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TO THE RIGHT HUN.

CHARLES YAMES FOX.

S I R,
HILE I requeft Your

Permiflion to nfcribe
this Speech to You, as beimng
its rcfpectable Author, 1 have
to afk Your Pardon for any
Error 1 may, unintentionally,
have committed moiving cither
Your Sentiments or Expref-
ions. It has been my parti-

ular Study not to deviate from
the Spurit of thofe ldeas which
You gave with fuch Dignity,
Candour, and Liberality on
the moft interefting of Subjeéls

to
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to this Nation —_fmerican fn-
dependence.  So that, it I have

not be:n able to recolleét the
exact Words by which thofe

Ideas were either pofitively or
negatively exprefled, I truft the
Prefervation of Your Senti-
ments will be confidered the
belt Argument to entitle me

to Your Pardon. In this Con-
fidence I remain,

S I R,

With all poffible Refpelt,

Your very obedient Servant,

THE EDITOR.

ADVER:
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L R o T g

ADVERTISEMENT,

ITE following SPrEECH wai
made in confequence of Sir
George Saville making a motion to

evciude the word ** * merica’ from
the Colonial Pluce Bill, then before
the confideration of the Houfe. His

reafons were, ‘that, in his opinion--~
unies the word was excluded, it would
be a revival of the di'pute which had
‘been the cauie of all the diticrences
betwcen Great-Britain and Amerjca,
It wouid be a tacit icgiflation for

America.
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America. From this idea, he dreaded
the confequences would be, that what-
ever were the prefent profpedts for
peace with America, they would all
be deftroyed. He thaught there was
not the leaft occafion for the word
America to remain, when he had
always underftood---that it was the
intentions of the prefent adminiftra-
tion to grant them their" indepen-
dence. ‘




S PEE C H

OF THE RIGHT HONOURABLE

C J FOX,

American Independence.

S I R,

ﬁff‘;ﬁ"‘ RISE moft earneftly to entreat my
: Honourable Friend (Sir GEORGE

Y SaviLLE) to withdraw his motion.
+++¢+¢
*ﬂi It cannot anfwer the falutary pur-

pofe which I am fure his patriotic principles
intend. Inftead of promoting confidence 1t
will fow jealoufies. Thefe have too long {ub-
{ilted between Great-Britain and America. The
day, I hope, is come of their annihilation. Let

not, then, any diffidence in the fentiments of his
B Majefty’s
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Majelty’s minifiers create them anew. What
muft be the confequence of a divilion upon this
fubje& but a tacit demonftration of diftrufting
the confiltency of charalter, which I declare
fhall, in myfelf, preferve the man, though it may
deftroy the minifter ? I will no longer a&t of-
ficially than I can confiftently ; nor will I a&
in concert with any fet of men, if one fhall be
found to deftroy the unifon of the whole by his
fimple difcordance. Surely there can be no
rcafon for this motion. What has the Hon.
Gentleman feen in the conduct of adminifira-
tion to countenance fuc.t a motion ! Have they
been found, like their predeceflors, eager for
war, ruin, rapine, and plunder? But how-
ever the Hon. Gentleman may, in his folicitude
and jealoufy for the peace and welfare of Ame-
rica, fancy evils may arife waere bleflings are
intended to be fown, let me appeal to the judg-
ment of the worthy and patriotic Baronet.
His warmth of feelings may err—but a reflec-
tion of his judgment never. He is too wife for
deliberate error, and too warm not to be pre-
judiced. But, in this inftance, I hope the
prejudice which his patriotifin has excited fo
unjuftly againft his Majelty’s minifters will be
deftroyed by confidering with them——that it
would now be the intereft ot Great-Britain

(O
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to feek the obedience of America either by
coertion or nggociation. Were they now to
return to their allegiance, we fhould {ufpet
its principle, It would naturally be confidered
to have arifen from their imbecility to eftablifh
their independence. There would be no con-
fidence in their allegiance nor our moderation.

