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LETTER

TO THЕ

Rev. Mr. JOHN WESLEY.

SIR;

OU may, perhaps, object to the

Y propriety of my thus addreffing

you as the author of a pamphlet,

to which you have not prefixed

your name but as it has been attributed

to you in the public papers, as it is uni-

verfally underſtood to be your's, and as it

contains the ſtrongeſt internal marks of

your
B
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your being the writer, I fhall take the li

berty of addreffing you as fuch. Suppo-

fing you not to be the author of the pam-

phlet in queſtion, you may eafily difavow

it ; but as I cannot entertain the leaſt

doubt of your being fo, I ſhall hereafter,

without further apology, addreſs you un-

der that character.

There are ſome who may, perhaps,

think, that it was fcarcely worth any man's

while to take the pains to anſwer a pam-

phlet written by you, on the ſubject of

our political difputes. But I am fenfible

of the great extent of your influence and

connexions ; and that have it in your

power to do abundantly more miſchief

than may be generally apprehended, by

propagating, in a very diffufive manner,

opinions extremely pernicious to the beſt

interefts of this country.

you

Previous to the Remarks which I in-

tend to make, on your " Free Thoughts

" on the Prefent State of Public Affairs,"

I muft obferve, that I do not intend mi-

nutely to confider every paffage in your

pam-
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pamphlet. It confiſts of too great a va-

riety of particulars ; and you have artfully

introduced fuch a number of questions,

that you may ſeem to affert little, though

you infinuate a great deal, that it would

fill a large volume to give a particular an-

ſwer to your numerous interrogatories.

I fhall, therefore, content myſelf with

making fuch obfervations as ſhall occur

to me, on the moſt remarkable paffages

and reaſonings in your performance ; but

fufficient, I hope, to fhew, that your

arguments are inconclufive, that your in-

finuations are unjuſt, and that your pam-

phlet merits the cenfure of every friend

to freedom and the British conſtitution ;

and that it is only calculated to pleaſe a

corrupt miniſtry, and their venal partizans.

·

You open your performance with great

profeffions of modefty, and of your little

ſkill in political matters. You, however,

foon inform us, that you poffefs certain

happy difpofitions of mind, which will

the better enable you to form a juſt judg-

ment reſpecting our political difputes.

" This advantage (you fay) I have over

" bothB 2

"
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:

" both parties, the being angry at neither."

" I have likewife another advantage,

" that of having no bias, one way or the

" other (a)." It is truly very unfortunate

for the popular party, that a man of your

extreme meekneſs and moderation, poffeffed

of an underſtanding fo unclouded by paf-

fion, and fo entirely free from every impro-

per bias, ſhould not be able to fay one word

in their favour, or in that of their cauſe.

And it is incontestably a moft confpicuous

evidence of your impartiality, that every

part of your pamphlet favours one fide

only ; in fhort, that it is neither more nor

leſs than a ſtudied infult upon all who have

afferted the cauſe of public freedom, and

a defence, or extenuation, of the moſt ob-

noxious meaſures of adminiftration . How-

ever, as to your declaration of being angry

with neither party, that, I believe, after a

perufal of your performance, will prove

only this, (which may probably not be

confidered as an advantage to your cha-

racter) that you are capable of writing

(a) Free Thoughts on the prefent State of public

Affairs, p. 6.

very
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very malevolent things without being an-

gry, or at leaft without having the vio

lence of paffion to plead in
your excufe.

In the 8th page of your pamphlet, you at¬

tempt to vindicate his M- yfrom a fup-

pofed charge of want of understanding ; and

you endeavour to anſwer the facts upon

which (according to you) this charge is

grounded. What thoſe facts are, we learn

from the following paffage: " It muſt be ac-

knowledged this charge (of want ofunder-

" Standing) is fupported by facts, which can-

" not be denied. The firft is, He believes

" the Bible ; the fecond, He fears God ;

" the third, He loves the Queen." Now

either all that you have faid upon this

fubject means nothing, or it means to

infinuate, that the popular party confider

theſe particulars as marks of a weak un-

derſtanding ; which is faying, in other

words, that they are a profligate and aban-

doned fet of men ; for none but men of

that character would confider the K-g's

believing the Bible, fearing God, and hav-

ing an affection for his Queen, as proofs

of a want of underſtanding. Indeed, I

doubt

Y
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4

doubt whether even any of the beafts of the

people, as you elſewhere curiouſly express

it, would ſeriouſly urge the facts you

fpeak of, as marks of a weak underſtand-

ing; for religion is feldom confidered as a

juft object of ridicule, even by the vicious

and immoral, unleſs it be ſtrongly tinc-

tured with fuperftition or enthuſiaſm.-

If
you can put any other fenſe on the par-

fage to which I refer, do fo ; but I con-

fèfs I can underſtand it in no other light ;

and in that view it contains an infinuation

in the highest degree unjuft, injurious,

and unchriftian . And whateverAnd whatever may be

your fentiments upon the matter, I will

take the liberty to tell you, Sir, that it

is
my firm opinion, an opinion not found-

ed upon conjecture, but upon fact and ob-

fervation, that there are many among thoſe

who are the moſt heartily attached to the

popular caufe, who, at the fame time that

they are men of excellent underſtandings,

are as fincere believers of Christianity,

and as uniformly virtuous in their conduct

and behaviour, to fay the leaft, as Mr.

JOHN WESLEY himſelf.

In
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In your manner of ſtating, and of an

Iwering the objections fuppoſed to be made

by the popular party, your conduct much

reſembles that of fome of the writers

againſt Chriſtianity. They have eagerly

adopted thoſe repreſentations of our divine

religion which are the moſt abfurd, incon-

fiftent, and irrational, that they might be

enabled to attack it with the greater de

gree of fuccefs . And, in like manner,

you have felected fome of the moft trifling

objections, and fuch as were urged by the

weakeft of the popular party, and theſe

you have clothed in fuitable language,

that you might anfwer them with the

greater readineſs and facility.

You have been very particular in your

examination into his My's character,

and fufficiently lavish of your encomiums

on him ; in which you have only imitated

fome of your Reverend Brethren, both of

earlier and of later ages ; for the genera

lity of the Clergy, to do them juſtice,

have feldom been backward in offering in-

cenſe to the throne. I prefume, however,

from your preſent fituation and
con-

nexions,
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nexions, that you have no aſpirations after

a mitre ; and are only defirous of venting

the effufions of your extreme loyalty.

Your character of the K-g, nevertheleſs,

certainly deſerves fome reward : ſo ample

an eulogium ought to be well paid for .

" His whole conduct (you ſay) both in

"public and private, ever fince he began

" his reign, the uniform tenor of his be-

" haviour, the general courſe both of his

" words and actions, has been worthyofan

Engliſhman, worthy of a Chriftian, and

" worthy of a King (b)." This is a great

deal to fay of any man, and a very high ſtrain

of panegyric from you, who are ſo angry

with theignorant vulgar for affirming more

than they can poffibly know ; while you,

to uſe your own words, are, " in a man-

" ner, fure of nothing ; except of that

"6 very little which you fee with your own

"6

eyes, or hear with your own ears (c)."

