gvgf)t aﬁ;ree
“¢eived univerfal ‘applaufe. Of miajorities there were

“kinds': the firft was the majority of xfcafon', t‘he,fecond v.(;‘f :
‘nutnbers ; the third of force. A good man would make ufe

~of the fitft and third’; a bad man would adoptithe third "glg’_xlﬁ:

‘but neither the bad man nor the go‘o.d wou‘ld’m?.}ce‘ufe,o ;\jt‘te
“fecond majority. - To ftrip v;hi's'queﬁxonj-ﬁlf tvxfomerz T?eh;
“ing oné man in a wood, were to contend that they had a rigt

“ifo irurder+him, 'it did notmatter whether the numbers, were |

E

ey e

e e

e
S i 3 S e Ty T

R YR



L .30]

two mdhons‘:and one million, though it might be_bettey
Ll ST 3

- (. > . fo‘
‘the fake of argument, to tuke the firft mode of ftating 1:
Hng

Sup‘poﬁnv V

2 then, that two men were to meet one iman, it woy]

‘be of no avail for the one man to fay that he Was not’xi‘rlly [‘Ol} !
ty, thc’mzlj‘orlty would immediately vote thatxhe »;’ms | Ii;}mc‘
%md been faid of the theory of the éonl’tituﬁoﬁ—fhé ex ‘*f;C'\h
;111port'ed much: it was foznething that might ea:{;lly binnC 'illon
ken; it was an Etrurian vafe, which, if It’;)m:e‘ wére to tlll‘ T
~made for the purpofe of cohtaining Q‘il,, andz‘others'}for‘utr}li;

purpofe of holding water, both might be led into. a ludicrops

miftake. Be‘ﬁ‘des‘, this idea of reftoring the Conftitution to its

ancient theory, opened a door for the wildeft {chemes of ¢
yvxldeﬁ reformers. T!IAC 'Pctitioners‘héd dexﬁahééﬁ 'thl'tyl‘“e
‘Houfe thould reprefent the whole nation, If it %\%le' i ¥
prefent th§ whole nation, where was the neceﬂvviwty‘ of I;e ant
Lords? :;md this thefe Petitioners knew, for 1116):/ Wé'x::uig ?nld
lent engincers.  They knew that there w‘as‘ a gcnde ;*?96,'
_tg'lnlxlgteq by a rock, on which was plaoed 2 fomﬁCent
They Wo_‘uld‘no;t attack the heights of mondfchy firlt, W;VL«?;X?'H.
ts thunder Qf‘pyi\"ileoes:’ they would make thleir adv)a lt 1‘("‘111
tg}}gla;}ll)'zl a.nditrakc ground on the fide of reprefentation I'I “ij}j:{:
tcy ad made good their ftation thél‘ - they k ‘that fuccer
muft at'tfznd their endezivoixré; It l)adei)egrlquf;i? fl‘;:tt Ilit e
' had a right to demand ; that the Vex“fe_nﬁbrn of fhé‘ dur:tp ?QRle
AI?a;IFx‘gme‘nAt from three years to feven was an irivéﬁoﬁ of“zg ?‘E
rights. }‘jor his own part, he did not know whether it we clg

hot b; annvafion of their rights to make the d.liratjiohkoyfy ‘-’;@
llament§ again triennial ; for, upon this l niodé of'ﬁz"ea‘for‘\jar.-
every th{ng but pure democracy was an invafion of their r'm}i]g,
Few gricvances had been complained of by Mr Gre ¢ til.
thofes.feyv operated againft him. ' In the cafe of I 8 I{’ czlu;
fered in opinion with him. It had Dbeen a éompk?ini‘- i lf;
all former Parliaments, that they had been too much aoi% ac‘fl’rn"
to. t.he Minifter of the day. . As foon, however as the ‘l‘r o
againit him, they were thrown to the people,. aI:d aevou); ‘;Z“
| thefn with all the favage ferocity. of hounds.’ At the reefe );

~ period, th¢ effect of legitimate ai’fcmbl»ies, cmanaiin‘o ﬁ-im t:
p,eop.le, .had been feen iu. France, The‘prefem Natiiml Coj :
vention, though the legitimate reprefentatives: of 'ihc5; €o] 12-
werc overawed by two other bodies of men, . . - e
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“1-think there be fix Richmonds in the field. ~ They were -
kept by thofe focieties in the moft ftri& fubmiffion. You fhalb
be King, and I will be Viceroy over you.

With ‘refpedt to a perfedt coincidence in opinion with the

_pe'dple', he contended that all good procecded on a difference in”

opinion with the people, and that nothing could be fo calami-
tous to” the Houfe as to become the agents of the people.
Tor his own part, he thought that a cale of a different fort
ought' to have béen made out. The probable lofs ought to
be oppofed to the probable gain. It ought to be recolleGed
that the motions of the heavenly bodies could be known to the
end of “centuries 5 but the impulfes of the heart could not be
known from one day to another. The grievances then ought
firft to be felt before a remedy ought to be applied ; for fhould
the people think fuch a reform as the prefent ineffectual, they
would not ftop. To give them any thing fhort of the enfire
completion of their withes would be like throwing crumbs to
hungry ‘men, who have ftomachs for greater things. = Mr.
'Gr'e)"r:, ‘therefore, might open the door, but would he be able
to fhut it?” No.—Did he not know that fome things will take
fire as well by cold as by hot water ? Did he imagine that
throwing cold water on limé would put it out? No, — But
even were he, for his own part, to be fure that the people
would ftop at a particblar' fpot, ftll he would not agree to it.
If thére was even no mifchievous confequences couched in
the meafure, he would object to it, as producing no good.
Befides, he denied the extent of the gricvance complaincd of :
S © <« All is not offence that indifcretion
‘ X Finds, or rathnefs deems f{o.” ‘
But thofe offences were, he faid, fo mixed and interwoven with
perfeGtions, that the one could not be removed without de-
ftroying the other. The Houfe could not pretend to correct
blemifhes in the Conftitution. It was like the ftyle of ‘ancient -
authors, of which the critics faid, Qui corrigit delet tam vitia
virtutibus - mixta. What fome  people called its faults could
not be. correCted without .deftroying all its. valuable parts,
Many Ihings,: he was aware, might have efcaped him. Some
circumftances more might tranfpire. Ifa diftulion muft wke
place on fuch fubjets, he -would advife the Houfe to drink
E a2
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deep or tafte not. - ‘If the principles were to be examined, the
fallfzc'y of them would foon be detetted ;- and: if any d;ired to
lnhlblt,‘%lf.i would promife them: that they would be reduced to
the condition of being the babies of a girl. :He difliked thjs

“mixture of politics and metaphyfics.—[A loud laugh' J—Witp

much warmth the right honourable. gentleman. defi

w . . v ~defired t
who difliked his metaphyfics to anfwer the ot
argument had commenced with the American ‘wars:and had.

becen carried down to the prefent period. It wasa contemp-

tible chegoe,. which, if fuffered to. penetrate the fkin, ‘would

bury itfelf in the inflammation which it had excited, 2
to the bone, defying the power of art to-remove it,- k
in the. firft inftance an old woman might. pick it o
needle. o
The Honourable THOMAS ERSKINE faid, that had he
be_enaabfent at the opening of the debate, and linacquainted
with the motion before the Houfe, he fhould have thbught
from- the manner and argument of the honourable gentlemér:
who had juft fat down, that fome propofition had been brought
forward not only big with ruin to the interefts of this éountry
but fuch a one as had never before entered into the mind o;'
any man to project. At all events, he certainly never .could
have colleéted from the fmile of approbation which covered
the features of the right honourable gentleman oppofite to him
(M. Pitt), that the motion which, to his perfe®t fatisfaction
v,.vas‘reprobated and ridiculed, was no other than the very mo:
~tion which be himfelf firft formally introduced, and made it
the firft chara@eriftic of his public life to originate and fup~
-port.: He muft alfo bring it to the fame right honourable gen-
tleman’s recolle&ion, that the difturbances and revolutions: of
the WOrld{ and the progrefs of principles dangerous to mionat-
chy which were now fet up as reafons againft all refortﬁzition
were by himfelf made the very bafis of his own fimilar aﬁp}i:
«cation to the Houle at the clofe of the American war. At
that time a mighty Republic had juft formed itfelf on the
.other f{ide of the Atlantic ; but having heen forced i'ntb-that
form by the corruptions which he {ought to deﬂ'ro‘y,‘ (a princi-
-ple-equally applicable at this moment as then) that mighty re-

.vquuon,xand the agitations which accompanied it, inftead of

nd eat
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ut with a
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’ fo pmin'g'iin objetion, was made the very argument to fupport:

the neceflity of regenerating our own Conftitution. © :
He faid he fhould not attempt to imitate the Honourable gen=
tleman who fpoke laft in the fubtlety of logical argument, or
in the eloquence of declamation, but muft remark; that it
would have been more worthy of his talents to- have fairly-
{tated his honourable friend’s propofitions and arguments, and:
then to “have refuted them, than to affume  thofe which- never
were ‘maintained. Did" his honourable friend; for -inftance,
infift upon univerfal reprefentation as an original and indifpen-
fable principle of this or any other Government? or did the
petiﬁo‘n‘which he prefented affert that principle, or pray for its
adoption ? His honourable friend put the rights of mankind
in general, and of the people of England in particular, upon
truer and higher grounds : he maintained that liberty, proper-
ty, and fecurity from all oppreflion, were- the unalienable
rights' of mankind ; that all government exifted for their be-
nefit';  and that whatever reprefentation, general or particular,
condueed the moft to fecure them, they had a right to infti-
tute for their protetion. But as they were not affembled to
form agovernment, but to fupport one already eftablithed, he
difclaimed all refort to theory, and maintained his propofition
as juftified by practical neceflity. He would, therefore, recall
the attention of -the Houfe to the motion before it. - What
was it ! It was fimply that they fhould take into their confi~
deration the petition which Mr. Grey prefented, and which,
upon' being read, the Houfe had received ; and - the ‘fingle
queftion was, whether the petition contained fufficient matter,
if :taken to be true, to.render it their duty, either in juftice.or

* inwife policy, to endeavour to remove what it complaired of?

-He faid, - if taken to be true, becaufe as thé Petitioners offered
to 'verif}; it claufe by claufe, the Houfe could not, without in-
“quiry, ‘or rather in the teeth of their own certain knowledge,
vote itto be falfe. What then did the petition affert ¥ - It
:afferted that this Houfe, which is invefted with the mighty
authority of the reprefentatives of the whole People of Great
Britain, were chofen by a number fmaller than the {ubfcribers
to fome of the petitions, which to-day had been treated with
‘negle& : it ftated that this grofs inequality was rendered more
uncqual by the difpropostion of the bodies who elected : it af-




ferted- that ele&ions ‘were, and muft, in fpite” of -ail Iéws,"

continue to be procured by notorious corruption ; that Peers
of Parliament, fent up to the other Houfe from: their influénce
in this, fent by their mandates others to reprefent them ; and
that {fmall as the’ numbers were, compared with the whole
people who eleCted the majority of the Houfe of Commons,

they themfelves were but nominal ele&ors, the-majority of

thofe who fat there being eleted by the patronage of the -

Crown and a few great men of the realm, by means of which
the people had loft all fhare in our balanced Conftitution,
Thofe were the fa&ts they ftated, and the fimple: queftion was,
whether the Houfe was prepared to fay, in'the face 6f'the pub-
lic, and to the people they reprefented, What of all this ; ‘Be
it fo; let thefe things continue: for that would be their lan-
guage if they negatived the motion. To that it had been an-
fwered, that thofe theoretical defects, which the: language of
difcontent. had worked up into a libel upon the prefent Gos
vernment, belonged to its original Conftitution 5 -that-unde:
it the country had improved from age to age, and arrived at its
~ preflent profperity and glory. . He denied it. He faid ‘that

there was not in pracice, which both fides had agreed to refort

to, the {malleft analogy between the ancient and modern Houfe

of Commons. He faid that before the Revolution, when the

executive power of the country was in all its ancient vigour, .

ruling by terror and the inftruments of authority, and whilt
by the free {pirit of the Englith people the Commons were.
only growing up in {trength, and, by advancing-upon the other
branches. of the Government, were gradually. bringing. the.
Conflitution to what it now was, the defeltive reprefentation’
of t'h"eb people was a mere defe ip theory, but of {mall account:
in 'praé’;ice: it was then of {uch Immenfe importance to the:
people to ftruggle againit the prerogative, that it was.of little
‘ Confequence who were the eleftors, if ‘the people were- but

poflefled of an organ where their authority could be depofited--
and a& with force ; the Crown had not then the means of in~
ﬁucﬁ"ce and corruption either amongft the eleGtors or the ele@- .
ed, and par\tié'ulzir diftri&s of the nation were not then bngh_t,;:
in order to fcll again at difcretion, not merely thofe who had

been bought, but the reft of the nation,, wh}ofe\,intexjgﬂ;s;:wéte].
left in the hands of the {mall number which conftituted the..
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clective body. Whoever looked at the Englith hiftory would.

perceive, that in the-infancy of that Houfe, and before tlTe
confirmation of its high privileges, the., (;Zommons;vvere um"-
formly bent on maintaining popular privileges, and forrpe§ a
}*;al and practical balance againft the Crova. There W?.s.
no danger in thofe days that the reprefentatives of t‘he‘few:.;
would betrary the interefts of the many. The C‘r‘own aqd:‘
fhe Commons were {eparated by fear and jealoufy, and"whefx"
xhe" Comm_ons'.go,t‘ together, no. matter how eleéted, 't-h’e;y :
4a&e.d‘ on that principle. This was fo trl?e, that even ?harlgs
éﬁd]amcs,, when the Commons were rifen, were drlvez} to.:
1h§.garblingpf corporations : but that ﬁnc.e the Revolution, :'
;a‘nd particularly fince the creation of the immenfe revenues
which had grown up f{ince that time, a new orde.r of thmgs
héd arifen, and, as all government ftood in,pra.&xce and not |
in theory, the Englith. Government might be faid to be com=
pletely -changed ; corruption had taken thg place of power,
and . therefore, although a Houfe of Common, 'ele&ed ‘zvn
any way, having the people’s authority, was fufficiently con-
fituted to ftruggle againft power, and although the defeé.hve
ftate of the .reprefentation had, in that cafe, no operation,
Slét, when influence and corruption fup‘erfed¢d au.thorxty',‘ thc
popular branch of the Conftitution might be f’cnffnly {aid to
be.diffolved. - A fmall part of the nation wasnow in tht? ha--
Bitual courfe of either felling the interefts of the whole, or
elfe their clective franchife was-the abfolute property of fqmﬁ
individual, frequently the Crown, who ,folc‘l it f<')r. the}m, 311;! )
the: perfons eleGted’ devoted themfelves 1mphc1tly 1 to“t‘h’,e’
Crown: for the emoluments which were carved out of t‘he“v
people’s. fubftance to feed ‘them, by which that .Houfe had |
become a Council of the Crown, and not an a&xvve bélapge;‘ ‘

againft its power.. v .
" “He faid thofe were no imaginations of his ; they ftood x.}ot‘{ ’
only upon all hiftory, but upon a modern aqthorlty wh‘xc}f‘
would be refpected by the Houfe, and, he knew, would be . .
particularly bowed to by the honourable gentleman WhOhad
A modern author of great eloquence, faid Mr. Erfking,

- Ipeaking of thofe changes in the Englith Governmcnt,truly -

faidy ©oo .3
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¢ The virtue, {pirit, and effence of 2 Houfe of Commong
confifts in its being the exprefs image of the feelings of the
‘nation. " It was not inftituted to be a control upon the peo-
ple, as of late it has ‘been taught by a dotrine of the: moft
pernicious tendency, but as a control for the people.”

And he therefore thus indignantly deplored its lapfe from
that charalter: ' : ,

* The diftempers of monarchy were the great {ubje&s of
appreherifion and redrefs in the laft century; in this, the
diftempers of Parliament. The power of ‘the Crown, al-
‘moft dead ‘and ‘rotten as- prerogative, has grown up-anew,

with much more ftrength and far lefs odium, under the name

of influience—an influence which operated without noife and
violence 3 which converted the very antagonift into the in-

ftrument of power ; which contained in- itfelf a - perpetual

prinéiple- of growth and renovation ; and which the diftreffes
and 'the‘p'ro"fperity of the country equally- tended to augment,
‘was an admirable fubftitute fora prerogative that, being only
the offspring of antiquated - prejudices, 'had moulded in its
original flamina irrefiftible principles. of decay and diffolu-
tion. 'The igriorance of the people is a bottom but for 3

‘temporary fyftem ; but the intereft of ative men in the ftate -

is a foundation perpetual and infallible. . .
- ¢ When the Houfe of Commons was thus made to confi-
der itfelf as the mafter of its conflituents, there wanted but
‘one thing to fecure it againtt all poffible future deviation to-
‘wards popularity—an unlimited fund of money to be laid out
according to the pleafurc of the Court.”—That fund theyall
knew exifted, augmenting itfelf alike by the diftreffes as by
‘the profperity of the: country. But it might be faid, had not
the ‘nation been equally profperous under this new {yftem of
pradtice ! He anfwered No. He maintained that the mighty
agitations which new convulfed and ' defolated Europe, that
the difaftrous events of the moment which were oppofed to
the motion before the Houfe, owed their very exiftence to
the corruptions of the En'gli[h‘ Government, which -they
fought to do away. [Here a laugh from the other fide of
the Houfe. ]} ' o R :
"Mr. Erfkine faid, there was nothing fo eafy as that fortof

_anfwer. It'would be, however, more decent and parliamen-
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tary to expofe his miftakes by reafonings. He thould liften
to them with candour, and follow them, if he was con-
vinced 3 but till then he would continue to aflert, that all -
(he calamities which they deplored at that moment had‘ no.
other origin than the corruption \of the Houfe 'of Commons =
and for the firft part of the hiftorical deduétion he had-au-
thorities, fome of which the right honourgble‘ggnﬂemagn‘
would not be difpofedto difpute, o
‘insn.illuﬂrious» father (the Earl of Chatham) mamtamed
that a taxation for revenue in America, the'fatal caufe of the
American quarrel and feparation, was dev}fed to {upply 'thc.f
fountain of corruption in that Houfe; Sir George _,Say;ll;
infifted upon it with indignation in his celebrated letter to
his conftituents ; and the celebrated author. w}}ofe Wf)rk lj)c
héd already cited' detailed all‘ the melanc.holy hxﬁor.y 11.1 thit
too-prophetic: fpeech which he delivered in th.e beginning ?f ,
that war. -He knew the war was for a long time popular in
the country, becaufe it was their war, and the people unfor-
tunatély conne&ed that Houfe with themfelves,. _though
there. was no fubftantial conneétion. Had that Houfe beAe‘n
in theory what it was in practice, the Exem'ltive G'overn-
ment- merely; without an imaginary connection »\fxt‘h the
people, how different would have been the event —jealoufy
would have prevented what confidence produced. It t.nuft
‘be ‘remembered, too, that fince revenue was to be raifed,

" which either England or America was by their authority to

provide; they artfully ereated a powerful intereft in the quar-
‘rel by American taxation : but, _With.all thofe a\c}\f’.antage‘s,
the people faw the approaching calamity, and"pqtl‘txloned-‘to
“avert-it long, long before i; was too late to have 4fay§§1 Amc..

' He faid, therefore, that if this Houfe had then in {fubftance

~ “reprefented the people, America at that moment would {till

have been an affeétionate colony, or, if emancipatevc.iﬁ.by t‘hcA
‘natural progreflions of the world, fhe would now be fpread-

- ing ‘the: roots -of -monarchy round and round thc_ globe,
“They planted her in their better days, and gave her the

image of their own conftitution. ~Her governors were
‘Kings, her councils the Ariftocracy, and her aﬂ'g:t‘.nbheysvthe
Commons ; and fhe felt both pride and profperity 11)_\th§;re¢

.....




their corruptions undermined and deftroyed, and the reign of
republicani{im began from the abufe of monarchical eftablifh.
ment. This was the firfk ftage of the proof, and the reft
too palpably followed it. o
The effe@s of fo diftant a revolution, brought on bjr the
corruption of our European Government, could not have
communicated itfelf fo {uddenly to Europe, if other gqvéx-h.-
ments had not been equally corrupt. It certainly was pot
affe@ion for freedom, but to diftrefs Englan‘d,v that embarked
France in the American caufe ; but as that dcteﬁame prmcl-
ple could not be openly avowed, her prefs became free in ar-
guing the juftice of the quarrel, and the fent the p(ilhe of

fleCted greatnefs of this country. But all that lﬁight'y fabric

her army to fupport it in the field. The confequences every |

bf;dy had feen. Her armies, after fhedding their blood in
the refiftance of monarchical defpotilm and corruption, ancl_‘
‘enjoying the triumph of republican refiftance, returned home
to France to fee monarchy in a fHll more odious and dif
graceful form: they foon applied the principles their Go..
vernment had taught them to the Government itfelf, and
monarchy in France paffed away like an enchantment,
Such was the power of _ppinion, He maintained, therefore,
that no fa& in hiftory or politics from the beginning of the
world was. more firmly fupported ; that the propofition
(which fome had affeded to langh at) was ftrictly true ;-
and that the corruptions of the Englith Houfe of Commons,
by reforting to taxation in America for the. means of cor-,

ruption, and carrying on the war to the final. feparation,

had wholly and certainly produced, all the changes which .
agitated the world at that moment., _ , S
Mr. Erfkine faid, if the feparation of Americz‘,_and; the .
confequent revolutions of Europe, might thus be traced to
the caufes he had afligned, and that they arofe from no. other,
every man’s confcience told him to be true, how. could it .
poflibly be denied that the prefent fyitem. of Englith Go- -
vernmpnt had been practically mifchievous, when but for -
thole Dbitter fruits of their corruption they would have been .
free at this moment. from a debt of one hundred-and twenty

' millioné; which crippled all their exertions, and have feen.

the nations around them, as well as the inhabitants of Eng-
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fand, bowing to their Conftitution as the great type anfl exam-
ple of happinefs, inftead of fecing (he was now fpegkmg their
own language) the firft principles of Government brolfen ups
and the country involved in a war to prevent even the internal
diffolution of her own Conftitution. =
There were fome, he fzid, who, forced by their fo‘rm'er
opinions and practice to admit the ,cxiﬁ‘encé:' of thqfe evils anc;
the advantage of {ome rcformaiiqn, }iet ob)e'&ed _t? the gene-~
rality of the motion andv the want of a ‘fpemﬁ: bbj?&.‘ ‘ ITIc?,
on the contrary, thought that the generality of the apphcatlo-n
conftituted at once its pra&icab‘ility and its fafety. The Peti-
tioners recollected, as they ought to do, that they were nf)’t
without a Government which, with all its d(:fc.&s, was il
worthy of their confidence and affe@ion: they chc} not, there-
fore, ftep into their place to legiflate fog themf.elvgs, b.ut lo»ol“:f
ed up to their wifdom and au’thqrity to prc‘mde,“as m‘other
cafes, for the common good. = And it was t‘r}ﬂy fgxd !Jy an {105
nourable gentleman whofe works he had alrea‘dy cited, that
nothing would be more dangerous than for Parhamcnt‘ 0 t;kg
advantage of the inartificial mode in which the people e‘xpyx"f:fs
their wifhes, or to take poft upon their filence. — < If we
fhould be able, by dexterity, power, or intrigue, }tf)‘difekxf;)pomt
the expe@ations of cur conftituents, what will 1trava11ktyxs?'
We fhall never be ftrong or artful enough to parry or to put
by the irrefiftible demands of our fituation, which c?l;s upon us
with a voice-which will be heard. If all the ‘nation are not
equally forward to prefs this duty upen us‘,,' yet bc?'glﬁlké.d t}?a‘t
they all equally expe&t we fhould perform’it.  The 1'6(96&?111
filence of thofe who wait upon your pleafure ought to b’e‘as
powerful with you as the call of thofe who ;eq’ttir‘e you;'ferVicc
as their right. It is not wife to force the ‘peoplcvto:‘fp??k: out
more plainly what they plainly mean.” - o
But though no fpecific remedy was called er, the gen?}-al
nature of it was obvious. ' It obtruded itfelf upon the view
from the bare confideration of the complaint. The corﬂ}algizxﬁt
was, that the people had no control it the choice"of tf)‘eir"{"rc-:‘
prefentatives ;- that they wete either chofen amidft riot "a‘!.l’d
confufion,- and amidft bribery and corruption in the l'argc?‘r‘ dif-
trilts, or by the abfolute authority of ‘a few individuals in thg‘
~{maller ; that no 'private fortune, even if el'et\”;ion‘ were frce,
: . ) F 2 . .
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- could bring up the eleCtors to the poll at a county conteft, op
the abfent freemen in thofe numerous cities whiere the eleGion
1s in"the corporation, or ftand the expence of the final iffue i
that Houfe. - * SRR
: Thé"prihciple of ‘the remedy, therefore, muft prefent itfelf
to every mind alike, though different perfons might differ in
the details. It could be no other than to fimplify and equalife
the franchife of ele@ion, to ‘make each body of eleGors too
large for individual corruption, and the period of choice too
fhort for temptation, ‘and, by the {ubdivifion of the places of
election, to bring the eleors together without confufion and
within every man’s reach. Surely this was praQicable. = *
With regard to the time, againft which fo much had"been
obje@ted, it appeared to him, that if ever there was one feafon
more critically favourable than another'for the obje&, it was at

* that very moment.” When, indeed, the arbitrary monarchy of

France was battering down by the exertions of a great people,
“and nothing was feen but virtuous exertion ‘and exultation, it
might be admitted that in fuch a conjunéture men might run
before the mark, and confound principles together which had
no connection. Such was the allédged, but not the proved,
ftate of England when his honourable friend gave notice aft
year of his motien. The objeQion then had, therefore, at
leatt, a plaufible, though not a jult, foundation. But, good
God! faid Mr. Erfkine, how different, on the admiffion of the
abjectors to the times, was the ftate of the country at the pre-
fent moment—flarting back with horror at the crimes and ca-

lamities of France, and feemingly forgetting all diftrefles inan -

enthufiafm for fheir own Government ! Surely common ferife
“proclaimed that to be the hour of reformation, more efpecially
“when' it ‘was left to themfelves to originate and to fathion:it.
'So far from being ‘urged on by the people to go too far, they
‘téod like men who feared that the ground would break under
“them, and could hardly be brought up to the point which their
‘underftandings dictated. Let them feize, therefore, that happy
and providential crifis to do, with popularity and fafety,” what
 to fave their country muft be done atlaft s let them exhibit to
the 'world' the veflel of the Englith State riding amidft: the
ftorms of ‘the world, held by her three ‘eq‘ual‘an’ch'ors,“wliich
keep her motionlefs and in fafety by drawing- her equally in
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their different dire€tions. This was the way to perpetuate the
love of -monarchy. If they really thought that a {pirit gf dif-
content walked abroad, and menaced the fa:fety, of Govern<
ment, let them make hafte to lay it, by rendermg Governmems
refpectable. If they withed to expofe and to dlfcounfenance
the vifions and theories of the day, and to prevent their pra?—-
tical effelts, let them exhibit.to the People of England, in
pra&ice, the real genuine Conftitution' of their fathers, and
give them the happinefs which flows from its adminiftration.
This was the cure for fedition, and the road to content. He
{hould not farther detain the Houfe at that late hour. .
Several;genvtlcmen rofe to {peak, and feveral called out ad-
journ.. .. L : :

.Mr. STANLEY moved to adjourn the debate. .

. Mr..Chancellor PI'TT faid he withed the queftion to be as-

fpeedily decided as poffible ; but as from unavoidable circum-
ftances the debate had begun at a very late hour, and many
gentlemen were defirous of delivering their fentiments upon it,
he fhould have no objection to adjourn the debate.. -
‘The queftion of adjournment was put, and the Houfe di-
- Ayes, 181; Noes, 109.
. 'The Houfe adjourned. .
B Tu{/'day, 7th May. o
Mr STANLEY, who moved yefterday for the adjourn-.
xﬁcnt, 'rolfc‘ to ftate, that he conceived the fubject to be of the
gréafgﬁ confequence,: and made his motion in order to ,affor_d
-an opportunity to all the honourable Members to de.li_ver‘thgfrf,
fentiments, for the mutual improvement of all. The Confti-.
tut,ion:,\: confifting of three branches, was admirably adapted to.
prémotg the liberty and happinefs of the nation, but they had
. their :dkiﬂ\in& provinces. The Chief Magiftrate would natu-
fr,a,l_ly guard his own prerogatives ;. the Peers would watch over
- their privileges, and it was to be hoped that the Houfe of
Commons would devote itfelf in an efpecial manner, to fecure.
the Wéliﬁbéing of the people. The Commons thould nqt.wait.
to. be inftructed and excited by their conftituents to promote
their i‘nter»eﬁs,pbut they thould fore-run them in, every, thing. -
Iif,,there-was{ danger, it ought to be difcovered, and guarded
againft, in the firft infance, by the reprefentative body.  If

-
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diforders prevailed in the Cdnﬂitution,_ it-belonged to them ¢4
apply the remedy 5 or if palliatives were neceflary, they “were
the moft proper to apply them. ‘The reform of Parliament

fhould proceed from the Parliament itlelf, if a reform was ne..,

ceflary. He declined entering into the queftion whether that

Houfe required any amendment jn- the ftate of its reprefenta.

tion ; if he were called upon to {peak his fentiments, he fhoulg -

not hefitate to fay that it did require it, but it was of ‘the yt.
mofl. njoment to confider whether this was the fit time for it.
Many things might be proper under particular circumftances
- which would be highly improper in a different fituation.—
This ‘was a feafon of- war, alarm and internal difquietude,
men’s paffions were inflamed, and the beft difpofed were not
in a temper to agitate great changes. He did notallude to the
affairs of France; whatever their principles were, he kinew
that Englifhmen Ioved their liberty;- and adored the Conftity-
tion. . But heats and animofities had lately unfortunately ‘pre~
vailed in this country to fuch a degree, that he feared this was
not the time to agitate the quettion before the Houfe, - He ad:
mitted that the Executive power muft have a control fome-
where, and that Houfe was certainly the place for it. But
fooner than rifk the dangers of innovations at improper feafons,

“he would confent for a time, efpecially under a mild Govern-

ment, to have his liberties fufpended.  Under an Aurelius, or
Henry 1V. he would prefer the abridgement of his freedom to
thofe violences that are ever attendant upon révoliitions,—
Although he wasa fteady friend to the Reform of Parliament,
he deﬁ-red it to be underftood that he was {o under forie hodi~

fications.- . He entirely -differed from thofe gentlemen who

withed to extend the ele&ive franchife fo-all. "Amendme'ri’ts'

were neceffary, and when the time thould comie beft adapted "

Liberty in promo‘ti\ng them. :
Mr. BUXTON thought it his duty, upon the prefent fiib~
je&t, to exprefs his fentiments, and not to confine himfelf to
a filent vote upon the oceafion. He profefled himfelf to- have
ever been the friend of réform, andvfh‘ould Cer_ta?i‘n}y, if the cir’-ﬁ
cumftances of the time were in his mind fuch as were compa~
tible therewith, give it his fupport:  But he thought the pre<
fent period, when we were inyelved in war, an unfit period

for the purpefe, he would heartily concur with the Friends of
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for entering into any difcuflion whatever upon the fubje&.
He thought it a point of too great nicety to be tampered with
in the moment of uncertainty ; it thould be only entered upon
when the principles of the people were more fixed and fcttledf‘
than they are at prefent. With regard to the Ruffian arma-
ment, . which had been at various times alluded to, heé was de-

cidedly of opinion, both then and now, that it was a proper

and politic meafure, though the people exclaimed againt it j
and if the. Minifter had not been prevented from the profecu--
tion of his plan, e fhould not now have feen what every fin~
cere lover of liberty muit deplore, the downfall of the liberties
of Poland, and the partition of her territory between ambitious’
po&éré. . At prefent the people at large were, he thought, con~
tent with their fituation : they have been alarmed by the im<
portation of  French principles,  which tend to cbnfuﬁon, :
anarchy, and rebellion, and they would rather fubmit to fome
inconveniences than prefs the propofed reform at the rifk of di-
{lu;bin‘g the internal tranquillity of the country ; were it not

 fo, there can be no doubt but that your table would have been

covered by petitions from every county in the kingdom ; and'

« when that fhould take place, he would cheerfully concur with

their withes. He concluded by declaring his opinion, that
the prefént was an unfit time for inquiry, and upon that ground
fhould oppofe going into the Committce. » .