They would be jcalous of our authority, and-

we thould B¢ fofpicious of their loyalty. Thefe
fufpicions would fetter the proceedings of go-

vernment. Nothing deftroys more the happinefs
and profpcrity of a flate, than a reciprocal dif-
trult betwecen the fubje@s and the fovereign—
{ fay the fovereign, for he is the reprefentative of
government. So that I hope, neither my Hon.
Friend, nor any Gentleman either in or out of
the Houfe, would confider the prefent admini-

ftration can have any motive or intention to {ub-
jugate the Americans. It is the intereft of no

parent flate to reftrain the mature independence
of their colonics.  When colonies have power
to be free, independence 1s their natural, as
well as political, charter. 1 caonot ftate this
maxim of policy clearer than by the example
of a parent and his children, which is the
general metaphor for political dependence. In-
fants are to be nurtured and tutored into matu-

rity ; when they become mature, they are no
B2 lunger
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longer the burthen but_the fupport of the pa-
rent. ‘They are educated into relative and filial
prepofleflions, They have the fame habits,
religion, and conne&ions, which conftitute
their union of intereft. Sothat a fon will natu-
rally preferve its parent, provided that parent
has not fevered thefe natural and relative ties
by an ill-judged reftraint of their independence,
A confiding ftate is, therefore, more defirable
than a diftruftful colony. It is, thus, I declare

moft folemnly, both for myfelf and for thofe
who profefs the fame f{entiments, that it was

our united declaration when in oppofition—not
to ftep into office without promoting the indc-
pendence of America; and not to continue in
ofice 2 moment longer than that power was
allowed us. In refpe&t to myfelf, I wili be
free to aver, that if I find one among his-Ma-
jefty’s council inimical to the independence of
America, I wiil no longer continue a minifter.
But if I am to give my opinion, I do not be-
hieve there is that man to be found in his
Majefty’s councils. If thereis, itis unknown
to me. For1again declare, that it is the in-
tention of adminiftration to give America UN-

CONDITIONAL AND INEQUIVOCAL INDE=
PENDENCE, |

IaM
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I am forry to enter into this fubjet fo exe
plicitly. But I truft it will be attributed to the
neceflity of giving every fatisfaltion to the
Houfe,~to the nation at largce—and to the
Americans of our friendly dipolition towards
peace, freedom, and unanimity. So thatThope
the Hon. Gentleman being poflefled of thefe
declarations will fee the propriety of withdraw=
ing his motion.

FlowsveEr 1 muft now take notice th.t was
this even the a& of - the preceding adminiftra-
tion, § thould not think there was theleaft dan-
ger in trufting the word “AMERICA™ to re-
main where it is.  They could never enforce
it without power, and that power they have
long fince forfeited by their temerity.  So that
it could only imply thofe parts of our American
pofleflions which have never yet adopted the
idea, much lefs the fubflance, of independence.
I am, therefore, furprized, that any idea of
inimicality to the Amcricans could ever have
arifen from the wording of this biil. Tam fure
the Hon. Gentleman muft {ce the impropriety
of adopting fuch an opinion. He {urely muft
forget the temper, conduct, and principles of

thofe who frammed it. Does he imagine that

men muft neceflarily change their {entiments
with
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with their feats in this Houfe? Much cors
ruption, it is certain, hath arifen from this
feat. It hath tainted the hearts and turned the
minds of too many. But I truft the prefent
pofleffors have given fufficient demonftration of -
their having moft effeCtuaily deftroyed its prin-
ciple. So that until the Hon. Gentleman finds
fome vifible effe&s in the condu@ of admini-
{tration of their being affected by the influenza
of the Treafury, I hope ke will have too much

confiderice in us to perfift in the prefent
motion.

TH#e Hon. Gentleman has expreffed hig
fears from this bill having been propofed by a
noble Lord whofe fentiments have always been
found inimical to independence. But I am fure
the Hon. Gentleman has too much knowledge
of the theory, and has feen too much of the
practice of government, not to know that po-
litical fentiments muft change with political
¢ircumftances. The noble Lord might, fome
time f{ince. have had a bafis for this opinion in
a profpe&t of its being crowned with fuccefs.
But hope has been long fince deftroyed by a
tempeft of adverfe circumftances, Our nerves
of war have been ftretched beyond their tone.

