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KING’S ILLNESS.—THE REGENCY.

(continued.)





(Political

Register, February, 1811.)




 




“The

hope of the HYPOCRITES shall perish.”




I repeat

my motto; and the denunciation I have no fear of seeing completely verified.

The hypocritical editor of the Courier and the crew of hypocrites who approve

of his efforts, all this base, canting crew, now driven to their resource,

crocodile tears, will not find, any longer, a cloak sufficiently thick to disguise

them.




Gulls as

the people of this country have long been, they are not any longer to be

cheated by this hypocrite and his like. It is hypocrisy that has, for years,

been the bane of England; but, I do trust, that it will now, by being unmasked,

be deprived of its power to do us further mischief.




In my

last, I exposed an attempt, on the part of the Editor of the Courier and his

brother hypocrites, to make the people believe, that all those, who were for

using extreme caution in again imposing upon the King the functions of royalty,

meant to dethrone him. I exposed this attempt pretty well; and showed how base

and wicked were the motives from which it had manifestly proceeded. I showed,

that the assertions of the hypocrites were false; and that, as a last resource,

they had resorted to cant and crying with a view to calumnious insinuations

against the Prince of Wales, calculated to excite the foulest suspicions

against him, and to render him odious in the eyes of the people. The gist of

what they were, and still are, endeavouring to inculcate, is this: That the

“new men,” as they call them, have discovered a disposition, nay, and a

resolution, to dethrone the King; because they have recommended great caution

to be observed in calling upon him again to exercise the kingly office. This is

the point, at which they are incessantly labouring; with efforts directed to

this point, they fill column after column; and, it is easy to see, that they

do, and must include the Prince amongst the “new men.”




That

there is ground for great caution no one will, I think, deny, after what has

recently come to light. Nevertheless, this same hypocritical writer and his

brother hypocrites, who furnish matter for his paper, are still endeavouring to

prevail upon the public to consider as an act of hostility to the King, every

effort that is made to provide against a premature resumption of the royal

authority on the part of the King.




I shall,

in the present Number, notice, in a particular manner, and, I trust, fully

expose, another of these attempts to cajole the people; and, when I have done

that, I shall examine into the truth of these venal men’s assertions respecting

the Charges of Lord Grey against the Lord Chancellor. They assert these charges

to be groundless; and, it, therefore, becomes us to refer to dates, and to

compare them and the Evidence of the Physicians with the statements of Lord

Grey. For, though the speech of his lordship was plain and full, as to all

points, still it was impossible for any man (especially under a prohibition to

take any speech in short hand) to give it perfectly correct even as to the

substance; much less to give it in detail.




With the

whole of the Evidence before me, and with the history of the times referred to,

also before me, I shall, I trust, be able to give a more full and clear

statement of the matter, than has yet reached the public eye.




But, I

must first notice the article, above alluded to, in the Courier of the 30th of

January; because in this article the reader will have a view of another of the

tricks, which the hypocrites are playing off for the purpose of keeping up

their deceptions a little longer. They are hard put to it. They know not what

to be at; and, though as cunning as Old Satan himself, they do, I verily

believe, begin to despair of gulling and cheating the public any longer. The

dullest of the people now begin to see them in their true colours. The

exposures have been so often repeated, that, at last, they begin to have

effect.




The

trick which I am now about to notice is an attempt at alarm; an attempt to

cajole the people into a belief, that those who protest against using the

King’s name before he is restored to a perfectly sound mind, wish to set him

aside; wish to do some violent act of injustice towards him.




“The

attempts,” says this venal hypocrite, who really appears to me to be pretty

nearly a match for an old North-of-England political acquaintance of mine, whom

I have, for many years, called Hypocrisy Personified, and who, to a

Lazarus-like look given him by nature, has added all that art can afford, and

who is, even in this age, certainly the most consummate hypocrite in existence.

Talk of the Saints of the Long-Parliament! There was not one of them fit “to

hold a candle to him.”—Yet, this creature, the most perfect of his kind, and

who has duped nearly as many people as were duped by Mahomet, or any other of

the lucky impostors that have lived in the world; even this hypocrite is not

far out-done by these venal men, these MEAN, MERCENARY and MALIGNANT men, upon

the writings of one of whom I am now about to comment.




“The

attempts,” says he, “daily making to prepare the public mind for setting the

King aside, altogether, cannot fail of exciting alarm. The design was scouted

with indignation by both Houses of Parliament, on the first day of its meeting,

but it has ever since been disclosing itself, and certainly is acting upon. We

have already given very striking proofs of this from the Journals. Men startled

at these things at first, but silence and impunity make them bold. The Weekly

Register, and others of the same character, deprecate the return of the King to

power till he is quite well, by which they mean something better than at his

age he is ever likely to be, allowing him to be as well in mind as ever. Out of

mere kindness to the King they would not allow him to return to the fatigues of

business. One member of the House of Commons asserts, that a man subject to

hurries never can be fit to reign, and Sir F. Burdett last week roundly

affirmed, the King could never be fit to govern at his age; with his blindness,

and liable as he is to derangement. Thus the design proceeds.”




What

design? What design have we? What do we mean, or what can we mean, more than we

say? We “deprecate the return of the King to power till he is QUITE WELL.” And

what, then? To be sure we deprecate it; and are we not right in so doing? Ought

he, in mere common mercy to himself, to be permitted to resume his authority

before he is quite well? Are we not right to express our opinions, that he ought

not to be called upon to resume his authority; to exercise the powers of life

and death; to make war and peace: are we not right in deprecating the idea of

his being called upon to resume such powers until he be quite well? Aye, and

was I not right, when, about a fortnight ago, I took timely opportunity to

suggest the propriety of some measure to prevent him from being so called upon,

until there had been some months, or weeks, at least, of probation, after

complete recovery? Was not this right? Will any man now deny, that the

suggestion was proper? Indeed, it arose out of a perusal of the very evidence

upon which Lord Grey has made his late statements, in the House of Lords, and

upon which Lord King founded his motion for erasing the name of Lord Eldon from

the list of the Queen’s Council.




But,

this venal man says, that, by the words quite well, we mean “something better

than the King, at his age, is ever likely to be.” His age! Age does not

naturally deprive men of the use of their senses. The age of the King is not

very great. There is Mr. Baron Maseres at the age of eighty, writing with as

much clearness and strength as he did at the age of forty. We say nothing about

the age of the King. His is by no means an age to produce mental feebleness.

But, we see, in the evidence upon oath, that he is in a state of mental

derangement; that he has been in that state now three times within eleven

years; and, we also read in that evidence, that he was in that state while his

assent was given to many acts of parliament, some of them granting away crown

lands and imposing penalties of death; this we see, and seeing this, are we to

be accused of designs to set him aside; because we wish, that there should be

clear proof produced of his being quite well, before he is again called upon to

exercise the Royal Authority?




All this

is equally false with the former. Mr. Wood gave no preference




“Another

most unconstitutional doctrine,” continues this venal writer, “advanced in many

quarters, but particularly in the Common Council by Mr. Alderman Wood, is, the

preference given to the Prince of Wales as our Chief Magistrate in consequence

of its being known, that he will adopt measures different from those of his

father, that he will grant Catholic emancipation, conciliate Ireland, &c.

For these and similar reasons they express a wish that his Royal Highness

should wield the Sovereign authority instead of his Majesty. To proceed on such

principles is to do neither more nor less than to elect a King. The Prince is

to be chosen in preference to George the Third, because he will do better

things. If such atrocious doctrines as these are to be listened to, there is an

end of our Constitution! It may be discovered that Sir Francis Burdett would do

better things still than the Prince of Wales, and, upon the same principles,

propositions might be entertained of vesting him with the sovereign authority.

Such language tends to bring upon us the evil of an elective monarchy like that

of Poland, which no doubt would speedily involve us in a similar destruction

with that which has annihilated Poland as a nation. All this erroneous view of

things arises from the very false grounds upon which the restrictions on the

Regency have been debated by the Opposition, they wishing to act as if they

were appointing a King, instead of appointing a deputy for a King during a

temporary indisposition, as if the Throne were vacant, not as it really is,

full. Such doctrines are truly alarming. They tend strongly and rapidly to a

Revolution, to scenes of confusion and anarchy long unknown in this happy

land.”




to the

son before the father. He imputed no wrong to the King; but he censured the

measures of his ministers; and he expressed his hope, that such men would be

chosen to succeed them, as would adopt better measures. It is false, therefore,

to say, that the Prince was set up in preference to the King. But, let the

reader bear with me while I once more remark, that this is the constant

practice of those hypocrites who call themselves “the King’s friends.” Every thing

you say against the measures of the government, they immediately apply it to

the King; and it cannot be forgotten, that they have invariably acted thus.




As to

what this hypocrite says about the dangers of making this an elective monarchy,

what a fine slap in the face he gives here to all those, and to himself amongst

the rest, who have contended for restrictions, and have denied the right of the

Prince to be sole Regent! This charge, if due to any body, belongs to them. If

there really be any danger in the notion of an elective monarchy, on their

heads be the consequences, and not on ours, who have all along, contended, that

the whole of the Royal powers and prerogatives, without any dividing, chipping

away, or reserving, ought to have been, at once, and without any delay, given

to the Prince, who is the undoubted heir to the throne and to every thing

attached to it.




But, the

truth is, that the hypocrites know not what to say; they are at the last gasp;

even lying and crying begin to fail them; and it is little wonder, that they

forget what they are about. The wonder, and, to the country, the shame, is,

that they should not, before now, have been sunk quite into the earth; that

they should still dare to show their faces above ground; much less to send forth

their verbose columns of cant, in various shapes, and under various names, as

they have yet the assurance to do.




We now

come to the other subject of which I proposed to treat; namely, the state of

the King in the years 1801 and 1804, at times when several very important acts

were performed in his name, and, apparently, with his approbation and

authority.




The

public need not be told what has recently passed upon this subject in the House

of Lords; for, certainly, never was there any thing that attracted more general

observation, or that excited a more general or higher interest. It has, since

it took place, been the great topic of conversation with every body.




In my

last, I inserted the speeches of Lords Grey and Eldon and the motion of Lord

King. These were all less full than was to be desired; but, I took the fullest

reports I could find, and the substance was pretty nearly, in all probability,

preserved.




Nevertheless,

it is possible to put the matter in a plainer light than it there appears; and,

this it shall now be my endeavour to do.




But, I

have first to observe, that in another part of this Number, I have inserted the

whole of the Evidence of Drs. Willis and Heberden, as given upon oath before

the Lords’ Committee a few weeks ago. These two persons attended the King upon

the former occasions of his mental derangement.




This

Evidence should be carefully read, particularly that of Dr. Heberden, upon

which the charges of Lord Grey were founded. Ref. 002




I have

also inserted, in this Number, a Protest of certain Lords, upon the subject of

the motion for erasing Lord Eldon’s name, in which Protest the charges against

him are distinctly stated. This also should be read with care; and I have

thought it right not to lose a moment in giving it as wide a circulation as it

is in my power to give it; because it appears to me, that the matter is of the

greatest importance to us all; or, at least, to all those who wish to see the

English constitution not totally annihilated.




From the

same motive it is, that I am now induced to add some observations of my own, by

which I hope to make the matter so plain as not to leave the smallest chance of

being misunderstood.




There

were two occasions mentioned by Lord Grey, and some confusion of dates and

other circumstances has been made for want of a sort of history of each. The

first was in 1801, at the time Mr. Addington (now Lord Sidmouth) became Prime

Minister; the second was in 1804, he being still Prime Minister. The

transactions, connected with the former we will treat of hereafter; for, if

possible, they are even more important than those connected with the latter.

But, at present, we will confine ourselves to the latter epoch; and, it will be

useful, here, to give a list of the Ministry, as it then stood, namely, in

February, March, and April, 1804, when the King was afflicted, as will be seen

by Dr. Heberden’s evidence, with the very same malady that he now is afflicted

with.




Cabinet

Ministers. Duke of Portland President of the Council. Lord Eldon Lord High

Chancellor. Lord Westmoreland Lord Privy Seal. Right Hon. Henry Addington (now

Lord Sidmouth) { First Lord of the Treasury and Chancellor of the Exchequer.

(Prime Minister.) Earl St. Vincent First Lord of the Admiralty. Earl of Chatham

Master-General of the Ordnance. Right Hon. Charles Yorke Sec. of State for the

Home Department. Lord Hawkesbury (now Earl of Liverpool) { Secretary of State

for Foreign Affairs. Lord Hobart (now Earl of Buckinghamshire) { Secretary of

State for the Department of War and the Colonies. Lord Viscount Castlereagh {

President for the Board of Control for the Affairs of India. Law Officers. Mr.

Spencer Perceval Attorney-General. Sir Thomas Manners Sutton Solicitor-General.






Thus was

the ministry composed. Here we have them all before us. This is of great use,

because the people are apt to forget. They have confused ideas of who and who

were together.




Well,

now to the point. Dr. Heberden, being upon his oath before the Lords’

Committee, on the 18th of December last, gave the following evidence:—




“Will

Dr. Heberden state to the Committee what was the whole duration of his

Majesty’s illness in 1804?—I was first called upon to attend his Majesty on the

12th of February 1804; and I believe his Majesty presided at Council on the

23rd of April following; I should consider the interval between those periods

as constituting the duration of his disease at that time.




At what

time did Dr. Heberden’s attendance on his Majesty cease?—After the period when

his Majesty was so far recovered as to be able to transact business at any

period of any day: he still retained such marks of indisposition about him, as

made it expedient that some one of his physicians should be about his person

for some months afterwards. In this situation I was in attendance upon his Majesty

so late as to the end of October.




Between

the 12th of February and the 23rd of April did not the appearances of disorder

continue more or less?—I believe that for some days previous to the 23rd of

April they had so far ceased as to make his Majesty’s physicians conceive him

competent to exercise all the usual functions of his high office.”




Thus,

then, quibble to eternity, if you will, one of these two things must be; either

the King was in a state of mental derangement (for that is the term now given

to the malady) from the 12th of February to within some days of the 23rd of

April, or Dr. Heberden has taken a false oath, which latter is not to be

believed, especially as, in the reports of the speeches of Lord Eldon, in

answer to Lord Grey’s charge, no insinuation of the kind was thrown out, and,

as Dr. Heberden gave his evidence in the presence of Lord Eldon and Lord

Sidmouth, and most of the rest of the ministry of 1804, who might, if they had

chosen, have contradicted or cross-examined him.




The

public must well remember, that, in 1804, Dr. Simmons of St. Luke’s Hospital,

and his men, attended the King; and Lord Grey asserted, and challenged

contradiction, that these persons remained with him until the 10th of June of

that year! Nobody accepted Lord Grey’s challenge. Nobody attempted to

contradict him. But, I will, if the reader chooses, leave this circumstance

wholly out of consideration; and stick to the facts stated upon oath by Dr.

Heberden, according to whom the King’s malady continued from the 12th of February

to within some days of the 23rd of April.




Now,

then, what can have been meant by the words “some days?” The hypocrite, who

writes in the Courier, says it may mean any time: any length of time; that it

may mean “a fortnight, at least.” But, is this the interpretation that sound

sense and a love of truth and justice will allow of?




No: it

is clear, that Dr. Heberden meant a few days; some number within a week: but,

even in those days, his words by no means admit, that the King was perfectly

recovered; and, after all, we find that the Doctor, or another physician, had

to remain constantly about him even to the month of October afterwards, on

account of the still remaining appearances of indisposition.




Leaving

out of the question, therefore, Earl Grey’s uncontradicted assertion as to the

attendance of Dr. Simmons and his men, until the 10th of June, Dr. Heberden’s

evidence is full as to the point, that the malady continued from the 12th of

February to the 23rd of April.




What,

then, was done during this time, in the name of the King, and as by his express

authority? Whether any commissions may have been granted, any leases of

crown-lands let or renewed, any titles or honours bestowed, any sentences of

death confirmed, during that time, are particulars that I have not, at hand,

the means of ascertaining; but, I have the means of ascertaining in what cases

the very highest functions of royalty, the giving assent to Acts of Parliament,

the making of laws, affecting the property, liberty, and lives of fifteen millions

of people, were exercised, and these I shall accurately state.




Remember,

that the space of time mentioned by Dr. Heberden, was, from the 12th of

February to the 23rd of April, 1804.




On the

9th of March of that year, the King’s assent was given by Commission under his

hand, and signed with the great seal, to seven public Acts of Parliament, being

the Acts from Chapter 19 to Chapter 25 of the 44th year of George III.




On the

23rd of March, the King’s assent was, by a like Commission, given to six public

Acts of Parliament, being the Acts from Chapter 26 to Chapter 31.




This was

still very far from the 23rd of April. It was more than some days. It was more

than the fortnight which the hypocrite of the Courier contends for. It was, in

fact, a full Calendar month.




The Acts

thus assented to were some of them of a nature peculiarly important. Some of

them contained penalties of death; others imposed taxes; others authorised the

raising of soldiers; one was a continuation of the Bank Restriction; Chapter 25

granted away from the Crown the fee for ever of certain manors, lands, and

houses; and Chapter 30 was a bill of indemnity, relative to acts done without

law, in pursuance of certain Orders of Council.




All this

was done in the King’s name, and as by his express authority, at a time when,

according to the evidence now given upon oath by a physician who attended him,

the King was in the same state of incapacity that he is now.




Nay, on

the 26th of March, that is to say, twenty-eight days before the 23rd of April,

Mr. Addington (now Lord Sidmouth) brought down to the House of Commons A

MESSAGE from the King! It related to a measure of great importance, namely, the

bringing of the Irish militia into England. It had the royal signature to it,

and began in these words: “His Majesty thinks proper to acquaint the House of

Commons, &c. &c.”




This,

even this, was done on the 26th of March, that is, twenty-eight days before the

23rd of April.




And yet,

with these facts before us; with all this before us, we are not to be allowed

to express our opinion, that great caution ought to be used in the resumption

of the royal authority by the King; we are not to be allowed to say, that care

ought to be taken to prove that he is quite well first; we are not to do this,

upon pain of being marked out by the impudent and venal editor of the Courier,

as men who wish to dethrone the King, to throw him into a corner, to pluck the

crown from his head and to bind it with thorns! But these are the last

struggles of knavery and hypocrisy combined; and they will not succeed.




Thus

stands the case up to the 23rd of April. I beg the reader to bear the dates in

his mind. Thus stands the case up to the 23rd of April; but, as the reader may

attach great importance to the assertion of Lord Grey respecting the attendance

of Dr. Simmons and his men till the 10th of June, it is proper to inform him,

that, between the 23rd of April and the 10th of June, 24 public Acts of

Parliament received the King’s assent by Commission, as in the former cases.