Mr. DUNCOMBE faid, that, upon the prefent occafion;
he cbuld not be filent ; that he ever had been, and ever thould -
remain; the firm friend and fupporter of a rational Reform in. -
Pa‘rl‘iame'xit;; he had twice had the honour of feconding motions ;
mad_c\by h'i‘s' right honourable friend (Mr. Pitt) upon that fub-
je&, though he much feared at the prefent time he thould dif<: "
fent from the opinion he held ; he was forry to differ from him; "
becaufe there was no perfon of whom he entertained a higher -
opinidh,' or fqr whom he had a more fincere regard, and; in:

his opinion, he had merited, for his {fupport of a Patliaménmry '

Refor,m,the;higheﬁ praife—greater praife, in that refpe&, 'thaq.f &
the -right. honourable gentleman oppofite-him: (Mr. Fox) who =

had ever profeffed himfelf the friend of - reform; but had never -

brought forward any {pecific motion for that purpofe. - With
regard to the objections which had been ftated againft reform, " -
k¢ feemed to differ. widely from the gentlemen: who ftated themy;
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he did not fee the prefent period in that alarming point of
view in which it had appeared to other gentlemen—there was
nothing which he could fee in the prefent time that rendered
it unfit for the difcuffion of any fubje& whatever. The other
objection which had been urged, feemed to him equally frivo-
~ lous, the difturbances in France, which had arifen from the
innovations made in the form of their Government : dreadfu}
‘indeed would thofe calamities be to this country, if they thould
prevent us from protecting” and fupporting our liberties, or
from entering into any difcuflion upon the reform of fuch

- abufes as may haye infinuated themfelves into our Conftitution, -

It bad been predi&ted by an eminent {tatefman and politician,
‘the late Earl of Chatham, that the abufes of Parliament muft
be reformed befoie the end of the prefent century; he was
much inclined to believe the predi&ion ; for when the people
raifed their voice, they muft be heard; he was well affured,
that it was now the opinion of the majority of the people, that
a reform in the {tate of ‘the reprefentation was become necef.
fary; he withed Parliament therefore, to make a merit of
granting what would otherwife be forced from them. He
urged the great benefits arifing from well-timed conceffions,
- -and. the evils that might thereby be avoided: by a well-timed
conceflion we might have faved America; forif in the firlt
commencement of our difputes with that country, we had con-
fented to have given up one half of what we were afterwards
compelled to—we might have faved ourfelves the lofs of the
colonies, and the difgrace of fubmiffion. Another inftance of
the benefits that might arife from well-timed conceflion, and
the dangers attending the withholding what is proper and ne-
ceffary, he adduced from the difputes between the unfortunate
‘Charles and his Parliament ; he contended, that if Charles had
made a merit of granting at firft what he was compelled at laft
to furrender, he would have preferved his Crown, and avoided
the difmal cataftrophe which followed. If he wereallowed to
give an impartial opinion on the plan propofed by the honour-
able Mover of the prefent queftion, he appeared to him to lean

rather too much to the principle of - popular reprefentation, -

which he difapproved of ; at leaft he had gone fo far as to fay,
‘that he did not entirely difapprove of the plan of reform laid
down'by the Duke of Richmond; though he was an admirer
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of rational reform, he could not affent to a meafure of this
kind. An honourable Member, (the late Henr).r Fiqod) haﬁ
fome years ago introduced a plan of reform,‘ which, in moft
refpects, met his approbation ; it was very dxi’f'erefut from thg
prefenf plan. He thould, however, then vote',vvlth the ho-
nourable gentleman, (Mr. Grey) who, he conceived, was not
treated with fufficient liberality by fome gentk_fmen. Mr.
Duncombe alluded to the aflertion of Mr.“jt.ankmfon on \the
former day, relative to rotten boroughs, and {aid, -that honour-
able géntleman fpoke as if Parliaxp’ent oug‘ht not to be '-tl.le re=
prefentatives of the people. The affociations of laft ‘xf(xrx‘ter,
while they were fo ftrenuoufly fupporting  the Conﬁ'ltutxon,
acknowle’dged’thé exiftence of abufes, and he conceived the-
prefent as fit a time for their correion as any other. .

Sir WILLIAM YOUNG felicitated himfelf upon the ad-
vantage which he then poffefled by addrefling himfelf to thf}fe
who had been elected to that Houfe by perfons of the defcrip- -
tion that he hoped would ever enjoy the right of fending Mem-
bers to Parliament.  If the prefent meafure fhot:ld be adopted,
he had little hopes of a patient hearing by a Houfe that fho‘uld
be elected by thofe who feemed to be peculiarly f?vourﬁﬂ,by-‘.(hc
petition that gave rife to thisdebate. He hafi anforlnly. main-
tained one opinion fince he began his poh.ncal carecr, Viz.:
that the country had too much of a commercial turn, andth.at ]
its commerce would foon become more than a match to its
virtues. He rejeted the cautious manner in which the b}.lﬁ-
nefs was treated yefterday, and he meant -to {peak out plainly
and fully. The petitioners propofed a meafure that evidently
tended to throw weight into a {cale that preponderated too
much already. Were it not for burgage tenure borot.xghs, andxg-i‘
others that were bought—[Hear! Hear!] Sir: William' re-

" minded the Houfe that he had declared he intended to fpeak

out, and therefore he would repeat, that boroughs boughtk and
controled by men of property formed the enly balance to the
commercial influence, which was increafing by too- rapid
firides, and which ought to be checked. The\.Conﬁitution of /
the Houfe of Commons, as at prefent formed, was abfolutely

_ neceffary to the fupport of the Conftitution of ,the kingdom :

" alter. the former, and the latter muft perith... He denied that
true reprefentation was founded cither upon property or num-

G
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‘bers abftraltedly confidered. A delegation of Members to |

that Houfe ought ever to be of gentlemen anfwering the de.
feription of thofe whom he then addrefled, perfons having one
common intereft with thofe who fent them there. Sir William
Temple, in his account of the Conttitution of the United

* Provinces, ftates, that there is more propesty in Amifterdam,
and mere numbers in the Province of Holland, than all the
others united, and yet no objeétions have ever been urged
‘againft the reprefentation of the whole; he was therefore of
opinion, that the petitions were jll founded, and that no alte~
ration ought ever to take place. \

Sir WILLIAM MILNER began with deelaring, that he
was notnow influenced by any apprehenfion of danger; though,
the diftance of three months back, he would have urged the
fuppofed danger againft any propofition for reform: he had
been then, indeed, a good deal alarmed, and, as he naw be-
lieved, unneceffarily. He faid he had been a friend to reform
formerly, when that caufe had been taken up by the county of
York ; and he would be glad, either now, or at any future
time, to join again in that caufe, if taken up by that county,
and by ‘the honourable Member for the county, Mr. Dun-
combe. He {poke in ftrong terms of the refpectability of the
petitioners, and of the Society of the Friends of the People ;
but faid he could not give his vote at this time in favour of the
motion. He could not do fo for this reafon, that he conceived
the majority of the voice of the people to be decidedly againft
it; and the honourable gentleman (Mr. Grey) had himfelf
ftated, that laws muft, to bind all, be confented to by all.
He did not believe that any of the petitions on the table {poke
the fenfe of the people ; he was fatisfied that any idea of reform

was, at the prgfent moment, againft the fenfe of the people;
and, for that reafon, he muft vote againft the motion.

Mr. FRANCIS faid, Mr. Speaker, I cannot by congratu-
late the friends of Parliamentary Reform, and the country in
general, on the aufpicious opening of this debate, The three-
gentlemen, who have fpoken firft this day, Members of Parli-
ament as refpectable in point of charader and fituation as any

- who {it here, and totally unconne@ed with any of the parties,
by whom the prefent motion is fupported, have declared them-
felves ftrongly, though generally, friends to the meafure, I
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receive the declarations they have fo honourably made, asa
pledge of their principles, and an omen of fuccefs'. The twe
firft of thefe gentlemen have doubts about the time. T%xey
think we ought to wait for a moge favourable opportunity,
when they fhall be ready to concur with us Undoul?tedly it
is forthem to judge, at what period they will a&.‘ I with them
only to recolle¢t that, when this meafgre was introduced laft
: ea{r we were at peace with all the world, and the coufxtry was
allowed to be in flourifhing circumftances. The quefmqn, put
to us then, was, why are you not fatisfied with the ad'vantages
you enjoy ! Why thould you wifh to change or improve,
whenall is well, and when apparently the people aref:on*ten‘t,v
ed? Thatargument will not do now ; but the enemiesvof re=
form have another in readinefs to ferve  their prefent turn.—
They have clothes for all feafons. Since laft year, ‘.the.ﬁate of
the kingdora is completely reverfed. We are .in.volved in a fos
reign war, and this war is attended already with uncommon
domeftic calamities. = Is t/?is a timelo think of changes in the
Conftitution £ for {o they are pleafed to call ev<.3ry. meafure, th‘a;t
propofes to correét abufes, by reverting to principles. 7 this
« time to difturb or agitate the minds of the peopla,‘ or to weaken
the hands of Government? Thefe grofs contradiGions ought to
defeat one another. It is not fair to fuffer fuch hoftile and in.-
confiftent arguments to act in concert, as they do, againt one

* and the fame meafure. With refpec to times and feafons, ¥

fhall only fay that, to minds, unwilling to do right, all timf:'s
are equally inconvenient and improper. To him, who dif-
likes the voyage, all the winds of Heaven are equally.Un'pro—
pitious. He looks for nothing but pretences to avoid ito—
The honourable and worthy reprefentative of Yorkfhire 5
has' declared himfelf frankly, and without qualification
or referve. He fays he is afriend to a Reform of Par-
liament now and at all times, becaufe it is now as neceffary
and as fafe as it can be at any other period. But, if the war be
an immediate objeCtion to the attempt, he truiis that objetion
will not laft long, that it will not be permitted to fubfift any
longer to the ruin of the country. He confiders the war, as [ .

* Mr, Duncombe,
G2
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do, asin itfelf a mifchief enormous. ' But, when the authors of
it, not contented with the calamities infeparable from war,

make it a- pretence for objecting to the only meafure that cap
reftore and preferve the Conflitution, the only one that can pre-

¥

vent fuch ruinous wars in future, then indeed it is time to re- gt

move this pernicious obftacle out of our way, and put an end.to
this treacherous obje&ion. The honourable Baronet, who
fpoke laft, affures us that our ideas of corre@ing abufes are vi-
fionary and impracticable ; that they are inconfiftent with thst
corrupted ftate of manners and morals, which riches and Iuﬁc-
ury have introduced into the nation, that the ‘country is too
great a merchant to be honeft, that we are too comrhe‘rcial» for
our virtues, and this he fays in the Houfe of Commons of
Great Britain, in the prefence of the reprefentatives of the firft
commercial nation in the world ; and this he fays, while his
own perfonal independence ftands on the pofieflion of a fortune
.derived from the very fources of induftry and commerce. [ Here
Mr. Francis was called to order by Sir William Young.] 1 do
affure the honourable Baronet, I had no thoughts of giving him

offence. I fhall therefore content myfelf with obferving gene- -

rally, what I am convinced is true, that commerce in itfelf,
and conduéted on its true principles, as it has been in this
country, excepting always one fpurious and difhonourable
branch of it, has no tendency to corrupt or degrade the cha-
racter of the people who are engaged in it ; but that, on the
contrary, by making them apply their facultics to aGive occu-.
pations, it keeps them out of vice, and that in proportion as
commerce expands her operations, their real tendency is to
enlarge, to enlighten, and to improve the mind.  But, if the
fa&k were otherwife, what conclufion would he draw from it}
Would he have us abandon the refources of our trade? Would
he rifk the lofs or diminution of thofe revenues, which alone
can fupport the prefent war, in order to mend cur morals?
It may poflibly be true, as he fays, that we are too commer-
- cial for our virtues; but I am afraid that our prefent fituation
calls for every contribution, with which commerce can fupply
us, and that neither the virtues nor the refources of the landed
intereft will be fufficient to enable us to encounter the ex-
pences, the debts, and the diftrefles, which the prefent perni-
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cious war is likely to bring along with it.  But thefe incidental
refle@ions have carried me too far from the queftion before us.
It is time I thould return to the purpofe, for which 1 rofe.

Sir, I voted aga?n& the adjournment laft night, for other
reafons, but principally becaufe I was defirous of adverting to

fome paflages’in a very ingenious fpeeéh made by a right ho-

nourable friend of mine *, while they were freth in my
memory. However, - as this is a continued debate, I be-
lieve I fhall be ftri¢tly in order, in referring to what he
faid, as far as my memory will ferve me. I know myfelf
and him too well, to think of entering into a competition of
any kind with my right honourable friend. Between him and
me, a hoftile conteft, I am fure, can never happen. My in-
tention is, not to provoke an unfriendly difference, but to fo-
licit-an amicable difcuffion, fuch as thofe with which he has
often favoured me, on other fubje&ts, and in happier times.
If I fhould appear to queftion his judgement, to combat his
opinions, or, in thisfingle inftance, and on this occafion only,
to undervalue his eloquence, no man, I truft, will fufpe& me
of the folly of pretending to an equality with him. The rank
and qualifications of men fhould be meafured by their preten-
fions. To imagination or eloquence, I have none. But I
will not defcend fo low as to profefs that I have no judgement,
no judicial faculty whatever to examine or pronounce upon

the genius and eloquence of others. It wouldbe a poor affe&a-

tionto ftultify mylelf for the fake of a comparifon in favbur of
any man. . :

I canpot follow my right honourable friend in the endlefs ex-
curfions of his rapid imagination. Sometimes he foars fo high
into the regions of the air, that it would require the eye and
‘the wing of an eagle to purfue him. Then down he drops,
with equal rapidity, from Heaven to earth, to the depths of the
fea, and to the waters under the earth, I cannot fly, nor
fwim, nar dive as he does. But if, for a moment, he will con~
defcend to reftrain the preternatural activity of his mind, or
referve it for occafions, in which fancy ought properly to pre-
dominate over reafon,—if he will defcend from thefe altitudes,
snd meet us on plain level ground, for the purpofe of difcuffing

* Mr. Wiidham,
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2 plain terveftrial queftion, not of abftra& fpeculation, not of
‘theories untried, but of pradtical prudence ; then, Sir, he
fhall find me as ready to be guided by his wifdom, as ever I
have been to liften to his eloquence. On this fubje&, of g
others, he is moft ftrictly bound by his duties ‘to fatisfy my
underftanding. On the prefent occafion, in my judgement, he
has not filled u p the dimenfions of his mind. He has been elo.
quent and brilliant ; but as to the purpofe, and bufinefs, and
duty of the debate, he has totally failed. On this head, I have
many complaints to make of him ; but he may be fure that I
fhall never appeal againft him to any man but himfelf. Tn the
firft place, then, I accufe my right honourable friend, in his
own Court, of bad tafte in the compofition of fome of his late
fpeeches, particularly the laft. Let the occafion, the fubjed,
theargument, be what it may, he has but one way of treating
it. War and peace, the repair of a turnpike, the better
government of nations, the direction of a canal, and the fecy-
rity of the conftitution, are all alike in his contemplation. The
French revolution is an anfwer to every thing ; the French re-
volution is his everlafting theme, the univerfal remedy, the
grand fpecific, the never-failing panacea, the perpetual burden
of his fong ; and with this he treats us from day to day ; a cold,
flat, infipid hath of the fame difh, perpetually ferved up to'us
in different fhapes, till at laft, with all his cookery, the tafte
revolts, the palate fickens at it. Has he no choice of topics?
Has he loft the fertility of his mind? Are the fources of his
magination dried up or exhaufted ? Has he no way of oppofing
a reform of corruptions and abufes in our own fyftem, but by
telling us' inceflantly what mifchiefs have been done by mad-
men in another country, acing in circumftances totally dif-

ferently from ours! Has he no other way to convince and fa-'

tisfy fober Englithmen, debating on a great and ferious inte-
reft of their own, but by warning them againft the folly and

wickednefs of the French! Let me intreat my right honourable

friend, if his wit and wifdom be fairly worn out in the fervice,
to confole us at leaft with a little variety. I know he is a privi-
- leged perfon. I know with what favour he is heard at prefent,
Yet, after all, it is not generous in him to perfecute, as he
does, fo patient an audience. But thefe are trifles. I have &
heavier charge againft my right honourable friend, of which he

himfelf fhall be the judge; for the confidence I repofe in his
honour and in his virtue is unbounded, [ accufe him of fup-
preffion of evidence in the very ftatement of his own favourite
argument, of palpable partiality and injuftice to us, to the
French, and to himfelf. The eminence of his mind ought to

give him a commanding view of every part of every fubje&, to
which he appliesit. If the French revolution be his theme, I
expect it from his perfonal honour, I demand it from his juf-
tice, that he will bring the whole of the queftion impartially
before us. I cannot fuffer him to confine the Comprehe‘nﬁve

~ powers of his fuperior underftanding to narrow imperfet views

of fo great a fubje@ of meditation and inftru&ion. I deny
that there is any fair, any rational conclufion to be drawn from
the circumftances of the French revolution to the fituation of
this country.  The people of England neither want the warn-~
ing nor the leffon.  But let him ftate it fo, if he pleafes. Give
us the example, but give it to us entire. s it fair, is it ho-
neft, is it truly inftruétive, to infift upon the mifchiefs, which
the French revolution has produced, and to keep out of our
fight the original enormous mifchief, which produced the re-
volution ? What ufe, what benefit, what leffon, am I to de-
rive from a bare knowledge of the effe&, if the caufe of that
effect be carefully concealed from me ? Let him bring the cafe
completely before us, and then I fhall leave him at liberty to
load whatever part of it he may think the mott odious in the
inftance, or moft dangerous in the example. He cannot paint
to me the horrible crimes and calamities with which the French
revolution has been attended, without carrying back my mind
to the fource and origin of thofe evils—to that infernal defpot-
i{m, under whofe rod a mild and generous people have been
perverted into a nation of favages. Such was the {chool, the

mafter, and the education. What {cholars did he expe& from

it? If he ftates the premifes fairly, and argues regularly from

them, T care not to what length he carries the dedu&ion 5 his

conclufion muft be mine. The fruit has been bitter indeed,

and blafted be the tree that produced it! Thefe are the grand
comprehenfive leffons, which I expected from the genius and
wifdom of my right honourable friend. In me, it is no flat-
fery, no compliment to acknowledge the intellectual fuperio-
my of his mind, He knows how little I value thefe advamages
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in themfelves. The abilities of eminent men are their wez.
pohs, not their merits: let us fee what ufe they make of them,
How has it happened, how was it poffible, that of all the im..
portant refletions, fuggefted by the evénts which have hap.
pened in France, the only one really applicable to the inftruc-
tion of thofe whom it concerns in this country, fhould have
efcaped him! I mean to ftate it in the form of a fuppofition
only, and leave the inference to be drawn and applied by every
‘man to his own ufe.

‘We have feen the confequence in France of driving a fub-
miffive people to the violent application of exireme remedies to
extreme diforders. Let me afk my right honourable friend,
or any man, who knows what the internal ftate of France was
for a few years before the late convulfions, whether if, atany
earlicr period, fuppofe for exaiuple at the acceffion of Louis
the Sixteenth, there had been wifdom and virtue enough in the
conttituted powers and orders of the kingdom, in the Minifters
of the executive power, in the nobility, in the clergy, in the
Pérliaments, to have granted fome reafonable, though mode-
rate relief to the people, to have correéted fome of the moft
intolerable abufes in the Government; to have furrendered
fome part of their own. invidious, oppreffive, and very often
ufelefs privileges with a good grace—whether, in that cafe, he
does not think it probable that the ruin, which their obftinate
adherence to the eftablifhed fyftem has brought on themfelves,
and on their country, would have been prevented? . For myfelf
I can affirm, that it is not poffible for the human mind to feel,
on fuch a fubje&, a convi¢tion more decided and complete
than I do, that, if the prudent conceffions I allude to, had been
made in time, the monarchy of France at this hour would have
ftood untouched, and that the hierarchy, the nobility, and the
law, inftead of being crufhed and demolithed as they have been,
would have remained in their places unmoved, with no mate-
rial diminution either of profit or fplendor, and certainly with
greater fecurity than ever. They yiclded at laft, but at laft it
was too late.  Upon us, I hope, the example of their conduct
and its confequences will not be thrown away.

I have impeached the tafte and juftice of my right honour-
able friend. But I bave another appeal to make to his per-
fonal fpirit, which I know to be as high as belongs to any man.
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1 et me intreat him to confider, whether it be confiftent with
his charaéer, to exhibit fo much courage, where there is fo
little provocatlon or occafion for it.  On the crimes committed.
in France it is an eafy matter to enlarge : but to what purpofe ?
Who is there in this Houfe to be convineed or converted on
that fubje& ? He may flourifh his fword in perfe& fafety on
this ground, as all men may do, who have nobody to contend
with. Cerfainly he will meet with ho oppofition, but en the -
contrary, the moft hearty concurrence in me and every perfon
with whom I have the honour of a&ing in this place. With
all his imagination I defy him to conceive, with all hiselo-
quence I defy him to exprefs, a deeper fenfation of difguft and
deteftation, than all of us have felt at the abominable fcenes
which have lately been exhibited at Paris. :

My right honourable friend muft now permit me to lay an-
other inftance of injuftice to his charge—extraordinary indeed
in its nature, though not very important in its efe& ; and this
thall be the laft. The Houfe have heard him, with every
pleafure that belongs to aftonifhment, while he ranged over
the whole circuit of human fcience, and glided through every
region of the moral as well as the intelleGtual world ; through
ethics, mechanics, pneumatics, hydraulics, geography, ma-
thematics, aftronomy,. and logic ; through ail the polite arts,
of fwimming, flying, burning, fkaiting, diving; the learning
of his library, and the meditations of hisclofet. On one fub-
je&t alone he has ftudioufly maintained a moft delicate referve.
The unfortunate motion on your table, as far as I am able to
recolle&, has never been bleft with a ﬁhgle moment of his at-
tention. ‘On the a&ual fubje& of the debate, you may find
him every where but at home. One woulid have thought, Sir,
that the power of invention could have added nothing to the
curiofity of this proceeding. Other men, perhaps,“wit‘n in-
duftry and refolution, might have ftated the premifes, and ap-
plied them to the queftion as accurately as he has done. But
it was referved for the genius of my honourable friend te dif-
cover a connection between thofe premifes, and the conclufion .
hehasdrawn from them. After giving the Houfe a fpecimen

of hisfkill in every department of abftra& fcience, of the depth

of his theories and the extent of his {peculations, without be-

fowing a fingle glance on the fimple queftion, whether we fhall

H
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or fhall not appoint a Committee to confider the petition, my
honourable friend turns fhort upon us, and fays, Jook you, gentle-
meny, I am a plain prattical man. [ take things as they are,
My opinions are founded on experience. It is you, philofophers,
you. theorifts, you metaphycians, who have done all the mifchief,
and would do much more, if you were not counteracied by fimple,
Jolid, experimental undsrflandings, fuch as mine! 1 believe,
Sir, 1 may venture to fay, that 2. more noble inftance, than

this, of bold and vigorous incongruity, a more intrepid difpa-

raie, as ] think the Spaniards call it, is not'tobe found in mo-
dern or ancient eloquence.
In the courfe of this debate fome remarks have been made
on the petition on your table, and fome invidious inquiries
~about the perfons, who have figned it. Allow me to anfwer
. them by ftating the fa&. Undoubtedly, Sir, if they, ‘who
have prepared this petition, had thought that the authority of
numbers would be ufeful to ftrengthen the remonftrances it
contains, or to inforce the prayer of it, they might eafily have
contrived to get it {igned by many thoufands.  But, if they had
done fo, what would have been the confequence? We thould
immediately have been told, and I think with reafon, You have
brought us a long, laboured, intricate reprefentation, figned by mul-
titudes, who could not poffibly have read it, or known what they
were figning. Forefeeing this refle@ion, we have taken a wifer
courfe. The petition is figned by a few ; but by no man, who
has not read it, who does not underftand the contents, and is
‘not convinced of the truth of it. The quality of the petitioners
too, I prefume, will be thought to entitle them to attention.
Itis not that I regard thefe fa&itious diftin&@ijons myfelf; but
they, who do, may be affured that the majority of the petitioners
I know, and all of them, I believe, are gentlemen who, in
point of rank and fortune, are on a level with the generality of
this Houfe, and that, if I had not been precluded by my fitua-
tion in Parliament, I{hould have been proud of figning it my-
felf, and even have claimed it as the poft of honour to have

taken my ftation among the foremoft in the lit. I have no’

earthly perfonal intereft in the fuccefs of the meafure. On the
contrary, the agitation of this queftion has been to me the
fource of infinite perfonal uneafinefs 5 of coldnefs, diftance,
-and feparation in private life, where once the warmeft friend-
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thip and affeCtion have fubfifted ; but my heart ‘and mind go
with the meafure, and, while there is hope, 1 never fhall abag~
don it. ' o 1

An honourable gentleman*, I think, obferved laft night,
that, in fa&, there was no occafion for fo general a remedy as
that which the petition aimed at. He did not deny that cor-
ruption exifted in the ele&ion of the Houfe of Commons; bug
in part, he defended the practice as a thing tolerable in itfelf,
and for the reft, he affured us, that the worft part of the abufes
in queftion were gradually decreafing; that, as the inftances
occurred, they would be- fucceflively correted, and that, let
the evil be what it would, this was the beft way of removing
it.  That honourable gentleman will pardon me, if, with
longer experience and obfervation of the fubje&, I differ from
him about the fa&t. I affirm, with certain knowledge, that
corruption has been for many years, and is in a {tate of pro-
greflion ; that is, from the Revolution to this hour. How it
ftands now, I need not attempt to explain ; for I am in the
company of thofe, who underftand the fubject as well as I do.
But I beg leave to ftate to the honourable gentleman what the
fituation of parliamentary bribery and corruption was in this
country about twenty years ago. The inftance is curious and
the authority unqueftionable. I take it from a.letter written.
by the late Earl of Chefterfield to his fon, never intended to be
made public, and unconneted with party views of any kind,
even thole of the time he lived in. : :

Lxtradt of a letter from the Earl of Cheflerfield- to his fon, dated
 December the 19th, 1767, '

 Since that I have heard no more of it, which made me
look out for fome venal borough ; and I fpoke to a borough

jobber, and offered five-and-twenty hundred pounds for a fe-

Cure feat in Parliament ; but he laughed at my offer, and faid
that there was no fuch thing as a borough to be had now ; for
the rich Eaft and Weft Indians had fecured them all, at the
rate of three thoufand pounds at leaft 5 but many at four thou-
fand; and two or three that he knew, at five thoufand.”
Perhaps it will be faid, the times are mended. Sir, for
myfelf I can only proteft, that I have fome reafon to think

* Mr. jenkin{fme
Hz
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otherwife. So far from any fall having taken place in the price
of borouighs, I believe it never was higher than it has been
la*ely, and that the moft unfair advantages have been taken, by
dealers and chapmen, of cuftomers in particular fituations,—

1 have heard of a worthy gentleman who, after having made

his bargain for five thoufand pounds, without being known to
the other party, was charged f{ix thoufand as foon as his name
was difcovered; and merely becaufe'the proprietor of the com-

modity would not take. lefs from an honeft gentleman, who.
Your will allow, Sir, that

had exifted in the Eaft Indies.
'the worthy perfon I allude to was hardly treated in that affair,
R give you this inftance, out of many, as a proof of the ac-
tual ftate of the abufe.
how the cafe ftood twenty years ago. Do you ferioufly believe
that the purity of borough mongers, and the morals of the
electors of Great Britain, are mended fince that time ? that the
commodity is not {o {carce, or the demand for it not fo confi-

derable as it has been heretofore? On that point, I can give

you nothing but my own opinion and conviion, and I fhall
give it to you now, in the folemn adopted language of Parlia~
ment, ‘hat corruption has increafed, is increafing, and ought ta
be diminifbed.

.~ The Earl of MORNINGTON faid, that his ob}e&mns
applied. to the whole fpirit and fubftance of the meafure which
was the fubjet of this debate ; but that he did not mean to
complain of the particular form in which it had been intro-
duced into the Houfe. Every propofition containing a fpe-
cific plan for altering the frame of Parliament, muft involve
many intricate queftions of detail, and muft lead to the confi-

You fee, by Lord Chefterfield’s letter,

deration of a variety of complicated and minute provifions.—

The difcuflion of fuch a detail had been {ometimes fuppofed to
offer the moft advantageous ground of oppofition, which could
be defired by thofe who were determined to refift the introduc-

tion of all new proje&s of reprefentation, and to mamtam the

conftitution of Parliament on its old foundations. ,
- For his part, he defired no fuch advantage in this argu-
ment : he rejoiced, that on this occafion no fpecific plan had
been propofed, which, either by the number and variety of its

defelts, or by the plaufible appearance of fome fubordinate

parts, might divert the attention of the Houfe from that greit,

" vernment of the country.”
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leading, and preliminary queftion, on which he was anxious,
in the firft inftance, to fix the minds of thofe who heard him,
« s it neceflary for the public good to make any alteration in

.the exifting frame of Parliament ¢ The honourable gentle-
‘man (Mr. Grey) had held an open and a bold language, and

his candour in that refpect deferved acknowledgement : he had
plainly avowed, that if a Committee fhould be granted, and
if adequate renedies fhould be applied to the grievances al-
ledged in the petition, the event muft be ¢ a.change in the Go-
By a change in the Government,
the honourable gentleman could not intend merely a change in
the Adminiftration: he was, undoubtedly, incapable of pro-
pofing to the Nation, to alter the whole order of the reprefen~

* tation ii Parliament, for a purpofe fo unworthy as that of

transferring power from the hands of any party to thofe of an-
other ; he could not intend to purfue, by fuch means, an end
comparat;vely fo trivial.

His purpofe, therefore, is fomething of a more ferious
and durable nature ; it is to change, not the Adminiftration
only, but the very genius and fpirit of the Britith Go-
vernment ;
narchy, of ariftocracy, and of democracy, which are now

mixed and blended in the frame of this Houfe, and by combin~

ing them again, according to fome new and different rule of

. proportion, to create a f{yftem, of which we at prefent know

nothing more, than that it is to be new in its texture, and

wholly different in its effe® from the exifting order of our

happy conftitution. A project fo ftated, and of {uch extent,
has not been agitated in Parliament during the prefent century ;
and it is a duty which we all owe to the prefent and to fucceed-
ing times, to paufe, and to deliberate with the utmoft caution,
before we confent even to take the firft ftep towards a meafure
of fuch powerful effe@, and of fuch lafting confequences. Be-
fore we part with thofe foundations on which the Government
has been fo long fettled, it becomes us to recolleét what that
is which we are about to deftroy, and to afcertain, as far as

human forefight can enable us, what is likely to be fub{htuted

in its place.
Lord Mornington faid “he would ftate, as dlﬁm&ly as hc
could, the feveral queftions which occurred to his mind as ne-

acffary to be carefully examined in the earlieft ftage of this de-

\

to feparate thofe elementary principles of mo-
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liberation. In the firft place, we ought to examine what is the
nature, extent, and value of the practical benefits which the

- people actually enjoy under the prefent frame of Parliament }

and whether they are fo evidently unconneed with the préfent

frame of Parliament; that an alteration of it could not poflibly -

endanger their continuance? In the next place, what is the
nature and extent of the practical grievances now alledged ?—
whether they can reafonably be imputed to any defe& in the
frame of Parliament—and if they can, whether they are of fuch
weight and importance, as to overbalance the benefits aCtually
enjoyed by the people ? And lattly, is there a reafonable profpect
that fuch a Government is likely to be fubftituted in the place
of the prefent, as fhall better' fecure the beﬁeﬁts altually en-
joyed by the people, or afford a more certain and effeGtusl pro-~

tection againft .the grievances of which the petitions com~

plain?

