. INTERESTING DEBATE.
{MPERIAL PARLIAMENT.

Hovse or Commons, MARCH IT,

The order of the day was moved for go-
lillg into a tfi]mfrlitt_ce to cunﬁc?er fu‘rthcr of
the fupply to be granted to his majefty.

The houle accordingly refolved itfelf 1n-
t6 a committee, and Mr. Derjeant moved
shat ten thoufand feamen be added to the
number now exiting. |

After the queltion was put., from the
chair, " R -

Myr. TFrancis rofe to offer a few obflerva-
tions on the motion, and it 1s with regret
we mention that the commencement of his
{peech was delivered in a tone of voice too
low to be ditin@ly heard in the gallery.
"T'he vote which the committee were now
called upon to accede to was one which in- |
- volved confiderations of the moft important

“fault on their part.

nature, and hefore any member could, con-

filtently with his duty, agree to it, fome

general explanation was doe on the part of
his majelty’s miniftérs, It was of import-
ance to the committee to have fome infor-

mation communicated refpecting the fitua-

tion in which the ¢ountry was placed, the
reafons which rendered fo extraordinary
- preparations neceffary; the chara@er of
thofe with whom the application’ of thofe
prepararions would be velted, thg vi'ewls
tiiey entertained in calling on the houfe to
make the preparations, and the degree of
confidence to which, by their paft condudt,
they were entitled.  He wifhed fincerely
that the addre(s on a former evening had

- pafied without any obfervation. The dif-
~cuflion which had taken place had put the |

~ houle in puﬁefﬁnn_of no new information,

' and at its clofe members feparated as com-

pletely ignorant of the circumitances on

which the addrels was founded, as before

the motion was brought forward. While
 he called for explanation, he difclaimed all
~oppofition, or hoftility to his majeflty’s mi-
nifters, and indeed he was the more enti-
tled to demand this explanation, as he had
hitherto given them his fupport, and had
repofed confidence in their condudt. He

bad therefore at this moment a peculiar
right to know whether circumitances exifl-
_ed to jultify the continuance of this confi-

dence. - He had a right to be informed
whether it was to the fault or the misfor-

tune of minifters that the prefent fituation {

- ofthe country was to be attributed. When
‘the preliminaries of peace waere firft figned,

fore hape that fome explanation would be

_given bY _miniﬂ'ers how far they meant tﬂ‘j
go with the preparations, the neceflity of |
‘which they had ftated. By agreeing to
“this vote without explanation would in faét

fay that the fame minifters who had by the
greateft facrifices concluded peace, were to
be allowed to bring the country into a
war, without affording the {malleft informa-
tion as to the ground of the renewal of
holtilities. He threw out thefe fuggef-
tions, not {fo much with the view of enter-
ing into any detailed difcuflion, as of en-
gaging gentlemen of greater abilities to
take up the {ubjeét. Minifters owed 1t to
their own chara&ers, to the houfe, and
country, to fhew that we were not bro’t
into our prefent perilous fituation by any
Perhaps to their con-
du& the! extraordinary preparations now

called for were owing, and it was furely

not fit that thofe who had brought the

country into a fituation where war was the
| only alternative, fhould pledge the houfe
to the fupport of that war, without afford-
ing any information refpefting the circum-
{tances on which it was to be founded.—
This, he contended, was the clear law of
| parliament, the prefent was not a moment
rafhly to plunge the country into war, It
had already been feen what effeét his ma-
jelty’s meflage had produced on public
credit, and how much the proipe& of a
war; no one obje&t of which was explained,
would difhearten the people. At a time
like the prefent, when every exertion

might be neceflary for the fupport of our |

independence, it was of high importance
that the people thould repofe the molt am-
ple confidence in his majefty’s confidential
{fervants. The leaft diftruft of their capa-
city could tend only to' difhearten the peo-
ple, and to fill them with atonithment and
terror. At a moment like'this, when we
might be called upon to ftruggle even for
our exiftence das a nation, 1t was a lamenta-

ble confideration that the whole ability of

the country was excluded from the govern-
ment. At the moft perilous erifis 1n which
‘the country was ever placed, we were de-
prived of the opinion, the advice, the ta-
lents of all thofe great men, whofe cordial
co-operation was fo eflential to the falvati.
~on of the country. Thislanguage might
give offence to many members, but this
wag not a moment for an idependent re-
prefenitative of the people to conceal his
{entiments, . It was neceflary to fpeak out