And, by the 30th of July, 36 more public Acts; thus making the number 91 Acts,

receiving the King’s assent, by Commission, after the 12th of February in that

year; and, July, the reader will bear in mind, was still long before the month

of October.




There

are still some circumstances to notice, in order to make the history of these

transactions complete. A change of ministry took place between the 23rd of

April and the 10th of June.




Mr.

Addington, Lord St. Vincent, Mr. Yorke, and Lord Hobart, went out of the

cabinet; and Mr. Pitt, Lord Melville, Lord Harrowby, Lord Camden, and Lord

Mulgrave came into it. The others remained; and the law-officers also remained.

This change was completed on the 18th of May: so that Lords Eldon, Castlereagh,

Hawkesbury, Westmorland, and Chatham were in both cabinets.




Nothing

more need be said. The thing is so plain; the chain of facts so complete; the

statement so incontrovertible, that it sets all pettifogging at defiance. There

are, however, two points, upon which I shall just say a word or two; namely,

the declaration of Mr. Addington (now Lord Sidmouth), during the King’s malady

in 1804; and the individual responsibility of Lord Eldon




As to

the former, it was called forth by a question, and afterwards a motion, of Sir

Robert Lawley, in the House of Commons, on the 27th of February, 1804. Sir

Robert Lawley asked the minister for an explicit statement as to the state of

the King. To this Mr. Addington answered, that no such statement was necessary

in the opinion of his Majesty’s confidential servants. Whereupon Sir Robert

Lawley moved an adjournment of the House. This produced a long debate, which

was very interesting at that time, and certainly not less so now. In this

debate Mr. Addington spoke no less than five times. He made explanation upon

explanation; and at last it came to these words:




“The

hon. Gentleman has stated, that I have set up my own opinion in opposition to

that of his Majesty’s Physicians. All I can say on this part of the accusation

against me is, that I have stated nothing as matter of speculation, or opinion,

of my own, but upon authority of the physicians. I wish to be distinctly

understood here to re-state, that there is not, at this time,” [27th of

February mind] “any necessary suspension of such royal functions as it may be

necessary for his Majesty to discharge at the present moment.”




He was

pressed further by Mr. Grey, and he then said: “I meant distinctly to state,

that there is not at this time, any necessary suspension of the royal authority

for any act which may be necessary to be done.”




This was

what Lord Grey alluded to the other night; and, if it had any meaning at all,

it meant one of these three things: that it was not necessary that the King

should be deranged in mind; or, that it was not, at that time, necessary for

him to have the use of his senses; or, that his faculties were not so much

impaired as to render him unfit for business.




The two

former it cannot be supposed that any man could mean; and, therefore, we must

take the latter; and, then, all we have to do, is, to compare it with the

Evidence of Dr. Heberden.




I should

now enter upon the subject of individual or collective responsibility; but as

my space is so narrow, and as I see, that the subject will demand room, I must

defer it till my next.




WM.

COBBETT.
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This

subject is now drawing towards a close; but, like most other pieces of the

kind, it grows more and more interesting, or, at least, more and more curious.

The people, in general, appear to be resolved to be merely spectators; but, at

any rate, let us hope, that they will well observe, and bear in mind what

passes. The scenes now exhibiting are wholly without an equal. They have the

decided merit of originality; though, it must be confessed, that they are not

calculated to excite surprise in the reflecting mind, seeing that they are the

natural produce of the system that has existed for the last 26 years.




I shall,

in this article, begin again with some observations upon the writings of the

venal man of the Courier, who, in the passage that I am about to quote, has

actually verified the soundness of the opinion expressed by me, in a previous

article, respecting praises of the King, brought forward in support of an

argument against his son, and, indeed, against the rights and liberties of the

people.




I there

observed, that it was base in the extreme, and that it was always so, to

introduce, in the way of argument, praises of those whom no man dared attack;

and, on the praises of whom no man dared put a negative.




And what

answer does the venal man give to this? How does he attempt to refute me? You

shall hear:




“Restrictions

on Calumny.—The Weekly Register, of Wednesday, contains a passage plainly

avowing how much it would contradict all the praises of the King, and hold him

up to execration upon a review of his conduct, if it dared, if it was not

restrained by the fear of the law. This passage is written too no doubt by the

Editor of the Weekly Register, who two years ago publicly and personally at a

County Meeting at Winchester, praised the King to the skies on account of his

amiable qualities, whether viewed as a man or as a king. Most honest and

consistent Editor of the Weekly Register!”




Now,

what an answer is this! Thus, you see, that I was either to admit his argument,

founded on praises of the King; I was to admit it, expressly or tacitly; or, I

was to be charged with a wish to hold the King up to public execration; and

that I was only restrained from so doing by a dread of the law. This is the

way, in which this venal man answers an argument. His language, and that of the

whole of the hypocritical tribe, to which he belongs, is, in fact, this: “We

rest our conclusions upon the assertion of the virtues of the King; we say,

that this or that ought to be done, or not to be done, because the King has

such and such virtues; if you contradict us, you are calumniators of the King;

and if you refuse to assent to our assertions upon which our conclusions are

grounded by waving the discussion, you prove, that you would hold the King up

to public execration if you dared.” This is, in fact their language; so that

there is no escaping them. They have their net so set for you, that to escape it

is absolutely impossible. You must either yield to their argument; you must

admit their conclusions; or, according to them, you are, either in act or wish,

a calumniator of the King.




As to

the words imputed to me, as having been spoken at Winchester, they are by no

means a correct representation of what I then said; but, what if they were? How

does it show any inconsistency in me? It was not to the praise that I objected;

but to the use that was made of it. I objected to its being brought forward in

the way of argument; to its being made a ground in a controversy; because, as I

said before, no one who was on the other side in the controversy, would if he

could, dare, contradict it; and, for this reason, to bring it forward, in such

a way, was, I said, extremely base; an opinion, of the correctness of which, if

there could have been any doubt, this venal man has now, by his own act

completely confirmed.




But, the

great objection that I have to the using of the King’s name in this way, is,

that it is part of a system of making the King a screen for his ministers. The

doctrine of the Constitution is, that the King can do no wrong; and, if he is

to be blamed for nothing, is it not base to put forward assertions as to his

good qualities in defence of any measures that have been adopted? Is not this,

in fact, making him responsible, instead of his ministers, as far as it is

possible for a public writer to make him responsible? However, this is the

course, that the whole of that venal and corrupt and hypocritical crew, who

call themselves “King’s friends” have pursued for many years past; and in spite

of all the exposures of them, this is the course, that they will still pursue.

But the imposture has, daily, less and less success. The powers of cant daily

diminish; and when one considers how long the nation has been humbugged; when

one considers what a regular system of cheatery these venal men have pursued;

when one considers what complete masters of their art these our English

hypocrites are; when one considers that hypocrisy has been studied and taught

by them with as much labour and pain as Newton pursued his discoveries; when

one considers how numerous are the teachers and practisers of this art; when

one considers all these things, one can hardly expect the cloak to be

completely pulled off in a day, however resolute the hand that attempts it.

But, imposture has, as I said before, less success than it had. Scarcely a day

passes without stripping it of some part of its garments; and, events, events,

those powerful co-operators of truth, are steadily at work to destroy this bane

of the country. There are no tricks that will finally keep up the imposture.

They will serve for awhile; they may defer the complete destruction of it; but

destroyed it must and will be; and we shall at no great distance hence, hear

thousands of people, who are at this moment the dupes of the venal men,

expressing their surprise that they ever could have been so duped, and venting

their just resentment against the cheats. They will then be just as much

distinguished by their resentments as they now are by their credulity; they

will flock round the venal imposture like the dupes in the play, each one

heaving his blow.




This is

an object of interesting observation with the philosophical mind. The man of

sense will not be disturbed by the tricks of these venal men and the

cullibility of their readers. He will coolly look on, and see the thing work;

being quite sure, that, in the end, truth and justice will prevail, and that he

shall see hypocrisy receive its reward. All that such a man has to do, is, to

lend a helping hand in the way of exposure, whenever occasion serves, and

according to the best of his means; and without feeling any great degree of

anxiety, wait the natural effect of time. But he ought to miss no such

occasions; miss no occasion of sowing the seeds of truth; having done that, he

may be sure the harvest will come; and, he has only to guard against the

indulgence of impatience. He must not stop to see the actual effects of one

truth, before he inculcates another. He must like the provident and steady

cultivator, prepare for a second sowing the moment the first is in the ground.

His calculations of produce ought to embrace years. Truths, like trees, are of

various speed in their progress; and it not unfrequently happens, that the

slower the progress, the more durable and more valuable the result.




I never

liked your despairing gentry; your gentry that throw up in disgust; which, to

say nothing else of it, is sure to bring somewhat of ridicule upon those who

fall into such a course of proceeding; for, the world wags on without them;

and, if they cannot change the world, why, they must still take it as it is.




The way

to succeed in any thing where success merits praise, is, to keep steadily on as

long as it is possible; and, if the endeavours thus made have truth on their

side, it is very seldom that they will fail of success.




So with

respect to the imposture of these venal writers, what has been for years and

years growing together is not to be destroyed in a moment. But, dropping,

incessant dropping, will wear away the marble; and if one once makes a fair

opening into this hollow, rotten, vile imposture, away it goes into a million

pieces. Within the last six months; since I have been in this jail, see what

has been done; See what a change! See the many many things, which the people

behold in their true light, and with regard to which they were before wholly in

the dark, or rather under the grossest deception. Only reflect for a moment;

look for six months and see the progress that truth has made; and then despair

if you can.




My

attention is now called from these venal men and their hypocritical cant by a

measure, which has excited more surprise in the public, I find, than it has in

me; I mean, His Royal Highness the Prince having chosen Mr. Perceval and his

colleagues for his ministers. More than four persons; or, four, at least, could

now produce letters from me, foretelling, nearly a month ago, that such would

be the case.




And,

says the reader, how did you, shut up in a jail, come to know it? Why, a jail

only shuts up the body. It leaves the mind at liberty; it leaves reason at

large; and, reason told me, that in this way the struggle would end.




Upon

what grounds my opinion was founded I will by-and-by state; but, we will first

hear what has been said of this measure by the prints of the contending

parties. This is a most curious affair altogether. It will make a great figure

in the history of these times. It behoves us, therefore, to put upon record

what the leading advocates of the two parties say upon the subject.




Yesterday

(Monday, the 4th of February) was the day, when the public were, through the

press, to have the matter broken to them. Till Saturday the public were full in

the expectation of a change of ministry; a total change. After what had passed;

after the manner in which the Prince had received the proposition of Mr.

Perceval; after his declining to see him; after the Protest of his Brothers;

after the speeches of Mr. Sheridan; after the Answer of the Prince to the

Deputation from the two Houses; after all this, and especially after the

charges of Lord Grey against Lord Eldon, the public could not believe it

possible, that the present men would be retained by the Prince. Alas! those who

thought thus, knew little of the matter. They did not reflect at all upon the

motives of action in such a case. They did not see into the nature of the

Prince’s situation. They knew that it required only a word to dismiss the

ministers, and another word to choose others; but, they did not consider any

further; they did not take into their consideration the difficulties that would

attend the pronouncing of these two words, or, rather, that would instantly

grow out of the pronouncing of them.




Therefore,

the news, when it came out, produced universal astonishment.




The

Morning Chronicle, which may be regarded as speaking officially, the

sentiments, and uttering the assertions, of the OUT party, who expected to come

in, endeavours to put a good face upon the matter. It represents the Prince as

having taken this unexpected step from motives of filial affection, and the

persons kept out as having highly approved of his conduct.




But, we

must read this most curious article, before we make any further remarks upon it.

The reader must, and will, regard it as the Official Declaration of the OUTS,

especially of those persons, who were embodying themselves under Lords

Grenville and Grey, who have been aptly enough termed the Twins of the

Political Zodiac. I beg the reader to mark well the contents of this article,

which is matter for history; and the substance of which must have a prominent

place in the historian’s account of this matchless intrigue.




“The

reports made to the Prince of Wales of the progressive amendment in the King’s

health, and the hope that the Physicians give of his re-establishment, have

made a deep impression on the breast of his Royal Highness, whose feelings of

affection and reverence for his Father and Sovereign are necessarily combined

with the sense of obligation which he owes to the public. He had thought it his

duty, in the contemplation of having the affairs of the Realm committed to his

charge for a length of time, and in a way which might have enabled him to

exercise his judgment in the administration of the Royal Authority for the

honour of his Majesty’s Crown, and the best interests of the people, to lay his

commands on Lord Grenville and Lord Grey, to make an arrangement for a Council

that should possess his entire confidence; and it is known that these noble

Lords undertook the task; fully sensible of the irksome and arduous labour they

had to fulfil, but feeling that it was only left for them to meet the awful and

accumulated difficulties of the crisis, with a confident expectation that their

exertions, under the restraints which had been imposed on the Regent, would be

duly appreciated by the country; and at the same time with an earnest hope,

that the prospect of a speedy return of his Majesty to the personal exercise of

his Royal functions would make their services unnecessary.




It had

accordingly been their uniform advice to his Royal Highness (and in which he

most cordially concurred) that when the time should come for his being called

on to take upon himself the duties of the Regal Office, in the name of the

King, he should examine the Physicians to satisfy his own mind, and be governed

accordingly, in the full conviction that there might be more detriment to the

public interests in a temporary change of system, than even in the continuance

for a short time of an erroneous system. This examination has actually taken

place at Carlton House. The physicians have been severally and successively

examined by the Prince’s Chancellor, in the presence of his Royal Highness; and

we understand, that the result of that inquiry is, that though they cannot

speak with any greater degree of certainty than at their examinations before

the two Houses, as to the precise time when it may be expected that his Majesty

could safely return to the exercise of his Royal functions, whether it is

probable that he should be able to return at the end of two months or of three

months, yet they all concur in expressing their confident belief in his

ultimate recovery.




In

consequence of this opinion, we understand, the Prince sent a message to Lord

Grenville and Lord Grey, at a late hour on Friday night, announcing to them his

determination not to make any change of Ministers at this time. The message was

conveyed by Mr. Adam and Lord Hutchinson, and was expressed in the most

handsome terms of approbation of their conduct, and of thanks for the readiness

with which they had yielded to his request to form an arrangement, if

circumstances should make it proper for him to interpose his own judgment, as

to the fit and wise system of measures to be pursued on the present alarming

condition of our affairs; and concluding with a declaration of his unabated

confidence in their wisdom and ability, to conduct the Administration upon

principles the most advantageous to the Crown and People. This intimation will

be received with real satisfaction by the friends of those noble Lords, who

must all feel with them that nothing but a sense of imperious duty could have

induced them to enter into office in the dilemma created by a temporary defect

in the Royal Authority. Three months, the most important perhaps that have ever

occurred in our history, have already passed under a total suspension of the

functions of Government—and another month must necessarily have been added to

the delay, if the Prince had yielded to the patriotic sentiment of his mind,

and recurred all at once to the principles upon which he thinks the

Administration would be most beneficially conducted. So much time would have

been required for the re-election of those who must have vacated their seats,

and for the re-establishment of the routine of office—a delay which certainly

might be productive of more serious calamity than what can be conceived

probable from the perseverance in the system, until the hopes held out by the physicians

shall be realized; or until time shall have destroyed these hopes. It is a

moment, too, when public business of the most urgent nature calls for instant

prosecution—and we need not add that it is a moment when, whatever may have

been the rashness or the folly of embarking in the career of the present

system, it is too late to interrupt its march, or even to avert its issue—and

above all, we are sure the whole nation will concur in respecting and

applauding the filial and affectionate motives of reverence to his Royal

Father, which have influenced his Royal Highness to take this step.—The noble

Lords, we understand, received the intimation in a way corresponding with their

high character and their just sense of the public interests. They had the honour

of a long audience of the Prince at Carlton House yesterday, when he was

graciously pleased personally to renew the assurances of his perfect esteem and

confidence.




We have

uniformly stated to our readers, that if circumstances should force his Royal

Highness to call upon the noble Lords to take upon them the administration,

they would not shrink from the duty, however arduous,—and that they would be

prepared with an arrangement that would give equal satisfaction to his Royal

Highness, and the people of the United Kingdom. All the stories in the

Ministerial papers of cabals and differences about the adjustment of places are

totally false. There was no contention whatever: indeed, the minds of men must

be singularly composed, who, at such a period, should be ready to jostle for

situations. In fact, however, it was an arrangement to be made of one united

compact body of men, all holding the same principles, and all animated by the

same views; there was no contrariety of sentiment whatever; and an

Administration of more internal strength, by the ties of mutual friendship—of

more public influence by talents, integrity, and stake in the country, never

has been submitted to any Prince. We say so much from what we hear of the

public functionaries; for we believe that the arrangement did not go lower, and

that it was never formally presented to the Prince for his approbation.




The

proceedings which remain to be pursued on the Regency Bill are few. The

Resolution for putting the Great Seal to the Bill, though unwarranted by any

precedent, or by any analogy in the books, will pass the two Houses this day;

and the Regent may be sworn in before the Privy Council to-morrow. It will be then

for Mr. Perceval and his friends to submit to his Royal Highness their further

plan of proceedings; but whether they will propose to him a short prorogation,

or only an adjournment for a day or two, we shall not, from obvious motives of

delicacy, presume to anticipate.




It is

certain that up to four o’clock in the afternoon of Saturday ministers had made

preparations for their retreat, and with some of those preparations the public

will in due time be made acquainted. Whether they will still retire, notwithstanding

the determination of his Royal Highness to keep them, if they think proper, we

shall probably learn in the course of this day or to-morrow.”




Reader,

was there ever so miserable an attempt as this to disguise a defeat? The tale

is perfectly piteous. It is lamentable. One almost feels compassion for the

persons who could condescend to dictate or to pen it.




Let us,

however, as being a tale of woe, as being the defence of the unfortunate, hear

it with patience, and so far treat it with respect as to bestow on it a few

short observations, though, in reality, it stands in need of none.




We are

first told, that the Twin Lords received the commands of the Prince to form a

ministry for him, and that they had done so; but, that, at the same time, they

earnestly hoped, that the King’s speedy recovery would prevent the necessity of

their coming into office.




Well,

now suppose this last assertion to be true, in the face of all the earnest

endeavours that have been used to inculcate the notion (and a very proper notion),

that, even in case of a recovery, the King ought not to be called upon to

resume the royal authority for some time; in the face of the charges against

Lord Eldon; in the face of all that we have seen, supposing it to be true, that

these two Lords earnestly hoped, that the King might be brought out again to

business speedily; suppose this; still, it seems, they had got their new

ministry ready, and had been commanded to get one ready, and, we shall see,

by-and-by, how this squares with the rest of the tale.