The flower of our army have been captived.
Our
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Qur allies have either been too eautious to affifg,
or too treacherous €ven to preferve a neutrality,
Are not thefe reafons fufficient to fuppofe 3 pofr
fibility for a change of fentiment in the poblg
J.ord ? It would be a tacit condemnation of both
his principles and judgment to fuppofe he conld,
under thefe circumftances, remain in the fame

opinion. He muft bea political Quixote indeed,
who would prefume to flop the continentil mili

of independence, whofe {ails are filled from every

quarter of the globe. Has the noble Lord an
affurances of fuccefs from a view of that dig

tralted continent ¢ Is a captived army of fevep
thoufand men an encouragement to profecute

the war? Are the few garrifons we p-flefs there,
by an expence that exhaufts this nation almoft
to a ftate of debility, an encouragementio pra=-
fecute the war?  Are two millions of people,
whom we haveonlybeen excreifing toteach them
~either to conquer or to coptive ourfelves, an
encouragement to fend over any morc men for
their diverfion and 1mprov 'ment in military .

difcipline. In my opinion thefe twelve years
fhould now be thought fufhcient. America hath

given us fatal demonftrations of her being no
longer a nurflingin arms. It would, there'fo*r_‘e,
be our beft policy to accept of the many brqad
hints fhe hath given us of her ftrength, and

withdrayy
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withdraw the few troops which remain there,
and fet them apart in an hofpital as a memento

of what hath been facrificed in this moft {an-
guinary proceeding.

BuT after this review of our abfolute {itu-
ation in refpet to America, is there any necef-
fity to revert to our fituation with refped to
other European ftates and nations, to (hewdthe

neceflity of granting, or rather acknowledging,
America her independence? Is there a necel-

fity to fhew the formidable foes we have to en-
counter, in a {tate of relative ruin to what we
have been in former wars? Does Gentlemen
think from the late brilliant fucceflfes which have
happened in the Weft and in the Eat Indies,
that it has raifed in his Majefly’s councils any
prefumption of conqueft? It may infpirit us
againft our natural foes—But it can never ren-
der us {o full of temerity as to forfeit the friend-
fhip of America as a ftate, through the vague
and prepofterous idea of compelling them to
their wonted allegiance—in other words to
enflave them ; for in my opinion, compelled
allegiance is poffitive flavery. So that if we
would preferve our.conflitution, we muft dif-
dain the idea of governing America, The
government of England is deftroyed the mo-

ment
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“ment fhe accepts or compels the obedience of
a flave. America was once loyal. Then fthe
was our greateft blefling. She was free, and
we reaped the fruits of that freedom 1in glory
and profperity. But we were intoxicated with
our happinefs. Her power and inclination to
confer, gave us the idea of tyrannical unjuft
compulfion. From that moment her natural
and politica! allegiance was deftroyed.  She
afleyted her freedom upon the principles of our
conflitution. She took the {pirit, and left us
the body a prey to that corruption with which
it 1s now tainted. While fhe, like the Phe-
niX, rofe from the flames which we had en-
kindled for her deftruftion. She is now in
policflion of her rnights, and no coertion will
ever oblige her to refign them. The noble
Lord, therefore, cannot have the moft diftant
tidea of fuch an intention as meaning to renew
the exploded fubjet of our legillating for
America. On the contrary, I am certain heis
pofleflcd of the nccellity of granting her, as
before obicrved, an unconditional and unequi-
vocal independence. -

Bur with refpe&t to @ur natural enemies,
as far as the honour and happinefs is concerned
in profecuting the war agdinft them, our late

C {uccefles
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fuccefles may have given admimfiration new
{pirits and fentiments. And thus far T will ac-
cede to the mealure—every profpect ot defiroy-
ing, or cven debilitating our natural and poli-
tical foes, fthould cncourage us to perfevere in
that war which they have {o unprovoked and
undefervedly occafioned us to commence. We
can have no confidence in their friendthip. We
fhould, thercfore, eadeavour to delpoil their
cnmity of its fting. But while I urge the ne-
ceflity of this meafure from policy, I thould
rather condemn it from prudence. Were I to
revert to our {ituation in refpect to our ability
for profecuting a war of fuch a magnitude, I
thould rather fheathe the fword than found the
trumpet. Every means that could be devifed
for cven a temporary fufpenfion of arms, I
fhould think 1t the abfolute ntereft of this
country to adopt. LEverv paule of hoftility is
a renovation of our exhaufted iources. We
are not in a ftate to countenance prcﬁimptive
meafures. \We are rather in a flate that thould
teach us caution, if we have not condu&. It
15 by no means a time for ambitious experiments,
or fanguinary vengeance., We fhould rather
court fafety than tempt deftruction. Wha,
that views the flate of our finance and our
fituation of national exigence, can imagine