. he bad formerly repofed. He did there- | down the principles by which the declara-
tion of peace or war is regulated with ac-
curacy and precifion. By the conftitution
of this country, this declaration, is wilely
made to reft with the chief magiftrate. If,
however, a peace inconfiftent with nation-
al honor and fafety is concluded, I admit
‘moft unequivocally with the honorable gen-
tleman, that his majefly’s confidential
{ervants are deeply refponfible for the ad-
vice which they
reign. |
plied the general doirine to the prefent fi-
tuation of the country, and he hasargued,
that if by the mifcondut of minilters the
country has been brought into its prefent
perilous fituation, they are deeply and fe-
rioufly refponlible for this fitnation.
this {entiment T am bound explicitly to
affert, and I have no difficulty in {aying,

have given to their {ove-
The honotable gentleman has ap-

To

‘that if it can be fhewn that his majelty’s

which induced them to recommend to his

and before the terms on which it had been
concluded were known, he had been thank-
ful for the termination of a difaftrous war.
With this fentiment he felt obliged to mi-
nifters for the peace which they had con-
cluded, viewing it merely as the deliverance

~ from a war without objet or end. When

the terms of the peace were known they

%sd been firenuoufly objefted to by gen-

tlemen, of whofe talents it was impoffible

to fpeak without the greatelt refpett. Fle!

“the unfkilful

did not mean to fay that the objections, fe-.

parately confidered, did not poflefs great
weiaht s but, viewing the conditdons of
the peace, and connecting ‘them. with the
confideration of the continuance of war,

vhe facrifices which had been Md_ﬁ did not

appear to him greater than the obje&t de-
{arved. With . {uch ' views, therefore, he
was fLill willing to give minifters credit for
the conclufion of peace, That the execu-
tive power had the full right of determin-
g in the firlt 1aftagee, on peace and war,
wias a doctrine which lie by no means wifh-
ed to cohtrovert. 4 his, however, did-not
by any means interfere with the right of
the houle to enquire how far the {ervants
6F the crown had exercifed their power in
4 treacherous manner, or preclude them

from prefenting an addrefls to his majefty

for their removal, if they fhould be judged
incapable of - managing the affairs of the
nation under perilous circumitances, con-

neéted with the maintenance of peace, or’

the renewal of war, On thefe principles,
}ie therefore ventured to afk whether, when
peace was concluded on terms involving
confiderable facrifices, when thefe facrifices,
great as they were confidered, as the price
 of an object of anxious defire, and there
was now reafon to apprehend a renewal of
hoftilities, the houfe had not a fair right
to be informed what, after all thele facri-
fices. was the return which was to be ex-
pebted ; what, for all thefe facrifices, was
the return which had been obtained? It
was not peace, but the profpe@ of war,
“after every conceflion had been made as
the price of tranquility and repofe.—
Were the houfe now to be told that they
hould obtain no explanation ? Was the
country to. be brought into the perilous
fituation in which it was now placed, and
was no account to be given of the caules
by which the Gitvation had been produced ?
Till the houfe and the country were inform-
ed what the circumftances were which had
led to this fituation, he covld not,confiftent-
ly with his duty as a reprefentative of the

people,juﬁify the prefeht motion. Asfaras

‘the defence of the country was concerned,
there was noneed of a recommendation from
the throne to induce the houfe to do what
loyalty, unanimity, and harmony would

havevuggelted.  This was an objet which, |

in the view of athreat of invafion from
any quarter, the houle would ever have 1n

~ wiew, but they would more particularly

coniider 1t if that threat came from France.