An

examination of the Physicians, by the advice of these Lords, took place. The

result was, that there was no certainty when the recovery would take place; it

might be two months, or three months, or longer; and, this being the case, the

Prince resolved to keep in the present ministry, which was very wise, and was

highly approved of by these Lords, because it would have taken a month to

settle the new ministry, and it was better to let a bad system go on

uninterrupted than suspend it for a short time, and because the keeping in of

the King’s servants was a mark of filial affection in the Prince towards his

father, which all the nation must approve of.




Aye,

this is a very pretty story; but the worst of it is, it will not bear the test

of dates; for, as to the result of the examination of the Physicians at Carlton

House, as here stated, it is precisely the same as that of the Examination of

them by the Lords’ Committee, which took place six weeks ago. How, then, could

this examination have produced any change in the intention of the Prince as to

the forming of a ministry? The Examination before the Lords’ Committee, as will

be seen in the Report (See Part I, of Vol. 18, of the Parl. Debates, p. 202)

amounts to precisely the same as the examination is said to have done at

Carlton House. In both, the opinions of all the Physicians went to ultimate

recovery; and, as to the time, they are no more precise in the latter case than

they were in the former.




Now,

then, let it be observed, that the Resolutions relative to the plan of a

Regency were not presented to the Prince till long after the Examination before

the Lords’ Committee, which took place on the 17th of December; and, of course,

the Prince could not give his commands about a new ministry, until he had accepted

of the Office of Regent; so, that, it follows, of course, that, when he gave

his commands to form a ministry for him, he had just the same prospect before

him us to his father’s recovery that he had on Friday last.




This at

once knocks up all the miserable pretence about a change of views in the Prince

proceeding from the examination of the Physicians at Carlton House. The

examination upon oath before the Lords’ Committee represents the King as

getting better, as improving, all the Physicians say, and swear, that they look

confidently to ultimate recovery, but that the time required for it may be

longer or shorter. And, is not the same result said to have appeared at Carlton

House? Is there any thing new that has come out of that examination? And, who,

then, can be so very stupid as to believe, that the change in the Prince’s

intention as to his ministers has grown out of the examination at Carlton

House?




These

same facts, and precisely the same reasoning, apply to what is said by the

Morning Chronicle with regard to the motive of “filial affection in the Prince

towards his father.” If this motive has now induced him to keep in the present

men, how came it to have no weight with him a fortnight or a month ago? The

motive is childish. It might do well enough in common life, where a man has

nothing but his family’s interest to set against any supposed predilection of

his father; but, in the case of the Prince it is something a great deal worse

than childish to suppose that it could have any operative effect; for, if he

did, as we are here told he did, look upon Lords Grenville and Grey as the

fittest persons to advise him in this “awful crisis of the country,” what are

the people to think of his setting those Lords aside, and keeping in the

present men, because the putting of them out would be likely to give offence to

his father; especially after he himself, has, in so solemn a manner, declared,

that all the powers and prerogatives of the crown are vested there for the

benefit of the people, and in that light only are sacred? Oh, no! This will

never do; and, therefore, this notion of the motive of “filial affection,” must

be regarded as a mere invention for the purpose of accounting for the change in

the Prince’s choice in a way the least humiliating to those, whom he has, at

last, rejected, and whose chagrin it is the object of the Morning Chronicle to

disguise, not considering, perhaps, that, in ascribing such motives of action

to the Prince, inferences very injurious to him, as regards the people, are clearly

conveyed.




But, if

we were to admit, for argument sake, that such motives have produced this

change in his choice, how unaccountable does his conduct then appear, seeing

that the same motives ought to have operated, if at all, at every stage of the

proceedings? If he is now induced to keep in the present men because the

putting of them out would be offensive to his father, would give pain to his

father, why did not this motive weigh with him before, and prevent him from

giving his commands to the Twin Lords to form a ministry for him? The hopes and

expectations of recovery were the same a month ago that they are now. They were

sworn to before the commands to form a ministry could possibly have been given

by the Prince. But, at any rate, what no one will attempt to deny is this:

that, from first to last, all the Physicians, in all their examinations, have

distinctly declared their confident opinion, that the King will ULTIMATELY

recover. Now, this being the case, what becomes of the motive ascribed to the Prince

by the Morning Chronicle? What becomes of this motive which the Chronicle says

will be applauded by the whole country? At every stage, all the Physicians

declared, in a manner the most decided, that they relied on ultimate recovery;

therefore, as the Prince must be well aware, that the King’s feelings would be

hurt, if hurt at all, by the dismission of his servants, and that this pain

would take place whenever the recovery came, is it not most pitiful to pretend

that the change of intention has arisen from the motive of “filial affection?”

Just as if that motive would not have restrained him from giving his commands

to form a new ministry, if it has now restrained him from putting out the

King’s servants. What had time to do with the matter? What was the consequence

whether he gave his father pain at the end of two months or at the end of six

months? The nature and the quantity of the pain would have been exactly the

same. What! will the Morning Chronicle accompany with praises of the Prince an

assertion, that he would run the risk of giving, nay, that he would actually

give, his father that pain at the end of a year which he would not give him at

the end of a month?




No: this

is too palpable. This pretence; this attempt to break the fall of the rejected

party is too grossly absurd to be entertained for a moment.




With

regard to the real motives, by which the Prince was, in all probability,

actuated in the change of his intention, we will, by-and-by, offer an

observation or two; but, we have not yet done with the Morning Chronicle.




The

Prince, we are told, notified this change of intention to the two noble Lords,

“in the handsomest manner.” Oh, aye, I’ll warrant him he has not lived

forty-eight years in the Court of George the Third without knowing how to do

such a thing handsomely. Earl Grey (then Lord Howick), when he announced his

own dismission to the House of Commons, also spoke of the graciousness of the

King to him personally. Aye; but the dismission took place. Words cost nothing.

It is from acts that we ought to judge.




But, we

are told by this writer, that the Prince has assured the two noble Lords, that

he will, if the King’s illness should be of long duration, avail himself of

their advice; that is to say, that he will have them for his ministers, and of

course will turn off his father’s servants.




As to

their ever being the ministers of the Prince we will inquire into the

probability by-and-by; but as to his having assured them, that he will have

them, in case of a lengthened duration of his father’s illness, the

supposition, especially when taken into view along with the other statements in

this article, is an outrage to common sense. What! “filial affection for his

father” restrains him from turning out his servants at this moment; but, it

does not restrain him from telling the world, and, of course, that same father,

that he will do it, if he has a prospect of possessing the power of so doing

for any length of time! And this, if the declaration were made, the father must

know the moment he is restored to the use of his reason, and, perhaps, before

he is so perfectly restored to it as not to be in imminent danger of a relapse.

The father, that father towards whom the Prince, as we are here told, has so

much of “filial affection,” is, upon his recovery to find, what? Not that his

son has turned off his servants. No: he is to be spared that pain. He is not to

find that. But, according to this writer, he is to find, that his son has

declared, that he would have turned out these servants if he had had the power

for any length of time; and, he is to find too, that his son would have taken

in those whom his father lately turned out, because their principles are best

calculated to rescue the country from the perils with which it is surrounded;

aye, he is to find, clearly recorded by inference in a declaration of his son,

that it would be good for the country if he had not recovered.




Was

there ever any thing more monstrous than this? Was there ever anything more

revolting to all just sense of feeling? Is it possible to place his Royal

Highness in a worse light than he has here been placed by this writer? And for

what? What have these pretended motives been conjured up for? For what but to

palliate the humiliation of the party rejected. The real motives, of which we

will speak by-and-by, would not answer this purpose. Others, therefore, were to

be discovered; and I am persuaded the reader will agree, that, in the

selection, it was almost impossible to show less regard for the character of

the Prince.




Now,

before we come to our observations upon the real cause of this alteration in

the Prince’s intention as to a change of the ministry, let us put upon record

the answer which the Courier gives to the article above quoted from the Morning

Chronicle, which article it very properly styles the Manifesto of those, who

have had the delicious cup of place and power and profit and patronage dashed

from their lips. This article of the Courier is a stinger. The writer speaks in

the voice of triumph; he laughs and scoffs at his opponent, and well he may.

The victory is so clearly on his side. It is so complete; that if he did not

exult, he would exhibit an instance of magnanimity by no means to be expected

from him.




“We

stated on Thursday that the dismission of the present Ministers was intended as

soon as the Regency Bill had received the Royal Assent.—Something like an

official notification to that effect was conveyed to them, and they had made

the necessary preparation in their respective offices. ‘The Prince had laid his

commands upon Lords Grenville and Grey to make an arrangement for a Council

that should possess his entire confidence, and these noble Lords undertook the

task.’ This has been officially stated to-day. In consequence of his Royal

Highness’s commands an arrangement was formed. Lord Grenville was to be the

Prime Minister, Earl Grey holding the same situation he did before. Lord

Grenville, however, is said to have at first expressed his doubts whether so

immediate a change of Ministers would be advisable. But the Foxites, always

rapacious and thirsting for place, maintained a contrary opinion—they were for

immediate dismissal, and Lord Grenville’s doubts were removed. But the Regent,

escaping on a sudden from that baneful advice that would have made him dismiss

his father’s Ministers, merely because they were his father’s, and select

others who were known not to be in possession of his father’s confidence, has

adopted a determination that will entitle him to the thanks of the whole

country. He has resolved not to make any change of Ministers at this time. This

resolution was formed after an examination of his Majesty’s physicians by his

Royal Highness’s Chancellor, Mr. Adam, in the presence of his Royal Highness,

at Carlton House, on Friday last. The public have seen the attempts made of

late to throw discredit upon the bulletins, and to insinuate that his Majesty

was not so well as they represented him to be. His Royal Highness has

ascertained the contrary to be the fact, and the physicians all concurred in

their examination before him, in expressing their confident belief that his

Majesty’s health will be completely restored, and in all probability at no

distant period. This unanimous declaration of the physicians convinced his

Royal Highness of the detriment that must accrue to the public interests from

calling men to his Councils who were known to possess principles so

diametrically opposite to those of the present Ministers, and who would in all

likelihood adopt a total change of system. Soon after the examination, therefore,

of the physicians, and at a late hour on Friday night, his Royal Highness sent

Mr. Adam to Lord Grenville, and Lord Hutchinson to Earl Grey, with a message

(most unexpected, no doubt, by them), announcing it to be his Royal Highness’s

determination not to make any change in the Administration. His Royal Highness

expressed his thanks for the readiness with which they had acceded to his

request to arrange a new Ministry, ‘if circumstances should make it proper for

him to interpose his own judgment, as to the fit and wise system of measures to

be pursued on the present alarming condition of our affairs; and concluding

with a declaration of his unabated confidence in their wisdom and ability, to

conduct the Administration upon principles the most advantageous to the Crown

and people.’ This intimation of his Royal Highness’s determination to persevere

in the present system will be received with real satisfaction, not as the

Morning Chronicle says, by the friends of the noble Lords, or the noble Lords themselves,

but certainly by the whole country. But it is not a little curious and

ludicrous to hear the supporters of those personages now applaud the Prince for

rejecting the advice they gave, and for declining to proceed in that career

which they had marked out for him. ‘So much time,’ they say, ‘would have been

required for the re-election of those who must have vacated their seats, and

for the re-establishment of the routine of office; a delay which certainly

might be productive of more serious calamity than what can be conceived

probable from the perseverance in the system, until the hopes held out by the

physicians shall be realized; or until time shall have destroyed these hopes.’

Is this a new discovery? Has not this been obvious from the commencement of the

business? If delay would have been so calamitous to the public service, why did

not they state it to his Royal Highness? Why did not they declare that the

public business demanded instant prosecution, which a change of ministers must

necessarily prevent? Why did they place it upon record as they have done, that

desire of power and place was more powerful in their minds than the good of the

public service, which they now avow, now when their assistance is not wanted,

would have been exposed to serious injury by the dismissal of the present

ministers? These are questions which we leave for them to answer in that

leisure and retirement to which, happily for the nation, they are doomed to

remain. But they affect to be quite pleased with the Prince for his message;

they are not disappointed, not angry; no, not in the least. Like Sir Fretful

Plagiary, each exclaims, ‘I’d have you to know, Sir, I’m vastly satisfied; not

at all angry, quite happy and contented.’ The Prince, who was the theme of

their panegyric when he was going to take them in, is equally the theme of

their panegyric now that he is determined to keep them out. They are ‘fit for

either field.’ They blow hot and cold at once. And above all, they add ‘we are

sure the whole nation will concur in respecting and applauding the filial and

affectionate motives of reverence to his Royal Father, which have influenced

his Royal Highness to take this step.’ We are sure of this also, and that while

the country will loudly and universally applaud this determination of his Royal

Highness, it will view with abhorrence and indignation the conduct of those who

would have had him follow a different line of conduct. What answer the noble

personages returned to the Prince’s message we know not.




The

Morning Chronicle has thrown a veil over it, only assuring us briefly that they

received the ‘intimation in a way corresponding with their high character and

their just sense of the public interests.’ Both Lord Grenville and Earl Grey

had long audiences of his Royal Highness yesterday.—But if the Prince is

convinced of the danger and injury that would arise from a change of ministers,

why cannot the party suppose that his Majesty’s ministers are equally sensible

of it themselves? The Regent of course would have had the power to deprive them

of office, and to call others to his Councils, but their retirement would not

have been their own act. This was explicitly stated when their dismissal was

determined upon and made public. A fortiori, they will not think it their duty

to resign, now that the Regent has notified his sense of the danger that would

accrue from a change of men and measures.—This resolution of the Regent to walk

in the steps of his father has brightened the prospect before us. It has placed

his character, both public and private, in the most amiable point of view. He

feels that it is only by keeping the principles of his Father steadily in view

that he can preserve the nation in its present situation of unequalled pride

and glory and power, commanding the world.—The Regent will be sworn in before

the Privy Council to-morrow, and it is probable that both Houses will adjourn

to Monday next, when his Royal Highness will go down in state, and open the

Session. In the acclamations that will be bestowed upon him in his procession

to the House, he will find the recompense and the approbation of the conduct he

has determined to adopt.”




In the

hey-day of his triumph, one must excuse a little bombast, and, therefore, the

idea of the country being now placed in a situation “to command the world” may

be passed over. But, what he says in some other parts is delicious. It must be

to the balked party as pleasant as hot lead poured down their backs. Yes, yes.

“The Prince has age and experience;” the Prince is “capable of forming a right

judgment;” and the Prince, having had time and opportunity to examine into the

matter, finds, that to pursue the system of his revered father, to tread in his

step, and, of course, to have the same ministers, is the only way to insure the

safety and happiness of the nation! This is excellent. This is right on to the

point; and it is what I defy the Morning Chronicle to controvert. We shall now

hear from this venal man of the Courier no more insinuations against the Prince

of Wales; no more threats to revive “unpleasant discussions as to his pecuniary

affairs;” no more assertions of his “pecuniary embarrassments having been the

greatest cause of his unpopularity.” We shall now hear nothing more of this

sort from him. Nor do I think, that we shall again hear him calling the other

Princes “GREAT BABIES.” He will find all of a sudden, that they have acted a

very wise part, especially if it be true, as we are told in the newspapers,

that some of them were the bearers of the glad tidings to Lord Eldon and Mr.

Perceval. He will now discover, that they are fit for something more than

“dancing at a Duchess’s Ball;” a discovery, which the unfortunate OUTS have,

with lips half bitten through, already made.




The

Morning Post, too, lifts its hoof at the fallen party, now that it sees them

down. It has been pricking up its long ears for some days past; it has been

braying out some very significant compliments to the Prince: and, now back goes

its hoof in a jerk, at those very men, whom, only ten days ago, it denominated

“highly respectable individuals,” as distinguished from Sir Francis Burdett and

his crew.”




It is

worth while to hear a little of what this man now says, being, however, very

cautious how we believe him.




The

Manifesto, of which he speaks, is the article above quoted from the Morning

Chronicle.




“The

Manifesto to which we allude (for it clearly is a Manifesto, authorized by a

part, at least, of the Opposition), gives us to understand, in the first place,

that the determination to retain the present Ministers was grounded upon the

opinion given by the Physicians, upon their examination by the Prince’s

Chancellor, of his Majesty’s ultimate complete recovery. Now, we undertake to

assert, without fear of contradiction, that this examination took place very

early in the last week; and we are distinctly informed by the Organ of

Opposition, that it was not until Friday night that the resolution was taken to

make no change in the Administration. We therefore believe it to be a

misrepresentation as important as it is complete, to say that the resolution

followed the report of the Physicians;—important, as well because it is

calculated to support the assertion that there were no difficulties in the

arrangement of the projected Government, as because it implies that it was at

the advice of the Noble Lords who, as we were given to understand, were

commanded to prepare the new lists, that the change of Ministry was rendered

dependent upon the state of his Majesty’s health. We assert, without any fear

of contradiction, that at the very moment in which the determination was

communicated to the Noble Lords, they were engaged in discussing their projects

of a new Administration; the communication (if we are not more grossly

misinformed than, as we suspect the Morning Chronicle will tell us that we

are), so far from being the result of any advice or opinion submitted to the

Royal Personage by the Noble Lords, was a complete surprise upon the whole

party, who rather expected a message to hasten their deliberations, than one

which put a stop to them altogether.




These

facts would perhaps be of little importance, if they did not entirely overturn

a delusion, which it is, evidently enough, the purpose of the Manifesto to

encourage, namely, that every preparation for forming a new Administration

originated with the Great Person himself; that it was with exceeding reluctance

that the Noblemen and Gentlemen who were intended to compose it, consented to

take upon themselves so heavy a burden; and that to be relieved from it was to

them a cause of unspeakable joy! This representation is equally untrue and

mischievous; that it is untrue the language of every person concerned,

throughout the whole of Saturday and Sunday, before, in short, the Manifesto

was issued to convince them that they were the luckiest of human beings, will

sufficiently testify; its mischief appears in the disloyal and dishonest

attempt to fix upon his Royal Highness the desire of changing the Government,

and upon those whose wishes were to be gratified by the change, nothing but an

humble obedience to his Royal Command.”




This is

all fair, To an attempt to make the public believe, that the OUTS did not wish

to come into power, it is impossible to affix any epithet too contemptuous,

What! after all that we have seen; after what has been before our eyes for the

last three years; after the language of the men themselves and of their

partizans for the last three months only; nay, but the last week, are we to be

told, that they were solicitous to avoid place and power? This really is too

impudent. If, however, this be their talk, they stand a good chance of being

gratified to their heart’s content; for, unless all my reasoning upon the

subject be grossly erroneous, never will any set of men, with Lords Grenville

and Grey, or either of them at their head, be ministers again in this country.