any



[ 1]

any fuccefs—cven of a miraculous nature,
could excite any 1dea of temerity in his Ma~.
jefty’s councils? No !'—While we can preferve
our national exiftence, we can have no reafon
to flatter ourfeives with the glory of natural
conqucft. We have too lhng confided on the
former fucceffes of our courage, conduét, and
refources. It is thus that we have even played
with national neutrality, when we could not
depend on national friendfhip. But our late
difafters have too fatally convinced us of our
error. Wc¢ are now taught that national neu-
trality was cven a negative friendfhip to a flate
{o dcbilitated with war as at the period in which
we fo madly commenced hoftilities againft the
Dutch. But our prefumption feemed to encreafe
with our difafters. Inftead of lcarning prudence
and forbearance from misfortune, we learnt
madnefs and infult. It was not {ufhcient to
have fevered the empire, forfeited our friends
—but we mull, even, commence hoflilinies
againft a people by reafon they preferred their
own intereft to our perithing fricadfhip,

[r this bea true ftate of our former politi-
cal conduct, and our prefent national {fituation,
we muft learn that peace 15 to be courted upon
any terms fhort of difgrace and infamy. So

C 2 that
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that from this neccllity of obtaming peace, 1
am the more convinced of the policy of grant-
ing America her independence.  While we are
contending for a name—having aiready loft
the fubftance, we are giving our enemies the
fironge(t argument againft negociating with us
for a peace. ‘Jhey will be convinced of our
inability to make them repent of war, while
we are engaged in this unnatural, impolitic,
and impracticeble meafure of coercing the
Americans to their wonted allegiance.  But by
granting the Amecricans their independence in
that manner which it muft be their pofitive inte-
relt to accept, we then cut the navel firing
which nourifhes our enemies with the means,
while it furnithes them with their only pre-
tenn o for war. However, 1 muft allow, that
with national enemies power and ambition wilk
always furnith them with a pretence for com-
mencing war with a rival neighbour. But yet
I thiik they cannot leflen their own dignity fo
much as to lo>k upon us with any degree of
envy for _ur prefent power of rivalihip. Not
—Unhappy for this once ~lorious country,
that day has patled its meridian. We were,
indeed, not many years f{ince, a moft potent
rival. In truth, v foared bevond rivalthip,

We had wrefted from them the poffeflion of
ev 1y
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every thing that is eftimablc belonging to a
people.  Our trade fourithed, our arms con-
quered, our glory reigned in the zenah of ap-
plaufe, znd our imperial command adorned
Neptune with Britannia's regalia. Fallen indced
arc we now ! But it would be invidwus w trace
the authors of our difgraces and calamitucs. Were
it not invidious it would be unneceflary, for they
are o notorious to require the finger of fcorn,
contempt, or punifhment, 1o point om their
perions or habitations.  Have they fecling, dhey
sannot but have their fhare of cvery diftrefs thae
a mind can fecl from contemplating tfclf the
origin of their fellow fubje@s’ diftrefles. 1
would not with them to endure more than whae
they muft have felt in being removed by the
indignauen of the people. Can a mind fuffer
a greater indigniy than to rccenve fuch an une
precedented condemnation of their meafures?
If they are callous o fuch an aggravated cur-
cumftance of ignominy, it would be futile in-
deed o invent a turther punithmen. Bw if
they are fulceptible of fhame=ac I truft they
are, their prefent punifhment fhould content ithe
minds of the naton, however they mav teel atihis
time the preflure of their execrable meatures,

However, while we are content with the
punifhment attendant on fuch atrocious ¢:ndudt,

W
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we are to exert ourfelves to prevent cven a pofs
hbility of fuch deftrufive meafures being again
adopted. This is the principle of the prefent
Colonial Place-Bill.  How the Hon. Gentleman
(i George Saville) could, therefore, fuppofe
that 1t meant a revival of the fyftem, .which it is
known the prefent adminiftraton have always
oppofed, is to me a fubje& of the greateft
aftonithment. It gives me a degree of anxiety:
that fuch a diftruft thould exift in the Hon. Gen-
tleman’s mind of the prefent miniftry, as to ren-
der 1t neceflury for him to bring forward fuch
a motion. For certain [ am, that nothing comes
from that Hon. Gentleman but what arifes from
the pureft of principles, and the wifeit of de-
tcrmunations. So that a mouon of this nature
from him, would rather make me {ufpeét there
muft be fomcthing latently inimical to Amernica
in our cendu¢t which is not obferved cven by
ourfelves.  For one at leaft, I truft I fthall have
the confidence of this houfe, and the people at
large, when T again deelare it on my, bett
opinion, that fuch a difpofition is the moft forcign
to the wmper of his Muajefty’s prefent fervants,