At a2 moment when that which was deareft

was at {take, there was no room for differ-
‘cnpe of opinion, becaufe every man in de-
fending the country only confulted the
vicans of his own defence., But had not
the houfe and the country a right to have
it made out that the conduét hitherto pur-
fued by his majefty’s minifters was not un-
wile and impolitic ; that improper concel-
fions had not been made, that the country
was not unneceflarily again to be plunged n
~war? Till this explanation was given, he
could not, confiltently with his public
~ duty, continue the fame confidence which

the honle.

under  the exifting circumftances,  If the
thip {unk, then all would go down with

pilot.

| | ey were confiderations
which he had not offered to the attentien

of the houfe without due refle&tion. = He
~had viewed the fubje¢t with the

_ wit greateft
poffible ferioufnels, and he had fuggefted

what his anxiety for the fafety and welfare
.__-Of the country fu-ggeﬂed. 9108 | vl
The Chancellor of the Exchequer, in

reply, fpoke to the following purport -
[ think it my doty, {ir, on the prefent oc-
cafion, to follow the {ame courfe which 1
thought it expedient to purfue when the
motion for the addrefs to his majeflty was
ander confideration. I then ftated that
under the prefent circumftances any expla-
nation was what I conceived the houfe had
no reafon to expeét ; and to this opinion

I ftill adhere. At prefent I rife folely

~with the view of animadverting very fhort-

ly on the obfervations which the honorable

~gentleman has made with a view of fhew-

ing the neceffity of explanation. I confefs
the arguments which the honorable gentle-
man ufed in favor of the propriety of ex-
planation, appeared to me, and I believe
that'they appeared in the {ame light to the
hnufc,'totalfy inconfiftent with the wifh

which he profefled ‘when he fet out, that

the addrels had been carried without any

comment at all. I leave it to him to re-
concile this opinion with the fentiments
which he has on the prefent occafion ex-

prefled. The honorable gentleman pro-

fefles a Jdefire that nothing which fell from
him might be confidered as defigned to
difturb the unanimity which prevailed when
this fubje¢t was formerly brought before
Now, fir, 1afk, if prudential
reafons exifted which rendered any expla-
nation inexpedient on a former evening,
whether, acting on the fame principle, his

majelty’s minifters ought now to give that

explanation ! If 10 the one cafe it was po-
litic and * expedient |
fhould be obferved, it 1s impoflible for any

gentleman to fhew that the fame caules did

not operate with equal force. The hono-
rable geontleman, fir, has faid, that at a
crifis when we may be called upon to con-
tend for our very exiftence as a nation, it
is a2 matter of deep regret that the whole
ability of the country is excluded from
his majelty’s government. I will readily
allow, for myfelf, and I believe I may
take upon me to make the fame avowal for

'my colleagues in office, that we feel in
thieir utmoft extent the difficult and ardu-

ous duties which we are called upon to per-
form, and are fenfible of the relponfibility

we owe to the country for their due per-

uh (ki He wifhed to prefs
thefe confiderations on the attention of
{ the houfe,  They

that concealment

majefty

“ble adjultment.

formance. This, fir, may be a very fair

fubje& of obfervation to the honorable
gentleman ; but I may be alloyed to afk,

on what principle isit that this gentleman,

who tells the houfe diftinétly, that a mini-

ftry enjoyed his confidence, from which

the whole ability of the country is exclud-
ed, fhould now bring forward againft
them the charge of weaknels and incapa-

city ? This is a fort of condu& which I

leave the honorable gentleman f{atisfactori-

| 1y to explain to the houfe. - I leave it to

him to explain the reafons for withdrawing
the confidence which he formerly repofed.
—On this
man’s [peech, I fhall not at prefent further
enlarge, but proceed to make a few re-
marks on fome other obfervations which he