Their exclusion from political power appears to me to be irrevocably passed;

and for my thinking so I will now state the reasons.




From

what has been said above, there cannot, I think, remain, in the mind of any man

of common sense, the smallest doubt, that the motives which have been alleged

by the Morning Chronicle for the Prince’s having changed his intention, have no

foundation in truth.




The real

motives, in my opinion, were very different; and, it will be found, I think,

upon examination, that, placed as the Prince was at last, it was impossible for

him to do otherwise than he has done, unless he had resolved upon a total, a

radical, change of system, at once, a prominent feature in which system would

have been that reform of the Commons House of Parliament, which has so long

been the chief object with so large a part of the people.




The

Morning Chronicle tells us, that the two Lords had formed a famously good

ministry: “an Administration of more internal strength, by the ties of mutual

friendship, of more public influence, by talents, integrity, and stake in the

country, than ever has been submitted to any Prince; one united, compact body

of men, all holding the same principles, and all animated by the same views.”




This is

a very fine description. Here are friendship, INFLUENCE, talents, integrity,

and STAKE, (that is to say money,) and principles; but what principles is not

stated; nor is there a word said about what this fine ministry would have done

for the people.




Whether

there had been any differences as to who should compose the ministry is more

than I can say; but if I may judge from the past, a ministry elected by Lords

Grenville and Grey would have excluded almost the whole of those, to whom the

Prince was most attached; and, if he was thus to be treated, it is very clear,

that it was, as far as personal feeling went, better for him to keep the

present men, who, I believe, had always treated him and his particular friends

much better than they were treated by the late ministry.




I shall

be told that these are considerations that ought not to have much weight in so

momentous a case. Very true. They ought not; but it is quite impossible to

divest ourselves of all feeling; and, though I am disposed not to ascribe any

very great weight to these considerations, still they must have some weight

given to them.




There

were two sets of ministers talked of. One, with Lord Holland at its head, and

the other with Lords Grenville and Grey, for these two are always put together.

From the former, the people would have expected something: from the latter

nothing. It was supposed, with what correctness I know not, that his Royal

Highness, the Prince, leant towards the former; but, it was, at the same time,

very evident, especially after the Restrictions were carried, that he could

not, without a dissolution of Parliament, go on with a ministry so composed.




It is

likely that the bent of his mind was towards Lord Holland, and men of that

description; and, at any rate, it must be supposed, when we look back to 1806,

that he would not, if he had had his free choice, have delivered up himself and

his particular friends into the hands of Lords Grenville and Grey.




The

probabilities are, therefore, that he had not, from the beginning, any liking

to a ministry of their forming; and if he did give his commands to them to form

a ministry, the progress might more and more tend to convince him that he

should do better with the present men than with them.




This,

however, I give to the reader as mere conjecture; but, I think, it is evident,

that, situated as he was at last, he could not have gone on with a ministry of

their making up; that he could not, by any means, in the present state of the

Parliament, have carried the government on for a week with such a ministry.




If the

Regency had been given to him without restrictions (which restrictions, be it

observed, Lord Grenville supported), such a ministry might have gone on as

well, or, rather as ill, as the ministry of 1806, composed of the same persons.

But, when the power of making peers; the power of granting pensions; the power

of granting office for life or in reversion; when the control over the Crown

Lands; when the immense patronage of the Household; when the privy purse; when all

these were taken from him, how was he to go on with a dead majority against him

in both Houses of Parliament? It is nonsense to talk about his choice or his

wishes or his affections or his commands to form a ministry; I ask, how he was

to go on? There was only one way of even attempting to go on under such

circumstances, and that was first proposing a reform of Parliament, and then,

whether that proposition were rejected or not, dissolving the Parliament, or in

the words of the King’s speech of 1807, “appealing to the sense of the people.”

This was the only course left to be pursued. This course was not to be expected

from Lords Grenville and Grey. To follow it he must have chosen other men, if

such men had been to be found. His only choice lay, therefore, between the

present system, whole and unmixed, and untouched, and parliamentary reform.

There was no middle course for him to pursue. In short, to represent the things

by persons, his choice lay between Mr. Perceval and Sir Francis Burdett, and I

am sure the OUTS, who so manfully “rallied round” the former against the

latter, cannot, when they have taken time to reflect (and time enough they will

have for reflection) do otherwise than commend the choice that has been made.

When Mr. Madox made his motion, his ever-memorable motion about the

seat-selling, the OUTS “rallied round” Mr. Perceval; they defended, they

justified him; they, therefore, ought to be amongst the last men in this whole

world to find fault of the present choice of his Royal Highness; and, as to the

people, if they find one free man in all England to join them in finding fault

of Mr. Perceval’s being preferred to them, I will acknowledge that I know

nothing at all of the disposition of my countrymen.




Now, as

to their future prospects; I mean the future prospects of those who would have

composed a ministry with Lords Grenville and Grey at the head of it.




We are

told by the Morning Chronicle, that the Prince has intimated to them, that when

he is at liberty to pursue his own plans, he will avail himself of their

talents.




We have

before remarked upon the injury that this assertion (if believed) is calculated

to do to the character of the Prince: it only remains for us to remark upon the

folly of indulging any hope in the prospect that it holds out.




If the

King recover speedily, there is, at once, an end to the hopes of those who

entertain this expectation of future favour. He will either recover speedily,

or he will not; if the latter, then, let it be observed, that Mr. Perceval is

still Minister, that it is he who has all the current patronage, and, which is

a great deal more, he is sure to be King’s Minister again; he is, in fact

Minister, in reversion, if the King recover during Mr. Perceval’s life; he has,

from this peculiarity of circumstances, a footing far more solid than any

Minister ever had before.




This

will give him great weight amongst those with whom he has to do, and whose

support it is most material for him to have. Being now the Prince’s adviser, he

will be the person to be consulted as to the granting of pensions, places for

life, and the like; and, then, the restrictions will, in fact, in this respect,

be of no consequence; for, whatever the Prince may be advised to grant, will,

of course be confirmed, in case of the resumption of the royal authority by the

King. Are the OUTS not aware of all this? Do they not perceive how much easier

and pleasanter the Prince will get on with Mr. Perceval, than he could have got

on with them?




There is

now nothing that his Royal Highness may wish to do for any one attached to his

person (so that the party to be served meddle not with politics) which will not

readily and cheerfully be done. Nay, I should not wonder much if Mr. Tierney

and another or two were admitted into the buildings at Whitehall; but, as for

the ministry-makers, the men of “stake,” never will they again put their noses

into those buildings.




But, “at

the end of the year the restrictions expire.” Yes; so they do; but a year is a

long while; many things happen in a year; and, if all other matters hold

together till next February, Mr. Perceval must be a very lame man indeed if he

be not much more powerful than he now is, and if the Prince have not much

stronger reasons for keeping him in than he had for choosing him.




In

short, with the Grenvillites and the Greyites the game is up; completely up.

They thought, and I told them they were deceived, that they could go on without

an appeal to the people. They have already found themselves deceived. Hitherto

in England there have been a court party and a country party; the King’s party

and the people’s party; but, here we had a party, who would acknowledge

neither. A party composed of men of “stake.” Well, let them keep their “stake;”

but let them not hope, that the people care a straw about their stake.




One

comfort will be, that all their apprehensions will now be removed about the

King being brought out again before he be perfectly recovered. We shall now

hear no expressions of alarm upon this score. All parties will now be perfectly

agreed as to this important point. The Prince’s choice, like the

Knight-Errant’s balsam, heals all wounds, past, present, and to come.




Indeed,

the thing is so complete, the discomfiture of the men of stake is so decisive,

that I am thoroughly persuaded they never can “rally” again. I made a promise

almost as strong as an oath, some years ago, that I never would go into the

gallery of the House of Commons, again; but, if I were not, like the Bank,

under the influence of a restraining law, I certainly should be tempted to

break my promise. I should like, of all things in the world to see some men now

with my own eyes, and hear them with my own ears.




The fall

of the men of stake has proceeded solely from their contempt of the people

generally, and particularly from the contumely, with which they have treated

the applications for reform; and now, all those who have any sense must

perceive, that this is the only ground left whereon to stand in opposition to

any ministry carrying on the government upon the present system. There used to

be a talk about the Prince, and what the Prince would do, when he came to the

throne, which, by the by, was very unconstitutional talk; but, now they see

what he will do, what he can do, and I have clearly shown, I think, that,

unless he had had men ready to propose and stand firmly to a proposition for

parliamentary reform, the Prince could do nothing but what he has done, unless

he had refused the Regency altogether.




I do not

lump together the whole of those persons who composed the late ministry; nor do

I wish, by any means, to impute any base motives to Lord Grenville or Lord

Grey; but, in the latter, there is so much disregard of the people, that he

never can be a popular minister, and haughtiness towards the people is, too,

the more resented on account of his former professions. Lord Grenville is a

sensible man, and he has nothing of the mean intriguer about him. But there is

that in his whole family, in all their connections and situations, which forbid

the people to look towards them for a reform of Parliament, without which no

other measure will ever again make any minister popular, be he who or what he

may. Indeed (and it cannot be too often repeated) this is now the only ground

of opposition to any ministry; and those who will not join their voices in

calling for this great measure, will excite neither interest nor attention.

What is the use of cavilling and carping at this or that little thing? What is

the use of a contest, which all the world knows will lead to no practical

effect, and which has, indeed, no practical effect in view? Even great things,

such as the fate of Sir John Moore’s army and the affair of Walcheren, excite

no interest, because the people do not see, that they would be bettered by any

change of councils that the struggle may produce. It would be just the same in

case of a failure in Portugal. Some borough, under the control of him who found

an interest in getting it, might send up a petition; but, in this whole

kingdom, not a free man would move pen or tongue to put out the ministry upon

any such ground. But, once let the question of reform be espoused by any

considerable number of the members of Parliament; once let that question be

agitated in a way that would show the parties to be in earnest, and you would

see that the people of England are still alive to the interests and honour of

their country. It is quite useless for the men of “stake” to fold up their arms

and be sulky. There they may remain folded up till they grow to stone. If they

care nothing for the people, the people care as little for them. The people

have a stake as well as they; and, if this be denied, why, then, those who

possess no stake have no stake to lose.




WM.

COBBETT.
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The last

scene of this curious political drama has been performed, and every man of

sense is now able to decide upon the character and conduct of the different

actors. There nevertheless requires some observations, in addition to those

offered in my last Article, as to the catastrophe of the piece; not because the

thing itself is of a puzzling nature; but because so many and such strenuous

attempts are made, by the writers of the two conflicting parties, to disguise

the truth. It is the interest of the two parties to ascribe the Prince’s choice

of the present ministers to motives precisely opposite; but it is the interest

of neither to ascribe them to the true motive. The two parties are quite in earnest

as to the desire of annoying each other; but they are both alike anxious not to

expose themselves to the contempt of the people. They would fain tear each

other to pieces; each would fain annihilate the other; but, both prefer even

defeat and disgrace from the hands of each other, to any confession that would

tend to show, that a want of the people’s confidence has had any weight in the

event. All considerations as to the people, both are anxious to keep out of

sight; but, there is no reason why the public should keep them out of sight; on

the contrary, this conduct of the writers of the two parties is, of itself, a

sufficient reason for stripping the matter of all the disguise that has been

attempted to be thrown over it, and to place it upon record in a way that shall

prevent the possibility of misunderstanding it.




In my

last Article I left it pretty plain, I think, that the Morning Chronicle had

assigned wrong motives to the Prince (whom we must now call the Regent) for the

change in his intention as to the choice of his ministers. It was there clearly

shown, that to ascribe his conduct to the re-examination of the Physicians at

Carlton House, or to a feeling of filial affection for his father, at the same

time that he was said to have declared his resolution to change the ministry if

he held the Regency for any length of time; it was clearly shown, I think, that

this account of the matter, while it was barely possible to be true, was

improbable in the extreme, and, if true, greatly injurious to the understanding

and the character of the Regent; that it placed him in the most disadvantageous

and even odious light, exhibiting a fickleness of mind, a want of all feeling

for the people, a want of constancy towards his known friends and adherents,

and, though the contrary was affected, a want of even outward respect for the

public character of his father, seeing, that, while it stated him to have

declined changing the ministry lest it should give pain to his father, it made

him declare, that such a change was necessary for the good of the country, and

that he was only prevented from immediately making it lest it should give pain

to his father, aye, lest a change for the good of the country should give pain

to his father upon his recovery, and of course by that declaration inferring,

that his father’s recovery would not be for the good of the country.




It was,

I think, very clearly shown, that the true motive had been disguised by the

Morning Chronicle for the purpose of saving its friends from ridicule, on account

of their defeat.




Nor is

there any more truth and sincerity in the motive assigned by the writers of the

other party, who tell us, that the determination not to change the ministry was

produced by a Letter from the Queen to his Royal Highness. There is something

so childish in such a notion; it is so inconsistent with all ideas of wisdom

and manliness; it has so much of the nursery and the leading-strings in it,

that when one thinks of it in connection with the age of the Prince, one can

scarcely forbear bursting out into laughter. But, when one considers it as

applying to a measure affecting the happiness of fifteen millions of people,

affecting the safety of a kingdom, it really fills one with indignation that

any man should openly assert such a motive to have been the ground of action.




The

writer, who ascribes the Regent’s change of intention to a Letter from his

Mother, does not, let it be observed, attempt to deny, that he had actually

given his commands to Lords Grenville and Grey to form a new ministry; on the

contrary, he fully admits it, and gives us a most ludicrous description of the

confusion which the announcing of the change of intention produced amongst

them, who, he says, had already begun to address each other in the titles of

their intended offices. This writer, then, clearly admits that the Regent, had,

after abundance of time to consider of the matter, actually given orders for

the changing, totally changing the ministry; and he asserts, that, after all

this, the Regent suddenly, and completely changed his intention upon receiving

a letter from his mother, which letter, and that alone, induced him to reject

the men he had at first chosen, and to take the men whom he had resolved to

discard.




Now, in

what a light is this to place his Royal Highness? The two sides have their

different ways of exhibiting him; but neither seems disposed to spare his

character. Both seem alike regardless of him, so that they annoy one another.




It is to

be supposed, that, if the Prince Regent went so far as to give his orders for

the forming of a new ministry (and it is admitted that he did); it is to be

supposed, that before he did this, before he actually took so important a step,

he had brought his mind to a thorough conviction, that a change of ministry was

called for by the good of the country; that it was necessary to the public

welfare; that it was a measure which the people’s benefit and perhaps the

safety of the country demanded. This must be supposed; and, in what a light,

then, would the Prince be placed, if we were to admit the assertion of this

venal writer, that, after this conviction was formed in the mind of the Prince,

he was induced to abandon the measure, to abandon a measure which he was

convinced was necessary to the good of the country, merely because he received

a letter from his mother, desiring him to abandon it, lest it should give pain

to his father?




How is

it possible to devise any thing more injurious to the Prince’s character than

this? How is it possible to suggest any thing more likely (if it could be

believed) to lessen him in the opinions of all men of sense and of public

spirit? If this were universally believed, what reliance would any one ever

place upon his firmness in future? If the people could be persuaded, that he

had, from such a motive, abandoned a measure which he thought wise and

necessary to their good, would they not have good reason to fear, that he never

would be proof against assaults of the same, or a similar, kind, coming from

that quarter, or from other quarters? Without supposing it probable or even

possible, that the Queen should ever entertain any mischievous intention; an

intention, or wish, hostile to the public welfare, we may very easily suppose

her to have erroneous views of public affairs; we may easily suppose her not to

be a proper judge of a measure like that under consideration; and, in this

particular case, we may easily suppose her to attach, and excuse her for

attaching, even more weight than ought to be attached to the feelings of the

King when compared with the vital interests of the nation. But, that

circumstance, so far from arguing in favour of listening to her advice upon

such an occasion, naturally argues the other way, and ought to excite a greater

degree of caution. In short, view the matter in which way we will, the

imputation of having abandoned the intended change from such a motive is

extremely injurious to the character of His Royal Highness, and as such, the

belief of the statement will be rejected by the public, unless much better

evidence of its truth, than we have yet had, be produced.




The real

cause of the change in the Prince’s intention was, the inability to go on with

the proposed ministry; or, at least, of this I am quite sure, it would have

been impossible to go on with them. A ministry without Lord Grenville, a

ministry that would have, at once, dashed at Parliamentary Reform would have

gone on; because the people would have been so decidedly for them, that there

would have been every thing to expect from a dissolution of Parliament. But,

what would a dissolution of Parliament with the restrictions in being, have

done for the late ministry?




The

original coalition between the Foxites and Lord Grenville was before, and now

again has been, the cause of the fall of the party; especially as Lord

Grenville was, and was now to be again, at the head of affairs.




The

junction was unnatural. It was as absurd as it would be to couple the

shepherd’s dog with the wolf. In was in vain to attempt to make the individuals

harmonize; and, if that had been possible; if that had been actually effected,

it was little short of insanity, to hope that the people would not view the

harmony with a suspicious eye. It was useless to tell the people of the

strength of the ministry; of the combination of talents and of stake; for,

their answer was, “aye, but what will this Ministry do for us?”




Lord

Grenville had been a party, and not only a party but an active, and even a

prominent, party, to the whole of Mr. Pitt’s measures; and, indeed, he had

been, to all appearance, one of the principal advisers of all those measures,

which had given the most offence to the people, and the remembrance of which

was most deeply engraven on their hearts, some of which measures, indeed, were

actually brought forward by himself, and to this day, bear his name as part of

their title in common conversation.




Against

all these measures the Foxites had sworn eternal hostility; not an hostility

founded on degree; or an hostility as to the more or the less; but an hostility

against the principle of the measures, which they held to be outrageous and

abominable at all times and under all circumstances.




Was it

any wonder, then, that a ministry so composed should not have had the

confidence of the people? The Foxites had gained the good will of the people by

this their hostility to those measures. Whatever they had of popular estimation

was founded upon their opposition to Mr. Pitt and his measures, and upon the

confident hope that the people cherished, that, whenever the Foxites came into

power, they would undo those measures as far as it was possible, and that they

would act upon those opposite principles, to which they had been so long and

solemnly pledging themselves.




An union

with Lord Grenville, therefore, was ominous in its very sound. It promised

nothing that the people wanted; but, on the contrary, was a death-blow to their

hopes.