Bu1 had this motion of my Hon. Friend
come from ancther quarter, I thould not have
found it necefliry to have been fo explicit with
rezard to the temper, inclinations, or intentions

of
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of the prefent {ervants of the crown, [ fhould
have treated {fuch a motion with the con-

tempt it would then have apperred to me to
have dcferved. 1 fhould then have thought it
the mif-reprefentation of illiberal, invidious pre-
judice - not the dictates of a found underfland-
ing, influcnced by the fentiments of the moft
honeft and vutous patrioufm.  For 1 am cer-
taim my Hon. Friend himfclf, were he con-
vinced of the motion being unneceflury, he would
be the firft to oppofe it on the principle of its
tendency to promote {ufpicion when a confidence
in the exccutive part of the government is fo
nceefliry to the exiftence of the country. ‘The
Flon. Gentleman knows too well the ncceflity.
ot both domeftic and foreign confidence being:
placed in the meafures of government,— T hat
nothing but the moft atrocious and abandoned
conduct on the part of adminiftration could have
juftified the oppofition of a recent period. tis,
therefore, fomewhat extraordmary, that in the
day in which we are cxerting ourfelves to de-
{ceve and reccive the confidence of the pcople, a
motion of fuch a nature as the prefent fhould come
from {o worthy and patriotic a chara®er, 1 am
furprized that our c@ions—the hietle ime we have
had the honour to 2& in his Majefty’s cotincils——
thould wear {o unfricndly an anipect o the liber-
tics of the people.  For under the ceneral idea

of
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of preferving the liberties of the people, I truit
it will be recolleted that I have always oppofed
the American war. We have executed our
endeavours to remove that pernicious influence
from whence originated every idea of unjuftly
legiflating for the colonies 10 a very bad pur-
polc. Our deftru@ion of the caufe feems to
have created the fufpicion of our renewing the
evil as the confequence.

Ir {uch arc to be the interpretations of our
a&ions, I know not who would covet to be a
minifter. Therc can be only this exciteme:nt,
which will ever animate the breaft of every
honeft man—the knowledge of his a&ions being
immediately dire&ted—and ulumately cffcéling
the honour and happincfs ot his country.  This
excitcment is fufficicnt to counter-balance cvery
mi(—coﬁcc'pti(m, or more nvidious mif-interpre-
ration of our a&ions. 1 do not mcan to infer
this prefent motion is the leaft invidious mif-in-
terpretation of our acuions. No! The Hon,
Gentleman has too thorough a knowledge of
his own integrity to fuppofc I, or any of his
M:j.fty’s minifters, can apply this 1dca to him
as the author of the motion. He muft know
my opinion of him, and his abilitics, 15 too
refpc@able for this idea to contain the leaft

reference to him.  He will thercfore fee, that
it
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it only refers to thofe illiberal ideas and reflec-
tions which this nation may create i minds too
cnvious and invidious not to proftitute it to the
moft fcandalous of purpofes.  He will fee this
motion may be made the cngine of perpetu:’
jealoufy,-between thole who have hitherto had
the greateft confidence in cach other’s, principles
and abilitics.  Hc will fec this motion may, 1
the hands of fome, be the very means of perpe-

tuuting that war which hLas brought this country
tu IS prcibnt ftatc of decripitude.