But all this, peradventure, you affirm

from your own knowledge, and the evi-

dence of your own ſenſes : if ſo, you muft

be better known at court than might have

(b) Free Thoughts, p. 16. (c) Ibid. p. 5.

been
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been fufpected, or than we ſhould have

conjectured from your intimations at the

beginning of your performance. You fup-

pofed, however, that whatever you might

fay on this fubject was in little danger of

being publickly controverted ; for it is a

ticklish thing to meddle with the cha-

racters of monarchs, in any other ſtrain

but that of praiſe, which you have wifely

adopted, Living kings are always good

and gracious, and the best of princes ;

though, unfortunately, after their deaths,

impartial hiſtory is often forced to tell a

very different tale. I fhall, however, fay

no more on this delicate fubject. It is

enough to remind you, that the real

Chriftian, the man of undiffembled vir-

tue, will not violate the facred law of

truth to gratify thofe in the moſt exalted

fituations, and fcorns even to flatter kings.

You attempt to ridicule the propenſity

of the English nation to political difqui-

fitions, and feem to think, with fome

others, that it is an abfurdity for com-

mon people to meddle with fuch mat-

C ters.
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ters (d). And, indeed, arbitrary prin-

ces and miniſters, and their minions, have

ever been defirous of propagating this doc-

trine : they would wiſh the people to ſhut

their eyes, and hood-wink their under-

ftandings ; and refign themſelves, with

implicit reverence, without examination

or inquiry, to their mandates, and to their

meaſures. It is very true, that uneducated

men, immerſed in bufinefs, and employed

in the lower offices and employments of

life, may not be very good judges of dif-

ficult matters relative to the conduct of

national affairs . But notwithstanding this,

the bulk of the people, I believe, ſeldom

judge amifs in points of importance to the

intereft and welfare of the ftate. They

may err in particular inftances ; but they

form very just notions refpecting the na

ture and tendency of public meaſures in

general, whether matters of domeſtic go-

vernment, or treaties and negociations with

foreign nations. The people, in general,

are fufficient judges whether their own

rights and privileges are attacked, or pre-

(d) Vid. Free Thoughts, p. 4, 5 .

ferved

Y
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ferved inviolate ; and whether the honour

and dignity of the nation is maintained

abroad. And a more pernicious doctrine

can ſcarcely be advanced in a free ſtate,

than this : that the people at large ſhould

not meddle with affairs of government.

Liberty never was, nor ever will be pre-

ferved long in any country where fuch

fentiments prevail : for fuch is the intoxi-

cating nature of power, that it is always

neceffary that a free people fhould guard

against its incroachments, and be vigilant

and active in the maintenance of their

rights . In arbitrary governments, all are

equally flaves : but every ſubject of a free

ftate is intereſted in public affairs ; it can-

not be a matter of indifference to him

whether the government be good or bad ;

for it is at leaſt of importance to him

that his own rights fhould be preferved .

And the lowest plebeian, who has a vote

for members of parliament, fhould be at

leaſt careful to give his fuffrage confcienti-

oufly, and in favour of thoſe who appear

to him to be beft difpofed to ſerve their

conftituents, and the nation . Political

inquiries, therefore, are fo far from be-

C 2
ing
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ing the refult of an abfurd propenfity in

Engliſhmen, that they are the natural,

the neceffary confequence of that confti-

tution of government which is eſtabliſhed

in this country.

You have taken fome pains to make it

appear, that there is little reafon to fup-

pofe, that the Petitions and Remonftrances

which have been prefented to the King,

do in fact contain the Senfe of the Nation.

And you pretend to give us an account of

the manner in which nine in ten, or ra-

ther (you fay) ninety-nine in a hundred,

of thoſe petitions are procured. You tell

us, that " a Lord or ' Squire (fometimes

two or more) goes or fends his fteward,

" round the town where his feat is, with

a paper, which he tells the honeſt men

" is for the good of their king and coun-

66 try. He defires each to fet his name

" or mark to theſe. And who has the

" hardiness to gainfay ; eſpecially if my

"Lord keeps open houfe ? Mean time, the

contents ofit theyknow nothingabout(e)."

(e) Free Thoughts, p. 12.

I fear,
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I fear, Sir, that in this account you have

not paid that fcrupulous regard to the

truth of facts, of which you make ſuch

a parade at the beginning of your pam

phlet. I ſhould prefume, that you muſt,

in this cafe, have advanced abundantly

more than you could poffibly
" ſee with

your own eyes, or hear with your own

" ears (f)." And, I confeſs, I am ſo far

from fuppofing that nine Petitions out of

ten have been procured in the manner

deſcribed by you, that, till I meet with

fome better evidence of it than your bare

affertion, I fhall not believe that one

Petition of a public nature has been fo

procured from any part of the kingdom.

Dr. Johnſon, another writer on the ſame

fide with yourſelf, had before you given

us "the progrefs of a Pétition." But his

repreſentation, it muſt be confeffed, con-

tained in it fomewhat more probability

than your's ; and, if it was equally defti-

tute of truth, we yet received fome amends

from the wit and eloquence of the writer.

(f) Vid. Free Thoughts, p. 3, 4, 5.

How-
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However, after giving an account of the

manner in which petitions, if we may be-

lieve you, are commonly procured ; you

inform us, that you were not long fince at

a town in Kent, when one of theſe peti-

tions was carrying about. You aſked

" one and another" whether they had

figned the petition, and found none that

had refuſed it ; and yet, you tell us, that

not one fingle perſon to whom you ſpoke,

had either read it, or heard it read. It is

truly remarkable, that your Kentish friends.

and acquaintance ſhould all be ſuch ſtupid

mortals, as to fign a petition which they

knew nothing about. But I cannot form

the fame mean opinion of the generality of

my countrymen. I have met with ne-

body who has been concerned in the bufi-

nefs of petitioning and remonſtrating, but

what knew at leaſt fomewhat of the mat-

ter. At all the public meetings which have

been held for that purpofe, the Petitions

or Remonftrances have been always read.

It is true, that in a numerous meeting the

whole may not have been diſtinctly heard

by every individual : but it should be re-

membered, that people in general pre-

viouſly

were

Pus
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vioufly apprized of the defign of fuch

meetings before their affembling, and of

the main purport of the intended Petition

or Remonftrance. The late applications

of that kind to the throne have been al-

moſt all upon the fame topics ; and it is

hardly conceivable that there were any

who figned them, or who voted for them,

but what at leaſt knew that they contained

a declaration of their diſapprobation of

thoſe arbitrary and unconſtitutional mea-

fures of government, which have been fo

much canvaffed in all companies, from the

higheſt to the loweſt, that it is ſcarcely

poffible for the meaneft artiſan to be totally

ignorant of them. And in this view I

confider the late Petitions and Remonftran-

ces as truly declarative of the Senſe of the

Nation.