There

were some, however, who still hoped, that it was impossible, that the Foxites

should not have taken care to insure the predominance of their principles, and

that, of course, Lord Grenville had (in which there would have been nothing

dishonourable) made up his mind to abandon the system of Mr. Pitt, which had

brought so much misery upon the country. But, alas! this hope soon vanished.

The predominance of Lord Grenville appeared in every thing; in every act of the

administration; and in every word of the whole party. To praise “the great

statesman now no more” seemed to have been a positive stipulation on the part

of the Foxites, who, to the inexpressible shame, mortification, and finally,

rage of all those who had formerly been attached to them, seemed to vie with

each other in seizing upon occasions, and making occasions, for uttering those

offensive and insulting praises.




Nor was

the effect of this compromise confined to words. It was seen in acts of all

sorts, as well of omission as commission. No changes were to be made in any of

the offices, except those which immediately appertained to the ministry. The

offices being all filled by the Pittites, the persons filling them were the

friends of Lord Grenville, not a few of whom had, indeed, been promoted under

his patronage. He and Mr. Pitt and Lord Melville had, in fact, appointed the

far greater part of the persons in office; and, as if there had been a design effectually

to exclude the Foxites, Mr. Addington and his set of statesmen were included in

the coalition; and, of course, those whom he also had appointed were to be kept

in their places.




Thus,

there was no change, worth speaking of, in this respect. People still saw the

same faces at all the offices; the same influence was felt; and the same spirit

animated the whole body. Whether in the Army, the Navy, the Law, the taxing

offices, the Church, the Magistracy; in all departments, in every corner, the

same influence, the same spirit, the same system, still prevailed.




When the

Foxites wished to remove this or that person, to make this or that change, they

found that the person was a friend of either Lord Grenville or Mr. Addington,

or, that he was a friend of “the great statesman now no more;” and, as to

changing measures, it was impossible to propose such change, without finding

fault with the existing measures, without conveying, by inference, at least, a

censure on those measures; that could not be done without a tacit censure on

Lord Grenville or Mr. Addington, or on “the great statesman now no more;” and,

to censure Lord Grenville, either expressly or tacitly, was not to be expected

from men. who had placed him at their head.




Yet, all

this might have been borne by the people, who might have assented to this

species of forbearance; but, when they saw forty thousand pounds of the public

money voted away by the Foxites to pay the debts of Mr. Pitt, upon the grounds,

expressly stated by them, of HIS SERVICES TO THE COUNTRY; when they saw these

same Foxites, who had gained the people’s favour solely by opposition to, and

reprobation of, the measures and the whole system of Pitt; when the people saw

those Foxites, not a man of whom had not a thousand times repeated the

assertion, that Pitt was the greatest enemy that England ever saw, and who had,

indeed, seen the fulfilment of all their predictions as to the effects of his

measures; when the people saw these same Foxites voting away forty thousand

pounds of their money to pay the debts of this man, and voting him also a

funeral at the public expense, and upon the grounds, expressly stated by them,

that HIS SERVICES TO THE COUNTRY demanded this tribute to his memory; when the

people saw this, away went, at once, and for ever, all their confidence in the

Foxites, all their friendship and all their respect.




This was

amongst the first acts of the new ministry, and, of all their acts, it

certainly was that which produced the greatest and most durable impression

against them. It was so mortifying, it was such a cutting insult, it was such a

cruel stab, a heart’s core stab, to their former friends and supporters, not a

few of whom had such everlasting reason to remember “the public services” of

Mr. Pitt, and the whole of whom had become attached to the Foxites, because

they constantly exposed and execrated his measures.




In

proportion as the Foxites sunk in the people’s estimation they became more

vulnerable, and the whole ministry became more easily assailed by the then

opposition, who are now in power; but, the Foxites suffered in two ways: for,

every thing that sunk them in the eyes of the people, sunk them also in the

ministerial scale, made them of less consequence there, and, of course, added

to the relative weight of Lord Grenville, who, indeed, in a very short time,

obtained a complete predominance, and, the ministry became, as to all its

measures, as to every thing affecting the nation, only another set of Pittites,

every principle, every part and particle of the Pitt system being not only

adhered to, but adhered to upon the express grounds of being that system. And,

it was curious enough to hear both sides of the House contending, in many

cases, not so much whether the thing in question was good or bad, as whether it

had been sanctioned by the example or the principles of “the great statesman

now no more,” and both sides claiming the honour of being his close imitators.




What a

scene was this for those to witness, who had, for so many years, been

supporters of the Foxites! It was impossible, that they should not be shocked

at it. It was quite impossible to retain or regain their confidence after this;

and, accordingly, a more hearty abhorrence of public men certainly was never

excited than that excited by the Foxites upon this occasion. At first men were

silent; the shame which always arises, in a greater or less degree, from

misplaced confidence, restrained for awhile the utterance of their indignation;

but, this restraint did not last long; and, when it did find a vent, indignation

more strong never was expressed in this world.




Here,

too, Lord Grenville had the advantage; for, as the people had no reason to

expect any thing in the way of change of system from him, he had not deceived

them. He had never made them any promises; he had never professed any of those

principles, by the profession of which the Foxites had gained the people’s

confidence. He was well known to belong to the Pitt school; so far from ever

having disclaimed it, he had taken all occasions of avowing its principles. He,

therefore, lost nothing, while he gained, in the ministry, all the predominance

that the sinking of the Foxites was calculated to give him; and thus, with

them, the candle was burning at both ends: they were daily losing with the

people, and daily losing with him; and, at every successive fall they fell

further and further at a time; till, at the end of a year, scarcely a man of

them durst open his lips, except for the purpose of supporting some measure or

some principle which the whole of them had formerly condemned.




In this

state was the late ministry, when it was broken up and dispersed with as little

trouble and with as little impression upon the public as would arise from any

man’s discharging a dozen or two journeymen, and taking on others in their

stead.




They

were supplanted by men, whom they affected to despise; men whom they had

laughed at; men who, indeed, had had so much dread of them, that they had, only

fifteen months before, scampered away out of office at their approach. But,

these men had the sagacity to perceive, that their opponents were sunk in

public estimation; that the Foxites had been tried and found wanting; and that,

as to the people, all the parties were now alike. They saw, that a total

indifference as to public men had taken possession of the people’s minds; and,

which was of more importance than all other considerations put together, they

had seen their opponents do those things which would, in future, disarm them.

They saw, in short, their opponents fairly launched into the system; they had,

at their fingers’ ends, the example of their opponents for all that they

themselves could wish to do: and, to crown all, they had Lord Grenville, at the

head of these opponents, a sure guarantee that no hostility against them would,

upon any occasion, be pushed to extremity; a sure guarantee, that the system

would not be assailed, and that, to secure themselves against all assaults,

they had nothing to do but tread in the steps of “the great statesman now no

more.”




These

were the grounds upon which the present men went in supplanting the last; and

experience has fully verified all their expectations.




While

Lord Grenville is in the opposition what have they to fear; at least while he

is the acknowledged head of the opposition; and of course, while the whole

party have an eye to him in all their words and actions? While this is the

case, the ministers do not, I warrant it, feel any apprehensions of a rude

attack. They may have to encounter now and then a question of a diplomatic, or

commercial kind, or relating to general policy, or to the wisdom or folly of an

Expedition; but, in THE SYSTEM they are safe. There may be some very able

manœuvring upon the plain; some fine regular combats, in which the ministers

may be pushed to the glacis, with the loss, perhaps, of their outworks; but, in

the SYSTEM, in the body of the place, covered by the name of “the great

statesman now no more,” they are safe; for that is a rampart that Lord

Grenville will never consent to scale or to batter. The opposition, under Lord

Grenville, do, and always must, fight in muffles, while their opponents come at

them with good bony fists. It has always been regarded as a great thing to have

a friend in the enemy’s camp; what must it be, then, to have for that friend

the enemy’s Commander-in-Chief?




How

fearful must the odds, then, be? Yet, it is with an odds of this kind against

them, that the Foxites have been carrying on the political warfare ever since

January 1806. No wonder that they have had such an abundance of “negative

success.”




I do not

impute to Lord Grenville any double-dealing. On the contrary, he appears to me

to have acted, all along, a very open part. He will join in endeavours to put

out the ministry and get into their places, if he can do it with certain means;

if he can do it without going beyond certain lengths; if he can do it without

violating any of the principles of the Pitt System; if he can do it, and be at

the head himself, and make all those under him laud the Gods for having given

birth to William Pitt, he will do it, but he will not do it upon any other

conditions. There is nothing at all unfair in this; it is natural in him to

exact the conditions on which he intends to co-operate; the only thing to be

astonished at is, the folly (to say nothing worse of it) of the Foxites in

supposing that they will ever obtain power by yielding to such conditions.




I know

well, that Mr. Fox had no stomach to the ministry that was formed in 1806. He

was decidedly against its being composed as it was. He wished to be left out of

it personally, and would have given it support where he could. He was, after a

great deal of persuasion, prevailed upon to take office; but, I take upon me to

assert, that he did it with extreme reluctance. This I know to be true. He must

have foreseen the consequences. They soon began to make their appearance; and,

there can be no doubt, that they hastened his death; which, for his own sake,

should have happened one year sooner than it did.




Such is

the true history of the late ministry; and, after this retrospect, is it

possible for any one to suppose, that the Prince Regent could, if he wished it,

have gone on with a ministry composed in the same way, starting with a majority

against them in both Houses, and having such small means of influence as the

Restrictions had left in the hands of the Prince? I repeat my opinion, that the

Regent had no great liking to a ministry with Lord Grenville at its head,

notwithstanding what has been said to the contrary. There were many reasons for

his not liking such a ministry; and, it cannot be supposed; it is to contradict

the voice of human nature to suppose, that he could like to take as his prime

minister, the man who had been the principal cause of imposing the restrictions

upon him. It was Lord Grenville and his immediate connections who decided the

question in both Houses. If they had joined in the vote for Address and not

Bill, it would have been carried, and the Prince would have been Regent without

any Restrictions two months ago. Lord Grenville laid most manfully on upon the

ministers; but it was with respect to points of comparatively trifling

importance. He laid on upon them with great force with regard to inferior

points; the greater part of his speeches were very much against them; but, upon

all the material points, he gave them his vote. He might have prevented the

Restrictions; he and his immediate connections turned the scale. It was owing

to them, therefore, that the Restrictions were imposed; and, indeed, that the

Houses proceeded by Bill instead of Address.




I shall

be told, perhaps, and so, I dare say, the Prince was, that this line of conduct

was necessary to preserve the consistency of Lord Grenville, who had taken the

same line in the time of the “great statesman now no more.” To which, had I

been in the Prince’s place, I should have answered, “Very well; that may be

very right in Lord Grenville; but, let him, then, keep his consistency to

himself, and let me exercise what little power he has left me under the advice

of another.”




But, was

the consistency of Lord Grenville so great, so mighty an object, that the

consistency of the Prince was to be wholly overlooked? It should be

recollected, that, in 1788, the Prince expressed certain opinions and

principles, as well as Lord Grenville; the Prince then declared most decidedly

against such restrictions, as hostile to every principle of the constitution;

and, having again now repeated the substance of that declaration, in his Answer

to the Deputation from the two Houses, would it have been very consistent in

him to take Lord Grenville as his prime minister? But, I dare say, that there

are people, who think nothing at all of this, compared with the precious

consistency of Lord Grenville.




The

Prince has taken Mr. Perceval, I shall be told, who proposed those restrictions

against which his Royal Highness had protested. But, there is a great deal of

difference in the two cases. He, in all probability, liked the one much about

as much as the other; but, the conduct of the two, though tending to the same

point with regard to him, must be viewed in a very different light. Mr.

Perceval was the minister of the King, Lord Grenville was not; Mr. Perceval was

acting, in appearance at least, in pursuance of his duty or attachment, towards

another; Lord Grenville was the champion of his own consistency.




Besides,

there is a wide difference between the making of a minister, and the taking of

a minister ready made to his hands. If Lord Grenville had become minister, it

would have been the Prince’s own act, and he would have been looked upon as, in

reputation at least, responsible for the measures and principles of the

administration. He now merely suffers his father’s ministers to go on as they

were going on before, and as they would have gone on, if nothing had happened

to his father.




Here are

reasons more than sufficient to account for the Prince’s preferring Mr.

Perceval to Lord Grenville; but, if there were not, others would not be

wanting; for, I insist, that it would have been impossible for the Prince to

have carried on the Government with Lord Grenville at the head of it. The

ministry would have been made up of men, who would have had no part of the

community cordially with them. All the old true Anti-Jacobin tribe, all the

contractors, all the tax-gatherers, the restrained Bank people, the Eastern

Empire people, the country Bankers, the Lloyd’s and the Exchange people, a

great majority of the Clergy and of the Justices of the Peace, and nine-tenths

of the good old women of both sexes; all these are for the present ministers.

If a Parliamentary Reforming ministry had been chosen, they would have had all

the active and independent part of the people of England and of the whole

kingdom. But, a ministry with Lord Grenville at its head, would have had nothing

for them but their “stake,” as Mr. Perry calls it; nothing but their estates

and their tenants; and that is not sufficient, think of it what they will.




So that,

as I said in my last, leaving all likings and dislikings out of the question,

the Prince had no other choice, than that which lay between the parliamentary

reformers and the present men. Had I been in his place I should have chosen the

former: but, men differ in their tastes; and, at any rate, let not the most of

those who composed the late ministry blame the Prince for taking Mr. Perceval,

whom they supported and “rallied round” upon every occasion, when it was

interesting to the people that they should be his assailants. They have now

their reward for that: and, much good may it do them. They called the petitions

of the people “popular clamour,” they call the parliamentary reformers, “a low

degraded crew:” they have recently flung Sir Samuel Romilly overboard for

denying to Mr. Pitt the character of “a great statesman,” and now they are

flung overboard themselves, with the mortification of seeing not a single hand

stretched out to save them, and of hearing millions of voices exclaim, Down!

down! down to the lowest deep, never to rise again!




They

were prepared, I believe, to fling overboard some others besides Sir Samuel

Romilly. Every one who had taken the side of Sir Francis Burdett. When Lord

Archibald Hamilton brought forward his motion about Lord Castlereagh, last

session, how did they then act? Even then they “rallied round.” And is there,

can there be any man beast enough to regret, that the Prince has rejected them?

I trust not; and am quite sure, that all those who can make a retreat from

them, will do it. They may attempt other coalitions; but, they will not

succeed. There is now no ground left for an opposition to stand upon, but

Parliamentary Reform; and, those who will not stand forward boldly for that

great measure, may as well hold their tongues.




Wm.
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This

subject, as one of regular discussion, I shall here bring to a close, having, I

think, borne my part in it from the beginning to the end. It was I, who, as the

saying is, broke the ice, as to the proper mode of considering and treating the

matter. Till I entered upon the subject, nothing was heard, through the channel

of the public prints, but lamenting and weeping and wailing and snivelling and

canting. There were, in all human probability, more lying and hypocrisy in

England during that month, than ever have been witnessed in any other country

in the course of a year. If I were to select any particular month of the

history of my country as the most disgraceful, I should have no hesitation in selecting

that. The Bank Restriction month, that is to say, the last week of February and

the three first of April, 1797, had, in my opinion, theretofore the shameful

pre-eminence; but, the folly and baseness then so conspicuous in the country,

were surpassed by the folly and baseness of the first month of the King’s

illness. The venal writers, who dealt in such doleful strains had their object

in view, and a very rational one it was, though very malignant and mischievous.

Their object was, by the means of incessant lamentations and howlings, to leave

it to be clearly inferred, that if the kingly part of the government got into

other hands, ruin, destruction, perdition, would come swiftly upon us all; and

such has been the beastly stupidity of many of the people in this country since

the year 1792, that I should not much wonder, if there were some of them who

were, by these and the like means, made to believe, that even their natural

lives depended upon that of the King.




It is

true, that this description of persons, would, in an hour of need, be of no

more consequence than so many snails or caterpillars; but, they count as to

numbers, and they talk as much as the hale and the brave.




There

seemed to be, in the hostile daily prints, a rivalship as to which should go

farthest in the way of lying and canting; so that it is not a subject of much

wonder, that the public caught the disgraceful tone.




What

must foreigners have thought of this? The Americans, who say pretty freely what

they think of us, do, to be sure, laugh most unmercifully at our despair. One

of them, who seems to have got hold of the Morning Chronicle of about the

beginning of November, breaks out into a pathetic apostrophe to us, does not

expect us to survive the affliction, and calls upon us to repent before we

depart, of our manifold sins and wickednesses, “especially those committed upon

the highway of the water.” In short, the cant, the incomparable cant, contained

in our newspapers of the month of November last, seems to have convulsed the

American continent with laughter. Some of the writers there put the case as it

might have related to themselves. They suppose, for argument’s sake, that they

had still been subjects of the King. They ask what, in such a case as this, and

with the doctrines of our newspapers in vogue, would have been their fate.




Then

they turn to the memorable stories promulgated by the Morning Post, and laugh

ready to split their sides. They repeat a great deal of the cant of our prints;

they explain certain passages to their readers as they go on; they say what

none of us would, for delicacy’s sake, think of saying; they are not so refined

a people as we are; they relate anecdotes; they state things in so many words,

and when they insert the sham letters which the Courier publishes as coming

from Windsor, they burst out into laughter in such a way that you almost fancy

you hear them laugh as you read their columns.




One

would think, that those who have brains enough to manage even the business part

of a daily paper, would have too great a sense of shame to be content to live

in the state of a laughing-stock; and, when they have got money, and are able

to say, that they can live all their days without any thing more than they

have; that they have a plenty for all their purposes; when men are in this

state, it really is astonishing, that they can voluntarily expose themselves to

laughter and contempt for the sake of adding a few thousands to their gains.

But, when men have lied and canted themselves into pelf, they are, I am afraid,

generally found to persevere to the last. If such men were to become farmers,

they would lie and cant to their labourers; or, in default of human beings to

deceive, they would lie and cant to their horses or sheep.