adduced.  The honorable member laid

part of the honorable gentle-

conceflion, and nothing

{elf, though in qualified terms, has ap-
plauded ; if it can be proved that any of
the principles which they have hitherto
declared to be the guides of their conduct,
have been departed from, then I will allow
to the henorable gentleman that they have

been guilty of a very ferious violation of

their duty to the houfe and to the country.
But, fir, I aver that that {tep has not been
taken by me or by my colleaguesin office ;
that no advice has been given refpedting
the difcuffions now depending between the
two governments which did not originate
from the moft ardent defire of prelerving
the peace, and which was founded in the
true (pirit of peace. Itis, fir, with the
fame views that minifters thought it therr
duty to recommend to his majefty to fend
to parliament the meflage on which the
prefent motion is founded. It was folely
with the view of giving the greater proba-
bility to the continuance of peace that ad-
ditional preparations have been recommend-
ed. In thefe preparations minifters look-
ed forward to the moft likely
bringing the points in difpute to an amica-
The honorable gentle-
man, however, infitts on  the right of the
houfe to explanation. © I do not mean, fir,
at all to difpute the ultimate right of the
houfe to a full and fair explanation on this
fobje@. Thisright I have already over and
over again fully admitted. I do contend,
however, that the houfe had not a conftitu-
tional right to demand explanation at a

(3
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- degree of furprife at the language which
my honorable friend who began the difcu) .
ion, and the right honorable gentleman
over the way, have ufed refpecting the con- -

verfation which took place on the motion
for the addrefs, on which the prefent pro-

| pofition is founded. I myfclf cercainly

began that difcuffion, but I do not feel

that I was guilty. of bringing from any one

gentleman who fpoke, a fingle fentiment
or expreflion which could produce a feel-
ing of rancor or animofity in France, 1n
this country, or any other part of Eurepe.
My honorable friend is unwilling to nega-

tive the prefent motion, though he is defir- F
_ grounds on
‘which it is propofed, and the right honor-

ous of an explanation of the

able gentleman is {urprifed that this expla-

| nation is demanded, when my honorable

‘minifters have loft fight of the motives

the conclufion of the treaty of
peace which the honorable gentleman him-

fuch a number were neceflary teo the public
{ervice.

friend exprefles his readinefs to vote for
even a much larger number of {eamen, if

I am, fir, as ready as any mem-

ber to vote for the

propofed addition of
feamen, on the principles that they are ne-
ceflary for the public fervice; but 1 have
at prefent no better ground for my vote

| than if twenty-five thoufand, a huondred

means  of

moment when explanation would effential-

ly injure the advantages which government
miﬁht derive from exifting difcuflions. - It
is clear that if minifters were new to yield
to this call for explanation, they might lofe
moft important advantages refulting from

concealment, and at the {fame time give no

fatisfa@ion. The points on which differ-
ent members require explanation are various
and difcordant. Oune member fays, let us
not hazard a war, and therefore let minif-
ters fhew us that their fyftem is conciliato-
ry. Anothef party are afraid of too much
will fatisfy them
but a full explanation, to prove that the
national hosor has not been compromifed.
What advantage, then, is to be derived
from explanation, amid  fuch contrariety
of opinion, while, on the other hand, the

inconveniences of explanation under the

prefent circumftances are obvious ! It muft

be clear that when negociations are pend-
ing which have given rife to confliderable

difputes, i1f they are brought to an amica-
ble adjuftment, this can only be accom.
plithed by conceflions on the one fide or
the other. 1 afk then, fir, would it be

prudent that the nature of thefe concefli-.