Tnose who were formerly the authors of
every diftrefs and calamity this nation hath fuffer-
cd, in firft taxing, and then coercing the Ameri-
cans, will ufc this motion as an argument of
friendthip for thofe to whom they have been the
worft of encmies.  They will make it an argu-
ment for preventing the Americans having the
lcatt confidence in us tor the purpofe of negoci-
ating fora peace. The only means by which a
peace might have been obtained will be deftroy-
ed if this motion be not withdrawn. It wiil be a
proof as well asa precedent for them to contider
cvery aét of the prefent adininiftration as inimi-
cal to their interefts, as what they have fo fatally
experienced from the late adminiftration, H we-
ever, my Hon. Friend may have conccived this

D metion
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motion from the beft of motives, and the moft
politic forefight, yet I cannot but think it the
moft deftruive to this nation as could poffibly
be thought of or devifed at this immediate junc-
ture. My Hon. I'ricnd, Tam certain, does not
{ce how unneceflary it is'in itfelf——nor much lefs
does he conceive its pernicious and deftrutive
tendency. Would he have brought it forward
had he fcen ns tendency to deftroy even the
lcaft hopc of our pacification with America ?
He did not confider that America can have no,
other excitement to enter into 2 negociation for
peace with us, than having a thorough and per-
manent tdea of the late deftiuétive fyftem hav-
ing been deftroyed with the adminitration from
whence 1t had originated. He did not confider
that this motion could only ferve as fuel to that
jealoufy which has fevered the interefts and con-
neclion of America from her parent ftate. The
very principle in which this motion 1s brought
forward, is to prevent our lofing the opportunity
and cxpeatons that we have at prefent of a
peace being concluded.  But let me take the
liberty ot obferving, that this motion muft eve.-
tually deftroy that which is meant by the Hon.
Baronet to promote, It will effcétually defiroy
the foundation of cvery treaty or negociation that
the Americans niiv be inclined to ¢nter into with
this country. They will have no thoughts of

trecaung
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wrcating for a peace, when a motion of this
Houfe informs them that the prefent adminifira-
tion could not be trufted with the word ¢¢ America”
in the colonial place-hill. When they faw fuch a
motion was brought forward by fo refpedlable a
chara&er—and adopted by the Houle, they muft
~—and they would, have the moft apparent rea-
fons to fuppofe we were only deluding them into
a peace for the purpofc of preparing the meons
of morc cfle@ually precipitating them mto that
flzvery from whenee we have only pretended
to {ave them.

So that 1 vicwing the motion n s relative
confequences, T cannot but entreat my Hon,
Fricnd to withdraw it.  Had T not thefe public
rcatons, T thould full perfuade him to withdraw
the motion from thole of a perfonal confideration.
For it he fhould perfift in hic motion for the ex-
clufion of the word ¢ America” from this hill,
{ muft find myfclf in a fiwation that would be
as reprgnant to my feelings as, Toufl, 1t would
be to thofe of the Hon, Gentloman., 1 cannot
fuppofc, that 1o find we were in oppotite parts of
a divifion, would be more agrecable to him than
to myfclf, That fuch muft be the refult of his
refufing 1o withdraw his motion, 1 bclieve he is
already poflfefled of my rcafons which muft
determine my vote in its oppofition.  Befides,

D2 had
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had T not already cxpreflcd my opinions of tha
bad tendency of this motion, I fhould think the
declarations I have made, in refpeét to the dil-
pofition of his Majefty’s minifters being cntircly
agreed to grant America unconditionally and
unequivocally her independence, would be fuf-
ficient with my Hon. Fricnd. 1 truft hic has that
credit on my folemn affurances, which cannot
counienance a diffidence of them in his after-
waras perfifting in his moton. Had I forfeited,
by any a&, my pretenfions to his fricndthip or
his confidence, 1 thould then rcfort to further
arguments to convince him of the ncceflity of
what I now fo ferioufly urge. Bur when I am
conicious of never haur‘rr donc the lcaft rwota
which could forfeit his cfood opinion of my poll-
tical fentiments, Icannut but flatter myfelf— that
I thall fee this confirmed in the motion being
immediately withdrawn. So that to argue on a
point of this nawre s almoft a tacit felt-crimi-
nation. For to me, the motion is {0 mal-a-pro-
pos to times, perfons, and ¢xigencies, that argu-
mcnts againit it cannot {ct 1t 1n a more improper
point of view than what it wears on the firft
bluth of the bufinefs. All arguments, there-
fore, that can be offered againtt it only ferve to
give this metion a credit which it really does not
deferve. In proportion to the ftrength of thefe
arguments, we appear to be under the neceflity