But, however unwilling you areto admit

this, it is evident from other paffages in

your pamphlet, in which you ſeem not

very confiftent with yourſelf, that you are.

fufficiently convinced, that a great part of

the people are exceedingly diffatisfied with

the meaſures of government. Thus, you

fay,
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re

gree

fay, (P. 8.) that " the general diſcontent

* of the nation now rifes to an higher de-

than it has done in the memory of

man." And you go ſo far (P. 34.) as

to add, that " the confequences of theſe

" commotions will be (unlefs an higher

"hand interpofe) exactly the fame as thoſe

of the like commotions in the last cen-

" tury." Is it not evident from hence,

that you are well convinced that a great

part of the people are exceedingly incenfed

againſt the meaſures of government ? Why

then fhould
you be fo extremely unwilling

to confider the Petitions and Remonftran

ces, which contain a declaration of the

people's diſapprobation of the meaſures of

adminiſtration, as expreffive of the fenfe

of the nation? But furely the leaft that

can be fairly fuppofed is, that they contain

the ſenſe of a great part of the nation.

As to myſelf, I have not the leaſt doubt,

from all that I can learn, both from my

own obfervation, and the information of

others, but that, notwithſtanding the great

numbers who are intereſted in fupporting

the meaſures of the court, a very confider-

able majority of the nation do entirely dif-

approve
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approve of thoſe meaſures of government,

which in this reign have juſtly excited fo

much oppofition.

You

You alfo intimate to us, that you confi

der the Petitioners and Remonftrants as no

judges of the matters of which they com-

plain. But fome obfervations which I

have before made, may, I prefume, be con-

fidered as a fufficient anſwer to this.

then tell us, what you fuppofe Mr. Pitt,

now Lord Chatham, would have faid, if pe-

titions had been prefented againſt his admi-

niftration (d). His Lordship , I dare fay,

will eafily excuſe you, if you do not give

yourſelf the trouble of making any more

fpeeches for him ; for you feem very little

acquainted with his ſentiments, his ſpirit,

or his manner. And, in oppofition to your

fuppofitions refpecting him, I muſt here

obferve, that when he was in power, he

never appeared difpofed to deſpiſe the opi-

nions of his countrymen ; he was always

willing to make his appeal to the tribunal

of the public, and the rectitude of his con-

(d) Free Thoughts, p. 13, 14.

D duct
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duct enabled him to make that appeal fafe-

ly. And even the common people, igno

rant and ſtupid as you feem defirous of re

preſenting them, could eafily diſcern the

merit of his adminiftration. They faw,

and acknowledged, with the reft of Eu-

rope, that this great minifter, by his fu

perior abilities, had raiſed the reputation

and profperity of Great Britain to a height

not to be paralleled at any former period.

And accordingly, in fome of thoſe parts of

the kingdom, which had formerly been the

moſt remarkable for difaffection, it was ob-

ſerved that the people, during the admini-

ftration of Lord Chatham, (then Mr. Pitt)

diſcovered an attachment and good-will to

the government never known before : and

indeed his conduct defervedly met with

the general approbation of the whole Bri-

tifh empire. Such was the remarkable

difference between this great Stateſman,

and thoſe to whom the reins of govern-

ment have been fince entruſted ! He, bythe

wifdom of his meafures, made thofe who

had been before difaffected to become good

fubjects whilst they have alienated from

his Majesty the affections of thoſe who

were

'
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were formerly the most attached to his

perſon, and to his family.

As to your curious collection of inqui-

ries reſpecting Lord Chatham's perfonal

character, (P. 43, 44.) they deſerve no

anfwer. Indeed, they are fuch , as I ſhould

fuppofe no man of common charity and

candour could fcarcely read with patience.

You ſeem to ſuppoſe, that the people of

England can with no propriety defire a

change of the miniſtry, unleſs they can

recommend perfons to the king to hold

their offices, who poffefs every good qua-

lity, and every virtue, that imagination

can ſuggeſt (e) : and that ' till they can

do this, they have no right to ſtretch their

throats (as you elegantly exprefs it) againſt

evil miniſters . But the inhabitants of this

country are not fo unreaſonable as to ex-

pect miniſters quite fo perfect. They will

think, I believe, with me, that many

men might be found, who would be much

more careful not to violate the conftitution,

and abundantly more attentive to the in-

( ) Vid. Free Thoughts, p. 42, 43.

D 2 terefts
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tereſts of the nation, than our preſent mi-

nifters, or any that we have had for fome

time paſt, and yet be far from coming up

to your standard of perfection. At leaft,

they are willing to make the experiment,

becauſe they think theycannot eafily change

for the worfe. And, I believe, they are alfo

of opinion, that Lord Chatham may have

been, and may ftill be, an excellent and

truly refpectable minifter, and highly de-

ferving the confidence of the public,

although he be not entirely free from the

imperfections incident to human nature.

You do not mean, you tell us, ( P. 18. )

to defend the meaſures which have been

taken relative to the Middleſex Election ;'

and then you immediately proceed to fay

all that you can in fupport of that obnoxi-

ous meaſure, which has fo juftly excited

the indignation of the public. The affair

of the Middlefex election has now been fo

much canvaffed, that it would be tedious

to enter at large into the difpute, and it

would be inconfiftent with the intended

brevity of my letter. I fhall, however,

make a few remarks upon the fubject ; tho'

I believe that neither your fophiftry, nor

the
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1

the curious argumentation of Lord Mans-

field, one of whofe fpeeches you
have in-

troduced at length, that your readers may

" ſee this whole matter in the clearest light,"

(as you expreſs it) will ever be able to

convince the public of the rectitude of

that meaſure ; or that it was not a grofs

invaſion of the rights of the people. The

injuſtice of ſeating a man in the great

council of the nation, who had only 296

votes, in preference to another who had

1143, ftrikes at the firft view. And it is.

certain, that by fuch a procedure, the free-

holders were to all intents and purpoſes

deprived of the liberty of electing their

own reprefentatives in parliament. But you

fay, (P. 19. ) that " if the electors had the

66

66

liberty of choofing any qualified perfon,

" it is abfolute nonfenfe to talk of their

being deprived of the liberty of choofing,

" becauſe they were not permitted to chooſe

"aperfon utterly unqualified." But, unfor-

tunately, the truth of the matter is, that

Mr. Wilkes was fo far from being utterly

unqualified, that he was as legally eligible

as any other man. Lord Mansfield, in-

deed, fays, (according to your pamphlet)

that
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that Mr. Wilkes was confidered by the

laws as an unqualified perfon. But it is well

known, that his lordſhip never has produ-

ced, nor never can produce, any law to

that purpoſe ; and a mere vote of the

Houfe of Commons, which is all that can

be produced, cannot conftitute any legal

difability; fo that all this kind of reafon-

ing falls to the ground.

68

You fay, " That a right of expulſion,

of putting a member out of the Houſe,

manifeftly implies a right of exclufion,

" ofkeeping him out ; otherwiſe that right

" amounts to juſt nothing at all ." To

which I anfwer, that the right of the peo-

ple to elect their own repreſentatives, is of

infinitely more importance to the conftitu-

tion, than the right, or, to fpeak more

properly, the practice, of expulfion in the

Houſe of Commons : for on this right of

the people, the very exiſtence of the Houfe

ofCommons itſelf depends . All the power

poffeffed by the Houſe of Commons, is a

delegated power, entrusted to them by.

their conftituents ; and it cannot be ſhewn'

that the people have ever intrufted the

Houfe
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Houſe of Commons with a right of reject-

ing or expelling repreſentatives, after being

fairly chofen not even for miſdemeanors,

if theirconftituents chooſe to re-elect them.