In confidering the firft queftion, no argument is neceflary to
perfuade the Houfe of the real exiftence of thofe eminent and
fubftantial advantages which, for more than a century, have
been univerfally felt, acknowledged, and underftood, in this
happy and flourithing nation. To enumerate them will be
fufficient ; and no man can hear them named without feeling
a due fenfe of their value.

We know, that in many other countries a large fhare of po-
litical power has been dire@tly exercifed by the people. The
form of all fuch Governments is, in the common acceptation of
the word, free; but the prattical refult has often been the moft
odious and -intolerable tyranny ; and never, under any diftri-
bution of political power, of which the memory has reached
us, or of which we now fee the operation, have the true ends
of fociety been fo effe€tually accomplithed, or fo long preferved,
as under that Government, which it is the profeffed defign of
this motion to change. Under that Government, the life of

every individual is fecured by the mild and equal fpirit of the

law ; by the pure adminiftration of juftice ; by the admirable

 inftitution of juries ; and by the gracious and equitable exercife

of that prerogative, which is the brighteft ornament of the Bri-
tith Crown, the power of mitigating the rigour of criminal

judgements, and of caufing law and juftice to" be executed in

mercy. !Under that Government, the liberty of the fubject is
eftablithed on the fame foundations, and protected by the fame
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fafeguards, ‘which maintain the whole fi yltem of order in the
State ; it is a temperate and rational liberty, infeparably con-
nected with all the moft facred duties of fociety, and while it
adds new force to every civil, every moral, and every religious
obligation, it derives from them its moft powerful altivity and
its moft fubflantial ftrength, Refting on fuch foundations, and
united with all the virtues, and with all the genuine interefts,
both of the Monarch .and of the People, it has long remained
inviolate ; and it feems to contain every principle of {tability,
which can enter into the frame of any human inftitution ; for
it can neither be abufed by the fubje®, nor invaded by ‘the
Crown, without equal hazard to the fafety of both ; without
endangering fome fundamental principle of private tranquillity
and domeftic comfort on the one hand, or without difturbing
the harmony and impairing the vigour of the Monarchy on the
other.  Lord Mornington next fpoke of the right of property,
a right which, he faid, was rendered facred by the whole tenor
of our laws, and was the bafis of the conftitution of Parlia~
ment.

Thefe are the principal advantages which every fubje&t of
the realm now enjoys—the fafety of his life, of his liberty, and
of his property ; and furely thefe advantages will not be more
lightly efteemed by a wife people, becaufe they are become ha-
bitual by long and uninterrupted pofleflion. They are, in fa&,
the true fources of the fecurity, of the repofe, and of the af-
fluence of private life ; and therefore they may juftly be deemed
the efficient and immediate caufes of all real happinefs in fo-
ciety. Thefe advantages are confirmed by a peculiar excellence
in the practical effe& of the prefent  ftruéture of Parliament.
Whatever might be contended to be the defe&ive ftate of the
reprefentation in theory, it is an undeniable fad, proved by
daily, and almoft by hourly experience, that there is no inte-

- reftin the kingdom, however inconfiderable, which does not

find fome advocate in the Houfe of Commons to recommend it
to the attention of the Legiflature. From the fame fources are
neceflarily derived the wealth, the power, and the fplendor of
the Empire : it is the fenfe of fafety, it is the confidence re-
pofed in the prote&ion of the Government, which have encou-
raged the fubject to adventure the fruits of his induftry and {kill
in thofe enterprifes of agriculture, of commerce, and of manu-
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In 1792, they were -

faQures, which, in the various ftages of their progrefs, contri~
bute equally to the- profit of individuals, and to the profperity
of the State. From the united effets of all thefe circumitances,
the colle&ive interefts of the empire have been in a progreffive

ftate of improvement ever fince the period of the Revolution.

Even din"mg moft of our wars, the advancement of trade, a}nd
general opulence, has not béen interrupted, particularly during.
the war of 1756 ; in the courfe of which, the commerce of the
pation was fcarcely . lefs profperous than her arms. One un-
fortunate exception to this ftatement muft be admitted—the
American war. That war, (which, it had been already ob-
ferved, was, inits origin, the war of the people) with every

other calamity, undoubtedly produced a general flagnation in -

the fources of national profperity. :

In 1772, the value of the imports was £,.14,500,000
And that of the exports - To- - 17,700,000
£.12,700,000 imports,
and to - - - 11,400,000 €XPOrts,
But whatever argument may be drawn from this period of dif-
grace and difafter, the rapid recovery of the country from the
confequences of thofe misfortunes muft not pafs without re-

mark. SR
~ From 1782 to 1791, the imports rofe to £ 19,600,000
And the exports to - - - 22,700,000

~ £.19,600,000 imports,

and - - 24,800,000 exports.

Decreafe from 1772 to 1782,
Imports  £.1,800,000 '
6,300,000.

Periad of American war.

‘Exports '
Increafe from 1782 to 1792, \
Imports  £.6,900,000

Period fince the peace.
13,400,000 ' ‘

~ Exports
Increafe of 1792 above 1772 -
- ~ Exports
Thus, with all the imperfeQions and irregularities of this
reprobated frame of Parliament, the nation has rifen from the
loweft ftate of humiliation and adverfity,
¢ More glorious and more dread than from no fall,”

¢ And trufts herfelf to fear no fecond fate.”?
4 , ; .

7,100,000

Imports  £.5,100,000
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What had been the means, by ‘which the nation had not only
{furmounted gll her difficulties in fo thort.a time, but had been
enabled to appear again ameng the States of Europe with in-
creafed ftrength, and with augmented fplendor?

During that period, no'change of the {yftem of reprefenta-
tion had taken place. . Whatever'was effected by the redution
of the influence of the Crown, proceeded from the Houfe of
Commons, under its prefent Conftitution. : There was no-
thing to aid the country in that memorable ftruggle, but the

intrinfic vigour of the Contftitution itfelf, neither improved,

nor .impaired by any alteration; it was the wifdom of Parlia-
ment, fupported by the uniform confidence and co-operation
of the people, which had been found equal to the arduous tafk
of retrieving the affairs of the Empire, in a crifis of fuch diffi-
culty and diftrefs, as perhaps had never before been overcome
by any Empire, of which the memory remained among man-
kind. This example, therefore, of the American war, con-
fidered in all its parts, exhibits another important practical
excellence in the exifting frame of the Government. For it
fhews, that if the Conftitution has not the power (and what
human work can have the power ?) to exempt us from every vi-
ciffitude of fortune, yet it contains an a&ive principle, which,
after the moft fevere calamities, enables the nation to recover

her ftrength by a natural effort, and to repair all her loffes from

her own internal refources. Lord Mornington then faid, he

~did not think he was called upon to prove, that all thefe ad-

vantages would neceffarily be deftroyed by any alteration in the
prefent conftru&ion of the Houfe of Commons. The weight
of proof in this argument muft be impofed on thofe who pro-
pofe a change in the Government. It is incumbent on them
to fhew, that. thefe ineftimable bleflings are not interwoven
with that fyftem, which they mean to difturb. It cannot be
denied that thefe bleflings have been coeval with the prefent
frame of Government. We know that they can. exift toge-
ther; we do not know that they can exift feparately. Their
co-exiftence for fo long a period will be a ftrong prefumption
of their being intimately conneted, until fome ftronger proof
can be adduced to the contrary. It is not, perhaps, within
the reach of human wifdom to trace each of thefe vhappy/eﬂ'e&s‘
(which every man feels) diftinétly to its immediate caufe, in
L I o
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any one of the mixed principles of our Government, ot in the
fpecific proportion which thofe principles bear to each other,
as they are now combined ; but it is at leaft as ardious an un-
dertaking to prove, (without a previous experiment) that any
different temperature of the fame principles would produce the
fame effeCs ; happier effeéts cannot reafonably be expe&ed,
or defired, and it would be a moft criminal rathnefs, to com-
mit the happinefs of a whole nation to the hazard of 2 penlous
experiment, which, at beft, does: not even promife any prac-
tical improvement in the civil condition of the people. Even

in a Conftituent Affembly, deliberating with no other view

than that of feleting the beft poffible fyftem of government,
without prejudice in favour of any do€trine, and without at-
tachment to any inftitution, under every imaginable circum-
ftance of advantage to the honourable gentleman’s caufe, what
would be the determination of this argument? Let us fup-
pofe, thatin a Conttituent Affembly, the honourable gentle-
man were not merely to avow a defign of changing the exifting
Government of his country, but were to propofe m its place a
‘new theory, more perfect than any which the human under-
ftanding ever before conceived, and to all appearance exempt

- from any of the trregularmes of the Britith Conftitution ; his

eloquence, and his ingenuity would Certamly be applauded.
But if, on the other fide, fome perfon were to rife, and to op-
pofe to that beautiful theory, a Conftitution, which, however
irregular and anomalous in fome of its parts, had realized to
the people, for more than a century, every fubftantial benefit,
which the honourable gentleman could hope to attain by the

* complete pradtical fuccefs of all his moft fanguine {pecula-

tions; would not even a Conftituent Aﬂunbly, (in which
wifdom and prudence had any influence,) adopt that conftitu-
tion, - which had been proved to be competent to all the ends of

good Government, in preference to a theory, framed witha

view to the fame ends, but of which the pradical operation
was untried, and muft therefore be uncertain?  Having ftated
thefe confiderations on that queftion, which he had propofedat
the opening of his fpeech, as the firft to be examined, Lord
Mornington next adverted to the nature of the praé’mcal griev
ances alledged in the petmons, and procecdcd to mqmrc whe-

. nions.
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ther they were to beﬂmputed to the defeflive ftate of the fabric
of Parliament.: .

The principal grievances enumerated were—The whole fyf-
tem of the wars in which the nation had been engaged; the,
debt in which it has been involved by thofe wars; and the.
taxes with which the people are burdened in confequence of
the debt;. and it is afferted, that thefe evils could never have
exifted, if the reprefentation of the people in Parliament had
been dlﬁ'erently modelled. That war is at all timesa great’
evil, and that our wars have been the original caufes both of
the National debt, and of "the taxes, is a truth which cannot
admit of difpute. But it is alfo true, that under certain cir-
cumftances, war may be juftly demanded by the unanimous
voice of the wifeft nation, and may become of neceflity even

~ the fyftematic policy of the moft prudent, moderate, and in-

corrupt councils. In order to fublantiate the‘compwhenﬁv’e
charge exhibited by the petitioners againft every Parliament

- which has fat fince the revolution, it muft be proved, that our

wars fince that time have generally been undertaken in contra-
dition both to the declarcd fenfe, and to the manifeft interefts

of the people. But no man who is not intirely ignorant of our
hiftory, will hazard a propoﬁtmn fo falfe in all its parts. The

peculiar fituatian and circumftances of this ifland engaged ‘the

nation for a long time in fucceflive contefts for the prcfervétion .
of her Conftitution, of her trade, and of her foreign domi-

"The wars which immediately followed the‘revolﬁtion,

were abfolutely. neceffary for the fecurity of that aufpluous

fettlement. The recent eftablihment required protection, not

only againft the abdicated King, and thofe who fupported his

caufe at home, or who had followed his fortunes abroad, but

alfo againft the pride and jealoufy of Louis XIV. He could

not fuffer a limited monarchy, founded on the liberties of

the people, 1o grow up, and flourith in ~peace fo near his

throne. He naturally forefaw that fuch a “Conftitution muft

become a continual reproach to the tyranny of his Government,

and an infuperable obftacle to the progrefs of his ambition.—

It was therefore his policy to attempt the deftruétion of fo for-

midable a neighbour, by every means both of open force and '
fecret machination; and under fuch circumftances, every mo-

tive of felf-prefexvanon, of juftice, and of honour, requucd

12
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not only that the Englifh nation fhould oppofea firm refift-
ance to the direk attacks of this reftlefs and implacable enemy,
but that a fyftematic plan of offenfive alliance, and of vigorous
war, fhould be fteadily purfued for the effeftual reduéjhoxll of
his overgrown and dangerous power. - o
Thefe wars, undertaken in fuch a caufe, and with fuck
views, were the original foundation of the nationf.al d?bt; and
if it fhould be obferved, that they were undertaken in oppofi-
tion to the wifhes of a numerous party in the nation, let it be’

remembered, that the {fame party was equally difaffeGted to thé '

caule of our liberties, of our laws, and of our 'religion‘.“‘

The wars in the reign of Queen Anne were direCted to‘the
great obje& of preflerving the Crown in the ‘Pr‘otc.ftant line,
and of infuring the acceflion of the illuftrious fam;ly now on
the throne. Since the happy acceflion of that family, th'e

- great increafe- of commerce, and the extenfion of our domi-
nionsin every quarter of the globe, have excited the jealoufy of
other powers: the nation has often been compelle@ to .defen.d
the freedom of her trade ; and in contending for that obje&, it
has been her fortune to extend her foreign pofleffions by,largg
and valuable acquifitions of territory. - The deferllce of thofe
acquifitions has again induced th;' neceflity of having recourfe
to arms. And unlefs it fhall be maintained, that to preferve
+he principzl fources of our commercial opulen.ce, of our re-
venue, and of our naval fuperlority, wasanunwife and unjuf-

tifiable obje& of war, the policy and juftice of the wars under- .

taken by the Princes of the Houfe of Brunfivick can be as lit-
tle contefted, asit can bedenied that the conduct and event of
thofe wars have been glorious to the military character Qf this

" brave people.

' br;}‘,zrfi I\/LI)ornington faid, he would ‘not fatigue the Houfe by
entering more particularly into the hiftory of the wars ﬁn‘cc
the acceflion of George the Firft ; but he would aﬂ“erti gene-
rally, that many of them were wars of abfolute neceflity; all
were undertaken with the concurrence, and moft of them,

not only in ftri& conformity to the interefts, but at the earneft

defire of the ’Pu'blic‘.\ Perhaps it would appear on a hearer
view of the fubjec, that the moft popular wars l}ad alfo been
the moft .kexpcnﬁve,‘ and had generally t;:rminated in the lgrgeﬁ
increafe of the national debt. :

s moce
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~ be effential to their permanent interefts ?
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Here, however, the cafe of the American war was again to
‘be diftinguifhed from the reft, That war, it was well known,
was commenced with the public approbation. It was under-
taken for the fpecious purpofe of afferting a right in Parliament
of compelling America to relieve the Mother country from a
part of the burdens incurred in the defence of the colonies,
during the juftly popular war of 1756. Laord Mornington faid,
he was one of thofe who had always condemned the whole po-
licy of the American war; but it was well known that the opi~
nion of the nation at large was never decidedly expreffed in fa-
vour of a peace, until the laft year, or, at focneft, the year

- preceding the laft, of that unfortunate conteft,

For a period, therefore, of two years at moft, he admitted,
that a difference of opinion had exifted between the Parliament
“and the nation.” But would it be contended, that, according to
the very firlt notion of a reprefentative Government, a tempo-
‘rary oppofition to the defires of the people might not fometimes

In this cafe, there-
fore, the objetion could not be to the general principle of in-
terpofing the caution and prudence of a deliberative affembly
between the paflions and caprices of the people, and the final
refult of the public councils.

"The abufe of this falutary principle, in the two laft years of
the American war, was not of fuch a nature, and had not pro-
duced fuch confequences, as to compel us, at this time, to ex-
pofe the principle itfelf to hazard by an alteration in the Con- |
ftitution: fince the diminution of the influence of the Crown,
which had been effected by Parliament, the fame abufe was
not likely to recur to any cénﬁderablé'extent; and againft the
injiry which the country had fuffered in the laft two years of
the American war, muft be fet the rapid recovery of the na-

tional wealth and force fince the peace. Here Lord Morn-
ington referred to his former ffatement on this fubje&t.—This
view of the wars fince the revolution, leads to a conclufion di-
rectly oppolite to the intentions of the petitioners ; for it fhews
(fubjet always to the exceptions ftated on the cafe of the Ame-
rican war) that the Parliaments of thofe times, if they had been

chofen even by the individual fuffrage of every man in the na-

tion, could not have purfued 2’ more pacific fyltem, without
betraying the interefts, and rejeting the fenfe of the people.,
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 With refpe@ to the debt, being the inevitable confequence
of repeted wars, it ftands on the fame argument with them:
It originated in the reign of William the Third, when the
principles of. the Conftitution were fuppofed to flourifh in full
vigour. If, fince that period, it has grown to an enormous
fize, the refources of the country have not only kept pace with
it, but have greatly furpafled it, in every ftage of its growth,
and ultimately have afforded the means of providing for its gra-
dual extin&tion. '

Lord Mornington faid, that he could not leave this part of
the fubject without obferving, that the petitioners, who had
placed the debt at the head of their lift of grievances, had not
taken the trouble of afcertaining the extentof the evil of which

~ they complained ; for they had ftated the debt at 280 millions,

which was an addition of about 4o millions to its real amount,

“The petitioners appeared to be ftill more ignorant of the na-
ture and amount of the taxes, which they reprefented as fo bur-
denforme to them. In the firft place, they had ftated the taxes

at 20 millions, inftead of 17. In the next place, they haden-
tirely omitted to make any allowance for the very confiderable

augmentation of revenue, which had been the néceffary effe&t
of the increafe of trade. . A large fum, which they had placed
to the account of increafed burdens; as if they themfelves fuf-

fered under them, arofe, in falt, from no additional burden

but from the increafed produce of the exifting taxes,
in proportion to the extenfion of our commerce, and to the
progreflive wealth of the nation. After what had _been {tated
on the warsand debt, itonly remained to be inquired, with re-,
gard to the taxes, whether they were impofed in fuch a manner
as tobear more heavily on the people than the neceflities of the
ftate required? ‘Whoever examined the different branches of
the revenue, muit acknowledge, that the prevailing principle
throughout the whole fyftem of our taxation was to relieve

rders of the community, as much as poflible, from
o throw it on thofe who

whatever ;

the lower o
the weight of the public burdens, and t
were beft able to fupport it, '

He concluded this part of the argument, by remarking, that
the choice of the particular moment for pro,po('mg to change
on account of the debt and taxes, had not

farted by thofe
p .

the Goévernment, . i
been very happy. - The propofition had been
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who now bring it fotward, precifely at the time, when, by the
operation of a law, paffed within thefe few ye:;rs Par,liay i
had been enabled to redeem ten millions of the’pu‘blic (rin ?)I’:
and had actually commenced a plan for the gradual dimin'-e" ;
of the public burdens, by taking off forhe of thofe taxes L}:%O;:
prefled moft feverely on the indigent and laborious chﬁ’c;s Z)vf :}cz
‘ peo.p.]e. To fwell the catalogue of grievances exhib;téd‘b th‘e
petitioners, ‘much labour had been employed in the dé)l;at :
Amongft ot'her charges (to moft of which fufficient anfwee?:
had bec:'n given already,) it had been aflerted,” that from t;
defects in its coniﬁfution,‘an'd their confequen’ces - this Ho fe ’
had loft the confidence of the people. Lord Mo}r:in ton {; ]:ldc
h.e really cqu]d not underftand to what moment withii the o .
riod ‘of. thefe laft nine years this complaint could confiftentl ps-
applied by the gentlemen oppofite to him. He had heard fy .
t?mfe gentlemen, during almoft the whole of that eventf; ’Iro'm
riod, a language totally different. He had heard thenr;j i
onmly.complain, that the fupport which this Houfe hadumT
cexye‘d 1n the nation, on the moft momentous and tryin 'ocre-
- fions, was to be imputed to an univerfal delufion zvhigch lfa(;
fpread over the whole kingdom, and had corrupteé the jud )
ment of the whole people. The confidence of the eg 1 o
this Houfe had not hitherto been denied, but it hadpbc : e?lm
mented as a fatal error: whether the people were reall n }?-
wrong on all thofe important occafions, or whether they :‘:1 :
men on the oppofite fide had contended that the peo Ii \I:v e
in the. wrong, merely becaufe they happened to diﬁ{::r w‘i::::
them In opinion, is a queftion foreign to this argument
~ The fa& that this Houfe had met with the cordial fu or!.:-;'
the people during that pericd, could not be cOnt’eﬁecf.’P 'H:s
?lgt i;em happened of late, from which it can Ee colleGed
Houfef pe((:)ple'vnow requc alefs degree of confidence ia this
o w.h. h ag it be colle&ed? from the almoft unanimous zeal
o ’thl'c"f they haye fg.lately defended that Conftitution, of
ot bve: rﬁmc of : Parhamf:nt forms a moft material part?
o 1 ¢ co leéted firom‘lk.t:helr Fordia’l and vigorous'co—opera-"
i thzvsrf}‘rbrga?af"u:r.q Whmh h’gs been taken by Pa’fliamént; to
wd i defigns of ‘.Fr.an?e ?. k ;s”it‘i’ri the bounties to feamen
N €rs, or in the {i ubfcriptions for the maintenance of the
ws and children of thofe who may fall in battle, that we -
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~ are to feek for the fymptoms of a general difaffeGion to the
exifting Government, and of that {pirit of jealoufy and fufpi-
cion with which it is fzid all ‘the proceedings of this Houfe
are obferved by the nation?

Another grievance had been difcovered by a learned gentlé
man (Mr. Erfkine), which, Lord Mornington faid, he rather
mentioned for the fingular ingenuity of the difcovery, than as
thinking it merited a ferious anfwer. The learned gentle-
man had traced the origin of the French revolution, with
all its errors, follies, and crimes, to the vitious conftitution
" of the Britith Houfe of Commons. The honourable gentle-
man who had juft fat down (Mr. Francis) entirely .difagreed
with the learned gentleman ; for he had told us that the French
revolution, with its dreadful cbnfequen‘ces, muft be imputed
folely to the defpotifm and corruption of the ancient monarchy
of France. ,

Leaving thofe gentlemen to adjuft their contradictory opi-
nions, in all probability the events which had happened in
France would not, in ahy view of them, be deemed an argu-
ment for changing the Government of Great Britain. '

the prefent frame of Government, and the evils imputed to it.
When the balance was ftruck, Lord Mornington fald, he be-
lieved the Houfe could not think that any change was neceffary
either for the ends of private happinefs, or of public prof-

perity.
It ftill remained to be examined, what might be expefted in

change?

~ Nothing having been diﬁin&lyvﬂatevd on this head, except-

left entirely to the uncertainty of conjecture on this moft im-
portant of all the civil concerns of mankind. Perhaps this

tion to the motion; no wife and prudent man ‘would com-

{fome opportunities of comparifon and of examination.

Thus ftands the account between the benefits enjoyed under .‘

the room of the prefent Government, in the event of a_
ing that a change is to be made, we feem at the firft view tobe

ftate of doubt and ignorance would be alonc a fufficient objec-

mence the demolition of an eftablifhed Government, under -
which he had lived happily and profperoufly, without fome
knowledge of the fyftem to be raifed on its ruins, without
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But the argument need not be refted on this ground. The
candour of the honourable gentleman, and the indifcreet zeal
of the petitioners, have given us the means of forming a tole-
rably accurate notion of the exchange which is likely to be
offered to us in the Committee. If the honourable gentleman
has not told us what he means to propofe in the place of the
prefent Government, he has diftin&ly avowed what he prefers
toit. He has. declared, that if he were to be compelled
to make an option between the prefent Government, and
that proje&, commonly called univerfal reprefentation, (or
the extenfion of the right of fuffrage to every male adult in the
kingdom) he has declared, that, reduced to fuch an option, he
would not hefitate to adopt that ftrange and extravagant pro-
je@. Whatever other plan he may have formed in his own
breaft, it is evident that he is prepared, under certain circum-
ftances, to admit the plan of univerfal fuffrage.

The queftion, therefore, arifes, whether it is not probable
that he may be driven to that very alternative in which hé has
already anticipated his own decifion? ‘

There is every reafon to believe, that the great mafs of ‘the
nation would reje& any propofition, however framed, which
was profefledly defigned to effeét a change in the prefent Go-
vernment of the country. The honourable gentleman is, |
therefore, reduced to the neceflity of looking for fupport among
the few, who have declared their difcontent under that Go-
vernment : his whole ftrength isin their numbers ; and he muft
frame his plan of alteration in conformity to the favourite max-~

~ ims of the majority of his fupporters.

Of all the petitions on the table, he has feleGed one only, '
as deferving the confideration of a.Committee. That petition -
is expreffed with caution, but itis figned by fewer names than
any other on the table, and is avowedly the -produétion of the
fociety of gentlemen affociated under the title of the ¢¢ Friends
of the People.” It cannot ferioufly be intended wholly to pafs-
by all the other petitions ; to treat them as utterly unworthy of
notice ; and to-rely on this fingle petition as being fufficient of
itfelf to juftify a change in the Government, and to decide the

. principles by which that change fhall be regulated : if fuch

fhould be the intention, the majority of the petitioners will




L 70 ]
probably be as little fatisfied with the new proje&, whatever
it may be, as they are with the preferit Conftitution.

It is therefore reafonable to argue, from the general ten.
dency of all the petitions ; and it is juft to conclude, that what.
ever is the prevailing do&rine of reprefentation, in which moft

~ of them concur, between that do@rine and the exifting frame -
of Parliament the honourable gentleman muft ultimately make
his option. ,

Thofe petitions, which bear fo ftriking a refemblance to
each other, feem at the firft view to havean air of moderation ;
but they all agree in maintaining it to be ¢ an undifputed
principle of the Conttitution, that'the third eftate ought to be
clefted by the Commons of the kingdom, or by a majority
thereof.” Thefe expreffions, taken in the latitude in which
they are here ufed, muft be underftood to comprehend every

individual, or at leaft a majority of all the individuals in the
kingdom, without any limit or diftin&ion of property. '

In the firft fenfe, the do&rine requires no comment ; it is

‘in_plain terms the principle of univerfal {uffrage; afferted in
its utmoft extent. The words, ¢ or by a majority thereof,”
cannot reafonably be deemed a limitation of the firft part of the
propofition: for it is impoffible to imagine any point, where
a boundary can be corre@tly drawn between 2 right in the ma-
jority of the whole people, and a right in the whole people to
exercife the ele&ive franchife. ,‘
. It maybe remarked in pafling, that no trace whatever of this
Iprinciple, which the petitioners call ¢ undifputed,” is to be
Hound in the whole hiftory of the conftitution of Parliament.
The eletive franchife,” at no period, has been abfolutely vefted
either in the people at large, or in the majority of them'; ithas
} been diftributed at all times according to fome principle of fe-
“letion ; in fome inftances regulated by property, in Jfome by
*other confiderations, but never by a mere numerical divifion of
the individuals of the nation. Such is the do&rine on which
fthofe who profefs to be the moft moderate clafs of the honour-
fable gentleman’s fupporters, defire to place the frruure of
"Parliament.  The next clafs fpeaks a lefs guarded language.
" The petitioners from Derby tell us, that ¢ they are affured,
‘upon the moft mature refleion, and diligent inquiry, that the

. - e e et
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prefent fyftem of reprefentation is contradictory to the right§ of .

m?’;"}'}e petition from Sheffield, (which, although not on the.

' table may juftly be confidered, in this branch of the argument, :
b4 .

i t of the honourable gentleman’s fupport) de-

jajelse,ai;lr;% ‘I‘)a;;en, and not houfes or land, are the objects of -
tion.” :

Iepj;eis;ti?ion has been prefented by the honqurab.le geptlemanf
who fpoke laft (Mr. Francis), ¢ f.ro.m f:mdr)f inhabitants o
London, -Weftminfter, and their vicinity,’ wl'nch deferve’s ple)—
culiar attention. It fets forth, that, according to the eftab-
Jilhed maxim of all good Governments, every man ought go
be, in fome meafure, hisown legiflator ; and it conclude‘s, bly
recommending as the only effetual, Permanent, and p.ra&(xlca le
plan of reform, that the right of voting fhould be reftore um;‘
verfally to every man, not incapacitated by nature for want of

reafon, or by law for the commiflion of crimes ; and that clec-
3
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tions fhould be annual. -
It is not immaterial to trace from what quarter this extraor-

dinary petition has proceeded. At the head of the ﬁgr-latu;cjs
ftands the name of Thomas Hardy, a name obfcure in t 1;
country, but not unknown to the National Conven(t;onso

France. In the month of November, Thomas Hargy,. e~
cretary to the Correfponding Society, on behalf.of that S o}flgt);?_
{ubfcribed an addrefs to the Convention, which breathed io

fincere an affeGtion for the caufe of the French Republic, and ‘

fo warm a zeal for the deftruction of the Britifh Government,

in [ being circ ‘ hout all the
- as to obtain the honour of being circulated throug i

departments, and all the armies of our enemy. :,t is rc?;zl;—,
able, that for fome time paft, a pubh-c invitation has appn ri
in the name of the Correfponding Socxety,. encourag&fgg ? cpe )
fons to fign a petition fora radical reform in the Hou e (()i bczn;

mons. Combining thefe circumftances, can it bed. ouS eCi:
that this petition is the fabrication of the qurefpon uzl%n c;of
ety? And can any man, who has obferved the };rocee nge f
that fociety, believe, that the deluded perfons WP oco:qt) .
will reft fatisfied with any temperate reforr'n ? or tha y
would be contented even with the ful-l execution 'o.f the. fextt;-:-
vagant projet recommended in then: own pet;tlgnt, 1earur);
were not perfuaded, that the accomplifhment g,fc at mealure

K 2
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)‘ muft lead to confequences of infinitely greater extent than any
of the abfurdities, however numerous and extenflive, with -

which the very firft view of fuch a fyftem muft ftrike the moft
{uperficial obferver? The origin and tendency of this petition,
and the circumftances by which it is diftinguithed, muft natu-
rally draw the obfervation of the Houfe to the moft numerous,
the moft aive, and the moft formidable clafs of friends to the
caufe in- which the honourable gentleman is engaged : Thefe
are the feveral focieties, whofe dangerous dotrines have lately
attracted fo much of the vigilance of Parliament, and have ex.-
cited fuch juft alarm and indignation in the country. In this
Houfe, gentlemen have uniformly contended, that thefe focic-
ties have nothing in view but the innocent object of improving
the reprefentation of the people. They are known to the ho-
nourable gentleman merely as Parliamentary Reformers ; under
that difguife they have tendered him their fupport. But they
are known in another chara&er to the people at large, whom

)

A
il
il
|
My Py
i
i i
i
¥

PO T 7 TR

tﬁey have attempted to corrupt, and to the Magiftrates, whofe
peculiar duty it is to watch over and reftrain all difturbers of
the public peace: they are known to have openly profefled,
and afliduoufly propagated, doétrines tending not ouly to alie-
, nate the affections of His Majefty’s fubjes, from his perfon,
. family, and Government, but to taint every principle, by
* which the order of civil fociety is rendered permanent, or even
pra&icable among mankind. They are known to have ap-
_plauded the example, to have folicited the alliance, and to
“have received the carefles of the National Convention of
? France, and to have fought the eftablithment of a National .