I do not

confound the Morning Chronicle with the venal prints, which have so

distinguished themselves upon this occasion; but, I often meet with what I

cannot approve of in that paper; an instance of which I have now under my eye,

in a passage relating to the Speech of the Prince. In the passage I am alluding

to the writer makes these remarks:




“In one

paragraph of it, at least, his Royal Highness will most cordially concur in the

sentiment which will be introduced; namely, the expression of deep sorrow at

the cause which has imposed upon him the afflicting duty of supplying for a

time the Regal Authority. No man in the King’s dominions can more perfectly

sympathize in that expression than the Regent; for all those who have had the

best opportunities of ascertaining the inmost feelings of his heart from his

earliest infancy, assure us, that at no time, even when most embittered by the

effects of the mischievous misrepresentations made to his detriment, was he

ever known to manifest other than the most affectionate and pious reverence for

his Royal Father. And we believe it has been well rewarded; for on the other

side, we understand it has been remarked, and set down as an infallible symptom

of the access of his Majesty’s complaint, that his paternal confidence in the

affection, virtues, and conduct of his Son and Heir, was loudly declared by him

to be the chief source of consolation to his heart on every alarm of

approaching malady. On this point at least the Commissioners will speak the

sense of the Regent.”




Now, in

the first place, it is impossible that Mr. Perry can know any thing at all of

this matter. He cannot know any thing about it. He can know, for certainty, no

more about the thing than I do; and I know no more about it than any of the

ladies, my near neighbours, who are upon the eve of a trip to Botany Bay, with

intentions much less mischievous than those with which another description of

ladies take a trip to India, the latter having riches derived from plunder in

view, while the former confine their views to a bare existence.




It is

silly affectation to pretend to know any thing of such matters. It throws

general discredit over the contents of the paper.




But,

suppose Mr. Perry to know all this to be true? What then? What use is it of?

What is there “rich or rare” in it? Are we to be called upon to express, or to

feel, admiration at a thing which is so very common in common life? Do we stand

in need of assurances, of positive assertions, that the Prince of Wales loves

and respects his father, and that his father has a confidence in him? I forget

who it is that says, in speaking of the assertions or arguments of some one in

favour of Christianity, that “he wrote so long about it, that even believers

began to doubt it.” And, though a similar fate cannot, of course, attend these

asseverations of the Morning Chronicle; yet, the writer may be assured, that,

if there were any doubts as to the facts of which he speaks, these

asseverations would not remove them; no, nor tend to remove them, in the

smallest degree.




Besides,

what is it after all? A son loving and respecting his father, and a father

loving and having confidence in his son. Just as if this was news to tell to

the public! Just as if there was something peculiarly meritorious in this! Why,

the question is not, where the like is to be found; but, where it is not to be

found. It is to be found in almost every family in all ranks of life; from the

great family mansion to the shepherd’s hut; and, not only in the shepherd’s

hut, but in the shed of his dog.




How

foolish is it, then, to make a grand display of so very commonplace a thing; to

take that, the existence of which nature bids us assume, and blazon forth as

something requiring particular acquaintanceship to have discovered? Love his

son! and where is the wretch so unnatural as not to love his son! Confide in

his son! and where is the father so unfortunate, or jealous, or so perverse as

not to confide in his son?




Let us

hear no more of this, then; for, at the very best, it can do no good, it can

strengthen no man’s belief, and amongst people not understanding the cause of

such publications, it may possibly excite suspicion; especially when, in almost

the same breath, this same writer tells us, that, if the Prince had it in his

power to do what he could wish, he would instantly turn out the ministers chosen

and kept in and preferred to all others by his father.




I

dislike exceedingly all these appeals to the private personal qualities and

disposition of the royal personages. We know nothing at all about them; nor are

they of any consequence to us. It is by their acts, by the measures and effect

of the measures of their reign, or regency, that we must judge of them; and all

the attempts, in whatever way, that are made to bias our judgment by appeals to

the private qualities of the King or Regent, are mischievous and ought to be

reprobated.




So much

for the cant of the subject, which, however, cannot be too often exposed. It

cannot be too often or too strongly condemned; for, if the effects were traced

to their real causes, we should find no small part of our present difficulties

and dangers fairly ascribable to this poisonous source.




I should

here quit the subject of the Regency; but it seems necessary, by way of a close

to it, just to take a view of, and put upon record, the tone which the two

contending parties have now assumed.




The

Morning Chronicle labours hard to make its readers believe, that the Ministry

are slighted by the Prince, and that they are now puzzled and hampered by the

restrictions, which they themselves imposed; and, in short, that the keeping of

them in was a clever trick.




Let us,

however, take the whole article, it being the last time that we shall, at any

length, touch upon the subject. I beg the reader to pay particular attention to

it. He will see its object in a moment; but there are particular passages, the

very words of which we shall, I am sure, have hereafter to refer to:




“We

cannot view the melancholy and almost ridiculous situation in which the King’s

ministers are placed at this moment, without feelings of real and undivided pity.

Ministers without confidence, the jest of Windsor, of Carlton House, and of

their own friends, distrusted even by their own retainers, who consider them

only as upon sufferance, how can we in common humanity refuse them our sincere

compassion? With all the responsibility, all the trouble and all the plague of

Government, they possess none of the means of rendering their situations

beneficial to the public, grateful to their friends, or formidable to their

enemies. Knowing how little they had deserved the applause of the people or the

confidence of the Prince, they judged of him as they would of themselves, and

looked only to their own immediate dismissal, because they took for granted

that the Prince would take advantage of his father’s illness, as they had done,

and endeavour to turn it to the objects of his own ambition, as they had to

theirs. Under this impression their sole object was to make the task of the

Regent’s future government, as irksome to him and to those who possessed his

confidence as they could. Restrictions were heaped upon restrictions, not

because they were to be found in the precedent of 1788 (for from that precedent

they departed) but because by restrictions the Regent’s Ministers would be

prevented from conferring those acts of grace and favour which might tend to

attach meritorious talent to his service and to add strength to their

Government. Every runner of the Treasury enjoyed a joke which was so much to

the taste of Mr. Perceval and within the comprehension of Mr. George Rose. Even

Mr. Secretary Ryder made shift to understand it, and Lord Melville’s son

acknowledged the force as well as the wit of a project, the end of which was to

prevent Ministers from practising jobs. The delusion however was quickly torn

away, and their faces, distended with smiles, are now in most ridiculous

contrast lengthened into sadness. The Prince, with a degree of filial piety and

affection towards his father which must endear him to the country, resolves, so

long as the favourable symptoms in his father’s malady continue, to permit the

King’s Ministers to drag on the machinery of the State. The poisoned chalice is

returned to their own lips, the restrictions operate upon themselves, they find

themselves destined to try the experiment with how small a portion of royal

power they can carry on a Regent’s Government; the Regent is determined too

that they shall try with how small a portion of royal confidence they can

perform their task, and they find themselves chained in bonds they forged for

others, and burning in their own bull. In charity, then, we must give these

poor men the consolation of our compassion!—We again state as a fact which we

know cannot be disputed, that in the Council Chamber the Prince Regent showed

the strongest and most flattering marks of his favour and of kindness to all

those connected with the men known to possess his confidence, whilst to the

King’s Ministers and their adherents his deportment, always gracious, because

to none can it be other than gracious, marked to all who were present, as well

as to themselves, the distance at which he meant to hold them, and the terms

upon which he permitted them to continue the Government; and lest they should

mistake him, he gave away the first thing which came within his gift, without

communication with them and in direct opposition to their known intentions and

wishes. We repeat, that the audiences of Mr. Perceval and of the other

Ministers did not exceed two minutes each, with the exception of the Lord

Chancellor, whom his Royal Highness detained whilst he communicated to him that

he would not go down to Parliament to read the speech written by Ministers who

did not possess his confidence. For the truth of this statement we are ready to

make any appeal the ministerial newspapers may require. We are ready even to

appeal to the Lord Chancellor’s conscience.”




Taking

this in its order, we find, then, that it is now considered an arch trick to

have kept the ministers in their places. But, surely, this cannot have been

written by Mr. Perry, nor inserted with his hearty consent. He has too much

sense of decency to approve of so palpable an attempt to deceive the public; so

pitiful an endeavour to disguise disappointment and envy by the means of

affected compassion. No: this proceeded not from the mind of Mr. Perry, who is

only to blame, in this case, for fathering the stupid effusions of some

underling of the twin statesmen.—This clever trick would now be held forth to

us as having been contrived for the purpose; but, who was it that contrived it?

Not the Prince, for he, as the Morning Chronicle has told us, gave his orders

to the twin statesmen to form a ministry for him. Not the twin statesmen, for

they, after the passing of the Resolutions, occupied themselves, as the French

call it, in forming that ministry. And, difficult as the situation of ministers

now is, they were, it seems, quite willing to undertake it. So that, at any

rate, if there be any cleverness in the trick of keeping the present ministers

in power, it is not to be ascribed to those who it is acknowledged, were ready

to supply their places.




But,

what are those difficulties; and what reason have the present ministers to wear

long faces; and how are they burning in their own bull?




With

them all is smooth. Whatever is conferred by the Prince, under their advice,

will be confirmed by his father, if he recover; and, if he do not recover,

must, in the end, be confirmed by the Prince himself.




The

present ministers lose nothing in the way of power by the restrictions; for,

whatever in the way of patronage cannot be disposed of previous to the King’s

resumption of the royal authority, will be to be disposed of then; and thus are

these things, these “rewards of merit,” as the Morning Chronicle calls them,

accumulating for the benefit of those “meritorious” persons, who may have been,

and may still be, found faithful to the present men.




Where,

then, is the sense of talking of embarrassments to the present men from the

restrictions? It is, perhaps, quite impossible to conceive any thing, short of

absolute despotic sway, more complete than the hold which these men have upon

power, as far as power is dependent upon patronage. Their hold is even mere

strong than if, during the King’s malady, they had all the kingly powers in

their hands; for, in that case, they must, as they proceeded, actually reward

some “meritorious persons” and disappoint and offend others, especially where

“meritorious persons” are so very numerous as they are in this country; but,

now, they disappoint no one, they disoblige no one, they hold every one in

expectancy, every one in cheering and heart-enlivening hope, and those

“meritorious persons,” seeing the quantity of “rewards” daily accumulating,

will become, of course, every day more attached to the ministers. “Where the

carcass is,” says the Scripture, “there will the eagles be gathered together.”

And, of course, the more carcases the more eagles. And thus, so firm a bond of

attachment, so strong a hold of such numbers of “meritorious” supports, no

ministry in England ever had before.




Nay,

they will have this without any trouble at all. They will not only have nothing

to refuse to any one; but no one will attempt to plague them for any thing

included in the restrictions. And, yet, this writer would fain have us believe,

that the restrictions which they hatched are to operate against themselves!




I was in

hopes, that the idea of the Prince’s having changed his intention from motives

of filial piety had been so completely scouted as never to be again brought

forward; but, if it was again to be mentioned, surely it ought not to have been

accompanied with a statement of his having resolved to put out the King’s

servants if his malady continued any length of time, and also with a statement

of his having treated those servants with contumely, and told them that he

would not go down to the Parliament to read a speech written by ministers who

did not possess his confidence? To make these statements, to state these things

so positively, and, at the same time to assert, that the Prince kept in the

ministers out of filial piety to his father, who had chosen them, is to do this

writer’s best to exhibit the Prince in a light the most disadvantageous that

can possibly be conceived; for, any thing more inconsistent, more unworthy of a

great, or even of a rational mind, it is, I think, very difficult to imagine.




The

Courier, who is the newspaper champion of the ministry, sees this matter in

another light, and is accordingly quite successful in his answer.




“In

pursuance,” says he, “of the plan for attacking the person as well as the

Government of the Regent, the Opposition represent him as behaving with marked

rudeness to his Majesty’s Ministers, that he purposely showed in the Council

Chamber the distance at which he meant to hold them, whilst he smiled most

graciously at the Opposition. This no doubt originated in his Royal Highness’s

humanity. He saw the poor creatures so chap-fallen, so woe-begone, looking with

such misery, at each other, and with such envy at the Ministers, that he threw

a smile at them to keep them from despair. Now, as to holding the Ministers at

a distance, Mr. Perceval, and the other Members of the Cabinet, have reason to

be perfectly satisfied with the Prince’s behaviour towards them. It is most

gracious. The conferring the 67th Foot on General Keppel was not against the

wishes of the Ministers, though if the Opposition had been in, it might

probably have been against their wishes. And as to the audience of Mr.

Perceval, we adhere to our first assertion. But what must his Royal Highness

think of those styling themselves his friends, who say that he detained the

Lord Chancellor whilst he communicated to him, ‘that he would not go down to

Parliament to read the Speech written by Ministers who did not possess his

confidence.’




“The

Opposition would have us to believe the Prince to be subject to all the low

little selfish passions that fill their breasts. Did he, or could he so deliver

himself to the Chancellor? We are persuaded it is impossible; and let it be

recollected, that whether the Speech be read by the Regent in person, or by his

Commissioners, it is still a Speech which must have previously received his

sanction and approbation.”




This is

a complete answer to the Morning Chronicle. There is no doubt at all, that the

Prince finds himself less thwarted by the present men, than he would have found

himself with a ministry made up by Lords Grenville and Grey. No doubt at all of

it. But, it does not follow, that he is to be regarded as answerable, to the

extent here aimed at, for the Speech that may be delivered in his name. The

Speech is a measure of the Ministry, in the same way as a Proclamation or an

Order in Council or a Message is a measure of the ministry, and, as such it

must be considered; as such Speeches from the Throne have always been

considered, or else, how could they, without demolishing all respect for the

King, be discussed either in Parliament or in print? And, if this be the true

doctrine as to the King, who has no restrictions upon his authority, and who

chooses whom he pleases for his ministers, it, surely, must apply still more

forcibly to the case of the Prince, who has so small a part of the kingly

powers and prerogatives left in his hands, who has had nothing to do in the

choosing of the ministers, and who merely suffers them to remain where he found

them, not having power either to choose or reject. Whether he ought to have

accepted of the Regency upon such conditions is another matter; I should have

advised him against it; but, this is quite a separate question; and, neither

Mr. Perceval nor Lord Grenville can possibly impute any blame to him upon that

score, seeing that the former proposed, and the latter supported, those

restrictions.




I am the

more inclined to dwell upon this topic of the Prince’s assumed “previous

sanction of the Speech;” because I am aware, that the assumption has not been

now introduced without design. The venal writer has not introduced it without

thinking what he was about; and the design is to play off the old trick of

shifting the responsibility from the shoulders of the minister to those of the

Prince. “Here,” we shall be told: “Look here: here is the Prince’s own Speech.

See what he says, if you want to know what he thinks.” And, in this way, if the

Speech contain praises of all that has been done for the last three years, and

deprecate any change in so delightful and prosperous a system, we are to be

taught to believe, that these are the genuine opinions of the Prince.




It is

very true, however, that, in spite of all that can be said, this, to a great

extent, will be the effect; and here it is that his Royal Highness will feel

the evils of having taken the office upon him with such limited powers. In the

eyes of the mass of the nation, the speech will be his speech; and, it will

require a great deal more than his particular friends, will, I am afraid, be

either able or willing to do, to remove that impression, which may, one day or

another, prove greatly injurious to his interests.




He will,

unless great exertions are made to prevent it, become, to a great extent,

identified with the Pitt system, the consequences of which no man can

calculate, and, if any one could, it is to be feared, that there are very few

who would honestly lay the result of the calculation before his eyes.




I am now

writing while the Speech is delivering to the two Houses, and, I shall not see

it, till long after this is gone to the press; but, it is hardly possible, that

it should omit to speak of the affairs in Portugal, and, if it speak in

commendation of what has been done there, it will be very difficult to keep the

Prince from appearing to be a party to that famous war.




The

prudent way would be, to say, that, “thus and thus my Royal Father has thought

proper to order; and this and that have taken place under the direction of my

Royal Father’s ministers.”




The

minister could not object to this; and thus would the Prince keep clear of the

system; but, I can conceive no other way for him to do it.




As to

the Opposition, which will now show itself in Parliament, it will be pretty

nearly what it was before, but weaker. The King’s recovery would so completely

confirm the power of the present people for his life, that there would not

remain the smallest hope of supplanting, amongst those who have hitherto had

that object in view; and as to the people, they like one of the parties just as

well as the other; it being impossible for them to discover any difference in

them, as far as the people’s interests or feelings are concerned. Those who are

OUT, and who, of course, wish to come in, tell us that they would have

conducted the war better. We do not know that. But, what is the war, compared

with many other things? Would they have lessened the Taxes? Would they have

lessened the sinecures and the pensions? Did they do this? Did they attempt to

do it? No: but they abused, like pickpockets, all those who called upon them

for any such measure. It was they who swelled the Income Tax from Six to Ten

per Cent., and who, for the first time, exempted the King’s funded property (in

whatever name entered) from paying any tax at all. But, they did so many odious

things; they discovered so decided a contempt for the people in every way; they

so outraged public feeling, that it is impossible for the people ever to like

them again.




I do not

confound them; I do not lump them altogether; and, I was in hopes of seeing the

Prince so situated as to be able to divide them, and to form a ministry of

those, from whom the people would have expected something; but, if we were to

have merely the late ministry revived, we are full as well as we are, and he is

much better than he would have been.




The

Morning Chronicle tells us, that the Opposition will not feel themselves under

any restraint in attacking the ministers. O dear, no! no restraint at all,

except that of the system; except that they will not dare to attack Lord

Grenville’s late colleague and relation; except that they must carefully guard

their tongues against any reflection, even the most distant, on any measure of

“the great statesman now no more.”




This

restraint they will be still under, and that is all the ministers want. Only

let them keep their muffles on, and the ministry will beat them I warrant it.




If the

war in Portugal should end in a fatal way, we should hear of inquiries again;

and, indeed, we are told, that it was in order to let this war end in the hands

of the ministers, that they were suffered to remain in place. But, what of

that? Have we not had a Corunna Affair, and a Cintra Affair, and a Walcheren

Affair? And what did the motions about them produce? What was the result? Why,

an expense of printing Parliamentary Papers to the amount of many thousands of

pounds in addition to the enormous expenses of the Expeditions.




The

discussions about Corunna and Walcheren were excessively unfortunate. Each of

them was thwarted by a question in which the people were interested: the first,

by the question relative to the Duke of York, and the latter by the question

relating to Sir Francis Burdett. Away went the regular fights. Not a word more

could you get any one to say about them. Mr. Tierney, I remember, complained,

that there were certain persons, who kept away, and took no part at all in the

“great questions relative to the conducting of the war; but who were all alive

upon motions like that of Mr. Madox.”




Aye,

this was because the people had an interest in the latter; because these

questions affected them; and, because, as to the war, the manner of its being

carried on was nothing compared to the principle of it, of which the Regular

Opposition approved.