And, therefore, it by no means follows,

that becauſe the people have not oppofed

the power of expulfion, when occafionally

exercifed by the Houfe of Commons, in a

manner not difagreeable to the people,

that therefore the Houfe has a right to ex-

pel a member whom his conſtituents have

repeatedly re-elected, and declared in the

moft public and abſolute manner, their de-

fire of again entruſting as their réprefenta-

tive. The tights of the freeholders and

electors of England are coeval with the

conftitution, and cannot by any power be

taken away without their own confent.

And certainly they are the beft, and only

proper judges, of the qualifications of thoſe

whom they fend to parliament as their de-

puties and repreſentatives.

Youalfofay, (P. 19.) " Butfuppofe afingle

* borough or county were deprived of this

in a fingle inftance ; how is this depriv

ing the good people of England, the na

❝tion,
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"tion, of their birthright ? What an in-

" fult upon common fenfe is this wild way

" of talking ? If Middlefex is wronged

(put it fo) in this inftance, how is York-

" fhire or Cumberland affected by it ? or

twenty counties and forty boroughs be-

" fides ? Much lefs all the nation ?" I will

tell you, Sir, how other counties are af

fected by the decifion refpecting Middle-

fex, and how the whole nation is affected

by it; and muft at the fame time take the

liberty to tell you, that your ftiling the

language which you oppofe, " an infult

"uponcommon fenfe," and " a wild
way

" of talking," can only arife from your

real, or pretended ignorance, of the com-

mon principles of a free government.

.

If the Houſe of Commons had a right

to ſet aſide a member fairly choſen by the

countyof Middleſex, and whowas not legally

difqualified, it has alſo a right to fet afide

member chofen by any other county

or borough in the kingdom. By a deci-

fion, therefore, which in a fingle inſtance

deprives the county of Middlefex of the

right of election, the poffeffion of that

any

right
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right in every other part of the kingdom

is rendered precarious. And it is impoffi-

ble to fuppofe that thofe who have deprived

the county of Middlefex of one of their

moſt effential rights, will be tender of the

privileges of other counties or boroughs,

and far lefs of the rights of individual
s

,

No fuch decifion, therefore, can be made,

but what muſt materially affect the liber-

ties of the whole kingdom. For it has

been justly obferved, that if the Houſe of

Commons has a right to incapacita
te

one

man, it has the fame right to incapacita
te

two, three, or any number ; that is, it

can disfranchi
fe

all the electors of England.

But no fuch power was, or could be dele-

gated to it ; and as it did not make itſelf,

it cannot make its own power. If the

people look on unconcern
edly

, and fee in-

dividuals only deprived of their conftituti-

onal rights, what fecurity can they poffibly

have for the poffeffion of their own liber-

ties ? What must be the cafe, then, if they

look tamely on, and fee a whole county

deprived of a privilege fo important, that

the very exiſtence of the conftitutio
n

itſelf

depends on its prefervati
on

? It is you,

there---E
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therefore, Sir, who have talked wildly

and abfurdly, in fuppofing that a decifion

injurious to the right of election in the

county of Middlefex, would not affect the

other parts of the kingdom .

It was natural for the people to be the

more alarmed at fuch a determination as

that in the Middlefex election , if they had

good reafon to believe, that this violent

meaſure was effected merely to gratify the

court and miniſtry. You make, indeed, a

long extract from another writer, in order

to fhew that there is no reaſon to ſuppoſe

the parliament to be corrupt. And that

gentleman urges the paffing of the bill for

leffening the privileges of members of par-

liament, and for determining petitions

about contefted elections, as full proof of

the virtue of the parliament. The first

of theſe bills was undoubtedly a good one,

and the fecond was well intended, and

brought in by a gentleman in the oppofi-

tion ; though it has been doubted by good

friends to the conftitution, whether it was

well calculated to anſwer the intended pur-.

pofe. But it does not appear, that either of

theſe
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theſe bills thwarted any immediate views

of thoſe then in adminiftration ; and it

muſt be ſhewn that they were oppofed by

the miniftry, (which I apprehend was not

the cafe) before their paffing can be confi-

dered as any evidence of the incorruptibility

of parliament.

With refpect to the innocence and virtue

of parliament, there is one circumſtance

which I would fubmit to your confidera-

tion. It is inconteftibly the buſineſs and

duty of the Houfe of Commons to be a

check upon the crown and its minifters,

and to guard the liberties and interefts of

the people from their encroachments or

mifconduct. Now I would aſk the moſt

venal partizan of the court, whether he

ſuppoſes our minifters have always done

right for theſe ten years paft ? If they have

in any inftances done wrong, either in ex-

tending the prerogative, or in fquandering

away the public money, it was the duty

of the repreſentatives of the people to op-

poſe them. But what if it ſhould appear,

that during that whole period the majority

in our parliaments have in no one inſtance

E 2
op-
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pofed the meaſures of the crown and its

minifters ? Will the mcft candid man

breathing, upon that fuppofition, believe

that our parliaments have done their duty

to their conftituents ? Or will he defire a

ftronger proof of their corruption, and of

their being under an undue influence from

the crown ? Whatever may be your ideas

upon this fubject, Sir, it is certain that the

people of England cannot labour under a

greater grievance than a corrupt parlia-

ment, nor one which they ought to be

more earnestly folicitous to remove . Should

we have a prince arbitrarily difpofed, or

the moſt iniquitous minifters, ftill the peo-

ple would have fome fubftantial fecurity

for their rights, if our parliaments are un-

corrupt ; but if they are venal , and under

the direction of the crown, the people have

then no refources but thofe of the moſt

violent and dangerous nature.

I was fomewhat furprized to observe,

that when you were endeavouring to fup-

port the proceedings of the ministry, re-

fpecting the Middlefex election, you ſhould,

among fo manyfomany who have ſpoken and writ-

ten
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ten on this ſubject, fingle out Lord Mans-

field as your auxiliary, who has in general

been remarkably reſerved upon this ſubject.

You could not think that the popularity of

his lordſhip would give weight to his ar-

guments. But you may poffibly have fome

partiality for his lordſhip, and his produc-

tions, in confequence of fome little refem-

blance in your characters. This compari-

fon may probably furprize thoſe who have

not obferved, that whatever difference there

may be between you in other circumftan-

ces, Lord Mansfield and you are both

equally remarkable for being entirely free

from fophiftry, fubtilty, and craft, in your

feveral profeffions. At leaſt, I am fure the

reſemblance is to the full as ftrong between

you and his lordſhip, as between his lord-

ſhip and Eraſmus, to whom my good Lord

Biſhop of Glouceſter (being well known to

be fond of paradoxes) hath thought pro-

per to compare our beloved Chief Juftice,

in a truly admirable dedication prefixed to

a late edition of that incomparable work,

" The Divine Legation of Mofes demon-

" ftrated."