'] ' Convention in Great Britain. The zeal, which is univerfally
* profefled by every one of thefe focieties in the caufe of Parlia-

mentary Reform, is merely fubfidiary to the great obje of

’é introducing their favourite maxims in the moft advantageous

thape: a change in the fyftem of reprefentation is not the real
¢ end of their efforts, but is purfued, as affording the moft fa-
vourable means of facilitating that total fubverfion of the mo-
narchy itfelf, which will ever appear impraéticable, even to
the moft adventurous and mifguided zeal, while the Conftitu-
tion of Parliament {hall remain unimpaired. -
"This laft defcription of the friends to a change in the Go-
“vernment, will undoubtedly acquiefce even in a plan of re-

S
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ich fh no farther than to extend the right-

i ‘Whli}; Tilypr:rieii the kingdom ; but the honpusablu
o cannot hope to appeale thefe focieties, even for 2.
ndemanb any propofition of a more limited nature. Thus
momem,hagc’ of ');ll the honourable gentleman’s fupporters, (e)E-m
we fee, :he Friends of the People, who have exprefled no o.plf
f the fubje&t) not one is likely to be fatisfied
refentation lefs extenfive than thé.lt of
any lovk even beyond that p‘ro)?é’c,
£ more effectual mifchief, -

cepting
nion on this parto
with any project of repre
aniverfal fuffrage, while m ny |
and regard it only as the ?e{gmnmg 0
nfufion. . '
" f’m?;:vg:? :;th::npers, chara&ers, and opinions, whxc};
th;Il‘lolrslo:rable gentleman muft confult in ﬂ.le arran{ge?::ft t;é
< olan of reformation, opens a moft alarming profpec he
hls"P iples b which the fettlement of the new Government: 1
ey X ):l Ged : a clofer inveftigation of the col\ateral.cm-
ey ot -‘ fe will only tend to increafe our anxiety,
; At the clofe of the laft
d to expet that the
might have had

cumftances of the ca
and to confirm our apprehenfions. :
feflion of Parliament, we were encouxz%ge.
honourable gentleman, and Fns own fociety t,) gt I
fufficient influence to reftrain wx'thm fome. ounds fmoders
.on the extravagance of thefe wild and mx.fchlevous ines,
tlonht teWherever they might fail in reﬁ;ainmg .fuch .doé;mn?tsl;
a ; :{’c they would carefully abftain from all intercourle W;
?}t\o;e who continued to profefs th.em. The-fa:thirlitzheouz
fingle, and not a very numerous focxety? exercifed wit ohe ut
, v and even with fuccefs in particular initances,
mOﬁ il have proved a weak and ineffeGual barr.ler
@u?;&h;V:: ‘:1;}’1 and arrogant fpirit of innovation, from whlllcfx
?I%: principal danger was to be. appr;h;ngfda;f(:ic)ext; iﬁfiaﬁ;
when the very title and inflitution of fu muft have
-a&ed the efficacy of its precepts, Dy enco
Per?ﬂualilye:a(;u;i}?;itent, and by giving a refpeé’c.a?)le fax.xéhon
e retext to every turbulent and {editious dlfpo'ﬁ-
a'nda'fpt;;“:;iign. Weak and ineffetual as fuch a fecurity
:l::)r:xll:ilbef we cannot flatter ourfelves that we poffefs even that

jous. advantage. _ ‘
Pri}:‘t::jrrefpondence of the Friends of the People, as far as

i;a}:xt proof, that, whatever may be their good difpofition, they

ublithed, (conneéted with other tranfaétions) affords abun-~ j
$]
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can neither effeCtually reprefs the violence of t}

knowledge the dangerous tendency. In May 1792,
of Sheffield addrefs a letter to the Society, re
countenance, and protection, and ftyling it ¢ their leader and
direfor in the great and neceflary bufinefs of reform.” The
Society, as might be expetted, return an anfwer fraught
with the moft wholefome admoniticns, and containing ' the
foundeft maxims of prudence and difcretion. The Society
¢ counfels the people of Sheffield to obferve a warinefs and
caution in all their language ; becaufe, as the Society remarks,
wary and cautious language is the genuine chara&eriftic of mo-
~ derate views.” The Society warns its pupils of the dangers-
which attend ¢ ardent indifcretion 3 and concludes ¢ by con-
gratulating them and the country on the intrepid moderation
which is to be expeed from them in future.”

The fruits of thefe excellent leflons we have feen in the pe-
tition from Sheffield ; which, for the indecency of its language,
was juftly rejeed by the Houfe. The do&trines maintained
in the body of that petition have been already ftated, and muft

the people

be admitted to bear ftronger {ymptoms of ¢ ardent indifcretion,”

than of warinefs or caution.” No part of the petition carries

the leaft appearance of *“ moderation ;" but the petitioners have
not wholly difappointed the expectations of their leaders and
direCors ; in their very preamble, they take care to appear
fufficiently ¢ intrepid ;” for they impeach the title under which
the Houfe fits as a branch of the Legiflature ; and they deny
that we are, ‘¢ in the juft fenfe of the words, the Commons of
Great Britain in Parliament affembled.” v
This is the only inftance,.as far as can be colle&ted from the
printed proceedings of the Friends of the People, in which the
influence of their admonitions upon the minds of their follow-
ets has been put to the proof ; and in this inftance it has been
found of no weight. Among the advantages held forth to the
Public by this Society, at the time of its inftitution, we were
affured, that its utmoft efforts would be employed to raife a
‘*‘ ftandard, to which none but moderate men could refort, to dife
countenance, and to rejed all communication with thofe of a
different def¢ription ; and by thefe means to counterad the
operation of the delufive and deftru@ive principles contained

A eir followers, -
nor wholly avoid conne&ions, of which they themfelves ac.

quefting its advice,
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+ * the writings of Mr. Paine. Their endeavours to accomplith
el e;". &sbhave been peculiarly unfortunate. In May 1792,
o Jet for Conftitutional Information addrefled a letter to
i SO'Cle gs of the People, exhorting them ¢ to ca,.{’t away all
th? Fnertl'c referves, and to contend honeftly and fairly for the
a“ﬁolcf: rli‘vhts in their full extent, if they hoped to grapple fuc~
c:i(?spfuelly v?ith the powerful defpotifm to which they were op-
Poﬁ‘tislanguage feems to have been properly}ur.lderf}‘ood by ft'::.
honourable gentleman and his fnc‘:nds. In t'lelr an ;ve;, a o
i - the various refolutions and procee
{everalf a:;::‘ ;gj):fg::i::al Society, particularly on thofe in
1“}%:5 (})1 an approbation of the doétrines of Mr. Paine had been
pr ffed, they conclude with thefe words: ¢ We muft beg
fxpre ) ’decli'ne all future intercourfe with a fociety, whofe.
o . d obie@s, as far as we can colle& them from tl"le‘va~
s ar; iutiJons ;md proceedings which have been publlfhf:d,
e can (c))t help regarding as irreconcileable with thofe real in-
Z:eii?non Wi}ch you profefs to inform and enlighten the
’ .

Pe?le' the day on which this anfwer is dated, to the end. of the
autul;?lrx:l the Conftitutional Society c?r‘ltinued to “‘ mfo;n; |
nd enli’ghten the people, in the fame {pirit, and Wlt-h .mcrfe;/;: A ’
:fﬁduity, by diffufing and recommending th}f do&rn:;:so(; N ;:
Paine, and the example of France. In the rr;ox:; inveﬁed
vember, Mr. John Froft and Mr. ]t.)el Barlow, fe;;m'g‘fOCiet .
with a diplomatic charalter by the;r gretl‘:::i;)n to ;s Fm'm);:
. - the bar of the National Conv : r
FIIathe?r::?nitratbhle. addrefs, which hasdbeen foI Jugly_lfvreer;i);(;biz;:;i
) al fubjeét in this kingdom. In : |
| EZec;:rf:izlslj)ythefej\mbaﬁ"adors pronounced.a fpe({e}clh,.t 1(n :ZZICO};
thejr exprefled a full conﬁdenqe, “. that in aN :10 na;; o of
time ‘co‘ngratulations would be received by‘ a Nati sl Con-
Venti’on in England.” Among many rem'amable‘:‘ pa}\) agl ,r e
addrefs contains a moft elevated pgneg}:nc on (’; ;- g zi{héd‘
iGory of the 1oth of Auguft ;7 a day, c?\refully_ ifting
vi or);l 2d of September, by thofe enhghteneq ]udgcpents
f;'(k):::}: ﬁavék deliberately eftimated the compara.tx;e‘ dmffeerrxzsd :)Ifl'
‘thofe inhuman maffacres ; a day, h‘o.v’vever,. whll)§r exxcepting
no effential circumftance from the zgpf September,. €3
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that on the roth of Auguft, (accordin‘g to moft accounts) more
blood was fhed, and it was the blood of faithful fervants, ‘en-
gagéd in the difcharge of a lawful duty, and in the defence of

. the perfon and family of a lawful Sovereign. On the 10th of
Auguft, ‘a limited Monarch was violently depofed from his

throne, and (to complete the triumph of that glorious viGtory) was’

foon afterwards committed to a prifon, which was never opened
' to him, until the time arrived when he was expofed to the in-
fult of a pretended trial, and led forth, in the face of his fub-
je&ts, ‘to fuffer an ignominious death. : »
- “Fo-court the alliance of an ufurpation, eftablithed on fuch
crimes, todignify the fuccefs of fuch crimes with the name of
a glorious vitory, and to exprefs an expe&ation that-a fimilar
ufurpation might foon be eftablithed in this country, was a con-
ductand a language which not only indicated ¢ objeéts and
views utterly irreconcileable with the real interefts of the
people,” but an entire difregard of every feeling which adorns
the Britith chara&er. 1If, therefore, in the month of May,
“the honourable gentleman and  his Society thought it neceffary
to difclaim all intercourfe with the Conftitutional Society, it
might reafonably be fuppofed, that the events of the month of
November would have rendered all communication between
them abfolutely impoffible. ' S
But in the month of. November a new and very different de-
fcription of Societies arofe ; thofe Affociations, which, founded
on the general fenfe of prefent happinefs ; on the fear of change,
which naturally accompanies that fenfe ; on the fteady loyalty,
and on all the moral and religious duties of a free and virtuous

people, have contributed in'a great meafure to avert the dan- -

gers, which at that time threatened the very being of the con-
- ftitution in Church and State.  One great obje&t of thefe Affo-
ciations was to ‘bring to juftice, by regular procefs of law, ‘and
by the' verdict of a jury, the authors and propagators of fedi-
tious dodtrines, and particularly to check the circulation of Mr,
Paine’s libels, andto countera&their mifchievous effets. In
its principle, this objett feemed to accord precifely with the
profeffions of the Friends of the People : yet ftrange as it may
appear, at this critical juniéture, the Friends of the People ac-

tually coalefced with many leading chara@ers in the Conftitu-
' tional Society, under the new title of ¢ F riends t_o‘thé liberty

Ll
of the Prefs,” for the avowed purpofe of cenfuring t’hf%fe laud.
able affociations, and of defeating the efforts of their honeft
and well-dire&ted zeal. It is not meant to infinuate that the
honourable gentleman and his friends, by this jun&ion, adopted
the general objects and views of thofe perfons, W}ml‘n they had
pefore fo wifely difclaimed ; but it cannot be den@d, that they
confented to admit thofe perfons to aé in common w:ith them
in purfuing the particular objects of the new m.{’ut’unon 3 '.imd
above all, in defeating the meafures of the affociations againft
republicans and levellers. Mifchievous as the effelts of 'fu?h
“an union muft be, even if they could be limited to the profefled
objeéts of this new fociety, the evil does not ﬂog t‘here: |
Any degree of credit, which the perfons defcribed may be
fuppofed to derive from the countenance of the honox1rabl¢ gen-
tleman in this joint purfuit, will be turned by thém to the{r‘
own [eparate purpofes, and will be applied to promote their
own boundlefs projets of innovation and diforder. If, under
the fhelter of the honourable gentleman’s chara&er, they thould
grow into authority and ftrength, they may in the end compel
him to lend his name and his talents to meafures, not lefs fatal
to his own interefts, than to thofe of his country. While he
avows it to be his fixed intention (even in the extreme cafe
which he has ftated) to change the exifting Government of the
country, his endeavours to difengage himfelf from any enemy
to that Government of any defcription, muft be, as they have
been, vain and fruitlefs. o
All the enemies of the Britith Conftitution will cling to
him, in {pite of his efforts to thake them off, Until“th_eirr'hz.ltred
of the prefent eftablifhment fhall have been completely fatiated
in'the ruin of the ftate, in the mifery, and perhaps in the bload,
of all ranks and orders of the people—- ' :

.y - - . . 4
¢« Nan miffura cutem nifi plena cruoris hiruda.”..

Lord Mornington contended, from all thefle c:onﬁdemti"c)n.t:,,
that the plan of univerfal fuffrage, conne&ted with the princi-
ples of the French revolution, was that which was moﬁﬂh%c;gl‘y
to be fubftituted in place of the prefent {yften of reprefentation :

- before he [pokeof the pradtical effets of fuch ‘a.'plau. , he Wamfad
the Houfe, that this notion of extending the e}?&wc franchxfe
1o every male adult in the kin glciom, was '.by”noamg:@s the ex~
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_treme ?ir}qit of the fpeculative principle of right, in which ;
ha(‘i originated ; on the fame principle is foundec; a theér in

: ﬁmfeiy more extenfive, and-at leaft equally practicable: T
o This curious theory is to be found in a treatife, e;nitled
The Social Contra&,” writtenby J. J. Rouffeau; a WOI‘I;

no otherwile worthy of attention, than'that it is known to be

the fountain head from which the principles of the F
volution have been derived. | o ‘re*nCh ©
The f}riginal principle of right on which the fyftem of uni-
: :ffrfai fuffrage refls, is ufually expreffed in this propofition
No man ought to be bound by laws to which he has not cor ’
fented, either in perfon, or by his reprefentative,” -
Tﬂ‘he author of the Secial Contra& maintains, that th
WNational will or Sovereignty of the people cannot be ;e refent z
at all; that every law which has not been ratified by ti}))e i ezi s
in pf{‘{m, is nulland void in its nature ; that the people OfP Erf)ﬁ(‘
?aflzx' are never in a {tate of freedom, excepting when the a:;c:,
in the very act of exercifing the ele@ive frax?chife' andythat
they become flaves the moment a general ele@ion is c;n‘cluded ;
and fimally, that every Government by reprefentation is, in it;
mtw, ‘3 tyranny, however extended the right of ‘{uﬂ"ra:re may
be, bf?cmff&? the national will, or, in other words, the z:fote 0);
ggg’nindmdual, is not dxrexaly confultcd.in every a& of legi-
Having eftablifhed thefe fundamental maxims of his theory.
the author meets with a practical difficulty of fome imyj ortancyf
a?p_eﬁple confifting entirely of legiflators, would not fgnd mu:l;
leifure for any other affairs than thofe of the State. Such a

nation mufl, in the firft inflance, renounce allthe arts and im- |

prfwemg:nts of civilized fociety ; it muft renounce every pur
fsit of cammerce, of trade, and of manufalture, togetheyr' fvitfz
the whole fyftem of political economy in all its brancﬁéé by
means of which, the modern ftates of the world have beel’] eny
| abled to rife to public opulence and profperity; and fo au :
ment and diffule all the conveniencies of private iife. " But agH
. ‘thefe are deemed by the author to be facrifices of no fnoment ;
——poverty is a republican virtue—and in the opinion of th‘ofe,
Who ‘kngw how to form.a juft eftimate of things, the gain
. w:mfid be confiderable to every individual, who fh()ulc,i exéh;).gn e
his induftry, his fkill, his affluence, and his eafe-for poftirsgn
- , Sz '
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of the national fovereignty, the exercife of which, however
parren .and unprofitable in all other refpects, is always grate-
ful to the ruling paffions of vanity and ambition. But thefe
are not the only obftacles to the inftitution of this incomparablé
republic. It is ¢yident, that where the whole people were
ealled from hour to hour to the fenate, to difcharge the digni-
fied duties of legiflation and Government, their domeftic con-
cerns, and the ordinary labours of agriculture, ‘muft alfo ftand
fill: the ground could not be cultivated ; food could not be

rovided ; and thefe proud and generous republicans; in a flate
of perfect freedom, would want the common neceffaries of
life, and be expofed to all the calamities of indigence and fa-
mine. _ ,

The author of the Social Contract fairly confefles, that he
defpairs of feeing thefe obftacles furmounted by the degenerate,
citizens of the modern world, in whofe minds, (he fayé) ‘the
genuine ardor of liberty has been utterly extinguifhed by the

| bufy fpirit of commerce, by the defire of gain, and by the

love of convenience. But in order to thew that his plan is per-
feGly pracicable among wife and virtuous men, he recom-
mends, with the utmoft zeal, the admirable expedient, by
which the ancient republics of Greece contrived to reconcile
the full enjoyment of natural rights, with the poffibility of na-
tural exiftence. 'The people of Greece, he fays, tranfa&ted all
public bufinefs in perfon ; theywere all affembled from morn-
ing till nightin the public forum; they were not greedy of

" gain; their fole accupation was the care of their liberty ; and

all the menial offices of their Houfes, and all the labours of the

 field, were performed for them by flaves.

Here then (Lord Mornington faid) is the only pra&icable ar-
rangement, by means of which the Correfponding Society can
be gratified with the fight of that ¢ good Government whofe
eftablithed maxjm it is, ‘that every man {hould be his own le=
giflator.” Here the petitioners from Derby may {ee the rights
of man carried to the extreme point of perfection ; and both
may learn, that according to their own principles, flrictly and
fairly purfued, civil flavery is the only folid bafis of true poli-
tical liberty. S , :

This is the natural courfe of all thofe who attempt to raifle
Conftitutions of Government on vifionary fpeculations of ab-
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{{:{ra& ‘fa_l‘jd"mdeﬁ‘r'xite right. They commence their career with | pas laboured to exclude from this debate any reference to the
. ome {pecious and plaufible theory in view, but in endeavour. ' fituation and condu& of France, and has rejeCted the whole of

i_ti‘g“‘bto p’ﬁrﬁieit, they are continually driven from difficultiesin
P‘rz&ice to contradictions in principle, and they find no refting
place, until they have reached fome monftrous and infurmount-
able abfurdity : from thence they are compelled to tread back
their fteps, and to feek the real fubftance of liberty, where

that fubject as a ftale and forgotten topic: although queftions
of great magnitude and importance have engaged the attention
of the Houfe fince the affairs of France have been the immedi-
ate fubjeé’cvof deliberation, the honourable gentleman will find,
that 2 topic, leading to fuch ferious refle&ions, and furnithing

alone it is to be found, within the juft limits of expediency and g fuch ufeful leflons, has not been fo foon effaced from the me-

T_ cggriencc, o ‘ | . mory of this Houfe, or of the country: the bufinefs of this day
) - owever extrayagant and ridiculous the paflage quoted from g muft revive every paflage of thofe tranfattions with the moft di-
the Social Contract may appear to the Houfe ; for fuch fpecu- i rect and forcible application to the prefent queftion. It will

NS

I'at‘i'on_‘s on th.’e nature of Government, conneted as they necef- I be prefled home to the recollection and to the fecling of every
:-fanl?{ are with the ‘moft profligate maxims of immorality and f Britith fubje&, that a change in the exifting Government (the
irteligion; J. J. Rouffeau hias been canonized by the peopleof % avowed obje& of this motion) was the great revolutibnary ma-
i
it

France,‘ and‘ is .now one of the few faints remaining on their chine, by the working of which, our enemies trufted to have
Cal'e‘p(?ar. Their admiration of his works, and their reverence reduced this happy people to the level of their own miferable
for his memory, have not been inaltive: they have imitated X o
With the utmoft fuccefs his fyftematic difhonefty and his zea-
Tous impiety ; and they have neither been lefs earneft, nor lefs
fuccefsful in eftablithing his principles of political anarchy on (quod quidem erit, fi per illos licuerit, Jempiternum ) illa peftifera
‘ t:he' moft permanent foundations, and in fecuring their full ope- | interceffio nominabitur.” |

ration by the moft effetual provifions. : f While the independent rights of nations, while the order of

condition.
<« Commemoratio illius [celeris intermiffa eft, non memoria de~
leta, dum. genus hominum, dum populi Romani nomen exflabit,

ey S e

XThcy began by extending the bafis of their new f{yftem of
;g‘prefentation upon abftra& principles of rights their next
ftep was the admiflion of every male adult to the right of vot-

ing in fome ftage of the életion of national deputies; and-

they are now advancing rapidly to the final completion of ttiefe

do&rines, by fubmitting to the diret interference of every

ind. . . - . . . R - . : N

lelA‘Cl!Jdl_ citizen in every a& of legiflation and Govern-

ment. ~ '

+Inendeavouring, therefore, to form fomenotion of the prac- -

tical effeés of the plan of univerfal reprefentation, it is impof- -

civil fociety fhall be held dear and valuable among mankind ;

~ while the genius and {pirit of the Britith conftitution fhall en~

dure, (and long will they endure, unlefs deftroyed by fome
rafh and vain projeét of pretended reformation) that pernicious

. attempt of a foreign Power to interfere between the Govern-

ment and the Peopié, and, by that interference, to fubvert at
one blow all the bulwarks. of our domeftic happinefs, and of
our external ftrength, fhall never be forgotten: it fhall be re-
membered with the juft fenfe of abhorrence and indignation
which muft ever attend the memory of that execrable defign,

and ‘with the gratitude due to the united wifdom and loyalty of
the Britith people, by which that execrable defign was difap-
pointed of its effeéts :. recolleling as well the nature of our re-.
cent danger, as the means of our happy deliverance, we fhall
beft repay oui: debt of gratitude to-the people, by endeavouring
to preferve entire that Government, which is the deferved ob-
jeét of their affe€tion, and by cultivating in their mindsa ra-
tional eftimation of its excellence and vaiue,  With this view,

! .

ﬁbl’g"’not to advert to the example of France; becaufe in
France that plan has been reduced to practice, and an experi-
ment actually has been made of its confequences; and becaufe
the French Government, and their Englith abettors, have in- ‘
i variably concurred in an anxious wifh for our adoption of that '
,15;%, plan, as leading inevitably and f{peedily to the fame’ confe-
9 _ quences in Great Britain. Under fuch circumftances, it isin

li | vain that the honourable gentleman who has juft fat down,
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Yord Mornington faid, he had a]ready enimerated the practical
_ advantages of our prefent fituation ; with the fame view, he
meant to contraft thofe. advantages with the practical effedts of
that plan: of reprefentation, which, he had fhewn, we muft
expedt, if we confented to a dnnge and he hoped to prove
the miferable error of thofe who imagine, that by infufing a
grcatcr portxon of the {pirit.of democracy into the frame of
Parliament, they are likely to ~ give-additional fecurity to the
good, of which they cannot deny the exiftence, or to provide

)

ammﬁ any one of - the evils on which they ground their com. .

plamts “What has. been the operation of the f{yftem of uni-
verfal fuffrage in France, upon the fecurity of hfL, of liberty,
and of property? -

It feems to be the only object of their criminal laws, toafflict
and to defiroy every individual who can, by any means, be
brought within their reach. Indefinite and conftru&@ive crimes,
fummary modes of trial, arbitrary, conviétions, and difpro-
portioned punifhments, are the leading features of that fan-
guinary code: at an early period of the revolution, the very
principle of mercy was formally extinguifhed in their judicial
proceedings: in place of the gracious mercy of the Crown,
the populace have aflumed the exercife of a new fpecies of ap-
pellate jurifdiction, in cafes of life and death: if, by accident,
an unpopular criminal has.the fortune to efcape the feverity of
thelaw, the proceeding-is reverfed by the mob ; the judges are
compellpd to return to the feat of judgement, and, under the
terrors of affaflination, to arraign a fecond time, for the fame
crime, the perfon who has been already legally acquitfed by
the judgement of the fame tribunal.  For it is now a received
* and applauricd maxim of that democratic Government, ¢ that
* the vengeance of the people ought to fupply the weaknefs of
the penal laws.”

In. fhort, no tyranny was ever fuffered by mankind, in

which {o little account was taken .of the effufion of human
b ood..

That thcn is - callcd lxberly, by a grofs abufe of the
" term, ‘is nothing better than a ftate of general diforder and
confufion, accompanied with the moft frequent and outrageous
violations Qf perfonal freedom. It 1s, indeed, true, that the
reftraints of law and of authority have no longer any force,

[ &1

and that no obligation remains to bind men to the difcharge of
any duty, moral, civil, or religious: but as every individual is
equally free from thefe irkfome reftraints and duties, it is be=-

come the interéft of every man to feize the firft opportunity of
violating the rights of his neighbour, and no man can poflefs

any kind of fecurity for his own.

The whole revolution was originally founded on the ruins
of the right of property. Property is therefore rqc&cd
with fcorn and indignation from the Conflitution  of the
Legiflature. So far from being refpected as a facred right,*
jtis publicly held up to the deteftation of mankind, as an
odious ufurpation on the rights of nature. ~All fects and
faGtions feem to have agreed, that it fhould be treated by
the Legiflature, by all the conftituted -authorities of the re-
public, and by the whole body of the people, as a common
prey, and a common object of perfecution.

The natural refult of thefe diforders has been to realize al-
noft all the inconveniences of the imaginary repubhc of J.
J- Rouffeau; to fufpend trade and induflry, to render the an~
nual {fupply of productive labour inadequate to the fuftenance
of the people, and to fubje& them to the moft urgent diftrefs,
from the {carcity of provifions, and of other articles of ordi-
nary confumption. :

The colle&ive opulence of the ftate is utterly ruined, and
with it, all the permanent fources of public ftrength: but |
in the firft ‘moments of this convulfion, while the preflure
of poverty and famine renders war the neceffary policy of
the Government, the fame caufe furnithes the means of carry-
ing on hoftilities ; armies {pring from the very calamities of the
country ; and the ftate is at once enabled and compelled to fend
forth innumerable multitudes to the war, who can find neither
employment nor bread at home, Here the Houfe may obferve
whether the new do€trines of Government tend to prevent or
alleviate the great evils of war, debt, and taxes.: It has been
faid in this Houfe, that ¢ waris the paflion of States;” it
might have been added, that it is more efpecially. the ruling
paffion of thofe flates, in whofe conflitution the {pirit of demo-, -
cracy is predominant ; in all times, {uch ftates have been moft
infedted with the vanity of conqueft, and moﬁ liable ta the
impulfe of irregular ambmon :
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But under the principles of univerfal reprefentation, the Go.

vernment of France has far furpaﬂ’ed every example of thofe
inordinate paflions, which appears in hiftory.

Without any other neceflity than that which arofe from
their own internal fitvation, and which muft be attributed to
the vice of their new Conftitution, the French have involved
all Europe in a general war. - They have deduced the pretences
of that war by a moft fingular train of reafoning from the
principles of their own Government. :

~ Their firft propoﬁtxon was, that the fovereignty of every na-
tion refided effentially in the people at large of that nation.—
From thence they drew a moft extraordinary inference, that,
for the prefent, the people of France were the only legitimate
veprefentatives of all the nations in the world ; and therefore,
during their temporary exercife of the affumed fovereignty of
the Univerfe, every Government founded on principles not ex-
a&ly conformable to thofe of the French Republic, muft be
treated by France as an ufurpation and a tyranny, and the
peoplé who fubmitted to it muft be confidered as rebels and
traitors.  On thefe grounds, they declared war againft all the
Governments on earth, in the name and on the behalf of all
mankind ; and they publifhed their refolution of reducing toa
ftate of perfedt freedom, by force of arms, every 'refraétory
people, who fhould dare to cherith a fentiment of gratitude,
" veneration, or affe@ion for their ancient in{’citutions, or of al-
legiance for their lawful Prince.

‘The pride, the honour, and the intereft of every State in
Europe were thus wantonly challenged to defend their indepen-
dent rights of internal fovereignty ; and the confequence has
been, that France is now attacked on all fides by almoft every
Power, either naval or military, in Europe.

This inflance proves, that the admiflion of every male adult
in the realm to d voice in the eleétion of the Legiflature, is not

*a certain and infallible mode of eﬁabh(hmg a pac1hc fyftem of
foreign politics.

th refpect to debt, the enormous é*{pence of this im-
provident and unjuﬁ;ﬁ;lble war exceeds all bounds of cal-
culation ; it has feldom fallen fhort of ten millions fterling

~in each month fince the commencement of hoftilities, and it -
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muft increafe with the mcreaﬁng force of the enemy, and para
ticularly fince the acceflion of the maritime powers. In addi-
‘tion to this ruinous fource of expence, the augmentation of the
ordinary eftablifhments, the mxfmanagement of the revenues,
and the unbounded peculation pra&tifed in every department of
the Adminiftration, have caufed fuch a wafte of public money,
as furpaffes infinitely the effefts of the united extravagance and
corruption of all the moft prodigal Monarchs that ever fat on
the throne of France, and of all the moft profligate Mlmftexs
by whom thofe Monarchs were governed or deceived.

With refpet to taxes, it muft be admitted, that the French
Government has publicly abjured all taxes whatever, together
with loans, and every collateral branch of the fyftem of finance.
But what has been fubftituted in their place? It has been de-

clared, that the only refources fit to fuftain the dignity of a free
and fovereign people, are domeftic confifcation, and foreign
plunder : a fcheme of revenue calculated to perpetuate difcord
and mifery at home, and war abroad. The legitimate and re=
gular fources of public revenue are not unconneéted with the
eafe and affluence of the people ; they are fought in the fua
pexabundant profits of labour, of fkill, and of enterpnze, or
in the fuperfluities of luxury and wealth. But the new re-
fources are drawn from the exile and ruin of all the great

landed proprietors, whofe property is confifcated, becaufe they

will not expofe their lives, by returning to a country, which
has been rendered uninhabitable to all moderate and honeft
men. ‘This is the reformed plan of finance which we are to
expedt, under the new Government in Great Britain. Its
operation is plain and fimple ; ; taxes will no longer be levied .
according to thofe intricate and comphcated regulatlons, whlch
are now fo embarraffing both to thofe who colle&, and to tho{'e
who pay. The land itfelf will be dire&ly conﬁfcated and the :
landed intereft will be utterly extirpated. The tree itfelf wﬂl
be cut down, as the moftealy and e*{pedltlous way of gathermg
its fruit.

Such are the practical eﬂ'e&s of univerfal: xeplefentatxon in
France. To afcribe all thefe eﬁe&s cither to the peculiar
charadter of that people, or to thexr unfitnefs to Jeceive the
bleﬁ'mgs of hberty from thelr Iong habxts of ﬂavery, Would

M
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be to deny to ourfelves the ufe of a moft inftru&ive and faly.
tary leffon. Makmg a reafonable allowance for all the pecu-
liar circumftances of their cafe, it will be found that the {e-
vereft fuﬂ‘ermgs and the moft atrocious crimes of that unfor-
tunate people, are the genuine and legmmate offspring of the
crroneous and fatal principles of Government, on which they

have founded their reformed Conttitution. The mahcrnancy ‘~

of thofe prmcxples is fo adtive and powelful that no nation on
earth could long withftand their operation: and it would ' be
‘the oreateﬁ degree of arrogance to exped, that even the peo-
ple of Great Britain could maintain their characer of wifdori,
juftice, or humanity, under a total relaxation of thofe 1eﬁramts
of order, which the nature of human mﬁrmlty renders no lefs
eﬁ'entxal to the prefervation of every moral quahty, than of
every civil advantage.