ons (hould, in the prefent ftate of the bu-
finefs, be explained ! I believe that a great

majority of the houfe think with me, that

fuch an explanation would be highly inex-

pedient. ¥From what I now fay, I beg,

however, that no inference may be drawn
to countenance the idea that minifters have
confented, or will confent, to any improper
conceflions. My obfervations refer folely
to the prudential confiderations which
would, 1n ‘the prefent circamftances, ren-
der any explanation highly impolitic and
difadvantageous. As to the motion now
before the committee, the honorable gen-
tleman does not object to 1t. Ke gives it
his cordial acquiefcence. He even goes fo
far as to fay, that if the number of fea-
men propofed to be voted had been great-
er, he fhould have given the motion his
fupport. His only objeétion is founded
on the want of explanation, which, I
think, has been fatisfa&orily fhewn to be
inexpedient at the prefent moment.
peat what 1 bave already more than once
ditin&ly ftated, that I hold myfélf deeply
refponfible for the courfe ‘which his majel-
ty’s confidential fervants have thought it
proper to adopt, but never {hall I deviate
from the principles which I have laid
down on this fubje@. I truft it will ul-
timately be found that in the hands of mi-
nifters the fecurity of the country will not
be endanged, its rights curtailed, or 1its
honor fullied. I trult that it will be found
that no conceflions have been made, which

they will not be able fully to juftify by the
combined defire of preferving peace and,

{fupporting the honorand the independence

of the country. I know, fir, that to fome
gentlemen, this language may excite dif--
guft. But if the period fhall ever come,

which God grant it never may, as it would

‘involve the renewal of hoftilities ; if ever

that time comes, I hope the donduck
of minifters will ftand fully juftified. What-
ever may be the refult of this ; whether

gentlemen fhall or fhall not be fatisfied with
fuch explanation as may be then given, 1/
‘am readyto hear everyobjeciion rather than -

violate that doty which prelcribes to me
the impropriety of affording any explanati-
on of matters now in difpute betwixt the
two governments. ' '

F
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thoufand, er any number of additional fea-
men had been propofed. My objection
refts on this plain, conftitutional ground,
that as reprefentatives of the people in the
proper difcharge of our duty, we have a
right to have the caufes of thefe increafed
preparations explained, and not be called

‘upon to vote on the unlimited confidence

which we chufe to repofe for a time 1n'mi-
nifters. 1 have always underftood that the

prevogative of the crown to conclude a

peace was clear and undifputed, and I can
have no difficulty in agreeing with the fen-
timents which my honorable friend enter-
tains on this point. I certainly do agree
with him, that thofe who have counfelled
his majelty to conclude any peace, are re-
{ponfible for the merit of the terms of that
peace, and are liable to cenfure if they ap-
pear inconfiftent with the national honor
and fafety. I cannot, however, allow, that
after the peace has been concluded and af-
ter its terms have been canvafled and ap-
preved, that if circumftances occur which
render the continuance of peace impoflible,

having, by their condué, produced thefe
circumftances. With refpet to his majel-
ty’s right of declaring war, there was as
little doubt in theory, but in prattice a
very important diftin¢tion exifted. In this

4
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 minifters are to be neceflarily accufed of

declaration might be involved every princi-

ple of a free conftitution, every thing con-
neéted with the property, nay, the very
exiftence of the fubje&t. The fovereign
might be ill-advifed, and experience bad
fully proved that this is not merely a pofii-

ble cafe. - The country might be planged

into a war, of which it was impotlible to
fee either the equity or neceflity. It might
be continued againit the will of the parlia-
ment or the people, and the whole, or part

of every man’s property might be wreited

from him, if in praftice this prerogative
of the crown were carried to all the extent
which theory fuppofed. Bat, fir, fuch a

conftrud@ion of the prerogative ftrikes eve-

ry one in a moment as monitrous, and
while in theory we admit the power of the
{overeign to declare war, in pratice and in
fubltance we poflefs the privilege by which
alone that declaration can be carried into
effect. This privilege i1s founded in the
means we poflefs of giving or withholding
the neceffary fupplies. ~ This, fir, 13 an
operation to the prevention of war to a
confiderable degree, though it is only the