You
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You endeavour (P. 9, 10.) to vindicate

hisMyfrom the charge of " pardon-

" ing a murderer." But what murderer

do mean ? You must know that more
you

than one murderer has been ſcreened from

juftice in this reign . Do you mean either

ofthe murdererswho were pardoned in con-

fequence of the influence and intrigues of

their harlot fifter.? or do you mean either

of thoſe ruffians Balfe and M'Quirk ? If

you mean the latter, fuch hired affaffins as

they were, muft doubtlefs have been very

proper objects of royal mercy ! and when

we remember that " doubts arofe in the

royal breaſt" on this occafion, we re-

member alſo that the crimes which theſe

men committed, with a view of obstruct-

ing the freedom of election, were perpetra-

ted in order to favour the cauſe of a man

fupported by the court. You afk, " Can

" you or I believe, that the K-g knew

him to be fuch ? Understood him to be a

wilful murderer ? I am not fure of it at

all; neither have.
you any rational proof:

" And if he did not know or believe him

" to be fuch, how can he be blamed for

"

66
pardoning him ?" By what methods are

Our
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our Kings to know the guilt of criminals,

but by their being fairly and legally tried

and found guilty ? Is it proper that all

ſhould be pardoned whofe guilt is not actu-

ally known to the King ? But, indeed, your

ftrange kind of reaſoning feems calculated

to justify the pardoning of almoſt every

criminal who is condemned.

As to the fubject of penfions, you ſay it

is a matter that you do not underſtand.

However, fome you think are well be

ftowed, and all well defigned. You except,

I fuppofe, the penſion that was paid to the

moſt active of the affaffins who was em

ployed at Brentford ; as well as that to

Macloughlan, for his good fervices in St.

George's Fields . But you fear, you fay,

that fome penfions have been " ill-bestowed,

" on thoſe who not only fly in the face of

" their benefactor ; but avail themselves of

« his favours to wound the deeper." And

then you immediately proceed to infinuate

a charge againſt fome who receive penfions

of " foul and flagrant ingratitude." You

mean, I prefume, Lord Ch-m and Lord

Cn; who, though they receive pen-

fions,
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fions, have not been induced thereby to

defert the cauſe of their country in the fe-

nate. There is an effential difference to be.

made between penfions given for real fer-

vices to the public, and thoſe given as

bribes, to induce the receivers of them to

concur in every unconſtitutional and iniqui-

tous meaſure of the miniftry. The num-

ber of penfions that have too frequently

been given for the latter purpofe, is un-

doubtedly a capital grievance ; but it would

be high time that all penfions fhould be

aboliſhed, even thofe for real fervices, if

it be once taken for granted, that thoſe

who receive them, though members of

parliament, ought never to oppoſe the

court, under the weak notion of its being

ingratitude to the king. A man's first duty

is that to his country : All the moneywith

which any penfions are paid, is primarily

the money of the people ; and no honeſt

man, who has received a penfion for actual

fervices to the nation, will ever betray the

cauſe of the public from any unjuſt com-

plaiſance to the crown.

.

00 You
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You fay, (P. 12. ) that this fault,"

that of granting fo many penfions, " ( if it

" were really fuch ) would argue too great

56

eafinefs of temper. But this is quite the

" reverfe of what is commonly objected,

inflexible ftubbornness." But however fpe-

cious this argument of your's may at first

fight appear, it amounts to nothing when

fairly examined. Is it not eafy to conceive,

that a Prince who may lend a deaf ear to

the jufteft complaints and remonſtrances of

his fubjects, may yet, if he entertains any

improper views, be extremely liberal, ex-

ceedingly profufe of the public money, to

thoſe who are ready to go any lengths to

gratify his defires, to fawning parafites,

and unprincipled courtiers ?

You fay, you do not defend the killing of

Mr. Allen ; murder you do not chufe to

call it . And after relating that tranſaction

your own way, you add, " Now though

" this cannot be excufed, yet was it the

<<

moft horrid villainy that ever was perpetra-

" ted? Surely, no. Notwithſtanding all

" the tragical exclamations which have

" been made concerning it, what is this to

F the
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P

"the killing a man in cool blood ? And

" was this never heard of in England ?" (e)

I will tell you, Sir, why it was natural that

the murder of Mr. Allen, (for fo I will

venture to call it) and the other murders

committed in St. George's Fields, (it is

well known that it was not one only)

fhould excite more clamour, and caufe a

greater alarm in the nation, than the kill-

ing a man in cool blood. If a common

murder be committed, with whatever cir-

cumſtances, the laws are open, and the of-

fender, or offenders, may be legally pu-

niſhed. But if murders are committed by

foldiers acting in the K's name, and

by his authority, under the fpecious.

pretext of keeping the peace ; and if the

perpetrators of fuch murders are after-

wards protected by the whole power and

influence of the crown ; this muſt neceffa-

rily alarm every intelligent friend to the

conſtitution, abundantly more than the

moft atrocious murder committed by pri-

vate individuals. For in the former cafe,

the people have ſcarce any mode of redreſs,

(e) Free Thoughts, p . 18.

if
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if the parliament refufe it ; and I do not

ſee what poffible fecurity the people can

have for their liberties, if it be allowable

for the miniſtry, on every trifling occafion,

(with the affiftance of one or two com-

plaifant juftices of the peace) to employ

the military againſt them, when they hap-

pen to diſcover any diffatisfaction at the

meaſures of adminiſtration. As to the af-

fair of St. George's Fields, it is not yet

quite forgotten, that thanks were returned

to the foldiers employed there, in the

K-g's name, for their alertness and dili-

gence in putting a period to the lives of

fome of his M- y's unarmed, defence-

lefs fubjects ; and that all poffible art and

influence were employed to fcreen the actors

in that tragedy from the punishment they

merited.

Of your charitable character of Mr.

Wilkes, I fhall fay little : I muſt, how-

ever, obferve, that a man máy have many

follies, and fome vices, and yet it may be

doing him great injuſtice to ſay, that he

has "
no regard to virtue or morality."

This is what a confcientious divine fhould

Y

F 2 not
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not fay of
any man, without very fubftan-

tial evidence. However, after obferving

that he had abufed the miniftry, and afper-

fed the King's mother in the groffeſt man-

ner, you fay, that he was profecuted " not

" for this, but other atchievements ;" and

then retired to France. What you mean

by other atchievements, is not very eaſy to

fay , but indeed it appears intended to con-

vey fomething very much like an untruth ;

for, I believe, few readers would under-

ftand that phrafe to mean the Effay on

Woman, or the 45th Number of the North

Briton ; and I know of nothing elſe for

which he was profecuted. But whatever

may be Mr. Wilkes's private character,

whether you chufe to diſtinguiſh or not,

other people will, between that and the

merits of his caufe, with which alone the

public are concerned . It must be confeſſed,

at the fame time, that thoſe who have been

favoured by the court, have been remark-

able for the excellency of their private

lives. The virtues of the court member

forMiddlefex, Mr. L-ll, are well known;

and no man doubts but that for piety, cha+

flity, modefty, fobriety, and other excel-

lencies,
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lencies, Lord Sch and Mr. R- d

R-y are Shining characters.