This is

the state of parties, then. The true bred Pittites are in power; they,

therefore, are the most powerful set. The Opposition, which originally

consisted of Foxites, have been subdued by Lord Grenville and the Court, and

are thus disarmed as to every question favouring the interests or feelings of

the people. So that, these two parties, as far as they act in corps, must be

considered as having the SAME PRINCIPLES to all intents and purposes. Some men

imagine the OUTS wiser than the INS. It is not want of talent that occasioned

those measures here which have put Napoleon in possession of all the continent

of Europe. It is not want of talent; and, if it were, I do not see so much

difference amongst the leaders as some men would fain make us believe there is.

There is, in fact, no difference at all in the two parties. They are precisely

the same in principle, in every thing regarding the Rights and Liberties of the

people, which has been proved by their votes and their speeches and their measures,

over and over again and in all manner of ways.




As long,

therefore, as the Foxites, or any persons in Opposition, continue to cling to

Lord Grenville and the name of “the great statesman now no more,” the people

would be rank fools to wish to see them supplant the present men, it being as

clear as day-light, that such a change could be productive of nothing more than

an addition to the pension list, which is quite long enough already to satisfy

any reasonable man.




There

are some politicians, who wish for a Reform of Parliament. These belong to

neither of the other parties. If they were to increase, from them the people

would expect something; and, from them the ministry would have something to

fear, because they are not restrained by the system; they drive at the whole

system, “great man now no more” and altogether; they do not fight in muffles.

This party, however little numerous, is formidable; and, if it increase, though

but little, it will become an object of terror. Whether its increase will be

speedy, whether it will be slow, when its power will be felt, I shall not

pretend to say; but, that its power will, sooner or later, be felt, and will

prevail, I am confident, and I am also confident, that its prevailing is

absolutely necessary to the safety of the nation.




I began

the discussion and I have closed it. In the course of it I have brought into

view every material fact and argument, the production of others or of my own

mind. I have given a proper place to every actor of any consequence; and, as

far as my knowledge has enabled me, I have done strict justice to the actions

and motives of every one. If I have, in any case, yielded to feelings of

partiality, it has been in favour of the Prince of Wales, and the reason was,

that, of all the parties concerned, he was the man whom I saw with the fewest

real friends amongst those who were taking a part in the discussions; and

further, because, some years attentive and pretty close observation as to

politics and public men, long ago convinced me, that there was a settled design

with some men to calumniate him by the means of canting insinuation, and thus

to excite against him a prejudice that should stick to him through life.




The

Courier, a few days ago, in remarking upon one of my articles on the Regency,

observed, that it was well calculated to serve the Prince with the Mob (no bad

service neither, as things may happen!), and that, it was to be regarded as

having somewhat of authority about it, seeing that the writer was intimately

acquainted with one of the Royal Dukes.




How

ready these venal men are to ascribe motives of venality to others!




I have

spoken to the Duke of Kent four times in my life, and no more. I have not seen

even at a distance him or either of his brothers for these last five years, and

have never had any communication, directly or indirectly, with any one of them

of any sort, since that time; and I never received or asked from any one of the

Royal Family any favour, of any kind, in all my life.




In the

part I have taken upon this occasion, I have been actuated solely by a love of

truth and of my country, and by a corresponding hatred of hypocrisy and of the

worst enemies of that country, faction and corruption.




Wm.

COBBETT.




State
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February
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At the

end of this article, I insert the Resolutions recently passed at a Meeting of

the Protestant Dissenters, relative to the Bill, which is now before the House

of Lords, and which has been brought in by Lord Viscount Sidmouth, late Mr.

Henry Addington, sometime prime minister of this country.




Thinking

people as we are, I am disposed to believe, that the subject now before us is

not very well understood; and, as I see, that the Courier and other venal

prints are complaining, that the well-meaning Dissenters are deceived

respecting the object and the natural effects of the Bill, if it should pass

into a law, I will endeavour, with my Lord Sidmouth’s leave, to make the thing

clearly understood.




The

enactments of this Bill are stated to be as follow. I have not seen any copy of

the Bill itself; but, I take it for granted, that they are correctly stated in

the published Resolutions of so respectable a body as the Meeting

above-mentioned.




“I. That

such Ministers, upon being admitted to the peaceable possession and enjoyment

of the peace of Ministers of a separate Congregation, may, on a certificate in

writing, under the hands of several substantial and reputable Householders

belonging to such Congregation, signed in the presence of some creditable

witness, who is to make proof of their signatures upon oath at a General

Sessions of the Peace, be permitted to take oaths and to sign the Declarations

previously required, and shall then, and then only, during their continuance to

be Ministers of such separate Congregation, be entitled to all the privileges

and exemptions which the former acts had conferred.




II. That

any other person who may desire to qualify himself to preach as a Dissenting

Minister, must procure several substantial and reputable householders, being

Dissenters of the same Sect, and of the same Congregation, to certify on their

consciences, in writing, to his being a Protestant Dissenting Minister of their

Sect, and of the same Congregation, and to their individual and long knowledge

to his sobriety of conversation, and to his ability and fitness to preach; and

that such Certificate must be proved as before stated, before he be permitted

to take the oath and subscribe the declaration, before he be exempt from the

pains, penalties, and punishments to which he would otherwise be liable as a

Dissenting Minister.




III.

That any person of sober life and conversation admitted to preach on probation

to any separate Congregation, must produce a Certificate from several

Dissenting Ministers, who have taken the oath (to be also proved on oath at a

General Sessions) of his life and conversation, and to their long previous

knowledge, before he can be admitted to take the Oaths and subscribe the

Declaration, and that he may then, during a limited period, to be specified in

the Certificate, officiate as a probationer to any Dissenting Congregation, and

be, during a limited period, exempt from prosecution and punishment; but

neither of the two last-mentioned classes of persons will be entitled to any

privileges, or to the exemptions from offices conferred on Dissenting Ministers

by the Toleration Act.”




Such is,

it is said, to be the substance of the new Act; and, how it will affect the

Dissenters, what an alteration it will make respecting them, we shall now see.




Previous

to the first year of the reign of William and Mary, the Dissenters were liable

to divers severe penalties and punishments for doing that which they now do by

law; and their Ministers, or Teachers, were liable to be punished in a very

severe manner. But, in the year just mentioned (1688) an Act was passed, which

is generally called the TOLERATION ACT, and which is the 18th chap. of the

first year of William and Mary.




This Act

took away great part of the hardships, under which the Dissenters before

laboured; but, it still left them subjected to a load of oaths and

subscribings, and some of these they are still subjected to; so that, one would

have wished for the abolition of these shackles, rather than the imposing of

new ones.




There

were also certain Exemptions provided for by the Toleration Act. That Act not

only did away punishments but created exemptions. The proposed Act would create

the grounds of punishments, and would take away exemptions.




By the

Toleration Act any man, be he who he might, could become a Dissenting Minister,

upon the conditions there prescribed; namely, taking of an oath of fidelity to

the King, of abjuration of popery, and subscribing the Articles of the Church

of England, with some exceptions. These conditions were hard; for, why should

they subscribe any of the articles of the Church, of the Episcopal Church?

However, such were the conditions, and the only conditions.




In the

19th year of the present king’s reign (1779) an Act was passed (Chap. 44) to do

away the obligation to subscribe the Articles of the Church of England; and to

substitute in lieu thereof, simply a declaration of the person’s being a

Protestant Dissenter, of his being a Christian, and of his belief in the Old

and New Testaments.




Thus,

then, as to qualification for the Ministry, stands the law at this hour.




Before a

man can preach or pray or teach, or, in any way officiate, as a Dissenting

Minister, he must obtain a Certificate of his actually being a Dissenting

Minister; and, this is the way in which he is to obtain it. He is to go to a

General Sessions of the Peace, held for the County or Place, where he lives,

and there he is to take the oaths of fidelity and abjuration, and is to make

the declaration last-mentioned, and, when he has done this, the Justices

present are to give him a Certificate of his having so done, and this

constitutes him a Dissenting Minister, and authorizes him to officiate as such,

in any part of the kingdom where he pleases. The Justices cannot refuse to

admit him to take the oaths and to make the declaration; and, when he has so

done, they cannot refuse him his Certificate. The Act is positive and

peremptory; and, indeed, if it had not been so, it would have been a most

wicked Act; for it would have given to the Justices the power of selection,

which they might have used for the worst of purposes. It would have been much

worse than to pass no Act at all.




Such is

the mode of qualification; and, when a man is once qualified in this way, he is

by the Toleration Act, exempted from serving upon any Jury, and from being

chosen, or appointed to bear, the office of Churchwarden, Overseer of the Poor,

and all other Parochial offices, and all offices of the Hundred or Shire, such

as Constable, and the like. And, the Act of the 19th year of the present reign

carries the exemption to SERVICE IN THE MILITIA, which is a very important

thing, indeed, especially since the passing of Lord Castlereagh’s LOCAL MILITIA

Act, which makes every man in England, between the ages of 18 and 30 (I believe

it is) liable to the operation of that military discipline, having written

about which some people have such excellent reason to remember to the latest

hour of their lives.




The

reader will stop here a little and fix his eye well upon this. This is the main

point to keep in view, as he will see sufficient proof of by-and-by.




We must

now look back at the provisions of the proposed Act of Lord Sidmouth, which we

shall not, I think, want much said to convince us, strikes at the very root of

the two Acts of Toleration; for, if this Act pass, the obstacles to the

Ministry will be so great, that very few men will have either the ability, or

the inclination to surmount them.




The

First provision in the intended law, relates to persons, who have actually become

Ministers of separate Congregations; and, it is proposed to enact, that, any

man being settled in this capacity, may go and take the oaths and sign the

declaration before-mentioned, and that he shall then, and as long as he

continue to be Minister of that specific Congregation, be exempted from

burdensome offices, and from the militia; but, that, if he ceases to officiate

as minister to that particular congregation, he then becomes again liable to

the service in offices, and to MILITARY DISCIPLINE, which is a much more

serious thing.




If the

Act were now passed, any Dissenting Minister, not 45 years of age, not having a

fixed Congregation, might be ballotted into the old Militia; and, if between

the ages of 18 and 30, he might be drafted into Lord Castlereagh’s Locals! And,

if he has not money to pay the fine in the latter case (where no clubs will

avail him), he must go and serve, and, of course, leave his congregation.




This was

not so before. When a man had once become a Minister, he always remained so. He

still enjoyed the exemptions attached to the character, though he might, from

some cause or other, cease to officiate, just as our Church Ministers, who,

whether they have livings or curacies, or not, are still exempted from the

Militia and from burdensome office: other offices, some of them have no

objection to. But, if this bill become a law, there will be no security for the

Dissenting Minister, who may be preaching one day, and fighting the next.




There

are many causes, whence a Dissenting Minister may cease to officiate. Illness

may throw him out of his ministry, and cause his place to be supplied by

another; and, when recovered from his illness, it may be impossible for him to

recover his former situation, though he may be a very worthy man; but this

circumstance at once subjects him to the Militia, and, as I observed before, if

he be under 30 years of age, and has not money to pay the fine, he may be under

the study of military discipline, in the Local Militia, the next day after his

recovery.




Well,

but, having lost his congregation, “he may get another.” Yes, if he can; but,

how is he to get it if he be ballotted for the militia in the meanwhile, or

compelled to become Overseer of the Poor, or Constable? How, in that case, is

he to get another congregation? He is almost necessarily disabled from getting

another by the consequences naturally flowing from his loss of the one he now

has; and this, of course, must have a tendency to degrade these Ministers in

general; because men of character and of education will not like to place

themselves in such a precarious situation, while it would inevitably happen in

frequent instances, that a man seen in the pulpit to-day, would be seen

undergoing military discipline (that phrase is delicate enough I think) to-morrow.




A

Dissenting Minister may be settled in a place where he, or his family, have

ill-health. It is requisite for him to remove; but, if he does, he becomes

liable to military discipline, unless he gets another Congregation immediately.

And why should this be? The Ministers of our Church are not liable to military

discipline, though they remove from their congregations for many years

together. It is notorious that one-half of those, who own the livings in

England and Wales, do not reside upon them. They are elsewhere, and very

frequently the excuse is, that the air of the place does not agree with them.

And, is no allowance of this sort to be made for the Dissenting Ministers? Why

are they to be exposed to the ballotting for the militia the moment they leave

their place of abode?




But, how

is a man to become a Minister, if he be not one already? How is he, if this Act

should pass, to obtain his Certificate?




We have

seen, that, as the law now stands, he has nothing to do but to go to the

Justices at their Quarter Sessions, and offer to take the Oaths and to sign the

Declaration, and that having done it, he has his Certificate of course, the

expense being settled by law at sixpence. But, what is he, if this Act pass, to

do in order to get his certificate of being qualified? Not of being a Minister;

for, he is not to be looked upon as such, nor to be entitled to any exemptions,

until he has actually gotten a separate congregation of his own.




In order

to be permitted to qualify, he must, before he can show himself to the Justices

at the Sessions, procure several substantial and reputable householders,

belonging to the same congregation with himself, to certify, on their

consciences, in writing, to his being a Protestant Dissenter of their sect and

of the same congregation, and to their individual and long knowledge, to his

sobriety of conversation, and to his ability and fitness to preach; he must

bring credible witnesses to prove that such certificate was duly signed by the

parties; and, until he has done all this, the Justices are not to permit him to

take the oaths and sign the declaration, and, if he officiates as a Minister

without it, he is to be liable to all the heavy penalties and punishments,

which were in existence before the Toleration Act was passed.




Now, the

reader will easily perceive the effect of this provision. The trouble, the

expense, and the difficulties of many sorts. But, even after this; after all

these difficulties are got over, a person of this description, who has

qualified for the Ministry, but who has not actually got a congregation, is not

to be entitled to any of the exemptions above-mentioned. He may still (though

he has qualified as Minister) be ballotted for the militia and may undergo the

study of military discipline, whether he has a taste for such study or not.




The

remaining provision relates to the admitting of men to be Ministers on

probation, or trial. And here the man, to be so admitted, must bring a

certificate from several Ministers of the same sect, who have taken the oaths, the

signatures to which certificate are to be proved to the Justices as in the

other case. This certificate, too, is to talk of long previous knowledge about

life and conversation; and, when the Justices are satisfied, and have suffered

him to take the oaths and subscribe the declaration; they may then, for a

limited time to be specified in the Certificate, let him officiate as a

probationer to any Dissenting Congregation, and, during a limited time, they

may exempt him from prosecution and punishment under the old laws.




But,

even during the time that he is in this state of probation as a Minister, he is

not to be exempted from burdensome offices, or from the Local, or the other

militia; and, it may so happen, that his captain or serjeant will come and take

him out of his pulpit and put him into the guard-house or black-hole.




What an

alteration is here! As the law now stands any man may become a Minister without

any certificate or witness or any thing else but his own oaths and his

declaration; and, the moment he does become a Minister, he is secured against

being forced into the militia, or to become a constable or other peace or

parochial officer.




It is

very clear, that if this Act of Lord Sidmouth should pass, that the Justices

will, in fact, have the selecting of all the Dissenting Ministers; for, there

is so much placed in their power, that it would be impossible to avoid this

effect.




The Act

will not, perhaps, say, that they shall have it in their discretion to refuse

certificates; but, if it make provision for signatures of recommendation by

substantial and reputable persons, it will, and it must, make them the judges

of whether the parties signing be of this description. That’s enough! Leave any

one point wholly to them. Make them the sole masters of any link in the chain,

and you do, in reality, put the whole thing in their power. You give them the

selection of the persons to be Ministers, and you also enable them to limit the

numbers; and, of course, the Toleration Act would be virtually repealed.




I shall

be told, that this is not the intention at all; that nothing is further from

the views of the author of the bill; and that I am quite mistaken as to the

effect of it. As to what may be the views of the author of the bill, that is

another matter. I am speaking of what the bill would produce; and, if it be

what it is represented to be, it would produce what I am now describing.




It will

not, perhaps, say, that the Justices shall have it in their discretion to

reject any man on account of their dislike of him, or without any reason

assigned. The Act will not say this perhaps; but as to the fulfilment of its

own provisions relative to the substantial and reputable householders, it must

give the Justices a discretion; they must be the judges and the sole judges of

the recommendations they receive; it must be left to them to decide whether the

persons signing the recommendation be, or be not, substantial and reputable

people; and, we all know very well, that what one man may think substantial

another may not, and that, with regard to who is, or is not, reputable, the

difference in men’s opinions may be still wider. Those whom Major Cartwright,

for instance, would think very reputable people, John Bowles (who is a Justice

by the bye) would be very likely to think just the contrary; and, if a flat

refusal were not grounded upon such an objection, there might, at least, be

delay; the applicant, together with his witnesses, might be sent away to seek

more reputable vouchers for his character; when he came, he might be sent back

again; his witness to the signatures might be questioned and cross-questioned;

and thus the vexation and humiliation might become so great, and, indeed, the

expense, that, with one thing and another, it might amount to a very serious

persecution.




But, why

should I suppose that the Justices would act thus. I do not say that they

would. It is not necessary for me to say that they would. It is enough for me

to know that they could. I am not saying what would be, but what might be. I am

reasoning and not conjuring.




But when

one is reasoning upon probabilities; when one is endeavouring to ascertain what

it is likely the Justices would do, it is worth while to ask what the Justices

are.




In the

country, more than two-thirds, I believe, of those who attend at the Sessions

are Clergymen of the Church of England. Where this is the case it surely is not

too much to expect, that the road to the Dissenting Ministry will not be

smoothed by the Justices. And, as to the other Justices, they must have taken the

Test at any rate. There are very few, perhaps, who do not belong to the Church

of England; but, at the least, they must have taken the Test; they must have

done an act, by which they do, in fact, declare themselves to be of that

Church, so that they cannot be expected to be favourable to the Dissenters.




But,

what I look upon as of more consequence than all the rest, is, the political

influence that might, and that inevitably would, prevail here. The Justices are

all appointed, they are all selected, by the Government. The Sheriffs are all

selected and appointed in the same way. Every one, who will have power from

this bill, does, except in a few of the Corporations, derive that power from

the same source. This being the case, can any one suppose, that, in a matter

where there is discretion, the decision will not be on the side of the

Government, especially in cases where there is no apparent injury done to the

party; for, to some persons it will always be difficult to make it out that a

man is injured by a refusal to suffer him to preach; and, as to the public, I

would fain see the man who would undertake to prove to a dozen of Clergymen and

’Squires that a well-set young fellow would not be better employed in the Local

Militia, fighting for the preservation of their Tithes and Estates, than in

preaching and praying to a Dissenting Congregation.




Such as

were admitted as Ministers would, at any rate, have to pass review before the

Justices, who would naturally have a leaning against all those whom they looked

upon as bad politicians. If, for instance, I were to apply for a qualification.