“The refult of all thefe conﬁderanons is, That the beneﬁts
a&ually enjoyed by the nation are invaluable; that no pxoof
¢ither has been, or can be, eftablithed of their be1n0' uncof-
ne&ed with the prefent Conftitution of Palhament 5 and that
there is the ftrongeft prefumption of an intimate connetion
fubﬁﬁmg between them; That in comparifon with thefe bene-

fits, the gnevauces alledged are trivial and mﬁgnxﬁcant and §

that they can in no degree be imputed to the alledged defedls,
in the teprefentatxon, and above all, That the Con{htutxon
hkely to be given to us in exchange for what we now poffefs,
fo far from fecuring any one practical good or allevmtmg any
alledged or pra&xcal evil, would utterly fubvert every founda,
tion of our prefent happmefs»and profpenty, would aggravate
cvery evd/of which any man now can complain ; and introduce
many others of infinitely greater magmtude, and of far more
mifchievous confequences.
- For thefe reafons, the public good requires, that no altela-
tion fhould be made in the exifting frame of Parliament,
‘Mr. WHITBRFAD faid—Sir, the nohle Lord who has
ju{’c fat down, has pronounced a very warm panegyric on the
Britifh conftitution ; he has very ably argued the three queﬁl-
6"ns‘ 'Which‘h‘e has fubmitted to the confideration of the Houfe ;
but he has not treated with great fairnefs fomé of the ftatements
made by my honourable friend ; and I feel myfelf under the
seceflity of difputing fome of the conclufions to which he has
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come, upon the grounds which himfelf has advanced. What-
ever ftatement of confequences my honourable friend may have
made, as involved in the difcuflion of the queftion before you,
the fame Confequenf‘es were equally involved at every time
when the propoﬁtxon has been made. There is no novelty in
the matter ; and- if a change of Government is now to enfue
from 4 reform of the reprefentatlon, a change of Government
would equallv have been the refult of fuccefs at every one of the
numerous periods when it has been ag1tated in this Houfe. But
the noble Lord has taken fome pains to confound things which
I'hold to be perfe@dy diftin& ; namely, the Government and the
Cmﬁztutzon of the countly To preferve, and not to ['ubvert, is
our aim ; and with that view we wifh to reform’ a part of the
Adminiftration of the Conftitution. This only can be meant
by my honourable friend, when he candidly ftates to you, that
if he fllcéé‘eds in perfuading the Houfe to adopt his motion, it
Jeads to a change of the Government. But, Sir, I would put
it to. the noble Lord, and 1o all thofe géntlemen who have fpo-
ken on the fame fide of the queftion, and who come under the
defcription given by an honourable Member laft night, of thofe -
“ to whom no time nor mode would reconcile the queftion of
parhamentary reform,” whether it is not their bounden duty to
enter the inquiry propofed by my honourable friend? I takeit
for granted they will not deny the exiftence of a very numerous
body, difcontented with the prefent ftate of the reprefentation.
Would it not be well to give fatisfaction to thofe perfons? If
we go into a Committee, and find, on inquiry, that the com-
plaints {tated in the petitions . are unfounded, there will be an
end of the bufinefs. But if the grxevances are found to bereal,
then remedy ought inftantly to be applied. It is a queftion
which ought to be at reft ; and it can only be fo after a folemn
and dehberate inveftigation of its. merits. I would put it to
my right honourable friend, (Mr. Windham) who, in the
courle of laf’c night’s debate, confidered the mover of this pro-
poﬁtmn as a mere point in a vaft {yftem which pervades all Eu~
1ope ; and the motion as only a driblet from a great fource of
anarchy and confufion, affuming parliamentary reform as a
pretext, but the real object of which is to de&roy all cflablifhed
conftitution 3 and who has faid, that thefe opinions, if fau]y
and carly met, are capable of refutation ; nay, that he would.
M z
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taphyfical opinions have never, in any inftance, produced a re-’
volution. The engine with which Providence has thought fit
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confent to be called ¢ the baby of'a girl,” if he did not deftroy ;
and cruth, wherever he could have an opportunity of meeting %
them ; but that if fuffered to grow up, they would become fo to operate thefe mighty events, has been of a different deferin.
formidable, as not to be conquered by any human ability.— | P

tion ; the feelings of the governed, rendered defperate by the vrind.
Would it not, I fay, be confiftent with the manlinefs of con. || / é ’ 7 ) 1he grind

L ang opprreffion “of their governors ; and there is no favine
dud®, with the talents of my right honourable fgiend, withthe | e moves

. ds | frictly true than this, that ¢ Times make men, but men never
fenfe of the danger he profefles of fuffering thefe opinionsto go | make the times.” What brought about that great event the
uncontroverted, to put himfelf in a fituation where he might reformation ! Not the theories or fpeculations of philofophers
have an opportunity of fully difcuffing them ; of confuting and g

but the impolitic avarice and injufti ,
{uppre{ﬁng that which he holds to be deftruive to the well be- . What brml])ght about the catalfltlf'cl)llf)}lize c?ff gﬁai}:r:h}; Olif‘i]i{f({) rrn_e_
ing of fogiety? Sir, upon his own arguments, he ought to Q what the revolution in this country ?—The oppreflions of:chc
vote with us for going into a Committee. But, Sir, is ita ¥ executive Government. To the fame caufe America owes her-
fa&, that my honourable friend has propofed to you any novel  §  freedom. Laftly, what brought about the revolution in France ?
or {peculative opinions ! Direlly the reverfe. He has placed | The mifery of the people; the pride, injuftice, avarice, ami

upon your table a petition, complaining of grievances, of the | cruclty of the Court.  The great characers who have acted in

exiftence of which the petitioners deem themfelves competent - |

~ judges. Itis propofed to this Houfe to go into an inveftiga-
tion of their complaints, and to adminifter fuch relief as to
their wifdom fhall feem meet. The whole is conftitutionally
before you. But the petition is fomewhat unufual, from the
mode in which it is drawn. It goesinto a detail of fads,
fome of which are dire&tly in the teeth of certain refolutions
entered on your journals. The refolution and petition cannot
both remain. The petition flates, that the underfigned are
ready to prove that Peers have a pafitive nomination of Members

to ferve in this Houfe. We annually refolve, ¢ That itis a bigh.

infringement upon the liberties and prz'vilegei of the Commons of
Great Britain, for any Lord of Parliament to concern himfelf

an the election of Members to ferve in the Commons Houfe of Par-'

diament.” 'What is the courfe then to be purfued? You muft
either refcind your refolution, or expunge the petition from

your journals. You cannot act with dignity and honour inany
-other way, The allegations in the petition are either true, or
they are not. If true, a remedy ought to be fought for and

applied.  If they are not true, the perfons who have figned that
petition are guilty of a grofs libel, and deferve punifhment.
Extricate yourfelves from the dilemma ! ! .

In contradition to the aflertion fo repeatedly made by my
right honourable friend, but which the power of his abilitics

will not be able to maintain, I take upon ms te fay, that me-

s

thele different fcenes, have had but little power to produce
them. Luther, Cromwell, or Wathington, the illuftrious
perfons who appeared at the zra of the Englith revolution, or.
the wild vifionaries of France, could never have perfuaded the
people to rife, unaffiffed by their own miferies and the ufurp-
ations of power: When the feclings of men are roufed by in-
jury, then they attempt innovation ; then the doérines of en-
thufiafts find ready accefs to their minds. The people are al-
ways long fuffering ; and unlefs they are moft grofsly abufed,
no.apprchenﬁons are to be entertained from any fpeculative
opinion upon Government. But, Sir, in defendingy my ho-
nourable friend and myfelf from the imputation of being theo
retical innovators, I muft take notice of one. theorift who has
appeared in the courfe of this debate ; I mean the honourable
gentleman (Mr. Jenkinfon) who immediately followed my ho-
nourable friend laft night. He gave us an account of a Houfe
of Commons formed after his own imagination, in which all
the different interefls of the kingdom would be indeed moft ac-
curately and nicely balanced ; but the texture was fuch as never.
did; nor ever would exift. One Member more than he has
appr()priated to cither of the claffes of army, navy, commer-
cial, legal or landed intereft, would deftroy the whole of his.
chimerical fyftem. One other notable expedient the honour-
able gentleman has fallen upon—that of fettling who the eleed
thould be, before he went in fearch of the eletors, With all
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deféerence, I fhould conceive that, having nominated the repre-
fentatives, it would be a matter of {mall importance who fhould
perform the farce of returning them. That honourable gen-
tleman has alfo expreffed his predileGtion for what is ufually
 called the rotten part of the conftitution, (the fmall boroughs)
becaufe they furnith us with Members of diftinguifhed ability,
(fuch as the prefent Chancellor of the Exchequer) who would
not, from the expence, have had it in their power to conteft
any popular eletion. The obfervation is not new ; but the
anfwer to it is plain ; if eletions were conducted in the man-
ner in which they ought to be, the reprefentation would be ac-
ceffible at all places to perfons of moderate fortune; whereas
it is now impoffible, ufually {peaking, for the younger branches
of families to ftand contefted clections ; and the people are de-
prived of men of ability for their reprefentatives. But I will
take a definition of what 2 Houfe of Commons ought to be,
from a Tory writer, (Dean Swift), in oppofition to the Houfe
of Commons defcribed to us by the honourable gentleman. «
‘Speaking of the conftitution of this country, that writer fays,
¢¢ The other part of the Parliament confifts of an Affembly,
- called the Houfe of Commons, who are all principal gentlemen,
freely picked and culled out by the people themfelves for their
greatabilities and love of their country, to reprefent the wifdom
of the whole nation.” This is the Houfe of Commons I wifh
to fee ; this is the choice I wifh to be reftored to the people.
The honourable gentleman has alfo faid, that many boroughs
have‘beenfi)fown_opm fince the paffing of Mr. Grenville’s a&.
Have the pcople been advantaged by the decifions under that
- a&? 1 believe that nine-tenths of the Committees employed
in difcuffing controverted rights of elections, have not fettled
any thing that can tend to the good of the people ; that itis
wholly out of their power. They may, indeed, have decided
whether fuch 2 Lord, or fuch a great Commoner, have got
the reprefentatlon of a certain borough into their hands, or
whether it is to be divided between them, and cach to fenda
Member to this Houfe. Or by the right of voting beingen-
larged, it may become a matter of doubt whether the interefts
of the proprietor may not be endangered by the oppofition of
fome wealthy Nabob.—[A cry of ¢ Order I’ }—Sir, am I too
free in what I am faying ? - Am [ acting againft your orders?
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It may be {o 5 but if thefe things fhould meet your ear upon
the very ﬁeps of this Houfe, as you defcend from the chair, can |
you Contradl& them? Sir, you cannot. I do know, and the
petltloners who have figned the petition now upon your table
are r:aa’y to prove, that many Members are nominated by indi-~
viduals to ferve in this Houfe. Refute the charge! Wecan-.
not. Apply the remedy! We will not confent to that. Then
at leaft tell the people of England, We have inveftigated your |
ﬁatement, and we ﬁnd it to be true ; but we can prove to you
that the country is as well governed, and that things go on
as well now, as they would do if the reprefentation were re-
formed.

The noble Lord ftated as an inftance ¢ the vigour of the |
conﬁltutlon, as now adminiftered, in the vaft increafe of our
commerce within the period fince the American war. Of the
influence of the- Crown upon this Houfe, by means of the re-
venue raifed upon that commerce, we complain, as deftructive
to the conftitution. He has alfo afked, with adegree of triumph,
at what time did the gnevance of the national debt originate ?
Sit, the time of its origin matters not : if, when the conftitu
“tion was planted at the Revolution, was alfo planted that
which in time was to operate its deftruction, we are not t(;
confecrate the evil from a fuperftitious regard to the moment
of its birth ; but we are to take precautions to prevent its
ﬁranghng the fit and legitimate obje& of our veneration.

Some notice has been taken (by way of difcrediting the pe-
titions) of the names by which they are figned ; and the name
of Mr. Hardy, who, by the way, has not fubfcribed the peti~
tion more immediately in queftion, has been particularly men-
tioned, with an allufion to his condu@ during the laft {ummer.
This I take to be wholly unparliamentary and irregular. I do
not ftand up in defence of the propriety of Mr. Hardy’s con-
du&t; but if he has in any manner offended againft the laws
of his country, His Ma_)efty s fervants are refponfible for not
havmg -put the laws in execution againft him. But whatever
may have been his condué out of this Houfe, he appears be-

fore us' in a manner prefcribed and authorifed by the conftitu-
tion’; complaining of grievances ; and to his complaint we are
as much hound to pay attention as to. the complaint of any other
Qf HlS Majei’ty s fuché’cs whatevcf.
2
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Infinuations have been thrown out againft the Affociation of
the Friends of the Pesple, to which I have the honour to belong,
Al I fhall fay upon that {ubject is, that we formed ourfelves
into a fociety, on principles truly conftitutional’; that we in
no one inftance have deviated from the precife obje& of our
inftitution ; that we have been led aftray by no change of cir-
cumitances ; that we have formed no conne&ions incompatible
with our declarations ; and that we have proceeded to the end
we have in view with ¢ intrepid moderation.” This, Sir,
is an expreffion contained in one of our publications which the
noble Lord has attempted to ridicule; but are intrepidity and
moderation, in fa&, incongruous? - The reverfeis, I believe,
the cafe; and that'if ever we meet with true intrepidity of
chara&er, we fhall find it connefted with moderation. 1
truft and hope the people of this country will always be mode-
rate in demanding their rights; at the fame time, I fhould
think our national chara&er much degenerated, if they were
not afferted with intrepidity. : '

The noble Lord has accufed us of coalefcing with perfons,
with whom we had formerly declared we would hold no 1n-

tercourfe, their views being incompatible with thofe we enter- -

tained; I mean the Members of the Conﬁifutional Society.
The fhort an{wer to thataccufation is, that we have formed no
fuch coalition. But I underftand the fociety for the prelerva-
tion of the liberty of the prefs to be pointed at—a fociety totally
unconneéted with the Friends of the People. Sir, ata time
when affociations were forming in every part of the kingdom,

upon what I fhall always deem the moft unconftitutional prin~ -

ciple, that of ftrengthening the hands of the executive Power ;
(for if the law has not made the hand of power ftrong enough,
by the law it ought to be ftrengthened, and force can never be
givento it in any other way, but by a furrender of fome of the
privileges of the people) the operation of thefe bodies appeared
fo pernicious, that it was thought expedient to affociate to fup-
port the liberty of the prefs, which feemed to be principally
in danger ; and I have the pleafure to think that in ftemming
this tide we have not been wholly unfuccefsful. To thefe
meetings fome of the perfons alluded to certainly came; but
had the noble Lord received a faithful report of our proceed-

ings, he would have found, that no coalition had taken place
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between thofe perfons and the Friends of the People ’that,
on the contrary, if any difpofition has been manifefted to devi-
ate from the juft limit of the Conftitution, it has been cons
ftantly and fuccefsfully refilted by my honourable friends around
me. o

I cannot but confider it as a bad omen, that the appellation by
which the fociety to which I belong is diftinguithed, < The
~Friends of the People,” thould, when mentioned in this
Houfe, be always received with a fneer. It appears, that
gentlemen confider it as a term of reproach. Certainly, no
reproach ought to attach upon the term; and I truft that as.
long as I have an exiftence as a Member of this Houfe, and
during the whole of my natural exiftence, I fhall always be
found 2 friend of ‘the people, and a defender of their juft and
conftitutional rights. ‘ ' : :

I thall beg leave to touch upon one other topic which has
been ftrongly infifted upon, in the courfe of this debate, that
the Houfe of Commons ought to have an intereft diftinét from
that of their conftituents ; and as a corre@ive to this monftrous
doltrine, it is faid, that whenever the people fpeak, their
voice is heard and attended to. Sir, I maintain that there
ought to be anidentity of intereft between the people and their
reprefentatives ; nor can I conceive any thing more deftruéive
to the true principles of the Conftitution, than thofe {udden
impulfes which are at times given to the deliberations of this.
Houfe by the expreffion of the popular will. We are thus
not unfrequently betrayed into fituations inconfiftent with our
dignity ; we are thus driven to. refolutions dir'e&]y at variance
with. each other. I will inftance to you the cafe of the two
laft years. In 1791, this Houfe came to a vote, virtually de-
claring, that it was effential to the balance of Europe that Oc-
zakow fhould remain in the hands of the Turks. In 1792,
they voted the converfe of that propofition. This could never
have happened, were the Houfe of Commons properly eleéted,
and for ihqrt periods. Another bad effe& arifing from this
momentary attention to the with of the people, is, that when
the people relax in their efforts, the Houfe becomes fupine.‘
We. have an example of this in the cafe of the flave trade,

:What produced the majority upon that fubjet in the laft year?
The voice of the people. Why has the queftion failed in this
N ‘ '




 Houfe, (Mr.
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feffion? Becaule the minds of the people have be‘f:n divcrtgd,
from the queftion, and they have not perfifted in their demands,
The Houfe of Commons was intended to be ele¢ted by, and
to a& for, thepeople, and not to be inﬂuel‘lced by. every popu-
lar guft, which might fanétion an mmputation of its Members

‘not being in' the habitual difcharge of their duty.

An honourable Baronct over againft me, (Sir William
Young) has faid that this cq'untry' ha§ bc;conze fo corrupt,
through her commerce, that corruption is ncceffary to its Go-
vernment. To this I will reply, in the words of a celebrated
proteft, ufually afcribed to a right honourable Member of this
Burke), ¢ If it is meant to infinuate that cor-
ruption is neceffary to Government, I fhall leave that principle
to confute itfelf by its own apparent iniquity.” ‘If it be ad-
mitted that corruption is one of the {prings of Governmenf, if
we are come to this moft deplorable pafs, that corruption isfo
interwoven with cvery part of the community of this country,
that nothing proceeds but by its influence, we are much nearer
to fome awful crifis than I am willing to imagine. On this
fyftem, things may proceed for a time, but they Wlll come to
a fudden and tremendous termination.

And now, Sir, with permiffion of the Houfe, I will fay a
few words upon the time in which this motion is brought be-
“forc you. Any objetion upon that {core, unlefs forewarned,
I thould not have expeéted from the right honourable gentle-
man over again{t me (Mr. Pitt) ; for he has propofed the fub-
ject of parliamentary reform to this Houfe under almoft every
variety of circumftance. But the time at which my honour-
able friend gave notice of his motion in the laft yeary did not
appear to the Chancellor of the Exchequer to be fitting for the
agitation of the queftion, although we were then at peace, and
had a profpe& of its continuance for fifteen years; becaufe there
- exifted a fpirit of fedition and difcontent in the country. How
did the event anfwer to that affertion ? The people, when
called upon from one end of the nation to the other,. exprefied
their loyalty, fo as to difprove in the fulleft manner every af-
- perfion that had been thrown upon them by Government. The
objetion was not valid on that ground ; but now we are z.lé’fw
ally at war, and therefore the time is 1mp10per. My opinion
upon the fubjet of time is {hortly this—that from the ﬂu&/u-
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ation of human events, efpecially in this eventful wra, that
it would be almoft impoflible to begin and perfe& a work of fuch
magnitude, under circumflances precifely fimilar : beginning
in peace, we might end in war ; and as we now prorofe i you
to confider it in time of war, I truft, even in cafe of its fpeedy
termination, that it would be concluded in peace.

No time can be improper for doing what is right ; but z/mt

of all others will appear to me to be the beft, in wbzcb .!/Je objelt is
the mof? likely to be obtained. But let us confider the argument
of time, with a reference to the confiftency of our opponents.-
.A right honourable gentleman (Mr. Dundas,) on whofe ac-
count the anti-reformers have, Ihope, held a jubilee, becaufe
there is more joy in Heaven over one that repents than over
ninety juft, has thought proper to accede in this feflion to a
Committee to inquire into the government of the Royal burghs
in Scotland, which had a view certainly to the reprefentation
of that country. In Ireland, which, it will not be improper
tofay, is very materially influenced by Eulefh Councils, the
Parliament have thought proper to take the ftate of their re-
prefentation into confideration. In Scotland and Ireland,
then, there is no impropriety in the agitation of this queftion
at this particular crifis. In England there is. Whence arifes
this difference ?  Sir, I will tell you. The people of Scot-
land had been tampered with rather too long, and the Secretary
of State, in his laft vifit to that country, may have feen the
neceflity of attending to their complaints.  The pesple of Ire-
land were determined to be liflened 10, 1In England, the people
are not fufficiently roufed upon the fubjeét to appear formida-
ble to thofe in power. Whenever they are, whether it be peace
or war, the time will and muft appear proper. It is the part
of wife men, however, to concede in treafon. I have no ob-
jection to the cxample of France being prefled-upon us, to
prevent our running into-the wild exce’ies which have difgrac-
ed that country. !

But let us take the whole queftxon into our confideration at
once ; and when we behold with horror and difmay the atro-
cious alts which have been perpetrated under the name of li-
berty, let us not forget the preceding defpotifm which gene-
fated thofe crimes. Let us learn from the example of the old
Government in France, to give way to the people in txme :to

N 2
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grant them their rights. Such are the only means to fave our-
~ felves from the horrors of anarchy. Ithas beenthe infatuation
of all governments, from the beginning of the world, to turn
a deaf ear to the complaints of the people ; to opprefs them till
they become defperate: when they are roufed to a furious
fenfe of their wrongs, then you are willing to make unlimited
conceflions ; but it is then too late; the bonds of fociety are
diffolved, and you muft take the confequences of your own ob-
{tinacy and blindnefs. Itisyes, I truft, time to give health,
and vigour to our Conftitution ; but a much longer delay may
be proclué'hve of confequences upon which I tremble to refled.
Therefore it is I would earneftly entreat this Houfe to go into
an inveftigation of the falts contained in the petition which
has been prefented by my honourable friend, and to apply a
remedy to the grievances of which it complains.

I confefs, however, that I can be but little anxious about
the fate of the queftion immediately before you, becaufe, from -
the experience which I have of the influence poffeffed by the
Chancellor of ‘the Exchequer on all the deliberations of this
Houfe, and from a knowledge of his oppofition, .any hope of
fuccefs is entirely out of the queftion. [4 general cry of Order!]
Sir, faid Mr. Whitbread, what I have faid may here be difor-
derly ; but without your doors if is true ; and from my know-
ledge of that truth, I repeat that I entertain little anxiety on
the fate of the prefent queftion : but I believe in the prediction
of the late Farl of Chatham, who, in a prophetic {pirit, has
declared, that before the clofe of this century, an amendment
would be made in the reprefentation.  Whether we will or not,
the thing will be done ; and itwould be policy, as well as juf-
tice, to anticipate the demands of the people. Neither my
honourable friend, who has made you this motion, nor I, nor
any of thofe gentlemen Wl'(h whom I have the honour to a&,
have any intentioft to 1nf1mge on the prerogatives of the Crown,

or to encroach on the ariftocratical part of the Conftitution;
" we wifh only to reftore to the democracy that power which it
ought to poflefs. :

To conclude all T have to fay on the fubje&, in the words
of a celebrated proteﬁ to which I before made fome allufion,
¢ That this motionis mtended to diminifh the conftitutional
power of the Crown, we deny. The conﬁztutlonal power of
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the Crown we are no lefs folicitous to preferve, than we are to
diminifh its unconftitutional influence.”

¢ Tt has been argued, that this isnot a proper time for re-
formiation, when all the attention of the kingdom fhould be
employed upon the war, as the great and only obje& in the
prefent time of diftrefs ; to which we beg leave to infift, that
the prefent is, for that very reafon, the propereft time, becaufe
nothmg is fo effential to the conduét and profecution of the

~war, as the frugal management of that fupply by which only

it can be carried on with any profpeét of fuccefs; and from
the hiﬁory‘of this, as well as other countries, times of necef-
fity have been always times of reform.”

Mr. ANSTRUTHER faid, he did not know whether to -
condemn moft, the manner. in which the fubje& was brought
forward, the time of its introduction, or the fubjet matter
itfelf. 'With refpe& to the manner of its being brought for-
ward, he thought it improper to introduce fuch a general mo-
tion as that of referring the petition to a Committee, inftead
of ftating a {pecific plan upon which men might judge for
themfelves ; the confequence of the prefent mode would be
that of increafing the general expectation and agitation, by
leaving it . open to every man to fuggeft that plan which was

the moft agreeable to hisown imagination. The timeappear-

_ ed tobe equally ill chefen, when the country was engaged ina

war, and after attempts had been made to agitate the minds of
men by the propagation of principles incompatible with the
exiftence of any Government. And, laftly, with refpe& to

. the fubje& of 'the petition itfelf, he thought it equally inde-

fenfible; the objet of it, as far as he was able to comprehend
it, was to obtain a right of univerfal reprefentation; an idea
fo wild and extravagant, thathe was aftonithed how gentlemen
could ferioufly propofe it. = He admitted that no gentleman in
that Houfe had advanced fuch an opinigme; but they talked of
making one uniform ftate of reprefentation throughout the
kingdom, and of reftoring it to its original conftitutioned bafis.

- He withed gentlemen would point out the period of the Eng-

lith hiftory, when the reprefentation of the people was accord-
ing to their opinion in'its purity.  The ftate of reprefentation
had remained nearly the fame ever fince the revolution ; and .
bad as it was reprefented to be, it was the cnvyuof Europe;;
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and under it, notwith(tanding the many expenfive and bloody
wars in which we had been engaged, this country had rifen to
2 ftate of wealth and profperity unknown to any country not
enjoying the benefits of fuch a Conftitution. In England the
perfonal liberty and fecurity of property were carefully pro-

. vided for, and that was what the advocates for reform pretended

to have in view ; but that Houfe would take care how they fa.
crificed the folid bleflings which we enjoy for the precarious
poflibility of greater advantages by a change. B
Mr. Chancellor PI'TT faid, ¢¢ I am anxious to deliver my
opinion before, from the latenefs of the hour, and the length
to which the difcuffion has been carried, the attention of the
Houfe thall be exhaufted. In‘the prefent {tate of the debate,
it is almoft impoffible for me to {peak on the fubjeé.’t without
recurring to points which have already been mentioned. . I
feel more particularly anxious, on account of the thare which
I have had in agitating the queftion of a Parliamentary Reform,
to ftate fully and diftinétly the reafons which induce me to. refit
the motion which is now brought forward. The que{’f:on at
the prefent time involves the fate of all thofe W.hO }.mve' hlthertf>
been {o long prote&ted by the Britifh Conititution ; nay, it
involves the fundamental principles of every fociety and form
of Government. But firft I ‘fhall beg leave to remind the
Houfe of the grounds upon which I cppofed the notice of a
Parliamentary Reform, when brought forward laft feffion.
"Fhe opinion which I then entertained is confirmed by what
has fince occurred, and has even received ftrength from the
petition now on the table, and the motion before the Houfe.
¥ then confidered the agitation of the queftion as capa.ble of
prodecing much mifchief, and likely to be attended with no
gbod. Such was the conclufion which I formed from expe-
rience. I had myfelf, on different occafions, propofed a re-
form in fituations which feemed favourable to my obje&, and

fupported by perfons of the higheft refpeGability, and had

even then failed. Several gentlemen, from a ’dregd of the
confequences of innovation, and from a doubt whether the ad-
vantage to be obtained was fuch as would compenfate for fhe
rifk incurred, oppofed my views. 1f fuch arguments had fo#—
merly fucceeded, how much force had they laft year acqu‘ned
from the dreadful leffon afforded in the example of a ncigh-
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bourihg kingdom ! 'The feene of horrors which it then pre-

fented exceeded imagination, far fhort, as it ftopt, of what"

has fince occurred. I perceived forming within the bofom of
the country a fmall, but not contemptible, party, who afpired
at fomething more than a moderate reform, whofe obje& in-
deed was nothing lefs than to introduce here thofe French
principles which, from their confequences, I could not regard
but with horror. I faw therefore, that while none of that

good of which a moderate reform might be produtive was to

be obtained, much danger might be incurred, and an opening
afforded to wicked perfons to fubvert that very Conftitution
which we were defirous to improve, only in order that we
might preferve. Or though the attempt to reform might not
. be attended with the total fubverfion of the Conttitution, yet it
might lead toa ftate of confufion and diitra&ion, which at
leaft would difturb the enjoyment of thofe bleffings of which
we were in pofleflion. I thus found the probability of good

- {mall, while the mifchief was of a fize fo gigantic as to exceed

calculation.  And upon this reafoning, cven if I had rated as
high as ever the advantages of a reform, and had feen a greater
probability than had hitherto appeared of accomplithing fuch
a reform, I would rather have abandoned my obje& than have
incurred or increafed the danger. I would rather forego for
" ever the ixdvantages of reform, than rifk for a moment the eX=
iftence of the Britith Conttitution.  Befides, I confidered the
neceflity for a reform, in confequence of circumftances which
had fince occurred to be confiderably lefs than when I had
brought forward my original motion. But how then was the
queftion argued on the other fide? The danger which I ftated
was not denied. But it was alledged that this was precifely
the time to bring forward a moderate reform, as the beft means
to quiet violent fpirits, and the fureft remedy againit ruinous
innovation. The gentlemen who now come forward in the

caufe of Parliamentary Reform, I have no doubt, wereen~ .

Couraged in their firft exertions by the hope that they thould be
enabled to overawe the violent fpirits, and that moderate men,
who might otherwifé have been mifled, would be induced to
join their flandard. " I have learned from their publications,
that they not only propofed to guide the minds of the people,

but alfo to be guided by them, and that they were refolved to -
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drop their views if they thould find that they did not meet
with a pretty general concurrence. Such was the fituation of
the bufinefs at the laft fefion. I will now inquire what has
pafled fince. And here I fhall enter along with the noble
Lord into the proteft againft not being allowed to introduce
the fubject of the affairs of France, which I confider as inti-
mately, eflentially, and infeparably conne&ed with the prefent
queftion. . ‘

Another year has now paffed in that country, difgraced with
excefles and outrages fo horrid, that they efface the memory of
thofe which formerly occurred, and leave of ‘them only the
faint traces, and the image hardly vifible. The conduct of
the French, in all its circumftances, bore a peculiar applica-

tion to this country: it prefented the fruits opening, in due
feafon, the legitimate offspring of thofe trees, under the fpe-
cious pretext of liberty, planted againft this country and its al-
lics. The French had difclofed a fyftem of dilfeminating their
. principles, and procuring profelytes in every part of Europe,
- a fyftem which they had particularly followed up with refpect
to this country.’ Such was the cafe without—what was the fi-
tuation of affairs within? Societies had been formed in this
country, affiliated with the Jacobine Clubs in France; and
though they had fince affumed 2 different fhape, were then
employed for the purpole of fpreading Jacobine principles.
In this obje& they proceeded with a degree of boldnefs and
confidence, proportioned to the fuccefs of the French arms.
We thus beheld the fcheme which we had anticipated as the
refult of the new Conftitutions in France opening upon us.
We had more immediately an- opportunity of feeing what
were the views of  the 'Legiﬂators‘ﬁiﬁli-Fr.ance with refpeét to
this country, and what their inftruments in England were en-
deavouring to effect. For while in France, they always men-
tioned the pretext of a Parliamentary Reform, as the medium
by which they were to introduce their principles ; their inftru-
‘ments here always took care to conneét the fyftem of Parlia-
mentary Reform with all thofe delufive do&rines, upon which
was founded the newly-raifed fabric of French freedom.—
Nothing lefs than a National Convention was held out asa
{ufficient remedy for the abufes which prevailed in the repre-
fentation, and.the 'f:ole‘ organ through which a more p@'rfe&
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form of Government was to be obtained ; namely, fucha Go-
vernment as fhould acknowledge no other fource of authority
and no other rule of conduc, than the will of the -majority.
In fhort, French principles were inculcated as the true ftan-
dard of. political belief, and the example of the French Go-
vernment propofed as a worthy obje& of imitation. I now
proceed to events of a more recent date. The {pirit of difaffec-
tion which had been thus raifed was happily kept under, and
prevented from breaking out into action by the feafonable inter-
ference of the Legiflature, by the vigilance and exestions of
the Executive Power, by the loyalty, vigour; and unanimity
of the people, and likewife by the interpofition of Providence,
in ‘the turn lately given to affairs on the Continent, and the
check experienced by the French arms. The admirers and
fupporters of French policy in this country felt a depreflion
of {pirits from the defeat of their friends and allies, which for
atime gave a fatal blow to their hopes, and compelled them to
conceal their views, and to aflume a veil of caution but ill
fuited to the ardour of their temper, and the boldnefs of their
enterprize. But though they had thus been forced for a while
to relinquifh their fchemes, it was not to be prefumed from

. this that they had by any means abandoned them——Noj; they

ftill indulged the fame hopes, they ftill meditated the fame

 plans, and only lay by to watch for an opportunity favourable

to the accomplifhment of their defigns. For that purpofe,
they had looked peculiarly to the queftion of Parliamentary
Reform. Previous to the bringing forward the prefent mo-
tion, a great number of petitions had been prefented to the
Houfe, equally fingular in their form, expreflion, and the
manner in which they had thus been fubmitted to notice. They
had been introduced under the aufpices of the gentlemen who
fupported the motion. They were all of three defcriptions,
except that one upon which the'motion was more particularly -
founded, and a petition from Nottingham conceived in exaltly

the fame terms with one which had been received from that

place in 1782. When it had firft been received, it came after
a long war, which had haraffed and exhaufted the country,
and the calamities of which it ftated as a proper ground for a

‘Reform of Parliament: unfortunately. it ftill employed the

fame language, and gave the fame defcription of the country,
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after a long and profperous peace. All thefe petitions came
either from England or from Scotland, or from places in Eng.
land and Scotland, that feemed to have no natural conne&ion
or likelihood of communication. Yet coming from thefe dif-
ferent places they wereall the fame in fubftance and nearly the
fame in ftile; whatever little difference there might be in the
expreflion, they feemed all to proceed from the fame hands—

* Non facies omnibus una
Nec diverfa tamen : qualem decet effe fororum.