It must be admitted, that for ſome of

the injuries which have been done to Mr.

Wilkes, as an individual, the laws have

made him compenfation ; which, by the

way, is a demonſtration that the people

were not altogether in the wrong in fup-

porting him ; for the determinations of the

courts of juſtice do at leaft prove, that the

laws had been broken for the purpoſe of op-

preffing him. But, with a view of obſtruct-

ing as much as poffible the courfe of juſtice,

an order was made, by the higheſt autho-

rity, that the fine which was laid as a pu-

niſhment on an offending Secretary of State,

for violating the conftitution in the perfon

of Mr. Wilkes, fhould be paid out of the

exchequer an act which filled every man,

who had any juft conceptions of law, ju-

ftice, or the conftitution , with aſtoniſh-

ment and indignation . For it now appears,

that if a minifter of ſtate ſhould be with

difficulty brought in fome degree to justice,

whatever expences he may incur for in-

juring the people, are to be paid out of

*

their

+
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their money: an iniquity which I would

fuppofe, Sir, even you would not attempt

to vindicate. At least I am certain, that

the man who can defend this, may defend

any thing.

But

You fay you do not defend the meaſures

which have been taken with regard to A-

merica ; and you doubt whether any

" man can defend them, either on the foot

" of law, equity, or prudence (f):”

you think to fettle the whole matter by

throwing the guilt of it upon the late Mr.

George Grenville. I am as little concerned

to vindicate that gentleman's political cha-

racter as you can be, though he latterly

engaged in the oppofition : but he is dead,

and I will fay no more of him. However,

I would aſk, whether thoſe who have been

fince him in adminiſtration, have not adopt-

ed very obnoxious meaſures refpecting the

Americans ? and whether his M- y

himſelf has not, in his fpeeches, taken the

moſt abfolute and decifive part againit

them ?

(f) Free Thoughts, p. 25.

With
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With regard to your intimations refpect

ing the prefent miniftry, I muft obferve,

that you are exceedingly miſtaken, if you

imagine the prefent complaints of the peo-

ple are merely againſt the men now often.

fibly in power. Their complaints are of

a more enlarged nature. They complain

of the general tenor of adminiſtration for

near ten years paft ; that during that pe

riod an ungracious and impolitic fyſtem of

government appears to have prevailed, irre-

concileable with the principles of the Eng-

liſh conſtitution ; that the rights of the

people have been violated in a variety of

inſtances, and the public treaſure ſhame-

fully fquandered ; at the fame time that

the honour and intereft of the nation, with

reſpect to foreign powers, have been ſcan-

dalouſly neglected. So that from being in

the higheſt degree of national proſperity,

and in fuch a fituation as enabled us almoft

to give law to Europe, our condition is

now fo funk and degraded, that we are.

ſcarcely able to defend our own poffeffions

from the infults and attacks of foreign na-

tions.

As
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As to what you fay in defence of the

manner in which the Petitions and Re

monftrances have been received (g), it

amounts to very little on any other ſuppo-

fition, but that of the complaints of the

people being without foundation ; which

all your fophiftry has not been able to

make appear. And even on that fuppofi-

tion, the people, though miſtaken, are enti-

tled to regard : government was conſtituted

for their benefit, and not merely to ſupport

Princes or Miniſters in ſtate and luxury.

And if thoſe, in whom the powers of go-

vernment are veſted, mean honeſtly, they

may eaſily find means to convince the peo-

ple of the rectitude of their intentions.

But as to the manner in which the Peti-

tions and Remonftrances were actually re-

ceived, I feel more than I chufe to expreſs :

I ſhould, however, hardly ſuppoſe it poffi-

ble that any man, who deferves the name

of Engliſhman, could think they were re-

ceived as the complaints and remonftrances

of a free-born people ought to have been.

(g) Free Thoughts, p . 15 .

After
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After having, in your manner, anſwered

fome ofthe objections to the late meaſures

of government, you triumphantly exult,

You

So far we have gained . We have re-

" moved the imaginary caufes of the prefent

"commotions (b)." Perhaps not.

may poffibly have reckoned fomewhat too

faft, and fung Te Deum without obtaining

the victory. I believe no impartial reader,

poffeffed of common fenfe, will think you

have performed fo important a fervice.

However, you add, " It plainly appears

they are not owing to the extraordinary

badness (a moft elegant phrafe) either of

the king, of his parliament, of his mi-

" nifters, or of the meaſures which they

" have taken." After which you proceed

to enquire, " To what then are they ow

86

26

ing? What are the real caufes of this

amazing ferment among the people ? ”

And here you appear, indeed, to have

made a moſt admirable diſcovery. You

are very ſtrongly of opinion, but not quité

pofitive, (in which I commend your pru-

dence) that the firft and principal cauſe of

(b) Free Thoughts, p. 29.

the

2
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the prefent commotions is French gold.

How this is diftributed, you do not ex-

plain in very direct terms : but your mean-

ing manifeftly is, that it is given to John

Wilkes and fome of his adherents, to in-

duce them to diſturb the government (i).

Now after fairly confidering your reaſons,

(if they deſerve that name) for this curious.

conjecture, I must declare, that I do moft

firmly believe, that there is not one jot

more reaſon to fuppofe, that Mr. Wilkes

or any of his adherents are bribed by the

French court, than thatMr. JOHNWESLEY

receives a penfion from the College of Car

dinals, or the Society of Jefuits.

You appear to apprehend, that a diffo-

lution of the Pt would be a ſtep

attended with very dangerous conſequences

to the K-g. For you imagine, that if a

new one were to be chofen, it would pro-

bably confift of men diſpoſed to carry mat

ters to extremities againſt him (k). But

your apprehenfions upon this head feem to

be without foundation. The popular party,

(i) Free Thoughts, p. 30, 31. (k) Ibid. p. 40. 45

I am



[ 43 ]

I am confident, wiſh to injure the K-g as

little as you can do ; they only wiſh to have

the grievances of the people redreffed .

If they wish for a new election, it is only

with the hope of returning men who will

really confider themſelves as the reprefenta-

tives of the people, and act as fuch ; and

not be always ready to fupport every mea-

ſure of the miniſtry, however arbitrary and

unconſtitutional, and however inconſiſtent

with the intereft of the nation.

fay (P. 40, 41.) that if the K-g were to

diffolve the P―――t, he would be as

66

66

But you

perfectly ſafe, as the ſheep that had given

up their dogs." Your idea of a Parlia-

ment feems to be quite new. I have al-

ways conceived that the Parliament, or at

leaft the Houſe of Commons, were by the

very nature of their inftitution intended as

a check upon the crown and its miniſters ;

and that it was their duty to maintain, on

all occafions, the rights of the ſubject : but

you feem, on the contrary, to confider

them as a part of the royal body-guard.