privilege of the purfe which we enjoy.~—

This houfe muft therefore be necellarily
parties to every war.
be done ? Why, fir, the mode of our be-
coming parties is ample. His majefty
all cafes flates te us the grounds on which
he has thought a declaration of war necel-

plies neceflary for the profecution.
know that inftances are not wanting in
which the fovereign hasbeen compelled to
relinquith a war, becaufe parliament, con-
vinced of its injuftice and ruinous effeéts,
no longer afforded the fupplies. I will not
here determine how far the American war
was put an end to by the voice of parlia-
ment : but there is one firiking inftance in
which a war was put an end to by the ex-
ercife of this conltitutional power, and that

| was the inftance in which the parliament of

I re-

| going on with a rapidity correfpondent to%
the emergency on which they are founded.

Charles the I1Id. compelled that prince to
relinquifh the Dutch war. Now, fir, how
does the cafe ftand at prefent? And here
I will r¢ft my argument. We know that
in praltice the armaments precede any
official communication from the threne,

or any vote of fupply; and trult that, if

danger really exifts, armaments are now

Thelgcertain effeGt of the vote is only to
make us.direct parties to any war to which
thefe armaments may be applied. - What 1
objeét to, then, is imply, that I have heard
no grounds ftated to juftify any extraordi-
nary preparation; and, therefore, I muft,

on conftitutional principles, enter my pro-

teft againft the mode of proceeding which
has been adopted. The cafe of the Ruf-
fian armament is one in which many perfons
were defirous to purfue a courfe fimilar to
that now propofed to be adopted 5 but 1

How, fir, 1s this to

fary, and he calls upon us to grant the fup-

We all

do not think that when the confequences

of that armament are confidered, that the
proceedings then adopted will be very like-
ly to encourage imitation. I hopey fir, 1
may be allowed to reafon hypothetically
refpeéting the independence of parliament

ingranting {upplies for carrying on any war. | have no means of forming an opinion.

[ truft that we are not neceffarily to be con-
tantly guided by a fpirit of humble doci-

lity, though our independence may appear
~movre clearly in theory, than ia any cafes
| of modern or recent experience, In what-
ever we chufe to exercife our conftitntional
| | i | right, the probability of its exercife will
Mr. Fox. I cannot help fecling fome ! not be difputed.  Pofiibly we might think

. that negociation was prefernble at 4 mo-

ment when minifters had plunged the coun=

 iry 1 Awar 3 of, onthe other hand, we

might fuppofe, that mealures of a more.
vigorous deleription would have done much
more for the national honor thanany nego-

ciation ; and how 15 our opinion to be ex-

..l

prefied, exceptin withholding the {upplies,
before we bind ourfelves to become partivs
to a war? I therefore, fir, for oné, con-
tend againft the houfe of commons being
a mere echo, a mere docile receiver of
whatever ' communication minifters may
think proper to make under the form of a
meflage from the throne. I do not with to
flatter minifters when I fay, that I believe
that the preparatious which have bepn ves
commended are founded on a firm am, ho-.
neft convition of their expediency.—
I will not fuppofe that they would willing-
ly, and without reference to any ones“?H.
ject of advantage, take fuch {teps if they
‘did not imagine that they were eflential to
the interefts of the country. Their inter«
elt, as well as their charaéter, equally for-
bid me to {uppofe, that in this inftance
they are decewving the houfe or the pub-
lic. - This I have no difficulty in Rftating
generally, though I muft add, that inftan-
ces of the guilt, to which I have now al«
luded, are not eantirely unknown.  Bot
let gentlemen recolleét that with the beft
intentions 1n the world, minifters are liable
to error, and that what they conceive to be
wife and politic, might, if explained, ap-
pear unwife aond inexpedient. This I muift
only fay, that we are totally without all
means of forming a judgment. In the mef-
{age of his majefty, or in the fpeech of
the right honorable gentleman, there is
not a fingle word flated by which I can
venture to form any opinion of the points
in difpute. A good deal has been faid,
fir, with a view of (bewing, that if arup-
ture fhould rake place, it would be only
the natural refult of the treaty of A miens.
Now, fir, 1 am one of thofe who hold a =
very different opinion, and without hefita-
tion {ay, that if war does not take place
there is no neceflity for fuppofing that it
has the {lighteft conne&ion with the trea-
ty, or that it was a treaty not fit to be
concluded. I thought, and I have {een
no 'reafon to alter my opinion, that the
treaty of Amiens was an eligible treaty 3
not eligible compared with other treaties,
that under other circamftances might have
been formed, but eligible as freeing the
country from a moft deftruétive war.,  Are
we to be told, fir, that minifters dare to
make no peace, becaufe the unreafonable
ambition of Ifrance may now drive us to
the renewal of hoftilities 2 Are we to be
told that we were to wage warfare till
we had obtatned a  fatisfaCory aftur-
ance on the part of theenc 'y, of a
fincere defire to cultivate all the bleflings
of tranquility in the true -fpfritfef jj'e'acg:' >
No reafonable man will, I believe hold {o