They all, it muft be confefled, betrayed a ftrong family like-
nefs. Almoft the only difference was, that thofe from Scot-
Jand exprefled their furprize at the immen(e load of debt, not-
withftanding the extent of the taxes, which they ftated at

twenty millions, four millions above the truth.  All of them
" were the fame in prayer; they concurred in praying for the
right of univerfal fuffrage, as the bafis of that reform which
they defired. With refpet to thole petitions, two queftions
arofe ; firft, What weight they ought to have with the Houfe,
and how far they ought to be allowed to go in influencing their
judgement ; and fecondly, Whether thisis a feafon proper for

the confideration of that obje¢t which they claim, and favourt-

able to a-temperate reform? On the firft point, when peti-
tions came to the Houfe, fabricated, in appearance, fimilarin
fubftance and expreflion, it did not require much time to de-
termine in what point of view they werc to be confidered.
There was every reafon to {u{pect that they- Wc:re the work of a
few individuals. They had certainly much more the appear-
ance of the defign of a few individuals, than of the general ex-
preflion of the fentiments of the country.
then, what weight they ought to have ?  the anfwer was eafy.
None. What weight ought to belong to petitions coming to
that Houfe in thofe circumftances, carrying every appearance
of concert and fyftem, combined in the [ame prayer, and ex-
prefled nearly in the fame language? The fraud was too grofs
and palpable, and it wasevident from what quarter they came,
and with what views they were prefented. All the circum-
ftances in France and this country pointed out the prefent asa
feafon unfavourable to ‘a temperate reform. The gentlemen
- who fupported the motion had been engaged in a fociety for a

If it was afked,

T

~ of reform ?
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twelvemonth for the purpofe, as they themfelves ftated, “of al-
laying the violence of thofe who might be mifled by a blind
rage of innovation, and enlightening the people with refpet to
the nature of their true claims. Such had been the objets
which they had held out at their commencement; they had
propofed to make a fair experiment, to allow the people of
England a full opportunity of procuring a rational and mode-
rate reform 5 and if they fhould find that they could not fuc-
ceed, and that the people thould be difinclined to any plan of
reform, and not difpofed to profecute the meafures which they
fhould recommend, they were then to abandon their purpofe.
They had now gone on for upwards of a twelvemonth, pub-
lithing to enlighten the people, and ufing every means to pro-
mote their own influence, and during all that time’ they had
not been able to make a convert of one-man in England.—
They had been obliged at laft to come forward with 2 petition
of their own, introduced to the Houfe on the very day that the
debate was to take place. The other petitions which united
in the fame objeft of demanding Parliamentary Reform car-
ried a fufplcmus and dangerous appearance. Qught they not
then, confiftently with thofe principles which they had avowed
in the outfet, to have come forward upon this occafion, to
have acknowledged their miftake and their conviion, that

‘the people of England were not defirous of a reform, to have

given-up their object in which they found they could not fuc-
ceed, and to have joined with us in oppofing a reform which is
not even defired, and which could not be granted with any -
propriety- in the prefent mement, or even with the chance of
advantage to thofe for whom it is demanded? But what are
the grounds upon which they now bring forward this queftion
Firft, they ftate, that'from the general burft of
loyalty exprefled by the nation upon the firft alarm, thereisno =
reafon to fear that the people will pafs beyond the bounds of
difcretion, and that no feafon can be more favourable for a
temperate. reform than 'that in which they have {o ftrongly tef-
tified their attachment to the eftablifhed order of things, and
their relu@ance to any change. Of this temper they recom-
mend to us to take the advantage. But how f{tands the cafe? -
The fa&, Igrant, isindeed true. Butit is alfo true, that fo-
cieties in this country have been anxioufly feeking not to obtain
02 ‘
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reform, but to find caufe of diffatisfaition; not to allay the vio-
lence of innovation, but to inflame difcontent. 1s it then

out of deference to that {mall party, actuated by fuch princi-
ples, and purfuing fuch a line of condu&, that we are to grant

a reform, and not out of refpe to the great body of the people

of England, animated by a {pirit of the pureft loyalty, and too
much attached to the bleffings of the Conftitution and the pre-
fent Government, to wifh to hazard them by a change? What
then is the queftion at iffue? It is the fame queltion which
“is now at iffue with the whole of Europe, who are contending
for the caufe of order, of juftice, of humanity, of religion, in
oppofition to anarchy, to injuftice, to cruelty, to infidelity,
I am fenfible that ninety-nine out of a hundred of the people
of England are warm in thofe fentiments, are fenfible of the

fecurity which they enjoy for thefe bleflings from the frame of

our excellent Conftitution ; and fo far from wifhing to touch
it with an innovating hand, are prepared to defend it againft
every attack. Arewe to yield then to the clamours of diffatis-
fa&ion and difcontent ; and are we to difregard the voice of
. fatisfaction and gratitude? Are we in order to gratify"-‘(he ca-
price,. or footh the infolence, of a few difaffected, to neglett
the benefit of the common body? ‘Are we at a moment of
‘emergency like this, when the great caufe of all is at ftake, to
fufpend our cares for the public welfare, and attend to the dif-
cuflion of petty claims and the redrefs of imaginary grievances?
Are we, at fuch a moment, in order to pleafe a few individu-

als, to hazard the confequence of producing alarm'and diftrut

in the general body, firm and united in the common caufe?
This condu& would indeed refemble that of thofe who at the
« moment that their citddel was befieged fhould proceed to the
difcuflion of points of difference rather than attend to providing
the means of defence.” The next ground alledged for bringing

forward the motion for reform at prefent was, that this wasa =

time of war, and that from the fituation of commercial credit
the country was in a ftate of alarm and diftruft. Thefe cer-
tainly were very ftrange reafons for fuch a meafure ; if we are
engaged in a war for the purpofe of defending ourfelves againit
~a foreign enemy; was this a reafon why we fhould hazard the
confequences of any diftraction at home? This; inftead of

diminifhing, ‘would be the moft effeGtual method to add to the
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evil! Of the ftate of credit I fhall fay nothing, though the
reafoning, as applied to it, ftands in the fame predicament ;
certain it is, that confiderable embarraflment has lately taken
place; a circumfitance at all times very apt to refult from an
extenfive commerce. The Legiflature, much to their honour,
have {tepped forward, and made an exertion for the aid of the
merchants,” which, as it is extraordinary, I hope it will be
fuccefsful ; but can this embarraffment be afcribed to the Con-
ftitution, except by making the Conftitution the caufe of that
extent to which commerce has been carried? But could this
petiod and this ftate of affairs be brought forward as grounds
for reform—by gentlemen who laft year ftated on the fame oc-
cafion the duration of along peace, and the high ftate of public
profperity, as their motives for calling the attention of the
Houfe to that fubje&? Thefe were certainly two novelties
which require to be reconciled before the gentlemen can make
any pretenfions to confifteacy of reafoning. I fhall next pro-

ceed to remark on the precife nature of the motion itfelf. The.

motion‘is, to refer to a Committee one of thofe petitions for a
reform Which have been prefented to the Houfe. - Whether the
honourable gentleman who made the motion means likewife
to refer them all, is a point of which I am not afcertained.
[Mr. Grey here nodded affent.] If he means to refer them all,

- my reafoning on the fubject is reduced to a very thort compafs.
- Ought we to refer to a Committee to deliberate on the mea-

fure of unlimited fuffrage? The circumftance of having mov-
ed to refer the prayers of the petitions, without having pointed
out any {pecific plan for obtaining their objeét, clearly renders

itimproper to go into any difcuffion on the fubjeft. Thiscir-

cumftance has a tendency to excite difcontent, without afford-
ing the 'means of allaying it. Though I formerly moved for a
general inquiry, I was afterwards convinced, that it would be
attended with no good effect, and abandoned the motion. I
became fenfible that there was no chance of obtaining any ad-
vantage, but by bringing forward a {pecific propofition. If I
thought fo then, how much more muft I now be confirmed in
the fame opinion? If any objec is propofed for difcuflion, it
ought to be a fpecific obje&. The contrary mode can tend

only to' perplex the difcuffion, and to render it produétive of

mifchief, I fhall now fhortly obferve on the manner of intro-
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ducing this bufinefs. The honourable gentleman ftated faiily
and candidly, that he brought forward the prefent queftion,
not on the ground of right, but of expediency. I think f
too. To talk of an abftralted right of equal reprefentation,
isabfurd. It is to arrogate that right to one form of Govern.
ment, whereas Providence has accommodated the different
forms of Gavernment to the different ftates of fociety in which
they fubfift. There are as many different rights as the caufes
‘which occur to diverfify the modes of Government. There is
one right“for a Roman, another for an' Athenian, and a third
for a Lacedemonian; but though the honourable gentleman
difclaimed the ground of general and abftralted right, he has
{o far enlarged his ground of expedience as to embrace the mode
of reafoning, by which that wild theory is fupported. He has
declared himfelf ready totake even univerfal {uffrage, that mode
which he approves the leaft, rather than to f{uffer the Confti-
tuti(‘)n‘ to remain as it is. I fo far differ with him, thatl
would rather abandon what I conceive to be the beft plan of
reform, than rifk the confequences of any hazard to the Con-
ftitution, as it at prefent fubfifts. Can I'then embark in the
- fame Committee with the honourable gentleman, while he re-
jecs the only plan on which I have contended for reform; and
is ready to give into that which he himfelf deems the worlt!
I muft confefs myfelf alarmed at the extent to which he carries
his objef ; and, I cannot help looking at the fociety with
fome degree of fufpicion, in confequence of a letter whichI
find figned with his own name." This letter is addrefled to the
people of Sheffield. Thefe people have fo well benefited by
thofe leffons of caution and moderation which they received
" from their patrons, the Friends of the People, that they lately
addrefled to the Houfe a petition for Parliamentary Reform,
conceived in fuch terms as rendered it improper to be received.
They early communicated to the Friends of the People their
plan for a Parliamentary reform, by affembling 2 Convention

of National Delegates.  The anfwer to this is nearly exprefled

in the following words: — ¢ On the plan which you have
fuggefted we do not think it yet a fit time to -deliberate. Ina
more advanced ftage it may become a proper fubjeét of difcuf-
fion.” The honourable gentleman, in his ideas of reform,
proceeds upon grounds dire&ly oppofite to mine, not indeed
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lefs hoftile to my views than they are to the prefent form of the
Conftitution. Upon the whole, from the method which he.
propofes, I fee no probability of a temperate reform, and, if
granted, it would not even anfwer the end for which it is de-
manded. So far from fatisfying thofe who now folicit it, it
would only extend their views and multiply and encourage
their claims; they want not a Parliamentary Reform for itfelf,
but for fomething elfe, in ‘which they have profpe&t. They
confider it not as the end of their wifhes, but only means which
‘may lead to their accomplifhment. But here we are told, that
by refufing this reform, we are adting upon the fame principle
by which we loft America, by not complying with the demiands
of that country. The Americans defired fpecific relief; they
pointed out a definite object with which they pledged them-
felves to be fatisfied. It was refufed to them, becaufe it was
faid, that it would 6nly encourage them to afk for more. I do |
not now mean to enter on the propriety of this refufal, or a dif-
cuffion of the means by which America was loft; but I cannot
help remarking that there is a wide difference between the two
cafes. Here no fpecific relief is demanded, no definite obje&t
is pointed out. You are defired to give, what nobody afks ;
and to thofe who tell you, that even if you give it them, they
will not be fatisfied. It has been afked, who were the they {o
often alluded to in the courfe of the debate. The anfwer was
fhort.  They were thofe who have figned the petitions. They
claim that which can be refolved into nothing but a dedu&ion of
French principles: that which is termed the will of the majo-
rity, the will of the multitude. The motion requires you to
be prepared to deliberate whether it is right or not to give in-
dividual fuffrage. On this queftion, I am not prepared to de--
liberate ; firft, becaufe it wants no deliberation, and fecondly,
becaufe I have deliberated upon it long enoughalready. I have
not been fo inattentive to what has now paffed in a neighb(;ur-
ing kingdom, nor have I been {o unaffected by the tranfa&ions
which have there occurred, as not frequently to have taken
this fubject into confideration. I fhall now give my reafons,
why I am not prepared to deliberate on the queftion ; and firft,
becaufe my plan went to give vigour and ftability to the ancient -
principles of the Conttitution, and not to introduce into it any
hew principles. - "The merit of the Britith Conftitution is to be
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eftimated, not by metaphyfical ideas, not by vague theories,
but by analyfing it in pradtice. Its benefits are confirmed by
the fure and infallible teft of experience. It ison this ground,

that the reprefentation of the people, which muft always be
deemed a moft valuable part of the Conftitution, refts on its
prefent footing. In the hiftory of this country, from the ear-
lieft period down to that in which I now {peak, the number of
eleQors have always been few, in proportion to that of the

areat body of the people. My plan went to regulate the diftri-.

bution of ‘the right of ele&ting Mempbers, ‘to add fome, and to
transfer others: when fuch was my plan, am I to be told,
that I have been an advocate for Parliamentary Reform, asif
I had efpoufed the fame fide of the queftion which is now taken
up by thefe honourable gentlemen, and were now refifting that

caufe which I had formerly fupported? T affirm, that my plan -

is ten times more contrary to that of the honourable gentle-
man, than his is to the Conftitution: nay, I go farther; I
agree with the honourable gentleman (Mr. Windham) that to
adopt the {yftem now propofed, is toadopt the principles of the
French code, and follow the example of their legiflators.  As
thefe principles are unknown in the hiftory of this country, it
is to France only that we canlook for their origin. The fame
* principle which claims individual fuffrage, and affirms that
every man has an equal right to a thare in the reprefentation,
"is that which ferves as the bafis of that declaration of rights on
which the French Legiflators have founded their government.
We ought to recolleét that there are 250 perfons who poffefs
an equal voice in the Legiflature with that of this Houfe; that
there ts a King, who, to the third of the Legiflative, adds the
whole of the Executive Power ; and if this principle of indi-
vidual fuffrage be granted, and be carried to its utmoft extent,
it goes to fubvert the Peerage, and to depofe the King, and,
in fine, to extinguith every hereditary diftinction, and every
privileged order, and to eftablith that {yftem of equalifing
anarchy announced in the code of French Legiflation, and at-
tefted in the blood of the maffacres at Paris. The queftion

then is, whether you will abide by your Conftitution, or ha--

zard a change, with all that dreadful train of confequences with
which we have feen it -attended in a neighbouring kingdom !

Abide by your Conflitution, did I fay? It cannot be neceffary
: . . -
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for me to add a word more. But I would not ftop there if it
were poffible to go farther. If it were poflible for an Englith«
man to forget his attachment to the Conttitution and his loy-
alty to the Sovereign—if it were poflible for him to lofe all
thofe genérous feelings which bind him to his country and fe-
cure his obedience to its laws—if it were poflible for him to fa-
crifice all thefe to thofe principles which are brdught forward
to fupport a change of government ; yet, if he fhould attend
only to reafon, he would find them wild and illufive theories.
He would find the principle of individual will powerful and ef-
ficient to the deftruction of every individual and of every com-
munity ; but to every good purpofe null and void. He would
find that thofe rights which entitle all to an equal fhare in the
Government, are rights which only ferve to remove them from
ufeful labour, from fober induftry, and from domeftic connec-

“tions, and which abandon them to be the flaves of every idle

caprice, and of every deftructive paffion. The Government
that adopts fuch principles, ceales to be a Government; it

unties the bands which knit together fociety ; it forfeits the re- -

verence and obedience of its fubjects; it gives up thofe, whom
it ought to prote@, to the daggers of the Marfeillefe, and the
affaffins of Paris. Under a preténce of centering all authority
in the will of the many, it eftablifhes the worft fort of defpo-
tifin. Such is the ftate of that wretched country, France, the
deteftable policy of which has added new words to the diction-
ary, fuch as the phrafes of municipalities declaring themfelves
in a ftate of permanent revolution, and the nation itfelf in 2
ftate of fovereign infurre@ion! In what is called the Govern-
ment of the multitude, they are are not the many who govern
the few, but the few who govern the many. It is a fpecies of
tyranny, which adds infult to the wretchednefs of its fubjeCts,.
by ftiling its own arbitrary decrees the voice of the people,
and fan&ioning its acts of oppreflion and cruelty under the.

pretence of the national will. Such is the nature of thofe prin; L
ciples conneéted with theright of individual fuffrage; and how

far you are prepared to give countenance to that meafure, by

referring it to a Committee as a fubject of deliberation, you.
*_are now called to determine. '
Mr. SHERIDAN faid, thatif the right honourable gentle~

man who had juft fat down thought it neceffary to commence
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‘his {peech with an apology to the Houfe for troubling them gt
that late hour, furely, then, it might be natural that he fhould
make al{o an apology for intruding himfelf in'the prefent ftage
of the debate. He was fure that the Houfe, in any other cir.
‘cumftances than the prefent, might expect that apology ; but
on the prefent occafion he thould not make an apology, for he
‘would not pay the Houle fo ill a compliment as to infinuate
that the Members of it were not rcady to do their duty in that
Houfe, which was to hear impartially all that could be faid on
either fide of any queftion that came before them. The
Houfe had already heard, with paticnce and with attention,
much obfervation on both fides ; 1t was to their honour they
had done fo. He felt difficulties often when he had occafion
to trouble the Houfe, but upon this occafion he could not help
thinking that he ftood upon very advantageous ground. He
knew the advantage which the right honourable gentleman had
in that Houfe, and that for many reafons he was more likely
to be attended to than thofe who were to oppole him ; few, if
any, were heard within the walls of that Houfe fo attentively
as that right honourable gentleman. But the tafk which de-
volved upon the perfon who had now the honour to addrefs the
Houfe was great indeed: he knew that he and others of the
fame fentiments upon this {ubje& had to fpeak freely bold un-
welcome truths, and fuch as would not be heard with plea-
fure ; yet fo deeply was he impreffed with a fenfe of his duty,
that, notwithftanding. all thefe difadvantages, he fhould not
thrink from the tafk, but would do all in his power to perform
it, even in the prefent fituation of the Houfe. He would not
be difcouraged, although he knew the effe@ of the burgage te-
nures, of which the petition complained.  The petition ftated,
and he would repeat to that Houfe, ‘that many of the Mem-
bers could only properly be addreffed as the reprefentatives of
a particular perfon, and.not the people of England. This he
and thofe with whom he acted ought to fay to a great number
of the Members of that Houfe: men who were either fent
there by the exprefs interference of the Crown, or by indivi-
duals, at the will of the Executive Government.
to fay fo, in order to be able to render an account to the Pub-
lic, whofe agent and" attornies they were, in order to fatisfy
that Public that they had not neglected their duty, They were
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not in any cafe to be difcouraged from the difchargé of their
duty ; for though they knew their numbers to be {mall, they

et were. confcious their caufe was good. The fpeech of the

right honourable gentleman was an extraordinary effort of his

great, fplendid talents, noble and vigorous mind.. ‘He applied

all his powers to this fubjet : he appealed with his utmoft tkill

to the pride and the paflions of the Affembly. The right ho--
nourable gentleman was aware that he was addreffing his audi-

tors upon a ﬁlbjc& that required all his art, and therefore it

was that all the art he was mafter of was ufed. Itwas a to-

pic very worthy of the higheft art ; that of convincing a great
qnumber of men that his conduc at this moment was not in-

confiftent, although perfe&ly different from his former profef-

fions.  He thought, however, that the right.honourable gen~
tleman would have confined himfelf a little more to an expla-
nation of the fubje&t on which fo much objeGion had.been
taken to his condu& ; inftead of this explanation, he had
found out a great number of auxiliary evafions. - The right
honourable gentleman now objeéted to his honourable friend’s

motion upon this fubje& : he objected to it now, becaufe it -

was not {pecific, or becaufe it did not contain a fpecific plan ;
and jlet it was a little whimfical that this fort of objeétion
thould arife from that right honourable gentleman, who him-
{elf had propofed precifely the fame fort of motion. But the
right honourable gentleman told the Houfe that he was now
convinced of the impropriety of that meafure : convinced of
the impropriety ? What was it that convinced him? Was
he afraid - that the propofal of afking for a Committee to in-
quire into the truth of any allegation of the corruption of Par-
liament might be attended with fuccefs ! What was he afraid
of? Did he fear he thould be obliged to carry a plan for a
Parliamentary Reform ? " He hoped the right honourable gen-
tleman had fome reafons for this change of his mind, which

" were honourable to himfelf, although he had not divulged

them. But the change of the right honourable gentleman’s,
mind upon this part of the fubje& was fLill more inapplicable,
for he faid even now that he had not totally ubandoned all

thoughts of perfifting in fome meafure for a Parliamentary

Reform 5 and yet he feemed to fay that he thould never agree
“to any plan upon that fubject that had not {fome fpecific reme=
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dy to a ftated grievance. 'This was the more to be wondered
at, when it was remembered that when that right honourable
gentleman made one of his motions for a Parliamentary Re-
+ form with a {pecific remedy, he was negatived by a large ma.
jority. But when he moved it merely as 2 plan for a Com-
mittee of Inquiry, fuch as the prefent motion was, he was re-
filted only by a majority of twenty in a full Houfe. What.
ever the right honourable gentleman might think or might
wilh, Mr.’Sheridan faid, he, for his part, had no doubt but
that a motion for 2 Committee of Inquiry was the moft eljoi-
ble plan that could be propofed upon this fubje&t. ‘This, t;]e
faid, for tany reafons, one in particular, he could not help
ftating, which was the facility with which objections could be
ftated. - Many pe;fons, who were in their hearts enemies tg
the whole {yftem of any Parliamentary Reform, migﬁt yet,
for the fake of concealing it, fay, If you had brought fome
other plan forward, I fhould have given it my f{upport ; but I
am convinced that this plan is an improper one ; and therefore
there were always more enemies to a {pecific than a general
- plan.  This petition, therefore, in his opinion, was a proper
one. It ftated certain grievances, which the Petitioners were
ready to prove at the bar of that Houfe ; and he knew not
upon what principle of juftice it was that the Houfe could re-
fufe entering into an inquiry.  But there was [aid to be 2 reat
objection remaining to this petition, from the nature of itas al-
legation, as well as the prayer of it; for that it went to alk
that which was againft the principles of our Conftitution.
Gentlemen had laid great ftrefs upon what they ftated in that
refpe&, which was, that the principles of our Contftitution,
and the whale of the fyftem of our reprefentation, was feled,
and that a {yftem of general reprefentation would deftroy the
’/ whole of the {pirit of the Conftitution altogether, by which
reprefentation was not matter of right.  Gentlemen, in ma-
king this obfervation, were confounding the means with the
principle — the principle of our Conftitution was reprefenta-
tion ; the means were fele@ion and diftribution. To illuf-
trate this, Mr. Sheridan read the preamble of an a& of Par-
liament, paffed in the reign of King James the Firft, in which
was ftated, that the whole of the Commons were prefent when
 the bill paficd their Houfe. This was always the principle of
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the Conftitution of this country. Another thing was ftated as
an obje&tion to the petition, which was, that it went to the
extent of afking for an univerfal reprefentation. Nothing
was eafier than to fay fo ; but'that was not the fa& : the Pe-
titioners did not claim the right of univerfal fuffrage. But
gentlemen urged, as another objetion to the granting of the
prayer of this petition, the danger which would attend it; and
fome went {o far as to fay, that if there were a full and com-
plete réprefentation of the people in that Houfe, there would
be an end of the other two branches of the Legiflature ; for
that the power of the Commons would be fo great, that the
King and Lords would be voted ufelefs. Such obfervations he
thought highly dangerous, and he muft fay he did not think
that fentiments more mifchievous than thefe ever were uttered
within the walls of that Houfe ; and he was fure that if the re-
prefentation of the people were complete to-morrow, the peo-
ple of this country had too much good fenfe to inftru& their
reprefentatives to do any thing to affet the juft prerogative of

the King, or to diminifh the privileges of the nobility : ‘they .

would not fuffer their agents to do any thing of that nature,
becaufe they knew that if they did, their own power would be
in danger. He would repeat it, that the good fenfe of the
“people of this country would have their own intereft in view,
and that if the reprefentation of the people in the Houfe of
Commons was complete, the King would be firmer upon his
throne than he was even at this moment. Another obje&ion
made by the right honourable gentleman was that which arofe

from the danger of tranfating bufinefs in this cafe through

the medium of delegates. How the right honourable gentle-
man had, on a fudden, formed fuch a diflike to delegates he
did not know ; but it reminded him of what had happened on
a former occafion, when this fubject was under the diretion
of the right honourable gentleman himfelf ; they had then de-
legates, and he (Mr. Sheridan) happened to know this, becaufe
he was one of the Committee himf{elf: fo far was it from be-
.ing thought at that time an impropriety, that the right honou-
rable gentleman determined on carrying on the bufine(s in that
“very manner ; and the Lord Mayor of London gave them the

ufe of Guildhall to tranfa& their bufinefs, and gave them and

the delegates all the encouragement he could to proceed upon
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the plan which they had commenced ; but now the word dele-

gate feemed to be difagreeable to the right honourable gentle.
man. Indeed, Mr. Sheridan obferved, that there feemed

him to be a great deal of infincerity in the ‘condu& of the.

Chancellor of the Exchequer upon this fubje&t. 'He' fhoulq
have told thofe who had now brought this matter forward, that
they were not to expet his affiftance : this would have been
infinitely more manly than his prefent behaviour. He withed
the Chancellor of the Exchequer would either tell the friends
of Parliamentary Reform when' he thought he thould lend them
his - affiftance, or fay that he never will. - He had proved he
was of opinion that a feafon of permanent profperity:was not
the time. He had proved too that a time of . war was not.the
time. - Should they have the affiftance of the right-honourable
gentleman after the war ‘with France was ‘over, or fhould we
then . be told, that the French being fubdued, we fhould not
fuffer any alteration in our own Conftitution ? - He fhould ¢j-
~ ther fay at what time he fhould lend that affiftance, or fay that

he was in the wrong when he brought the fubje of Parlia-

mentéry Reform forward, and fince that time he had feen his
error, and had therefore abandoned his principle. Mr. Sheri-
dan faid he had rather hear that the right honourable gentleman
had abandoned it altogether, than find that he abandoned it
only while he was Minifter, and that he -fhould take it up
again when he fhall be out of power, becaufe that would caft
a fhade upon.the whole fubje&, and make the people of this
country think there was nothing like honefty among thofe who
profefled attachment to the rights of the people, and the peo-
ple might therefore defpife all parties, and come to a determi-

nation of doing every thing for themfelves. Mr. Sheridan |

then obferved, that the-right honourable gentleman had inti-
mated that the people were not defirous of a Parliamentary
Reform, and that only a few individuals had exprefled that

with.  Upon this occafion he referred to the fpeech of an ho-

nourable gentleman (Mr. Duncombe) early in this debate, and
there it would be found that the honourable gentleman had
faid that he believed in God that the predi&tion of the late
Farl of Chatham would prove true, that a reform in Parlia-
ment would be had before the end of the prefent century. It

had been faid that the meafure propofed 'would be dangerous at -
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~had" a better opportunity of knowing their error.
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the prefent moment, on account of the conne&ion between

France and this country.  There could not be a more unfair
argument than this, becaufe nothing could be more different

than the difpofitions of the people of France and the people of

this country.. The one knew, and had enjoyed'for.‘ a long
time, a certain portion of liberty ; the other had b.ut J'u(’z mxf?-
ed their defpotifm ; and therefore to refuffi to i'nqmre into this
fubje&t on that account was ridiculous. ,The right hon.our.able
gentleman had faid much on the vigour of our ConfhmFxon:
he never fhould attempt, he fuid, to deny but that the vigour
of our Conftitution produced wealth ; on the contrary, he al-
Jowed that wealth rofe out ef the Conftitution ; but if we per-
fited in not taking care to preferve that Conftitution by every
meansin our ;powerf; the very wealth it produced would be the
means of its deftru&ion ; and the wealth which the Conftitu~
tion had been the means of acquiring was the beft reafon why
areform fhould take place. - Mr. Sheridan then took notice of

the obfervation. of a right honourable gentleman (Mr. Wind-

ham), who had fpoken in a former debate on this fubje&t ;
that right honourable gentleman, in the courfe of his-{peech,
had faid, that he was oppofing thofe who had a with for a re-
volution-in this country, and not a reform. He took {fome
time to prove that they could not lay any {trefs upon the repre-
fentation of this country as a principle. He faw that one pe-
tition contained more names than zll the ele€tors of this coun-
try who returned one half of the Members of that Houfe.
This was certainly very alarming to thofe who agreed with the

‘logic of that right honourable gentleman, becaufe he main-

tained that the more numerous the Petitioners were, the
greater was the chance of their being in the wrong ; and yet
again, after thus fpeaking againft majorities, he proceeded to
run down the minority. That right honourable gentleman had
often been in a minority ; but having lately had dealings chiefly

with the majority, and therefore had an excellent opportunity

of thewing his judgement by dividing with the minority, he

played upon this point for fome time, he turned again to a fe~
rious view of the fubject, and obferved, that there were but
three ways of judging of any point: the firft was, by reafon
and truth ; the fecond was, by majority of the opinion of thofe
‘ 2
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who think on the fubjé& ; the third was, force. If the firlt
were fufficient, the other two would be unneceffary, and thers
would be no occafion for Government, becaufe if man was to
be governed by reafon and truth, he would be perfect, and,

being perfet, it would not be neceflary that he fhould be go.
verned ; but as man was a frail being, it was neceflary that he
fhould have fome government, and therefore there remained
but the other two for his choice. Now of thefe two he be-
lieved there was no difficulty in chufing ; for as we all abhorred
force, we came to the necefiity of adopting the opinion of the
majority of our fellow beings, and therefore the right honous-
able gentleman, in declaring himfelf in a ftate of permanent
infurreGtion againft the majority of the people, was not per-
fectly corre&t. As to the general challenge of proving the
abufe which {ubfifts' in our Government, Mr. Sheridan faid,
he had no delight in it; but as he muft anfwer Some then
of the abufes of which he complained, and of which a reform
of Parliament was the only remedy, were, that Peers of the
other Houfe fent Members to the Houfe of Commons by no-
mination ; that the Crown fent Members into that Houfe by
nomination too ; that fome Members of that Houfe fent in
Members by their own nomination alfo—all thefe things made
a farce of an eleGion for the places for which thefe gentlemen
were returned ; that men were created Peers without having
been of the leaft fervice to the Public in any aGion of their
lives, but merely on account of their parliamentary influence—
the prefent Minifter had been the means of creating a hundred
of them. He did not blame him, but the fault was in the {yf-

tem of Government ; that corruption was the pivot on which

the whole of our public Government affairs turned ; that the
colle&ion of taxes was under the management of wealthy men
in parliamentary intereft, the confequence of which was, that
the collection of them was neglected ; that, to make up the de-
ficiency, excifemen muft be added to the excife—this foured
the temper of the people; that neither in the church, the
army, the navy, or any public effice, was any appointment
given, but in confequence of parliamentary influence ; that,

in confequence, corrupt majorities were at the will of the
Minifter. He did not like to tell fecrets of the prifon houfe of

the Treafury, but in the prefent inftance he was called upon.

In fhort, whethet the: cye was dire@ed to the Church, the
Law, the Army, or to Parliament; it could only obferve the
feeds of inevitable decay and ruin in the Britifh- Conftitution.
He next animadvertéd upon the American war, its originy and
iue : there he maintained that delufion was pra&i’fed under
the pretence of taxation , but in the end this country had paxd
dearly for the experiment of Minifters. He alluded to the *
profelytifm which had been afcribed to the views of the French
nation, and of which they now feemed themfelves to be tho-
roughly athamed, {ince fimilar do&rines had been carried into
execution, by the Emprefs of Ruflia and the King of Pruffia,
with regard to the unhappy partitioned kingdom of Poland.
Mr. Sheridan concluded by flating, that the objet of reform,
he and his colleagues had in view would be perfevered in until
it was effe€tually accomplifhed.