Of
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of reforting to themm as a defence for our cone
dudt. And to dofend our conduét in fuch a
fubjuct appoars o me a {ilf-condemnation,
Where the molt upright mtentions adtuvate the
mind, all argument in their fupport only de-
bafes the purity of their nawire. Arguments are no
way ufcful but to clear difficulties or to fcreen
guilt,  But in the prefent inftance can cither be
found? Is there any ditheulty in fecing that
this motion muft {fow difiruft where oanly confi.
dence 1s wanwd?  Is there any diiculty in
fecing that this moton cannot even effeét the
purpole for which it 1s brought forward? Can
the exclufion of « Awerica” trom this bill pro-
duce any thing morc favourable to the indepen-
dence of Amcrica, than the Amciicans already
poiTuﬁ? But will 1t not, on the contrary, be
the means of refigning our authority to legifla-
ture, 1n thofe parts of America where it has
never yet been made a queftion?  When thefe
arc the obvious confequences of fuch a motion
being carricd, 1 theuld {ind every difliculty to
give it my fupport. Were I o vote in its favour,
it vould evince my diftruft of my own Cons
f...ned principles and refolutions. It would be
plamnly demonftrating  that this parliament has g
richt to lcgiflaie for our quondam  colonigs,
which poiicy, neceflity, and prudence made us,
in this inftance, reftrain. The adopting this mo-

tion
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tion would be a tacit refumption of a right in
the moment that we have attempted to abolifh it.
My fentimenteof internal legiflation have already
been {o fully raven, thu any rcpetition of them
now would be o5 tedious as they arc llnnccefﬁi‘y;
~otherwite it might be obferved, that, under thefe
d._clarations, it would be impoffible for me, or
any other of his Nlajefty’s prefent minifters, to
revive a principle that we have fo explicitly and
and fo unrcicrvedly reprobated as impolitic and
anjuft. Under thele circumftances, it is very
extraordinary that we fhould be fuppofed to
mean any thing unfriendly to the juft privileges
and interefts of Amcoirca. Qur a&ions with
refpe@ to another part of the empire, muft al«
ways remain as a bulwark againft the revival of
fo execrated a fvflem as that which has involved
us in all our dithiculties.

W u AT 15 acknowledged with refpe&t 1o one
part of an empire, furcly muit be applicable 1o
another. But had not thefe declarations becn
made, the prefent fiwaton of Amcerica has
placed it beyond the power of any minifter
legiflating effcctually for them.  And when the
fpirit of a power s loft, 1tis a mockery of cvery
thing that 1s grcat or amiuable in government to
preferve the form. Tt thews tyranny tottering

with debility. The obftinatc adherence to the
word
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word right has made us lofe the fubflunce—
power, So that if ever an adnunmiftraton was
to be taught from the crrors—not to give it a
worfe appellation, of their predeccflors, we
have the greateft reafon to be rather dithdent n
exerting the rights of our conftitution, than with
wantonnefs and temerity to excrt power without
a principle of either juftice, ncceffity, or pru-
dence for s fupport.

I any pcrfon will juft confider from whence
we atterpted to legiflate for America, he muft
be convinced, that in the firft cftablithment of
the Colonics it was indifpenhible.  They were
then merely the cultvators of the foil. It was
not for them to eftablith a form of government
independent of the ftate which could only be
their prote€lion.  They were in cvery pofief-
flon of privilege, and had only gone there to
acquire the pofleffion of property.  But when
the acquifition of property cxcited ambition to
exert its authority beyond the limits of protec-
tion, 1t was then their immediate intereft, uvpon
cvery principle of natural and politicil jufuce,
to refift this abufe of legiflauive authoric. W hen
a people have acquired property, it crtamnly
fhould be at their own difpofal.  With that pro-
perty they acquired the nghe of eternal legifia.
tion ; for noempirial patliamentcan legiflate with

juftice
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ufiice and propricty, where the cemingencics
of locality and interefts of individuality cannor
be afcertained.  Indeed, the greateft principle
ot legitlation, in this inflance, s loft.—The
reprefentatives themlelves having no local attach-
ment for their conftituents,