However, if the parliament muſt be com-

pared to dogs, ſurely they ought to be at

leaftG2
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leaſt as much the dogs of the people, as

the dogs of the crown .

at once.

CX

You ſpeak (P. 25. ) in very high terms

of the liberty which the people of this

country now enjoy. And it is true, that a

government entirely defpotic is not yet

quite eſtabliſhed among us. It was not to

be expected, that our minifters would be

hardy enough to feize upon all our liberties

But without entering into a mi-

nute enumeration of the national grievan-

ces, we know, that a whole county has been

injured in a point of the utmost importance

to the conftitution, and that individuals

have been arbitrarily impriſoned, without

either law or juftice. This, according to

your principles, is a matter of no import-

ance to any but thoſe who have been per-

fonally aggrieved . For if Middlefex is

wronged, you fay, how is Yorkſhire or

Cumberland affected by it ? And, accord-

ing to the fame mode of reafoning, if John

Wilkes or William Bingley are impriſoned,

without law, and contrary to the moſt ef-

fential principles of the conftitution , what

is that to other people ? Or if a few indi-

viduals
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viduals are murdered by the military, by

orders from the miniftry, what is that to

thofe who are left alive ? But the people

of this country are not quite fenfelefs

enough to be deceived by ſuch ſophiſtry

and abfurdity. The high fenſe which they

haveof thevalue of the privileges whichthey

yet enjoy, animates them to oppoſe every

encroachment on them with the greater

ardour. And it is certain, that if mini-

fters of state are fuffered to invade the

rights of individuals with impunity, we

cannot rationally expect any thing better,

than to ſee ourſelves ftript by degrees of

all our privileges, and funk at length into

a fettled state of flavery. No nation that

does not guard its liberties with firmneſs,

and with vigilance, will ever continue free,

66

In the parallel which you draw between

the times of Charles the Firſt and the pre-

fent, (P. 39. ) you fay, that " the nation

" in general was inflamed with all poffible

diligence, by Addrefes, Petitions, and

Remonftrances, admirably well deviſed

for the purpoſe ; which were the moſt

" effectual libels that could be imagined

" againſt
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against the king and government." But

the truth is, that theſe libels, as you are

pleaſed to ſtile them, (in which you per-

fectly agree with the court-paraſites of

Charles's days) would have had very little

effect, if they had not been founded on

facts known to the whole kingdom . It

was Charles's arbitrary and illegal admini-

ftration, and his violent attempts to ' rob

the people of their moſt important rights,

which really inflamed the nation againſt

him ; and which justly brought on him

the oppofition that he met with, and which

he well deſerved . But no writings will

ever have fo much effect as to excite a na-

tion to acts of violence againſt a good go-

vernment ; though if a people are injured

and oppreffed, and their liberties endanger-

ed, thoſe who give them juft conceptions

concerning their fituation, do undoubtedly

perform a real ſervice to the community.

You likewiſe obſerve, ( P. 37.) that the

oppoſition in the time of Charlesthe Firſt,

was in a great meaſure a conteſt about re-

ligion, which is far from being the caſe at

prefent. And I know that the fame ob-

fervation



[ 47 ]

J

fervation has been before made, by fcrupu-

lous and well-intentioned people. But it

fhould be remembered, that if we once

ſuffer ourſelves to be deprived of our civil

rights, our religious liberties will then lie

at the mercy of the Prince ; and we ſhould

enjoy them only during his pleaſure . I

readily admit, that our attention ought not

to be wholly, or even chiefly exgroffed, by

political affairs, or any other matters that

relate merely to the prefent life. The firſt

object of our cares and of our folicitude,

ought to be that higher and nobler ſtate of

exiſtence, after which we ſhould be con-

ftantly afpiring. But furely as all claffes of

men, the religious as well as the vicious and

profane, employ muchoftheir timein things

merely of a temporal nature, fome attention

is due tothe preſervation of our national li-

berty, which by every generous mind is

eftimated as the most valuable of all tem-

poral bleffings. And, indeed, it is a duty

incumbent on us, as honeft men, and

as Chriftians, to take every legal and

juſtifiable method of tranſmitting down to

our poſterity thoſe rights, which we have

en-
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enjoyed through the virtue of our brave

and public-fpirited anceſtors.

Jai

You feem to think, at the beginning of

your performance, that you have great

merit, and are much fuperior to thoſe on

the oppofite fide, (and indeed to other wri-

ters on both fides) for the moderation with

which you have treated the fubjects in dif-

pute ; and bufe you have (as you fay)

given no ill words, and called no ill

names. You expect, therefore, to be abu-

fed by the warm men on both fides (1).

Why you ſhould expect to be abuſed by

the court party, I cannot conceive : they

can haveno reaſon to abufe you, unless they

think you have defended their cauſe in a

weak or injudicious manner. But as to your

having given no ill words, and called no ill

names, ifyou have not done this, you have

done what is perhaps much worſe, inſinu

ated the worſt things you could againſt the

popular party, and attributed to them the

moſt miſchievous defigns. It is hardly pòffi-

ble for the moſt rancorous of the court party.

(1) Vid. Free Thoughts, p. 7.

to
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to infinuate any thing worſe againſt the peo-

ple in oppofition than you have done : in-

fomuch that you repeatedly charge them

with the most traiterous defigns (m). So

that nothing can be more manifeft, than

that your pretences to moderation and im-

partiality are merely affectation. I muft,

however, obferve to you, that I believe the

generality of thoſe in oppofition are as well

affected to the reigning prince and family,

as you, or the moſt loyal of the court

party. Great numbers of them have been

formerly eminent for their zeal for the

Houfe of Hanover ; and would now facri-

fice their lives in its defence, provided their

laws and liberties are preferved to them in-

violate. But they think that tyranny un-

der one family is not more tolerable than

under another. They know that the

Princes of the Houfe of H- r are bound

by all the ties of honour and of gratitude,

to maintain the rights of the people to

whom they owe their elevation ; an event

which was brought about for that purpoſe,

(m) Vid. Free Thoughts, p. 8. 34, 35. 45.

H and
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and for that purpoſe only ; and they are

refolved not to fubmit to flavery under any

family.

Towards the clofe of your pamphlet,

(P. 41. 45.) you intimate it to be your

opinion, that it is not poffible for the K-

to do any thing that will quiet the minds

of the people. You think that the way

he has already taken, that of ftanding his

ground, as you exprefs it, ( that is, paying

no regard to the complaints and remon-

ftrances of the people) was the wiſeſt me-

thod he could take. You have, however,

hit on fomething which you think may be

an improvement upon this. And what

meaſure does the reader fuppofe the meek

and moderate Mr. WESLEY has fuggeſted,

in order to put a stop to the prefent com-

motions ? Does he imagine that our honeft

Divine has adviſed, that ſome ſteps be taken

to convince the people that no defigns are

forming against their liberties ? That the

principles of the conftitution be exactly

adhered to, and no infringement made on

the rights of individuals ? That care be

taken that the public money be not ſquan-

dered,
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dered, or employed in bribing the repre-

fentatives of the people ? Or that a due at-

tention be paid by adminiſtration to the

honour and intereft of the nation ? No,

reader; in truth, Mr.WESLEY has recom-

mended nothing of this nature ; nothing

that would be fo unpalatable to our mini-

fters; he is not fo uncourtly. But the

méek man, in the benevolence of his

heart, can think of nothing to quiet the

minds of the people, but the vigorous pro-

fecution of libellers, and a more frequent

ufe of Newgate and the Pillory.