Mr. ADAM faid, he felt it his duty to aflign the reafons for
the vete he meant to give, and this he fhould do in very few
words. Much as he refpected his honourable friend who pre-
fented the petition, and thofe wifo fupported the motion for
teferring it to a Committee, he faw no poflible advantage that
could arife from taking it into confideration. The ftyle of it
was not new : all the obje&ions which it contained to the pre-
fent form of the reprefentation were ftated in nearly the fame
manner by Dr. Paley, but with an inference very different
from that of the petition. ¢ The obje&ions,” faid Dr. Paley,
“ were of a nature to {trike only at firft fight, and to dilappear .
on more accurate examination.” -It was, therefore, highly

 neceffary to confider, when any alteration was propofed, whe-

ther the benefit to be gained was equal to the rifk to be in=
curred.  This do&rine had his entire aflent ; and to refer the
petition to a Committee would fhew only what they knew be-
fore, that there were inequalities in the reprefentation. The
next point to be inquired into was, whether or not the repre-
fentation, in its prefent form, was fuch as to fecure to the peo-
ple thofe rights which were the end of all government. [t had
been {aid, that the beft of all poffible governments would be
abfolute monarchy, under a wife and virtuous prince: this he
denied ; for although 2 wife and virtuous' prince might main-
tain thofe rights. to the people, they had no fecurity for their

‘being commued -Civil nghts could ‘not be fecure without
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political rights ; and the queftion now was, Had we fuch po-
litical liberty as to fecure the poffeffion of our civil rights?
That we once had was admitted. A learned friend of his
(Mr. Erfkine), who argued in fupport of the motion, admitted
that the reprefentation was fufficient for this purpofe before
the Revolution. Since the Revolution he affirmed that the
conftant operation of all changes had been to extend the per-
fonal and contra& the virtual reprefentation. The various adls
paffed to fecure the independence of eleCtions were proofs of
this ; and the increafe of wealth and population had added
much to the number of ele&ors in the great towns. There
was alfo another reafon : the debates in that Houfe were more
generally known, and more particularly attended to. Every
Member knew when he was {peaking that his arguments and
condu& would be difcufled and canvaffed by the public at
Targe. He therefore was clearly of opinion that the reprefen-
tation, in its prefent form, was fully adequate to all the pur-
pofes which it was intended to anfwer. For thefe reafons he
thould vote againit the motion. With refpet to the time of
making-it, there was no folid objecion; for the alarm on
which it was attempted to found an objection, he had always
~ believed there was no ground; and, conceiving the merits of
the argument to be as he had f{tated them, he conceived thofe
who' reforted to a variety of other topics to have rather wea-
kened than ftrengthened it.

Mr. FOX faid, he was forry to trefpals on the patience of
the Houfe at fo late an hour, when, after two days’ debate, he
could have but little hope that he thould either entertain or in-
ftru®. It was new and extraordinary, that, by the courfe and
mode of argument purfucd by the Chancellor of the Exche-
quer, he fhould feel himlelf called upon to apologife for par-
fitting in the opinion which he had always held upon Parlia-
mentary Reform, or to aflign his reafons and juftify himfelf
for not altering it as the right honourable gentleman had
thought fit to alter his. He had never before imagined that the

prefumption of guilt lay againft confiftency, and that whoever

prefumed to think as he had alway thought before muft imme-
diately be put on his defence. If the opinions which the

right honourable gentleman formerly profefled, if the propofi- |§

‘tions which he had endeavoured to perfuade Parliament ®
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adopt, were {o very erroneous, and pregnant with fuch alarm-
ing confequences as he had now depiéted, it was but natural
to fuppofe that he would have read his recantation with com-
punétion, and exprefled humiliation inftead of triumph in re-
capitulating the enormous mifchiefs to which his former errors
might have expofed his country. He aflumed that the right
honourable gentleman had completely changed his fentiments
on Parliamentary Reform, for he had exprefsly faid fo, with
the poor referve, that the time might yet come when he thould
think it as expedient as he had done before. The arguments
he had ufed would apply equally to all times; and it would
have been more candid to have faid fo explicitly, than to have
held out a hope, whom to pleafe he knew not, which, with-
out a fecond change of opinion as entire as the firft, could
never be realifed. 1In his arguments again(t the prefent mo-
tion he had had recourfe to the miftake that the obje of the
prefent motion was univerfal fuffrage ; agaihf’c this, which
made no part of the motion, more than half his fpeech was
employed, and every idea of that part borrowed from what had
been urged againft himfelf ten years ago by thofe who oppofed
his firft ‘motion of reform. Here he was only a plagiary ;
not a common plagiary indeed, but fuch a plagiary as Virgil,
who improved and adorned what he borrowed. He was
obliged to admit that his homourable friend who made the mo-

tion difclaimed univerfal fuffrage for his object ; but then, he

faid, look at the petitions, only one of which, however, con-
tained this dotrine. Was he ready to fay, that, when he
brought forward his motion in 1782, none of the petitions
then before the Houfe contained the very fame? But, in ad-
dition to the evidence of the petitions, his honourable friend
had, on fome other occafion, met certain perfons at a tavern,
known advocates for univerfzl {uffrage, which was almoft
proof pofitive that his honourable friend was fo too. How
did this fort of inference operate againft the right honburable
gentleman himfelf. When he brought forward his plans of
reform, he was acting at all points with the Duke of Rich-
mond, the great apoftle of univerfal fuffrage ; and it was
no very unreafonable fuppofition that his very firft motion on
the fubje@t of reform might have been. concertcd with. hlS
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Grace at Richmond Houfe, If then men’s intentions were to
be canvaffed by fuppofed privity to'the defigns of others, the
pr1v1ty of the right honourable gentleman to the Duke of
Richmond’s fyftem of univerfal fuffrage could not be denied,
and he muft be pronounced guilty by his own rule.
The rxght honourable gentleman’s next objection was to the .
" mode; the very fame mode which he himfelf had adopted,
On more mature conﬁderatxon he had altered his mode ; but
here he mutt intercede for the right honourable vemlﬂman $ju-
venile judgement, and in particular requeft that he would not
mﬁﬁ on dragging through the dirt all thofe who had fupported
him in his firlt motion. What reafon he had for changinga
motion, which he I‘o&.kon‘ly by twenty votes, was per haps bet-
ter known to himfelf than to others ; but he had no right to
fay that a motion of the fame kind was more dangerous row
~ than his own in 1782. He who had fupported all his motions
for reform, thought the firft the leaft objecionable of themall,
The mode of proceeding lately infifted upon, that a Member
who propofed the redrefs of any grievance muft move a fpecific
remedy before the Houfe could take the grievance into confide-
ration, was direétly contrary to the moft approved parliamen-
tary praé’uce. The Member who moved for 'a Comumittes
might go into it with a fpecific ftatement, which he might fee
‘ reafon to alter, unlefs mdecd the right honourable gentleman
had got an exclufive patent for altering opinions ; or the Com-
mittee, fuppoﬁno the grievance to be proved, might fuggelt a
plan of their own, fubjeﬂ" like every other, to future modifi-
cation or I‘EJC&IOD by the Houfe, when it appeared in the form
of a b!ﬂ Such was the moft convenient and the moft ordi-
nary mode of proceedlncr in' all matters of great importance.
Now what was' the . right honourable gentleman’s - fpecific
lan? He owed an apology toall thofe who voted for ity and
to him (Mr. Fox) among the reft, and who, although they
approved of a parhamentary reform, did not approve of his
- particular plan, but trufted, that, when the general queftion
was carried, they fhould be able to frame the plan in a lefs ex-
ceptlonable inanner. Thefe were the precife conditions on
which he then called for the fupport of all who withed well to
parliamentary reform ; and now he pretended to fay that, by
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fupporting it, they pledged themfelves not to the general quef«
tion, but to the particular. plan. The general rule was, for
all who agreed on the exiftence of a grievance, and the necef-

' fity of 2 remedy, to concur as far as they could, and then to

debate the particulars at_a ‘more advanced ftage. This was a
fufficient anfwer ad bomznem to the nght honoumble gentlc-
man, and to all the arguments againft the mode. All thofe
who withed well to the general fubje& ought to concur in
fupport of the prefent motion, and if that were carried, the
fpecific plan would come properly under difcuffion in a future
ftage. S
Another objedtion was to the time. When the right ho-
nourable gentleman made his motion, he alledged, as the rea-

fon for it, that there were ne adequate means for fupporting a

‘vgood Minifter, or of repreffing a bad one, without a reform in

the reprefentation ; that to the inadequacy of the fyftem had
the misfortune of the American war been owing; and that it
was, neceffary to provide againft the nation’s falling into a
fimilar calamity. What had fince happened to make the cala-
mity lefs to be dreaded, or the precaution lefs expedient?

" Under the adminiftration of the Marquis of Rockingham, an

adminiftration of which he approved, the right honourable
gentleman firft propofed reform, and that too in a time of
war, Under another adminiftration, of which he did not-ap-

‘prove, he again propofed it, and in time of peace. On nei-

ther of thefe occafions did he confider the character of the Mi-
niftry as at all affacting the expediency of his motion, nor had
he ever argued on it in that way. A third adminiftration {uc-

- geeded, of which he certainly did not entertain a bad opinion,

for he was at the head of it himfelf; {till he mamtalned or
faid he maintained, all the do&rines he had held before on the:
neceflity of reform. His reafon could not be that he diftrufted

the virtue of the then Houfe of Commons, for it was a favou- -

tite Houfe of Commons, on all occafions much extolled by
him. Such a favourite indeed, that his plan of reform‘was'
not to commence till after the diffolution of that Parliament.

- Thus, under all poflible circumftances of time, in time of

war, .in time of peace, under an adminiftration which had his

-confidence, under an adminiftration that had it not, and when .

he himfelf was Minifter, had the right honourable gentleman

Gk

SR

R

AT

AT e T

SR

R




R

[ 122 ]
agitated the queftion of reform. What was there now o
make it improper for another to do that which it had been

I
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fellow ;” fo the right honourable gentleman began to think,
that when he was a reformer, he muft have been a very foolifh.

proper for him to do in every variety of time and_circum- Z fellow : he might, neverthelefs, have retained {ome degree of
ftances ! The profperity of the country was no argument | candour for his honourable friend, who had not yet received
againft reform, for it was not urged as a neceflary meafure to *f; the new lights with which he was fo marvelloufly illuminated.

reftore profperity, but to give fecurity to the profperity which 1:; If the right honourable gentleman had refted his obje&ions on g
we enjoyed. That fecurity, by the right honourable gentle- 5 the change of circumftances produced by the events in France, :
man’s own admiffion, no change of Minifters, nothing elfe. ‘ his argument would have been rational, or at leaft confiftent.

could give ; for he had moved it when Minifter himfelf, and :

But he appealed to the recolle@ion of the right honourable
gentleman, whether he had not in 1785 argued as earneftly
againft univerfal reprefentation, and painted the dangers of it
in colours as {trong as he had done now? The events in
France, therefore, had produced no aggravation of the danger
in his view of the {ubje&, but rather made it lefs, in as much
as the example of its effets in France - had brought it into
. utter difcredit in the mind of every thinking man ; and what
he had not confidered as an objection to his own motion in

1785, he had no right to infift upon as an objettion to the
make the fame objection in the feafon of war, and much pub- ;

L motion of his honourable friend no
lic diftrefs.” This, which he adduced merely as an argumen- g He had always difliked univerfal reprefentation as much as
tum ad homines, to prove the inconfiftency of his ‘opponents, 2

; the right honourable gentleman ; but that diflike was no reafon
was attempted to be made a charge of inconfiftency againt - for charging it with more mifchief than was fairly imputable
himfelf. What objection could the right honourable gentle- toit. It had not been the caufe, as the right honourable gen -
man raife to reviving the queftion of reform in a Houfe of tleman alledged, -of all the evils in France. The firft, or
Commons which he had found {o favourable to him on cvery Conflituting Affembly, was not ele@ed on this plan, but on
other fubjet? He would hardly venture to fay that the old ufages and old abules ;. yet that Affembly had done fome
Houfe of Commons had been fo univerfally complaifar.xt to of the moft unjultifiable things done in France : it had defpoil-
him, that he was fure they would never fupport a bad Minifter. ed the clergy without regard to fituation or chara@er, and de-
Had they often joined him in oppofing Minifters whom he froyed the nobility. The fecond, or Legiflative Affembly,
thought bad, he might indeed fay that they would never fuffer was not chofen by idividual fuffrage ; for when the conftit.
mifcondu@ in a Minifter ; but on nine years experience of tion was framed, wild as the French were, they had laid many
fupport to his own adminiftration, it would be rather oo reftrictions on individual fuffrage, and made the diftin@ion
much to make the fame inference. There could be no objec- between aQtive and ina&ive citizens. It was, therefore, un- j
tion to the motion being made now, except that it was made jufk to eharge on it what was done by affemblies eleted before ‘
by his honourable friend inftead of the right honourable gen- it was brought into ufe. France, after doing great honour to
tleman. Jn the pride of his new wifdom, his prefent felf felt herfelf by fhaking off her old intolerable defpotifin, had fince
fuch contempt fyr his former felf, that he could not look b?Ck been governed by counfels generally unwife, and often wicked.

"on his former condu@ and opinions without a fort of inﬁx}tm‘g But what had this to do with our reform? It had been faid, 4
derifion. - As Lord Foppington in the play faid, ¢ I begin t  that French principles, though not more deteftable than the i
think tim_t‘ when I was a eommoner, I was a very nau{eaus Principle_s of Ruffia, were more dangerous and more to b . ;

he did not furely diftruft his own adminiftration. When his
honourable friend gave notice of his motion laft year —a part
of his argument which had been very unfairly treated — he
faid, that a time of national profperity and peace, as the-Mi-
nifter had defcribed that to be, muit be confidered as favourable
for reviving the queftion of reform. Since then this unfortu-
nate and mad war had been entered into, and his honourable
friend faid, * You who objected to my motion laft year, as
improper 1n the feafon of profperity and peace, cannot now
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guarded againft, becaufe more‘fafcinating. .Would any man
now fay that French principles were fafcinating ? What. then
had we to fear from what no man in his fénfes wopld with to:
L e .
CO{K right honourable friend of his (Mr Windham) had laft
night, in a very eloquent, but very whimfical {peech, endéa-
voured to prove that the rnajority was generall.y wrong. But
when he came to anfwer fome obje&ions of his own fuggeﬁ»
ing, he found himfelf reduced to fay, t.hat, ?vhen-h‘e dxf.Fered
fiom the majority, he would confider himfelf as egual}y inde-
péndent of the decilion of that majority as on“e independent
country of the decifion of another, which was juft to fz?y. that
he would put an end to feciety; for where every 1»nd1v1d51al
was independent of the will of the reft, no fociety could. ex‘lﬂ.(
1t was fingular for him to defend the decifion of the ~1’1.1a30r1ty‘
who had found it fo often againft him ; and he was in hopeg.
that his right honourable friend would %mve fhewn him f?mc
ealy way of folving the difficulty. His right honourable .frxend
faid a wife man would look firft to the reafon Of. the thing to
be decided, then to force, or his power of carrying that deci-
fion into effed, but never to the majority. He ».Would fay,
look firft, and look laft to the reafon of the thing, w1th.out con-
fidering whether the majority is likely to be for or ?gz?mi’t you,
and lealt of all to force.- He admitted that the m:a_]orfty mfght
.ibmetimes apprefs the minority, and that the minority might
be juftified in refifting fuch oppreflion, even by force 5 tf”t as
.3 géne;-al rule, though not without exceptlon’, the m?Jo;1[y<1n
every community muft decide for the wholg, becaufe in human
affairs there was no umpire but human reafo‘n.. Thc? preff
fumption was alfo that the majority WO}lld be right ; fori
five men were to decide by a majority, it was-probab}e tha:&
the three would be right and the two wrong, of Wh}(fh, }f
they were to decide by force, there would be no prgbabx?zty a;
all.  What was the criterion of truth but the general fenfe o
mankind? Even in mathematics we proceeded from certain
~ axioms, of the truth of which ‘we had no other proof but that

41l mankind agreed in believing them. If, then, what all.

men agreed on was admitted to be true, there was a ftrong

k jori e was
prefumption that what many, or the majority, agrcfad O.H’.'{ "
~true likewifes Even revesrence for antiquity refglved itle
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into this ; for what was it but confulting the decifion of the
majority, not of one or two generations, but of many, by the

concurrence of which we Jjultly thought that we arrived at B

greater certainty ! His objection to univerfal fuffrage was not
diftruft of the decifion of the majority, but becaufe there was -
no praétical mode of colle&ting fuch fuffrage, and that by at=
tempting it, what from the operation of hope on fome, fear
on others, and-all the finifter means of influence that would fo
certainly be excrted, fewer individual opinions would be col«
lected than by an appeal to a limited number. Therefore,
holding faft to the right of the majority to decide, and to the
natural rights of man, as taught by the French, but much
abufed by their pralice, he would refift univerfal « fuffrage,
Without attempting to follow his right honourable friend,
- when he propofed to foar into the fkies, or dive into the deep;
to encounter his metaphyfical adverfaries, becaufe in fuch
heights and depths the operations of the aGors were t00 re-
mote from view to be obferved with much benefit, he would
reft on practice, to which he was more attached, as being
better underftood. And if by a peculiar interpofition of Di«
vine power, could be colleGted all the wifeft men of every age

. and of every country into one affembly, he did not believe that

their united wifdom would be capable of forming even a tole-
rable conftitution. In this opinion he thought he was fup«
ported by the unvarying evidence of hiftory and obfervation—
another opinion he held, no-matter whether erroneous or not,
for he ftated it only as an illuftration, viz. that the moft fkil=
ful archite@® could not build, in the firft inftance, fo commo-=
dious a habitation as one that had be¢n originally intended for
fome other ufe, and had been gradually improved by fucceflive
alterations fuggefted by various inhabitants for its prefent pur=
pofe. If then fo fimple a ftruGure as a commodious habita~
tion was fo difficult in theory, how much more difficult the
fruture of a government ? - One apparent exception might
be mentioned, the Conftitution of the United States of Ames
rica, which he believed to be fo excellently conftru&ed, and fo-
admira_bly adapted to, their circumftances and fituation, that it
left us no room to boaft thatour own was the fole admiration

-of the world, The objection, however, was only apparent,

Thﬂy had not a conftitution to build up from the foundation ;-
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they had ours to work upon, and adapt to their own wants and
purpofes. This was what the motion now recommended to
the Houfe, not to pull down, but to work upon our Conftitu-
~ tion, to examine it with care and reverence, to repair it where
decayed, to amend it where defective, to prop it where it
wanted fupport, to adapt it to the purpofes of the prefent time,
as our anceftors had done from generation to generation, and
always tranfmitted it not only unimpaired, but improved, to
their pofterity. - : S ‘
His right honourable friend (Mr. Windham) had faid, on
a former occafion, (Mr. Flood’s mation), that if the conftitu-
tion of the Houfe of Commons were that the county of Mid-
dlefex alone ele@ed the reprefentatives for the whole kingdom,
he would not confent to alter that mode of reprefentation,
while he knew from experience that it had produced fuch be-
nefits as we had long enjoyed. Now, fuppofe, for the fake
of argument, that the county of Cornwall, fomewhat lefs likely
to be a virtual reprefentative of the whole kingdom than Mid-
dlefex, were, inftead of fending forty-four Members to Par-
liament, to fend the whole five hundred and fifty-cight, fucha
Houfe of Commons might, for a time, be a proper check on
the executive power, and watch over the interefts of the whole
kingdom with as much care as thofe of Cornwall; but with
fuch a Houfe of Commons no argument would perfuade him

to remain fatisfied, becaufe there was no fecurity that it would

continue to do fo. The queftion now to be examined was,

Did the Houfe of Commons, asat prefent conftituted, anfwer

the purpofes which it was intended to anfwer ; and had the
people any fecurity that it would continue todofo? "To both
branches of the queftion he anfwered decidedly in the negative.
Before proceeding to the reafons on which he thus anfwered,
it was neceffary to fay a few words on the circumftances
which, in his opinion, would juftify a change. Many things
fhort of actual fuffering would juftify not only a change, but
even refiftance. When the difpute began with America, it
‘was not becaufe it was held that the Britifh Parliament had no
legal right to tax America that the project of taxing her was
oppofed. The Americans indeed did maintain that the Britifh
Parliament had no fuch right ; but he and many others who
oppoled the meafure admitted the right, and he was till of the

*lefs—it was the war of the Court.
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fame opinion. What then was the ground of the oppofition ?
It was not any actual fuffering on the part of the Americans
they themfelves allowed that the taxes attempted to be im-.‘
pofed were of the moft ealy and unoppreflive kind. But al-
though thefe taxes were fo, they had no fecurity th;tt‘ heav
and oppre{ﬁve taxes might not, at fome future period, be i }:
pofed upon them by a legiflative body, ia which the; had Lno
reprefentation, with which they had ng yvery clofe conne&imi
of common intereft; and over which they had no meﬁm-:;f
control.  He, therefore, and thofe with whom he had J”comd
nour to aét, thought this want of fecurity, for what the" 'wvx;
not then athamed to call the rights of man, a fufﬁcien{ ca(;fé
of refiftance. They juftified the Americéns‘in that glorious
reﬁf’ca.nce, for which they were then called the advocates of
American rebels, as fome of them, though too familiar with
fuch charges much to heed them, were now Ealled the advo;
cates of the French. That glorious refiftance was ultimatel ‘
fuccefsful, and to that fuccefs would yet be owing the liberti };
of mankind, if in this country they fhould unha;pily be fuz-
fered to perith.  Jealoufy too was a good caufe of change ox;';
even of refiftance — not jealoufy captious or maiicnan% ’but
Jealc’)u.fy founded on well-examined and rational :roufxés of
fufpicion. Men were not bound to wait till the?r libérti S
were actually invaded ; prudence called for means of prev‘e';~
tion and defence ; and, to juftify thefe, it was {ufficient th‘ ‘
they faw a clear pofibility of danger. ‘ h
Now, to fhew that the Houfe in its prefent ftate was unﬁ:t
for ,tl%e fun&ions which it ought to difcharge, he referred\ té
the hiftory of the American war. It was dangerous to make
2 c.oncefﬁqn in argument, for on that conceﬂioxf was enerall’
built fome affertion very different from wh ; d

at ha en ¢
ceded. 1ad been con-

o He had once admitted that the American war was po-
Ru ar in the begmmngf, and on that had been built the afler-
tion, that he had called it the war of the peoplé. He never

cal - i ¥
called, nor meant to call it fo; for, in truth, it was nothing

By the Court tl j
e . -ourt the projeét
t ia;ﬁmg America was conceived, and the People were tvalgght
0 kK . b " B -
] § teve that their money would be faved, and. their burdens
¢aled by a revenue drawn from another country, -
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* Thus were they firlt deluded, and then bribed by an appeal
"“to their pockets, into an approbation of the {cheme of the
" Court. This was no affumption of his, for it was perfedtly
well known, that when a confiderable addifcion to the {tanding
army was propofed, the country gentlemen were induced to
agree to it, by hints that the expence would be defrayed from‘
another quarter, inftead of falling upon them.. Ir compliance
with the wifhes of the Court, the Houfe pafled the memorable
“Stamp a&. The Stamp a&k was refifted and rg?ea}gd; and
the repeal was as popular as the pafling of it had becn. Waf
this a prefumption, that the war was the war of the people f
Was it not, on the contrary, a clear proof that the people had
no definite idea of the objet of the war? When, by fubfe-
quent acts of the fame nature, and fimilar refiftance on thg
part of America, the war was brought on, then indeed thF in-
dignation of the people was excited by the fuppofed ingratitude
of the colonies to the mother country ; their paffions inflamed ;
the love of military glory, natural to the minds of a great and
brave nation, roufed ; and the war became popular. - But the
war itfelf was the a& of “the Court, deluding the People by

the fubferviency of the Houfe of Commons. The Houfe

pafled the Stamp a& ; the Houfe took all the other meafures
that led to the war, and voted that it fhould be fupported, not
~ as the organ of the People, but as the obedient fervant of the

Court. What was a fuccefsful war? he was fomewhat ata
" lofs to know. The American war, from the beginning, he

had always called unfuccefsful ; but he was year after year
. told that he was quite miftaken, and that the fuccefs was fully
adequate to every reafonable expe@ation. At lengtt.l came
the final blow, the capture of Lord Cornwallis and his army

— the war was acknowledged to be unfuccefsful, and the:

.- Houfe p\it an end to it, but not till {everal years after the ?éo-
ple had begun to fend up petitions and remonftrances againft
“!'In fome of the petitions on the table the accumulation of
the public debt was imputed to the defect of the reprefenta-
tion, and he was forry to fee fuch an abfurdity in them. The
“accumulation of the public debt was the neceflary confequence
of the wars which we had been obliged to maintain in defence

of our Conftitution and our natiopal independence ; and he.
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for one had no fcruple in declaring, that every war in which

we had been engageds from the Revolution to the American
war, was both juft and neceffary. He would, therefore, ac-

quit the Houfe of all the debt contracted, except for the Ame-

sican war, and as much as might fairly be imputed to too re-
-mifs a fuperintendence of the expenditure of public money ;
for all the debt contracted to fupport the American war, after

that war became unpopular, the Houfe of Commons was un-

doubtedly anfwerable. It was not enough for preventing
wars that we were- difpofed to cultivate peace, if our neigh-

bours were not as peaceably difpofed as ourfelves. When,

therefore, the petitioners talked of preventing wars by re-
forming the Houfe of Commons, they forgot that the work
would be but half done, unlefs they could give as good a Con~

ftitution to France as England would then be poﬁeiTed of.-

But when he mentioned this, he raifed no argument from it
againft the general prayer for a reform in the reprefentation.
A right honourable gentleman (Mr. Burke), on prefenting his
plan of conciliation with America in 1775, made a fpeech, in
which the virtues and the efficacy of reprefentation were dif-

" played with a force and clearnefs«unequalled. Were the peo~

ple of Ireland uncivilifed and unfubdued after a forcible poffef~

 fion of their country for ages, what was the remedy ? Repre~

fentation. — Were the Welch in perpetual contention among
themfelves, and hoftility to Englithmen, what was the reme-
dy? Reprefentation. — Were the counties of Chefter and
Durham full of difcontent and di'forder, what was the reme-
dy? Reprefentation. — Reprefentation was the univerfal pa-
nacea, the cure for every evil. - When the Englith Conftitu~
tion had once arifen in their fight, all was harmony, within
and without — o ‘

Simul alba nautis
Stella refulfit,
Defluit faxis agitatus humor;
Concidunt venti, fugiuntque nubes ;
Et minax (fix di voluere) ponto
Unda recumbit.

Let gentlemen read this fpe‘eéh‘ by day, and meditate on it
by night ; let them perufe it again and again, ftudy it, imprint
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it on their minds, imprefs it on their hearts ; they would there
learn that reprefentation was the fovereign remedy for every |
diforder, the infallible fecurity againft popular difcontent ; let

them learn this, and give to the people not the unreal moc- ,

kery, but the efficient fubftance of reprefentation.

He came next to confider the condu&t of the Houfe fince
the American war, When the India bill, which he had the
honour to propofe, was loft, was it becaufe the bill was un-
popular ? By no means. Whatever odium had been after
wards excited againft it, the people had then exprefled no dif-
approbation.  The right honourable gentleman (Mr. Pitt)
had no hand in its defeat ; for, ready and able as he was to
fpeak againtt it, it pafled the Houfe of Commons by a great
majority. By whom then was it thrown out? Let the merit
be given to thofe to whom it belonged—it. was thrown out by
certain Bedchamber Lords, acting under the direGtion of thofe
who had accefs to advife the King. The difmiffion of the Mi-
niftry followed the rejection of the bill, and the Houfe of
Commons adhered to the difcarded Minifters. The right ho-
nourable gentleman would {urely allow that the Houfe, in or-
der to execute its fun&tions, ought to command refpe&
Did it command refpet on that occafion? Was it refpeted
by the Crown, by the Peers, or by the Peaple? The advi-
fers of the Crown difregarded its remonfirances ; the Peers
came to refolutions cenfuring its proceedings ; and the People
treated it not as their organ in the Conftitution, and the guar-
dian of their rights, butas a faction leagued to opprefs them,

with whom they had no common intereft or common caule. .

Since that peried the Houfe had not only commanded refped,
but praife, from:thofe who were permitted to adyife the
Crown, not by oppofition, but by prompt obedience; not by
a watchful and jealous guardianthip of the interclts of the
Peoplek, but by implicit‘conﬁdence in Minifters and pliant
acquiefcence in the meafures of the Court. - Thrice had that
Houfe of Commons, which he fhould never _mention but with
honour, refilted the influence of.the Crown, and nothing then
was talked of but a reform of Parliament. The Houfe of
Commons had been now for nine years a complaifant and con=
fiding body, and the cry of reform from thofe who were for-
merly the loudeft and moft aQtive was heard no more. Reform

1
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was then the only thing that could fave the Conftitution : the

very found of reform was now pregnant with the moft immi~

nent and gigantic danger. When that Houfe of Commons
refifted the influence of the Court, they were told that they
were not the reprefentatives of the people, and that they were
not fo chofen as they ought to be. The people felt that
the charge was true in part, and were eafily induced to give
credit to the whole.
fen in'a lefs objetionable manner, had the people confidered
them as their reprefentatives, could they have been fo con-
temptuoufly treated and fo ignominioufly difmiffed as ‘they
were! No; the people would have feen that the caufe of
their reprefentatives was the fame with their own : they would
‘have given them their confidence and their fupport. But, it
was faid, 2 Houfe of Commons fo chofen as to be a complete
reprefentative of the People, would be too powerful for the
Houfe of Lords, and even for the King : they would abolifh
the one, and difmifs the other. If the King and the Houfe
of Lords were unneceflary and ufelefs branches of the Confti-
tution, let them be difmiffed and abolithed ; for the people

were not made for them, but they for the people. If, on the

c'ontrary, the King and the Houfe of Lords were felt and be-
lieved by the people, as he was confident they were, to be not.
only ufeful but effential parts of the Conftitution, a Houfe of
Commons, freely chofen by, and {peaking . the fentiments of,
the people, would cherifh and prote& both within the bounds
which thie Conftitution had affigned them. In the Ruffian ar-
mament, what had been the mode of proceeding? The Mi-
nifter thought proper to arm againft Ruffia, and the Houfe of
Commons was called upon to vote the fupplies. Were they
fillOWed to inquire into the neceflity of that armament, or to
!udge of its propriety? No ; they were told that to Minifters
1t .bglonge'd to judge, and to them to confide ; and on this im-

Plicit confidence they voted the fums demanded of them, In

the mean time, the people thewed their difapprobation of a

war with Ruffia ; the Minifter adopted their fentiments ; calls

ed on the Houfe of Commons to agree with him in this change

~of ‘opinion, and the Houfe acquiefced. He would neither al-

low the Houfe of Commons to judge in the firft inftance, nor,
through him, look for the opinion of the people in the fecond,

Had that Houfe of Commons been cho-
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He was to-colle& the opinion of the people, and tell thofe

who ought to be their reprefentatives, and the organs of their

fentiments, what that opinion was. The leffon thus held out

1o every man in the Houfe was this—¢¢ If you look for ho-
nour or for power, you muft take care to conciliate the advi-
fers of the Crown by a ready fubferviency to whatever: they
require. If you prefume to counteract them, you may enjoy
the confcioufnefs of ferving the public without hope or re-
ward ; but from power and fituation, from all the fair objeéts
of honourable ambition, you are for ever excluded.”