| extraordinary an opinion, as thav’ which

have now ftated. It may be further urged
againft minifters, that fince the conclufion
of peace, they have thewn too much of the
A{pirit of conceflion. How far this charge
18 true, I have no means of détermining,
though there appears no reafon to conclude:
that their difpofition to conciliation, has
gone beyond a commendable defire to pre«
{erve the peace. = If they have been guilty
of fuch forhearance or conceflion, as has
in the {malleft degree compromifed the
honor or the fafety of the country, un-
queftionably their condu&@ has been highly.
criminal, but this is no confequence of
their having concluded  the treaty of
Anmens., But fir, perhaps, we are to be
told, that it was impolitic to make peace
till we had a wigorous adminiftration to
fapport it. I certainly do not think that
want of vigor in an admmiftration, is a
fufficient reafon for net entering into a war,
if a legitimate caufe of war exifts. As
an objeion to the conclufion of peace, it
is one of the moft ridiculous and inconclu-
five that ever was brought forward. 1If
minifters have conceded too much, or done
too hittle for the fupport of the honor of
the country, they have incurred -a very
grave refponfibility, but let not this be laid
to the charge of the treaty of Amiens.
If I am fond of that, it is becaufe it was
the means of ridding us of incumbrances
of the molt oppreflive kind. Not that it
freed us from conneétion with allies, for
allies we had none at the time it was con=

1 Huded Bt :thet SEoddiiveted e framiihe -

deteftable and abominable principles on
which the late war was conduéted. I do
fincercly hope, fir, that we fhall hear no-
thing more of wars undertaken for religi~
on and f{ocial order. I fpeak not dilre-
{pectfully of religion or of the bleflings
of focial order, but I {peak of that
deteftable hypocrify which held forth
thefe as the oftenfible objeéis of jcontefl,
while we were all along fighting fol' endsof
a nature totally different & oppolite. I bg-
lieve that fuch hypocrify is for ever geftvoy-

ed ; & Itruft that as long asa fentiment of
juftice, as long as a deteflation of fuch
bafe and infamous deception fhall be re-
probated among men, [Fuch- attempis fo
impofe on a generous people muft be held
in eternal execration. If unfortunately,
fir, we are to be doomed to a renewal of

' hoftilities, I hope that the obje& of the
war will be clearly and diftin&ly under.

ftood. What are the fubje@s which may

“eventuallyleadto fuchan unfortunate refult,
I profefs to be totally ignorant.  Whether

they refer to the poficflion of Malta, the

| evacuation of Alexandria, or whatever

~other point of difcuffion they involve, T

L
fhall jult fay generally, that if our vanonal
rights are invalved, 1t attempts have been
made to lower that rank which we haye

been accaftomed to hold among the ftates

of Europe, and all attempts at amicable

adjutment have failed, then I have e

| difficulty in faying, that a war unJertukeo

under fuch circumftances would be j_ui’:_;,...f_...