WiaT then fhall we fay of thofe who, with
minds as narrow  as their hearts, could not {ee
the impolicy—if they could not feel the injuf-
tice, of perfevering i this atrocious abufe of
authoriry 2 It was plam to every liberal mind,
that granting them their nawral rights as Englith-
mcn—and as cuizens of a new world, would
have been the cftablithment of our own wel-
fare and profperity. A ftate can never lofe aught
of its power by acceding to the demunds of na-
tural juftice.  Bur it may, as we have too fatally
fecn, lole not only s power—but its honour,
dignity, and profperity, when it exerts authority
as foreign to its natur¢e as to its interefls,  In
giving Ainctica the power of legiflating for
theiafelves, we fhould have found the ultimate
advantage, while they would have enjoyed the
immediate fatisfuction. It was there only that
laws with wifdom and with propiicty could be
formed. lere they could only have been made
at random without eflect and without principle.
Here they would bave retarded the bufinefs
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ot enr internal legiflature, without promoting
therr interell. But ncather thar intrddi nor
ours wwere confulted throughout thele procecd-
ings.  The dea bad been adopted with pre=-
fumption, 1t was cnforced with temerity, aud
preferved with obftinacy. It was not tor them
to confider whether it was juft —it wae only for
them to confider how it could be ctiabiithed.
They thought an acknowledgement of right
was a diminution of autherity.  They had
an idea that a feparation of imperial intereft
would Lo the refult of granting America her
natural pr1.ileges.  They had noreiort t6 natu-
ral pratureds, affeClion, or political attacnment.
Ner could they pereeiv: thorour juft power was
fufficient to controul as.y 2¢t of their internal
legiflation that might prove detrimental o the
gene 2| interefts of the empire.  Such were the
als, opiniens, and prejudices of thofe whom
my Hoen. Friend has j6ined fo frequentlv with
mc in oppoling.  From the fame motives with
which I then had the honovr of adting with
him. do I now find my{zlt under the neceflity
of deviating, 1n this inflance, from that una-
nimity of icntiment.  This evinces how thofe
ot the fame principles. 1ad even prejudices,
may fce things ditferently, through the difier-
ence of the medium by which it 1s ohferved.

e l cannot
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I cannot fuppofc cur difference ot opinion anifes
from any change in our principles—but merely
that of fituation. 1 am cerniin the Hon, Gene
tleman not onlv docs=Dbut that he will alwavy
retain a conhiftency of fentiment which inarad
the tiatality and tegrity ot b chuadter. Nu-
thing, theretore, can be more irhfome to me
tnan hinding mvlelf 1 this dilemma of” ditfer-
ing with him in opinion. Indeed the fituation
1s o diffonant to my fcelinys, that [ mufl be
particularly unhappy, were I not convinced
that our difference 15 merely i opimmon, |
know that our principles are thill the fume. I'rom
this aflurance am I o anxi)us mv Hon. Friend
fhouid withdraw his motion.  Sorry, 1ndeed,
fhould I Le to find nylelt in a ditferent tide of a
divifion from him on this fubject.  This muft
neceflarilv happen 1f the Hon., Gentleman fecs
the propriety of perievering in his motion. It
15, therefore, that I have taken up fo much of
the Heufe’s time in diffuading hin from withe
ing to fee this motion carried. [ am aware of
his never bringing ferward any thing but from
a conviction of 1ts propricty. It 1s this has
made me cndeavour to convince him how un-
neceilary this moton is in itfelf, and how pre-
judicial 1t will ultimately prove to thofe in.
teretts of which this motion 15 meant tc pre-

{erve,
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fcrve. Let the Hon. Gentleman but confider
thefe arguments with his ufual candour and
penctration, and [am confident of his agreeing
with me that the motion fhould be withdrawn.
Fe will fce that it cannot anfwer a purpofe
cxcept it he the revival of fufpicions which I
truft our conduct has hitherto tended to deftroy,
Indeed, for the credit of himfelf, | am the
more anxious for its being withdrawn——rather
than it fhould be negatived in a divifion. [ have
too great a reipe&t for what comes from {o wor-
thy and eftimable a charater, to bear the idea
of its meeting with the dif~approbation of par-
lhament. Behdes, as 1 am convinced it was
brought torward from principle, and not from
perfonal prejudice, [ think the motion in itfelf
defcrves a better fate.  Although I do not
think it fhould mcet with a parliamentary
adoption —vyet | would not have it meet with a
parhamentary rejection. It is, therefore, from
every point of view in which it prefents ifelf
~cither with retpedt to its principle, or the
character of its patron—that I muft conclude
fincerely and anxioutly, by defining my Hon,
Friend would conclude this debate by his own
voluntary act in withdrawing a motion which
may otherwiic be difpofed of in an.ore ditho-
nourable mannecr.
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