Having thus fhewn that the Houfe of Commons, as now
conftituted, was neither adequate to the due difcharge of its
duties at prefent, nor afforded any fecurity that it would be fo
in future, what remained for him to anfwer but general topics
of declamation? He had fufficient confidence in the maxims
he had early learned, and fufficient reverence for the authors
from whom he learned them, to brave the ridicule now at-

“tempted to'be thrown upon all who avowed opinions that till
very lately had been received as the fundamental principles of
liberty. He was ready to fay with Locke, that government
originated not only for, but from the people, and that the peo-
ple were the legitimate fovereign in every community. If
fuch writings as were now branded as fubverfive of all govern-
ment had not been read and ftudied, would the Parliament of
1640 have done thofe great and glorious things, but for which

gt
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been produéive of fuch important acquifitions of liberty.
With equal propriety our anceftors might have been afked if

they would alter that Conftitution under which fo great an

acquifition to Iiberty as Magna Charta had been obtained ;
and yet, after the acquifition of Magna Charta, the condition
of this country had been fuch as was rather to be execrated
and detefted, than cherifhed and admired. When gentlemen
talked of the danger of rath innovation, and the great advan-
tages of temperate and {low reform, they might find all they
had to fay anticipated in a much more pleafant treatife than
any of their fpecches, viz. the Tale of a Tub, where bro-
ther Jack’s tearing off the lace points and embroidery from
his coat, at the hazard of reducing the coat itfelf to tatters,
and brother Martin’s cautioufly picking up ftitch by ftitch,
exhibited an abftra& of all their arguments on the fubject.
The feptennial a&, in the opinion of many, had been the
means of preferving the Houfe of Brunfwick on the throne.
But had fuch a Houfe of Commons as the prefent been then
in being, what would have become of the Houfe of Brunf-

- wick and the Proteftant fucceflion ? ¢ What!” they would

have faid, ¢adopt fo violent an innovation as feptennial
inftead of triennial Parliaments; do you mean to fubvert
the whole fabric of the Conftitution? ‘Triennial Parlia-
ments were fan&ioned at-the glorious epock of the Revolu-~
tion ; to triennial Parliaments we owe all the profperity, all

the glory of the reigns of King William and Queen Mary 5

" we might have been now receiving the mandates of a defpot,
like Germans, or any other flaves. A noble Lord (Morning-
ton) had difcovered that Roufleau, in his Social Contraét, had
faid a' very extravagant thing. He was not very well qualified
to judge, for he had found the beginning of the Social Con-
tra@ fo extravagant, that he could not read it through ; but he

believed it was one of the moft extravagant of that author’s
‘works. He did not mean to fay that the noble Lord had. pro-
duced an extravagant faying from Roufleau as 2 novelty ; but
it was fomewhat remarkable that an extravagant thing, from ‘
the moft extravagant work of an extravagant foreign author,
fhould be produced as an argument againit a reform in the re-
prefentation of the:people of Great Britain. * Reverence for an-
tiquity was then appealed to, and gentlemen were atked if

‘ they would confent to alter that which-in former times }had

to triennial Parliaments are we indebted for the vi€tory of
Blenheim.”— As rationally might they have faid, that to
triennial Parliaments they were indebted for the viCtory of

A o

Sarum to fend Members to Parliament we were indebted for
our annual exports being increafed {even millions. If to
fuch fources as thefe national profperity was to be traced ; if
for the eflfence of our Conftitutfon we were to repair to a
cottage on Salifbury Plain; or, for the fake of antiquity
more reverend, let us take Stonehenge for Old Sarum ; then
might we undertake pilgrimages to the facred thrine, and tel
each admiring ftranger, ¢ Look not for the caufes of our
envied condition in the fyltem of our government and laws 5

»

Blenheim, as it might be now faid, that to the right of Old
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here refides the hallowed depofit of all the happinefs we ey
joy; but if you move one of thefe rugged ftones from ano-
ther, the Britifh Conftitution is thrown from its bafis agg
levelled with the duft.”—A right honourable friend of his
[,Mr._ Windham was Chairman of the Downton Cotnmittee]
had been lately employed for many weary days in eXamining
the divifions of burgage tenures, to bé found in a trench gt
Downton. Had it occurred to him, that in this trench he
was fearching for the moft eflential principles of the Confti-
tution, the inveftigation would have been fomewhat lefs irk-
fome, the labour fomewhat lefs faftidious.
The petition prefented fad@s into which the Houfe was
~ bound to inquire, both in its legiflative and its inquifitorial
capacity. In the petition it was affirmed, that Peers nomi.
nated Members to feats in the Houfe ; and they had a ftand-
ing order that no Peer fhould interfere in elections. In the
~ petition it was aflerted, that bribery and corruption were
- openly pra&ifed at eletions ; and they had a ftanding order
againit bribery and corruption. Let thofe fads be inquired
into, or thefe idle denunciations be expunged from their
Journals. A Selet Committee had reported bribery againft
~«ertain eletors of Stockbridge ; and a bill of pains and pe-
nalties, which had been founded on that report, had been
rejefled.  He' was not forry for it: he withed not to fee 2
poor man punithed for felling his vote, while the fale of
feats was connived at. The corruption of an individual
“voter was undoubtedly an evil, but {mall in comparifon of
the mifchievous effeéts which the fale of feats muft produce
on ‘the minds of the fcllers and the buyers, while both of
‘them knew that it was contrary to law. Let the Houfe in-
quire and put a ftop to {uch pra&ices, or avow their expe-
~diency and repeal the laws that made them criminal.
The latene(s of the hour, the clearnefs of the caufe, and
~the danger of rejecting the motion, rendered it unneceflary
for him to infift farther upon it. One word only with re-
{pect to the time. It was triumphantly faid, by gentlemen
on the other fide, that ninety-nine out of every hundred of
the people of England were well affeted to the Conftitu-
tion, and he believed that they were right. Where then was
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the danger of inquiring into the defets of the Conftitution
with a view of corre&ting them? Could they hope for ’fome
olden period, in which the proportion of the ill-affelted
would be lefs than as one to ninety-nine? The objection to
the time was therefore a fallacy, a mere pretext for putting off
what the Houfe could not help feeing to be neceflary, but
felt unwilling to begin. This manner of poftponing, on the
moft frivolous pretences, what could not be denied to be fit,
was more properly the objeét of ridicule than of argument :
the time muft come when the Houfe would be unable to dif-
guife, even from themfelves, the neceflity of inquiring into
the ftate of the reprefentation; and then too, perhaps, they
might give room for a new application of the poet’s raillery
on an individual
¢¢ Let that be wrought which Mat doth fay:
Yea, quoth the Erle, but not to-day.”
Mr, WINDHAM faid a few words in explanation.
Several Members rofe to fpeak, but the Houfe calling loudly
for the queftion, it was put, and the Houfe divided ;
For referring the petition to a Committee, 41
Againtt it, - 282
The Houfe adjourned.
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The following is an authentic Copy of the Petition, praying
for a Reform in Parliament, prefented to the Houfe by
Mr. Grey :

To the Honourable the Commons of Great Britain, in
Parliament affimbled ;

The humble Petition, &c. fheweth,

Tuar, by the form and fpirit of the Britifh Conftitu-
" tion, the King is vefted with the fole executive power. .

That the Houfe of Lords confifts of i.ords Spiritual and
Temporal, deriving their titles and confequence either from
the Crown, or from hereditary privileges.

‘That thefe two powers, if they acted without control,
would form either a defpotic monarchy, or a dangerous
oligarchy.

That the wifdom of our anceftors hath contrived that
thefe authorities may be rendered not only harmlefs, but
beneficial, and be exercifed for the fecurity and happinefs of
the people. ‘

That this fecurity and happinefs are to be looked for in
the introdu&tion of a third eftate, diftin& from, and a
check upon, the other two branches of the Legiflature;
created by, reprefenting, and refponfible to, the people them-~
felves. ‘

That fo much depending upon the prefervation of this
third eftate, in fuch its conftitutional purity and ftrength,
your petitioners are reafonably jealous of whatever may ap-
pear to vitiate the one or to impair the other.

That at the prefent day the Houfe of Commons does not
fully and fairly reprefent the people of England, which,
confiftently with what your petitioners conceive to be the
principles of the Conftitution, they confider as a grievance,
and therefore, with all becoming refpect, lay their com-
plaints before your honourable Houfe. :

“That though the terms in which your petitioners ftate
their grievance may be looked upon as ftrong, yet your ho-
nourable Houfe is entreated to believe that no expreffion is
made ufe of for the purpofe of offence.
) “Your petitioners in affirming that your honourable Houfe
1snot.an adequate reprefentation of the people of England,
do but ftate a fa&, which, if the word ¢ reprefentation ” be
accepted in its fair and obvious fenfe, they are ready to
Prove, and which they think detrimental to their inte-
refts, and contrary to the fpirit of the Conftitution,
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How far this inadequate reprefentation is prejudicial to
their interefts, your petitioners apprehend they may be al-
Jowed to decide for themfelves; but how far it is contrary
to the {pirit of the Conflitution, they refer to the confi-
deration of vour honourable Houfe. - -

If your honourable Houfe fhall be pleafed to determine
that the people of England ought not to be fully repre-
fented, your petitioners pray that fuch your determination
may be made known, to the end that the people may be ap-
prized of their real fituation; but if your honourable Houfe
thall conceive that the people are already fully reprefented,
then your petitioners beg leave to call your attention to the
folluowing fadts: :

Yqur petitioners complain, that the number of reprefen.
tatives afligned to the different counties is grofsly difpropor-
tioned to their comparative extent, population, and trade.

Your petiticners complain, that the eleive franchife is
fo partially and unequally diftributed, and is in fo many in-
flances committed to bodies of men of fuch very limited
numbers, that the Majority of your honourable Hou'e is
elected by lefs than fifteen thoufand eleGtors, which, even
if the miale adults in the kingdom be eftimated at fo low a
number as three millions, is not more than the two hun-
dredth part of the people to be reprefented. o

Your petitioners complain, that the right of voting is
regulated by no uniform or rational,prmciple‘.

Y our petitioners complain, that the exercife of the elecs
tive franchife is only renewed once in feven years.

Your petitioners thus diftin&tly fate the fubje& matter of
their complaints, that your honourable Houfe may be con-
vinced that they are alting fromno {pirit of general difcon-
rent, and 'that you may with the more eafe be enablcd;.to
inquire into the fats, and to apply the remedy. )

For. the evidence in fupport of the firft complaint, your
petitioners refer to the return book of. your h'bnourable
Houle —Is it fitring, that Rutland and York{hlre.fhould
bear an equal rank in the {cale of county repre»fentfmon; or
can it be right, that Cornwall .alene fhould, by its extra-
vagant proportion of borough Members, outnumber not
only the reprefentatives of Yorkfhire and Rutlanc_l tog_ethe!‘,
but of Middlefex added to them? Or, if a diftin&ion be
taken between the landed and the trading interefts, m‘:lﬂ'.
it not appear. monftrous that. Cornwall a;?d ,Wdt_ﬂum
fhould fend more borough Members to Parliament, than
Yorkfhire, Lancathire, Warwickfhire, Middlefex, =W0f‘
sefterlhire, and Somerfetfhire united? and that the total
reprefentation of all Scotland fhould: but vexceed by one

3
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Member, the number returned for a fingle county in Eng-
land ¢ ) .. .

The fecond complaint of your petitioners, is founded on
the unequal proportions in which the eleGive franchife is
diftributed, and in fupport of it,

They affirm, that feventy of your honourable Members
are returned by thirty-five places, where the right of voting
is vefted in burgage'and other tenures of a fimilar defcriyp-
tion, and in which .it would be to trifle with the patience
of your honourable Houle, to mention any number of voters
whatever, the eleftions at the places alluded to being noto-
rioufly a mere matter of form. And this your petitioners
are ready to prove. o

They affirm, that in addition to the {feventy honourable

- Members {o chofen, ninety more of your honourable Mem-
bers are elefted by torty-fix places, in none of which the

number of voters exceeds fifty. And this your petitioners

-are ready to prove.

~ They affirm, that in addition to the hundred and fixty
{o elected, thirty-feven more of your honourable Members
are eleCted by nineteen places, in none of which the number

of voters exceeds one hundred. And this your petitioners .

are ready to prove.

They affirm, that in addition to the hundred and ninety-
feven honourable Members fo chofen, fifty-two more are re-
turned to ferve in Parliament by twenty-fix places, in none
of which the number of voters'excceds two hundred. And
this your petitioners are ready to prove.

They affirm, that in addition to the two hundred and
forty-nine fo elected, twenty more are returned to ferve
in Parliament for counties in Scotlar‘ad, by lefs than cone
hundred eletors each, and ten for counties in Scotland by
lefs than two hundred and fifty each. And this your peti-

tioners are ready to prove, even admitting the validity of

fictitious voues. ,

They affirm, that in addition to the two hundred znd fe-
veaty nine fo elefted, thirtcen diftriGts of burghs of Scot-
land, not containing one hundred voters each, and two dif-
triéls of burghs, not containing one hundred and twenty-
five each, return fifteen more lionourable Members, And
this your petitioners are ready to prove.

And in this manner, according to the prefent flate of the
teprefentation, two hundred and ninety-four of your honou-
rable Members are chofen, and, being a majority of the en-

tire Houfe of Commons, are enabled to decide all quedlions.

In the name of the whole people of England and Scotland.
The third complaint of your petitioners is founded-on the
prefent complicated rights of voting, From tlie caprice
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with which they have been varied, and the obfcurity in
which they have become involved by time and contradic-
tory decifions, they are become a fource of infinite con-
fufion, litigation, and expence.

Your petitioners need not tender any evidence of the in-
conveniences which arife from this defet in the reprefenta-
tion, becaufe the proof is to be found in your Journals,

and the minutes of the different Committees who have been

appointed under the 1oth and 11th of the King. Your ho-
nourable Houfe is but too well acquainted with the tedious,
intricate, and expenfive fcenes of litigation which have been
brought before you, in attempting to fettle the legal import
of thofe numerous diftinétions which perplex and confound
the prefent rights of voting. How many months of your
valuable time have been waited in liftening to the wrang-
ling of lawyers upon the various fpecies of burgagehold,
leatehold, and freehold! How many Committees have
been occupied in inveftigating the nature of fcot and lot,
potwallers, commonalty, populacy, refiant inhabitants, and
inhabitants at large! What labour and refearch have heen
employed in endeavouring to afcertain the legal elaims of
borough-men, aldermen, port-men, fele¢t-men, burgefes,
and council-men! And what confufion has arifen from the
complicated operation of claihing charters, from freemen re-
fident and non-refident, and from the different modes of
obtaining the freedom of corporations by birth, by fervi.
tude, by marriage, by redemption, by election, and by pur-
chafe ! "On all thefe points it is, however, needlefs for your
petitioners to enlarge, when your honourable Houfe recol-
Tects the following fats; namely, that fince the twenty-fe-
cond of December, 1790, no lefs than twenty-one Com-
mittees have been employed in deciding upon litigated rights
of voting. Of thefe, eight were occupied with the difputes
of three boroughs, and there are petitions from four places

- yet remaining before vour honourable Houfe, waiting for

2 final decifion to infurm the electors what their rights
really are. ' ; .

But the complaint of your petitioners on the fubjedt of
the want of an uniformn and equitable principle in regula-
ting the right of voting, extends as well to-the arbitrary
manner in which fome are excluded, as to the intricate

ualifications by which others are admitted to the exercife
of that privilege.

Religious opinions create an incapacity to vote.
pifts are excluded generally, and, by the operation of the
Teft Laws, Proteftant Diflenters are deprived of a voice in
the ele@ion of reprefentatives in about thirty boroughs,

T

where the right of voting is confined to corporate officers

All Pa-
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,lone; a deprivation the more unjuftifiable, becaufe, though

confidered as unworthy to vote, they are deemed capable of
being elected, and may be the reprefentatives of the very

places for which they are difqualified from being the
gleftorss

A man poflefled of one thoufand pounds per annum, or
any other {um, arifing from copyhold, leafehold for ninety-
nine years, trade, property in the public funds, or even
frechold in the city of London, and many other cities and
towns having peculiar jurifdictions, is not thereby entitled
to vote. Here again a ftrange diftinction is taken between

eledting and reprefenting, as a copyhold is a fufficient qua-

lification to fit in your honourable Houfe.
A man paying taxes to any amount, how great foever,

"for his domeflic eftablifhment, does not thereby obtain a

right to voté, unlefs his refidence be in fome borough where
that right is vefted in the inhabitants. This exception ope-
rates in fixty places, of which twenty eight do not contain
three hundred voters each, and the number of houfeholders
in England and Wales (exclufive of Scotland,) who pay
all taxes, is 714,911, and of houfeholders who pay all taxes,

but the Houfe and window taxes, is 284,459, as appears by

areturn made to- your honourable Houfe in 1785 ; fo that,
even fuppofing the fixty places above mentioned to con-
tain, one with another, one thoufand voters in each, there
will remain 939,370 houfeholders who have no- voice in the
reprefentation, unlefs they have obtained it by accident or
by purchafe.  Neither their contributions to the public bur-
dens, their peaceable demeanor as good fubjets, nor their
general refpeability and merits as ufeful citizens, afford
them, as the law now ftands, the {malleft pretenfions to

participate in the choice of thofe. who, under the name of

;hEi!' reprefentatives, may difpofe of their fortunes and li-
erties, ‘ '

In Scotland, the grievance arifing from the nature of the

rights of voting, has a different and fill more intolerable
operation. In that great and populous divifion of the king-
dom, not only the great mafs of the houfeholders, but of
the landholders alfo, are excluded from all participation in
the choice of reprefentatives. By the remains of the feudal

fyflem in the counties, the vote is fevered from the land, -

and attached to what is called the fuperiority. In other
words, it is taken from the fubftance, and transferred to the
fhadow, becaufe, though each of - thefe fuperiorities muft,
with very few exceptions, arife from lands of the prefent

annual value of four hundred pounds fterling, yet it is not -

neceflary that the lands fhould do more than give a name to
the {uperiority, the pofiefior c% which may retain the right
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of voting notwithftanding he be divefled of the
And on the other hand, great landholders have the
afforded them by the fame {yftem, of adding to the{negns
ﬂuence:, without expence to themfelves, by commu eating
to their confidential friends the privilege of ele@in mlc\j}tmg
bers to fer.ve in Parliament, 7The pr%cefs by whgich -e‘ﬂ&
operation is performed is fimple. He who wifhes tot'ns
creafe the number of his . dependent votes, {urrenders ii]"
charter to the Crown, and, parcelling out his eftate i tIS
as many lots of four hundred pounds per annum, as ma ]bo
convenient, conveys them to fuch as he can ’conﬁdeyine
To tl)efe, new charters are, upon application " granted b‘
the Crown, fo as to eret each of them into a fuperiorit ry
which privilege once obtained, the lind itfelf is reconve 25
to the original grantor; and thus the reprefentatives of Zhe
landed intereft in Scotland may be chofen by thofe who
haw{e no real or beneficial intereft in the land. »
Such is the Gruation in which the counties of Scotland
are placed.  With refpe& to the burghs, every thing that

property,

bears even the femblance of popular choice, has long been -

done away.  The ele@ion of Members to ferve in Parlia-

ment is vefted in the Magiftrates and Town Councils, who,

having by various innovations, conftituted th int
felf-eledted bodies, inftead of Officers freel}tr glr?ofg:ebsy“tl}g
mhgbxt:imts at large, have deprived the People of all partici-
pation in that privilege, the free exercife of which affords
the only fecurity they can poffefs for the protection of their
liberties and property. '
| The fourth and laft complaint of your petitioners is the
ength of the duration of Parliaments. Your honourable
Houfe konows, that by the ancient laws and ftatutes of this
kingdom f‘reqllfn.t Parliaments ought to be held; and that
the fix:h of Williamand Mary, c. 2. (fince repealed) {peak-
ing while the fpirit of the Revolution was yet warm, declared,
that, ¢ frgquent and new Parliaments tend very n'n,lchto the
happy union and good agreement between King and People;”
and enacted, that no Parliament {hould laft longer than three
years, Your petitioners, without prefuming to add to fuch
an author.xty by any obfervations of their own, humbly pray
that Parharr}epts may not be centinued for feven years.
Your petitioners have thus laid before you ‘the fpecific
grounds of complaint, from which they conceive every evil
In the reprefentation to fpring, and on which they think
every abufe and inconvenience is founded,
N Y:’P;)at thofe abufes are, and how great that inconvenience
y It becomes your petitioners to ftate, as the beft means

'.‘ﬂoju‘}?jfying‘ their‘ pref_en; applicati?n to your ho_nourab!g
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' Your petitioners then affirm, that from the combined ¢pe-
pation of the defects they have pointed out, arife thofe fcenes
of confufion, litigation, and expence which fo difgrace the
name, and that extenfive fyftem of private patronage which
is fo repugnant to the fpirit of free reprefentation.

Your petitioners intreat of your honourable Houfe ta
confider the manner in which eletions are conduéted, and
to refleét upon the extreme inconvenience to which ele€tors
are expofed, and the intolerable expence to which candidates
are fubjected. .

Your honourable Houfe knows that tumults, diforders,
outrages, and perjury, are too often the dreadful attendants
on contefied eleftions as at this time carried on. '

Your honourable Houfe knows that polls are only taken in
one fixed place for each county, city, and borough, whether
the number of voters be ten or ten thoufand, and whethey
they be refident or difperfed over England. ‘

Your honourable Houfe knows that polls, however few
the electors, may by law be continued for fifteen days, and

‘even then be fubjected to a fcrutiny. :

Your honourable Houfe knows that the management
and condu& of polls is committed to returning officers, who,
from the very mature of the proceedings, muit be invefted
with extenfive and difcretionary powers, and who, it appears
by every volume of your Journals, have but too often ex-
ercifed thofe powers with thie muoft grofs partiality and the
moft fcandalous corruption. : .
- Of elections arranged with fuch little regard to the accom-
modation of the parties, acknowledged to require fuch a
length of time to complete, and trufted to the fuperinten-
dance of fuch fuflpicious agents, your petitioners might ea-
fily draw out a detail of the expence. But it is unneceflary,
The fa& is too notorious to require proof, that fcarce an in-
flance can he produced where 2 Member has obtained a dif-
puted feat in Parliament at a lefs coft than from two to five
thoufand pounds; particular cafes are not wanting where ten
times thefe fums have been paid; but it is fufficient for your
petitioners to affirm, and to be able to prove it if denied, that,
fuch is the expence of a contefted return, that he who {hould
become a candidate with even greater funds than the law
requires him to fwear to as his qualification to fit in your ho~
nourable Houfe, muft either relinquifh his pretenfions on the

_appearance of an eppofition, or {o reduce his fortune in the

conteft, that he could not take his feat without perjury.

The revifion of the original polls before the Committees
of your honourable Houfe, upon appeals from the decifions
of the rerurning officers, affords a frefh fource of vexation

and expence to all parties. Your honoutable Houfe knowsy’ -
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that the complicated rights of voting, and the Thamefut
practices which difgrace ele@ion proceedings, have fo loaded
your table with petitions for judgement and redrefs, that ope
half of the ufual duration of a Parliament has fcarcely been
fufficient to fettle who is entitled to fit for the other half; and
it was not till within the laft two months that your honoy-
rable Houfe had an opportunity of difcovering, that the two
gentlemen who fat and voted near three years as the repre-
fentatives of the Borough of Stockbridge, had procured them-
felves 1o be ele@ed by the moft fcandalous bribery, and
that the two gentlemen, who fat and voted during as long
2 period for the Borough of Great Grimﬂ)y, had not been
elefted at all.

In truth, all the mifchiefs of the prefent {yftem of repre-
fentation are afcertained by the difficulties which even the
zeal and wifdom of your honourable Houfe experiences in
attending to the variety of complaints brought before you.
Though your Committees fit five hours every day from the
time of their appointment, they generally are unable to come
to a decifion in lefs than a fortnight, and very frequently are

detained from thirty to forty days. The Weftminfter cafe:

in 1789, will even furnith your "honourable Houfe with an
inftance, where, after deliberating forty-five days, a Com.
mittee gravely refolved, that,  from an attentive confide-
ration of the circumftances relating to the caufe, a final
decifion of the bufinefs before them could not take place in
the courfe of the feffion, and that not Improbably the whole
of the Parliament” (having at that time near two years longer

~to fit) ¢ might be confumed in a tedious and expenfive liti-
gation;” and they recommended it to the petitioners to
withdraw their petition, which, after a fruitlefs perfeverance
of above three months, they were’ aé‘;ually obliged to fub-
mit to. . Do

Your petitioners will only upon this fubject further add,
that the expence to each of ‘the parties, who have been ei-
ther plaintiff or defendant. in petitions tried before your ho-
nourable Houfe in the prefent feflion, has, upon an average,
amounted to above one hundred pounds per day; and that
the Attornies’ bills in one caufe, the trial of which in point
of form only lafted two days, and in point of fa& only fix
hours, amounted to very near twelve hundred pounds. And
this your petitioners are ready to prove.

Your petitioners muft now’ beg leave to call the attention
of your honourable Houfe to the greateft.evil produced by
thefe defets in the reprefentation of which they complain,
namely, the extent of private Parliamentary patronage; an
abufe which obvioufly tends to exclude. the great mafs of
the people from any fubftantial influence in the election of

[ s ]
¢he Houfe of Commons, and which, in its progrefs, threae
tens to ufurp the fovereignty of the country,. to the equal

* danger of the King, of the Lords, and of the Commons,

The patronage of which your petitioners complain, is

of two kinds: That which arifes from the unequal diftri-

bution of the ele€tive franchife, and the peculiar rights of
voting by which certain places return Members to ferve in

Parliaments; and that which arifes from the expence attend-

ing contefted elections, and the confequent degree of power
acquired by wealth. o ' o

By thefe two means, a weight of parllamentgry mﬂuen_cc_
has been obtained by certain individuals, forbidden by the
fpirit of the laws, and in its confequences moft dangerous to
the liberties of the people of Great Britain. . )

The operation. ef the firit {pecies of patronage is direct,
and fubject to pofitive proof. Eighty-four individuals do by
their own immediate authority fend one bundred and fifty-feven

‘of your honourable Members to Parliament, And this

your petitioners are ready, if the fact be difputed, to provey

and to name the Members and the Patrons.

The fecond fpecies of patronage cannot be fhewn with
equal accuracy, though it is felt with equal forc_e:
" Your petitioners are convinced, that, in addition to the
one hundred and fifty-feven honeurable Members above
mentioned, one hundred and fifty more, making in the whole
three hundred amd feven, are returned to your honourable
Houfe, not by the colletted voice of thofe whom they appear
to reprefent, but by the recommendation of feventy powerful
individuals, added to the eighty-four before mentianed, and
making the total number of patrons altogether only ore hun-
dred and fifty-four, who return a decided majority of - your
honourable Houfe. . :

If your honourable Houfe will accept as evidence the com-
mon report and general belief of the counties, cities, and bo-
roughs, which return the Members alluded to, your petition~
ers are ready to name them, and to prove the fa&t ; or if the
Members in queftion can be made parties to the inquiry,
your petitioners will name them, and be governed b'y the
teftimony which they themfelves fhall publicly give.—
But if neither of thefe proofs be thought confiftent with
the proceedings of your honourable Houfe, then your pe-

titioners can only affert their belief of the fact, which they:
hereby do in the moft folemn manner, and on the moft de~

liberate convittion. :

~Your petitioners entreat your honourable Houfe to believe,

that in complaining of this ipecies of influence, it is not their

intention or defire to decry or to condemn that juft and na~.
tural “attachment which they, who are enabled by their for=-
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- tune, and inclined by their difpofition, to apply. great meang
to honourable and benevolent ends, will always infure to
themfelves, What your petitioners complain  of is, that
property, whether well or il employed, has equal power
that the prefent {yftem of reprefentation gives to it a den
gree of weight which renders it independent of charader -

“enables it to- excite fear as well as procure refped, ami
confines the choice of eletors within the ranks of opulence;
becaufe, though it cannot make riches the fole objet of
their affection and confidence, it can and does throw ob-
ftacles, almoft infurmountable, in the way of every man who
is not rich, and thereby fecures to a feled few the capability
of becoming candidates themfelves, or fupporting the pre-
tenfions of others. Of this your petitioners complain
loudly, becaufe they conceive it to be highly unjuft, that,
while the language of the law requires from a Candidate no
greater eftate, asa qualification, than a few hundred pounds
per annum, the operation of the law fhould difqualify
every man whofe rental is not extended to thoufands; and
that, at the fame time that the Legiflature appears to give
the Electors a choice from amongft thofe who poflefs a
moderate and independent competence, it fhould virtoally
compel them to chufe from amongft thofe who themfelves
abound in wealth, or are fupported by the wealth of others.

Your petitioners are the more alarmed at the progrefs
of private patronage, becaufe it is rapidly leading to confe-
quences which menace the very exiftence of the Conftitution.

At the commencement of every feflion of Parlizment, your
honourable Houfe acting up to the laudable jealoufy of your
predecefiors, and fpeaking the pure, conftirutional language
of a Britifh Houfe of Commons, refolve, as appears by your
journals, “ That no Peer of this realm hath any right to
¢ give his vote in the Election of any Member to ferve
¢ in Parliament ;” and alfo, ¢¢ That it is a high infringement
“ upou-the liberties and privileges of the Commons of Great
¢¢ Britain, for any Lord of Parliament, or any Lord Lieu-'
‘ tenant of any county, to concern themfelves in the Elcc-
¢ tions of Members to ferve for ‘the Commons in Parlia-

“ ment.” : a : '

Your petitioners inform your henourable Houfe, and are
ready to prove it at your bar, that they have the moft rea-
fonable grounds to fufpe& that no lefs than one bundred and

Jifty of your honourable Members owe their eleCtions entirely

to the interference of Peers ; and your petitioners are prepared

~

to fhew by legal evidence, that forty Peers, in defiance of -

your refolutions, have poflefled themfelves of fo many’
burgage tenures, and obtained fuch an abfolute and uncon-:
trolled command in very many fmall. boroughs-in theking~

[ 47 ]
dom, as to be enabled by their own pofitive authority te
return eighty-one of your honourable Members.

Y our petitioners will, however, urge this grievance of the -
interference of Peers in ele@ions no farther, becaufe they
are fatisfied that it is unneeeflary.  Numbers of your ho-
nourable Members muft individually have known the fa&,
but colleCtively your honourable Houfe has undoubtedly
been a firanger to it. It is now brought before you by thofe
who tender evidence of the truth of what they affert, and
they conceive it would be improper in them to afk that by
petition, which muft ‘be looked for as the certain refult of
your own honourable attachment te your own liberties and
privileges. ‘ :

Your petitioners have thus laid before your honourable
Houfe, what the mifchiefs are which arife from the pre-
fent ftate of the reprefentation, and what they conceive to
be the grounds of thofe mifchiefs, and therefore pray to have
removed. ‘ ,

They now humbly beg leave to offer their reafons, why
they are anxious that fome remedy fhould be immediately
applied.

Your petitioners truft they may be allowed te ftate, be-
caufe they are ready to prove, that feats in your honour-
able Houfe are fought for at a moft extravagant and increaf-
ing rate of expence.

What can have fo much augmented the ambition to fit
in your honourable Houfe, your petitioners do not prefume
attually to have difcovered ; but the means taken by Candi-
dates to obtain, and by Ele&ors to beftow, that honour,
evidently appear to have been increafing in a progreflive
degree of fraud and corruption. Your petitioners are in-
duced to make this affertion, by the Legiflature having found
it neceffary, during the laft and prefent reigns, fo much to
fwell the Statute Book with laws for the prevention of thofe
offences. B ‘

As far as conjeéture can lead your petitioners, they muft.
fuppofe,” that the increafed National debt, and the confe-
quent increafe of influence, arethe caufes of the increafed
eagernefs of individuals to become Members of the Houfe
of Commons, and of their indifference as to the means
ufed to gratify their fpeculations. To prove that they do not
ftate this wantonly, - or without fubftantial grounds, they.
humbly beg to call your attention to the following table,
all“the. vouchers for which are to be found in the journals
of yoyr honourable Houfe, or in different as of Parlia-
ent, ’ ' :
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-render frequent and new eletions, what our anceftors at
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It is upon this evidence of the increafe of taxes, eftablifh.
ments, and influence, and the increafe of laws found necef.
fary to repel the increafing attacks upon the purity and free.
dom of elections, that your petitioners conceive it high
time to inquire into the premifes.

Your petitioners are confident that in what they have
flated, they are {upported by the evidence of fads, ang
they truft that, in conveying thofe fa&s to your honourable
Houfe, they have not been betrayed into the language of
reproach, or difrefpe¢t. Anxious to preferve in its purity
a Conflitution they love and admire, they have thought it
their duty to lay before you, not general fpeculations de-
duced from theoretical opinions, but pofitive truths, fuf-
ceptible of dire@ proof; andif in the perfqt'mance of this
tafk, they have been obliged to call your attention to affer-
tions which you have not been accuftomed to hear, and which
they lament that they are compelled to make, they intreat
the indulgence of your honourable Houfe.

Y our petitioners will only further trefpafs upon your time,
while they recapitulate the objects of their prayer, which
are,

That your honourable Houfe will be pleafed to take fach
meafures, as to your wifdom may feem meet, to remove
the evils arifing from the unequal manner in which the
different parts of the kingdom are admitted to participate
in the reprefentation.

To corre& the partial diftribution of the ele&ive fran-
chife, which commits the choice of reprefentatives to fele&
bodies of men of fuch limited numbers as renders them an
eafy prey to the artful, or a ready purchafe to the wealthy.

To regulate the right of voting upon an uniform and equi-
table principle.

-And finally, to fhorten the duration of Parliaments, and
by removing the caufes of that confufion, litigation, and
expence, with which they are at this day conduted, to

the revolution aflerted them to be, the means of a happy
union and good agreement between the King and People.

And yoilr Petitioners fhall ever pray.
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