"
You have not, Sir, it is true, made ufe

of theſe exact words ; but it is not poffible

for any man to miſtake your meaning. You

fay, (P. 46. ) " If any (way) is more like-

86

ly (to restore the peace of the nation)

* would it not be, vigoroufly to execute

the laws againſt incendiaries ? Againſt

thofe, who by ſpreading all manner of

lies, inflame the people even to mad-

nefs." But I would recommend to the

reader the perufal of the whole paffage ;

for it is curious, and worth reading.-It

has long been thought by many, that

H 2

you

are
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are no enemy to Popery; and in truth it

may be conjectured, from the fpirit dif-

coverable at the clofe of your pamphlet,

that you have no averfion to the doctrine

of wholeſome ſeverities ; I mean when em-

ployed againſt others ; for as your old

friend Dr. Warburton long ago obferved,

you are no great friend to perfecution,

when it approaches your own perfon.

However, when we confider your declara-

tion at the beginning of your performance,

you would not hurt either party in the

leaft degree, nay, that you would not wil-

lingly give them, the leaft pain, and com-

pare it with the malignant ſpirit which you

afterwards diſcover, one might be fome-

what tempted to fufpect, that you are not

badly formed for an Inquifitor.

that

You are not, it feems, quite fanguine

with refpect to the fuccefs of your ſcheme;

you are not certain that the wholeſome fe-

verities you recommend would anſwer the

intended purpoſe. " It is poffible (you

fay) this might reſtore peace ; but one .

" cannot affirm it would." You are right.

The proſecution of libellers, or thoſe whom

crown
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crown lawyers, and men of mean and fer

vile principles, would chufe to call fo, will

never convince the people of the rectitude

of the meaſures of adminiſtration ; and be

affured, that your project is very ill adapted

to the purpoſe of quieting the minds of a

brave, a generous, and an incenſed people.

It is true, that you talk of profecuting

thoſe who "" fpread all manner of lies ;"

but I dare fay you are not unacquainted,

that if an unfortunate author, printer, or

bookfeller, fhould be profecuted in the

court of King's-Bench for any thing that

Mr. Attorney General may chufe to ftile a

libel, it will be of very little importance

whether the affertions contained in fuch

publication be true or falfe. If it make

any difference, there being too much truth

in the production will only encreaſe its cri-

minality for that is the modern doctrine

upon this fubject .

If, therefore, your feaſonable hint re-

ſpecting the vigorous profecution of libel-

lers should be adopted by the proper per-

fons, and aided by the Mansfieldian doc-

trine

•
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trine of libels, it may, ifthe people will

fubmit to it, contribute fomething towards

fuppreffing the Liberty of the Prefs, which

many of our righteous minifters have long

confidered as an evil of the firſt magnitude :

but which, if the inhabitants of this coun

try ever ſuffer to be wrefted from them ,

they will from that moment ceaſe to have

any pretensions to the character of a free

people.

It is, however, impoffible that any

thing like a Free Prefs can fubfift long

in this country, ifonce crown profecutions

for political publications become frequent,

and the modern doctrine concerning libels

be generally admitted ; by which we are

deprived of all protection from a jury of

our countrymen, who are rendered mere

cyphers, or at moſt nothing but inſtruments

to execute other men's malice. It is main-

tained, that jurymen, in libel caufes, are

bound to convict upon the mere evidence

of publication, though they are in no re-

fpect convinced of any criminality in the

production, or of any evil intent in the

publisher : of which, it ſeems, they are

not
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not competent judges. It is juft, we are

told, to puniſh at diferetion any bookſeller

ör printer, for felling or printing libels ;

though twelve jurymen, even of the beſt

rank, affifted and enlightened by the plead

ings of council, are incapable of determin

ing what a libel is. If it be fa, the fitua

tion of bookfellers and printers muſt be ex-

ceedingly perilous . But I hope my coun

trymen, when they act as jurymen, will

never be weak enough to be induced, by

the infamous fophiftry that is generally em-

ployed on theſe occafions, or by any other

means, to give up their right of determin-

ing what is called the law, as well as the

fact, in libel caufes ; the innocence or cri-

minality of the book or paper, as well as the

fact ofpublication. Jurymen have a right

to try the whole matter in iffue before

them, and they are guilty of treachery to

their country if they give up this right :

for on the maintenance of this the Liberty

of the Prefs effentially depends, with which

the preſervation of all our other rights is

moſt evidently connected. For the Free-

dom of the Prefs, and the Liberty of the

People, will stand or fall together.

You
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You have not, Sir, it is true, entered

into theſe matters : but your recommenda-

tion ofthe proſecution of libellers naturally

brought them to remembrance. And if

any regard ſhould be paid to this hint of

your's, which is not impoffible, as the

moft pernicious advice is fometimes prefer-

red to the moſt falutary, it will then be

the more neceffary that every man eligible

to the office of juryman fhould underſtand

the extent of his own power, and what his

countrymen have a right to expect from

him. And, indeed, when we fee lawyers

of the higheſt rank exerting their abilities,

not in the maintenance of law and juſtice,

but in quibbling away the most important

and effential rights of the people, it is then

time for every man who wiſhes well to his

country, to be upon his guard.

my

I have already, Sir, extended my letter

to a greater length than I intended, and

'must therefore now take
leave of you.

But I fhall firft obferve, that I am forry to

fee you, at this advanced period of life,

going out of the proper buſineſs of

character and profeffion, to varniſh over

the

your
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the moſt iniquitous meaſures of a corrupt

adminiſtration, and to fupport the cauſe of

miniſterial tyranny and oppreffion . As to

the profeffions of impartiality with which

you fet out, they muft, after a perufal of

your pamphlet, appear ridiculous even to

your own party. It were, however, to

have been wiſhed, that you had contented

yourſelf with throwing out the worſt re-

flections you could againſt the friends of

freedom and the conftitution , without at

the fame time infinuating the moſt per-

nicious and inflammatory advice to your

Sovereign. And it had been well if, when

you were making fo many artful pretences

to meekneſs and moderation, you had dif-

covered fomewhat more fairneſs in your

reafoning, and a little more regard to

juſtice and to candour. As to myſelf, I

believe I have by no means treated your

performance with more feverity than it me-

rited ; and that I have no occafion to make

any apology on that head . I fhall, there-

fore, conclude with obferving, that as I

cannot help confidering the enemies of the

caufe of public freedom as the enemies of

my country, I think it at all times jufti-

I fiable
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fiable to oppofe the votaries and defenders

of unconftitutional and defpotic Minifters,

of whatever rank, character, or profef

fion.

I am,

SIR,

Your, &c.

*

FINI S.
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