A thing by no means probable, to be sure; but, I put it as a strong case. If I

were to apply to the Justices, does the reader not imagine, that they would

think a little before they granted it? To be sure they would; and, indeed, no

man can doubt, that, in every instance, political considerations would have

great weight. The Act would, in short, give the Government, or rather the

Ministry, through the Justices, the selection of the Dissenting Ministers; and,

to suppose that they would select such as were not favourable to their own

views, one must first see them in the habit of supporting at elections those

whom they expect to oppose them in the House.




Does any

one imagine, that this was not seen clearly at the time of passing the

Toleration Act? It was clearly seen, that, if there was any discretionary power

lodged with the Justices, the Act would either have no effect in the way of

toleration, or would cause toleration to be bartered for political purposes.

Therefore it was that the Toleration Act left no discretion at all; but made it

imperative upon the Justices to grant and to record the document constituting

any man a Dissenting Minister, if he presented himself before them and offered

to comply with the conditions specified in the Act.




But,

there is a further consideration that must now have great weight given to it.

At the time when the Toleration Act was passed, the custom of making clergymen

Justices did not, I believe, prevail to any extent worthy of notice; and,

indeed, I believe, it did not exist at all. This custom, if it had existed,

would certainly have been an additional motive for the imperative provision of

the Toleration Act; for to conclude that a clergyman, acting as a Justice,

would, as far as possible, increase the obstacles to the Ministry of the

Dissenters, it is not necessary to suppose him a bad man, but on the contrary,

to conclude that he would not increase these obstacles, you must first suppose

him completely divested of every thing worthy of the name of zeal for the

Church, to whom every virtuous and able Dissenting Minister must necessarily be

a formidable enemy. Either, therefore, your clerical Justice must be something

very little better than a traitor to the Church, or he must be almost

irresistibly drawn to raise obstacles in the way of good and clever men in

their way to the Dissenting Ministry. This consideration, however, though

weighty, is trifling compared to another arising out of the change in the

magisterial part of our government since the time when the Toleration Act was

passed. I allude to that very material measure, the Appointment of Justices of

the Peace with SALARIES, and REMOVEABLE AT PLEASURE. Such a thing had never

been heard of in England in 1688. It has been heard of now, and seen too; and

we now have in the metropolis, twenty-four men, commonly called POLICE

MAGISTRATES, who have all the powers of Justices of the Peace, not only in the

metropolis itself, but in all the four populous counties adjoining it, namely,

Middlesex, Essex, Kent, and Surrey, for all which counties they have

Commissions of the Peace, and, of course, where they are amongst the Justices

sitting at the General Sessions for these counties. These men were first appointed

under an Act of Parliament, passed in the year 1792, just upon the eve of the

late, or Anti-Jacobin war. They are paid 500l. a year each, free of all

deductions.




Amongst

other provisions in the Act by which they were appointed, they were disqualified,

as Excisemen are, to vote at elections, for members to serve in Parliament.

But, they are fully qualified by the Police Act to sit cheek by jowl with the

gentlemen of the counties of Essex, Middlesex, Kent, and Surrey, at the General

Sessions of the Peace of those counties; and, of course, they would be fully

qualified to hear, and to determine on, the applications of persons to become

Dissenting Ministers, if the proposed Act were to be passed. Here, in and round

the metropolis, are, it is well known, the greater part of the Dissenters. A

fourth part, perhaps, of the population of England, if not more, live within

the jurisdiction of these STIPENDIARY JUSTICES, who, from their numbers, are at

all times likely to form a majority of the Justices present at the General

Sessions of the Peace held in any of the above four counties; and, who, from

the very nature of their situation, must be disposed to do nothing hostile or

displeasing to the Ministry of the day, their places being held at the pleasure

of the Crown.




The

nature of their situation, with regard to the Ministry, and the natural

tendency of it to create an undue bias in politics, is clearly marked out by

the provisions of the Act by which they were appointed, and which, as to

elections, for Members of Parliament, puts them upon a footing with Excisemen

and others, who are deprived of the elective franchise merely on account of the

strong temptations of their offices. Yet, if the Act of Lord Sidmouth were to

pass, these men would have the discretionary power that I have shown above in

the licensing of one-half, perhaps, or more than one-half of all the Dissenting

Ministers in England and Wales; because it is from the Metropolis chiefly that

these Ministers start.




After

what has been said, there is no one, I imagine, who can doubt, that the effect

of the proposed Act would be to lessen the number of Dissenting ministers, and,

indeed, if the Act could be enforced, to render the Toleration Act, or, rather,

Acts (for the last is a very important one) of none, or, of very little, avail.

Upon this point there can, I think, be very little difference of opinion:

whether it be right to render these Acts a nullity is another question, but

this is a question which I have not time to discuss here, though I shall not

fail to do it in my next. Ref. 003
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This

measure, to the great mortification of the lovers of wrangling, has been

abandoned.




The

Bill, of which I took notice, and the substance of which I gave, in the

preceding pages, was brought forth for a second reading, in the House of Lords,

on Tuesday last, the 21st instant, by its author, Lord Viscount Sidmouth, late

Mr. Addington, and sometime Prime Minister of this kingdom.




When he

brought it out for a second reading there was, it appears from the report of

the proceedings in the House of Lords, not less than five hundred petitions

against it, presented by different peers.




After

these petitions had been presented, Lord Sidmouth moved that the Bill should be

then read a second time. He complained of the misrepresentations that had gone

forth about his Bill, and said a great deal in its justification; but the tide

was too strong against him.




The Archbishop

of Canterbury said, that no persecution was intended; but, he recommended the

stopping of the Bill.




Several

other Lords spoke; some, and especially the Lord Chancellor and the Earl of

Buckinghamshire, defended the Bill; but, still thought it not advisable to

press it at that time.




When,

therefore, the question was put upon the motion of Lord Sidmouth, it was

negatived without a division.




Thus

ended this offspring of the statesman of Richmond Park; but, since the subject

has been brought forward, there is something more to be said upon it than has

yet been said.




I have

before endeavoured to show the effects which the Bill would produce; and, my

conclusion was this: that it would lessen the number of Dissenting Ministers,

and, indeed, render, as to them, the Toleration Act of very little avail; but,

whether it was right to do this was a question that I did not then enter upon,

and that I reserved for the present Article.




In order

to answer the question whether it would be desirable to lessen the number of

Dissenting Ministers, we ought first to inquire a little into what sort of

people they are, and what is the nature and what the tendency of their

ministry. For, upon the good or evil that they produce depends the answer to

the question before us.




That

men, that all men, should be allowed to worship their Maker in their own way,

is, I think, not to be doubted; but, if the government once begins to meddle,

it must establish somewhat of an uniform creed, and that this creed will not

suit all men is very certain. Whether the government ought ever to meddle with

religion is a question that I will not now attempt to discuss; but this I am

not at all afraid to assert: that, without a state religion, a kingly

government and an aristocracy will never long exist, in any country upon earth;

therefore, when the Dissenters, as in the present case, come forward and

volunteer their praises of kingly government, and boast so loudly, and so

perfectly gratuitously, of their “ardent loyalty to their venerable Sovereign,”

whose goodness to them “has made an indelible impression upon their hearts;”

when they do this, they do, in effect, acknowledge the utility and the

excellence of a state religion; because, as I said before, and as all history

will clearly prove, without a state religion a kingly government cannot exist.




If this

be the case, it must be allowed that the government is bound to protect its own

religion, which is to be done only by keeping down others as much as is

necessary to secure a predominance to that of the state. And, then, we come to

the question: whether it ought not, for this purpose, now to do something to

lessen the number of Dissenting Ministers, who are daily increasing, and whose

influence increases in proportion beyond that of their number. Indeed, if we

allow that a state religion is necessary, this is no question at all; for, in

proportion as these Dissenting Ministers increase, the Church of England must

lose its power.




But, in

another view of the matter, in a moral view, I mean, it may still be a question

with some persons, whether the increase of these Ministers be a good or an

evil. I say, in a moral view; for, as to religion without morality, none but

fools or knaves do, or ever did profess it.




Now, as

to the moral benefit arising from the teaching of Dissenting Ministers, it is

sometimes very great, and I believe it is sometimes very small indeed, and, in

many cases, I believe, their teaching tends to immorality and to misery.




Amongst

the Ministers of some of the sects there are many truly learned and most

excellent men, and such there always have been amongst them; and, even amongst

the sects called Methodistical, there have been, and, doubtless, are, many men

of the same description. But, on the other hand, it must be allowed that there

are many of the Methodistical Preachers, who are fit for anything rather than

teaching the people morality. I am willing to give the most of them full credit

for sincerity of motive, but to believe, that the Creator of the Universe can

be gratified with the ranting and raving and howling that are heard in some of

the Meeting-Houses, is really as preposterous as any part of the Mahommedan

Creed; and, if possible, it is still more absurd to suppose, that such

incoherent sounds should have a tendency to mend the morals of the people, to

make them more honest, industrious and public-spirited, for this last is a sort

of morality by no means to be left out of the account.




I have

heard it observed by very sensible and acute persons, that even these ranters

do more good than harm; but, if they do any harm at all, the question is, I

think, at once decided against them; for, that they can do any good appears to

me utterly impossible.




I am

clearly of opinion, that, to lessen the number of this description of Ministers

(for so they are called) would be a benefit to the country, provided it could

be done without creating a new source of political influence. And, as to the

politics of the whole sect of the Methodists, they are very bad. Never has any

thing been done by them, which bespoke an attachment to public liberty. “Their

kingdom,” they tell us, is “not of this world;” but, they do, nevertheless, not

neglect the good things of it; and, some of them are to be found amongst the

rankest jobbers in the country. Indeed, it is well known, that that set of

politicians, ironically called THE SAINTS, who have been the main prop of the

Pitt system; it is well known, that under the garb of sanctity, they have been

aiding and abetting in all the worst things that have been done during the last

twenty years. These are very different people from the Old Dissenters, who have

generally been a public-spirited race of men. The political history of THE

SAINTS, as they are called, would exhibit a series of the most infamous

intrigues and most rapacious plunder, that, perhaps, ever was heard of in the

world. They have never been found wanting at any dirty job; and have invariably

lent their aid in those acts, which have been the most inimical to the liberty

of England.




Their

petitioning now, I look upon as a selfish act. If a Bill had been before the

House to enable the government to bring 200,000 German soldiers into the

country, not a man of them would have petitioned. They never petitioned against

any of the acts of Pitt and his associates, from the year 1792 to the year

1799; and, therefore, I give them very little credit for their alacrity now.




Seeing

them in this light, I must confess, that I do not wish to see their numbers

increase; and, at any rate, I cannot imagine any ground, upon which their

Ministers can, without having congregations, claim exemption from service in

the Militia. As the law now stands, any man, be he who he may, except he be a

Catholic or an Infidel, can exempt himself from the Militia service for life,

by only paying sixpence. An exemption from Militia service is now, to a young

man, worth 100 pounds at least. But he can obtain it for a sixpence. A carter,

for instance, who is 25 years of age, is now liable to be drafted into the Old

Militia and also into Lord Castlereagh’s Locals, may obtain a security for life

for sixpence. He has only to go to the Quarter Sessions and there take the oath

of fidelity and that of abjuration, and to declare that he is a Protestant and

a Christian and that he believes in the Scriptures. He has only to do this and

pay sixpence, and he is secure against military discipline for his life. And

what objection is there to it? Who need object to take the oath of allegiance

to the King, to abjure the Pope, or to declare himself a Christian? This is

all; and thus, you see, as the law now stands, any man but a Catholic or an

Infidel may, without any perjury or falsehood, exempt himself from all militia

service. So that, really the project of our good old Richmond-Park Minister,

was not wholly destitute of reason in its support.




He is

reported to have given some instances of the abuse of this privilege. He

mentioned an instance in Staffordshire of a man’s having taken out a license

who could neither write nor read. And why not, as the law now stands? The man,

in all likelihood, did not relish MILITARY DISCIPLINE, and, being told that

there was a law to exempt him from it for life, if he would but take a couple

of true oaths and make one true declaration and give a sixpence, he, of course,

betook himself to these cheap and simple and infallible means. There is many a

young man who is prevented from marrying by this dread of military discipline:

here is the remedy at hand: here is the law come in to his aid. Our old friend

of Richmond Park seems to have taken it for granted that his man in

Staffordshire actually became a Preacher. Why should he? The law does not

require it. It gives him a license to preach, and protects him from the Militia

discipline; but, it does not compel him to preach, nor does it require of him

any declaration that he will preach, or, that he intends to preach, or that he

ever had such a thought in his head. The man need not be a Dissenter at all. A

Church-goer may take out the license as well as any other man; and, indeed, any

man but a Catholic or an Infidel has this protection at his command.




Now,

surely, this is not the way in which it was intended the law should stand? We

see, that it is possible, for the militia to be left without any body to fill

its ranks, except Catholics, Jews, Turks, Heathens, and other Unbelievers; for,

every Christian Protestant may excuse himself if he will, and that, too,

without any perjury, falsehood, or deception. For suppose John Stiles, who is

just coming 20 years old, and who has a stronger liking for some milkmaid than

he has for what the soldiers call the Drum-Major’s Daughter; suppose he is a

church-goer; what is that to him or to the Justices? They have no authority to

ask him whether he can write or read, or what he means to do with his license when

he has got it. His license is to show to a constable, when he comes to warn him

for militia duty. He has paid for his license, and has, of course, a right to

use it for whatever purpose may appear most beneficial to himself.




It is

something curious, that the law should be so made as to leave the country to

the chance of being defended solely by Catholics, Jews, Turks, and Infidels;

that the law should enable every one to exempt himself from the service of

defence; except those only, in whom the government will not put trust!




It is,

too, not much less curious, that the Catholics should, in this respect, be put

upon a footing with the Jews, and Turks; and, I must say, that, when I hear the

Dissenters complaining of persecution, I cannot help reflecting on the

behaviour of some of them towards the Catholics, with respect to whom common

decency ought to teach them better behaviour. But, whether I hear in a

Churchman or a Dissenter abuse of the Catholics I am equally indignant; when I

hear men, no two of whom can agree in any one point of religion, and who are

continually dooming each other to perdition; when I hear them join in

endeavouring to shut the Catholic out from political liberty on account of his

religious tenets, which they call idolatrous and damnable, I really cannot feel

any compassion for either of them, let what will befal them. There is, too,

something so impudent; such cool impudence, in their affected contempt of the

understanding of the Catholics, that one cannot endure it with any degree of patience.

You hear them all boasting of their ancestors; you hear them talking of the

English Constitution as the pride of the world; you hear them bragging of the

deeds of the Edwards and the Henrys; and of their wise and virtuous and brave

forefathers; and, in the next breath, perhaps, you hear them speak of the

Catholics as the vilest and most stupid of creatures, and as wretches doomed to

perdition; when they ought to reflect, that all these wise and virtuous and

brave forefathers of theirs were Catholics; that they lived and died in the

Catholic faith; and that notwithstanding their Catholic faith, they did not

neglect whatever was necessary to the freedom and greatness of England.




It is

really very stupid as well as very insolent to talk in this way of the

Catholics; to represent them as doomed to perdition, who compose five-sixths of

the population of Europe; to represent as beastly ignorant those amongst whom

the brightest geniuses and the most learned men in the world have been, and are

to be found; but still, the most shocking part of our conduct is to affect to

consider as a sort of out-casts of God as well as man those who have, through

all sorts of persecution, adhered to the religion of their and our forefathers.

There is something so unnatural, so monstrous, in a line of conduct, in which

we say, that our forefathers are all in Hell, that no one but a brutish bigot

can hear of it with patience.




Why, if

we pretend to talk of toleration, should not the exemptions from military

discipline extend to Catholic Christians as well as Protestant Christians? What

good reason can be found for the distinction? None; and, while this distinction

exists, and while I hear not the Protestant Dissenters complain of it, I shall

feel much less interest in any thing that concerns them. Why do they petition

now any more than at any other time? Because they were now the object of

attack. They were quiet enough while none but the Catholics were the object of

attack; and, indeed, they have not now noticed it at all; they have not even

glanced at the hardships on the Catholic, who was expressly shut out from the

benefit of the Toleration Act. They could, and still can, see him treated in

that way, without uttering a word in his behalf. He is in the very state they

were petitioning not to be placed in; and yet they say not one word in his

behalf.




Lord

Holland is reported to have said, that “every man had a right to preach if he

pleased to any body that would hear him.” Agreed, my lord, but, surely, every

man ought not to have a right to exempt himself from the militia service? Yet,

this right he has, unless he be a Catholic, a Jew, a Turk, or an Infidel of

some sort or other. This is what I should have dwelt upon, if I had had a bill

to bring in on the subject. I do suppose that the greater part of those who

take out licenses actually go a preaching; but, if they do, is there to be no

limit to their number? Is every broad-shouldered, brawny-backed young fellow

that chooses to perform what he calls preaching, to be excused from service in

the Militia? Who is there that would not much rather sit and hear a score or

two of young women sing at a meeting-house two or three times a week than be

liable to be a hearer, much less a performer, at a military circle, though it

were but once in a year? It is easy enough to talk about carrying the Cross and

mortifying the flesh; but, when it comes to the pinch, when the hour of

performance comes, we find men disposed to act by a figure of rhetoric, rather

than to do the thing in their real, proper, natural person.




The

Dissenters may, indeed, say, that it is not their fault, that the Militia Laws

have been passed, and that so many thousands of men are liable to these laws;

and this is very true; but, there are such laws, and, as they have said nothing

against them, we may suppose that they approve of them.




We are

now, however, to look at the matter in another light. I cannot help thinking,

that one of the reasons, if not the great reason of all, for the bill that has

made all this noise, is, the great increase of the congregations of the

Methodists in particular, and the consequent diminution in the congregations of

the Church of England. This has long been a subject of alarm to the Clergy of

the Church, who imagine, that, in time, people, from so seldom seeing the

inside of a church, will begin to wonder why the tithes should be given to the

clergy of that Church; and, we may be very sure, that the Dissenting teacher

will put himself to no very great pains to prove to his flock, that the tithes

are due to the Clergy. This defection from the Established Church bears a

strong resemblance to the defection from the parochial Clergy in the second and

third century of the Catholic Church of England, when the laziness and neglects

of those Clergy and their endless pluralities, had thrown the people into the

hands of the itinerant monks and friars, who appear to have been a most active

and vigilant description of men, and, indeed, to have borne a strong

resemblance in most respects, to the itinerant Methodist preachers of the

present day, Such hold did they get by means of their exertions, that, as the

benefices fell in, the patrons bestowed many of them in fee upon the Abbeys and

Priories, who thus became the patrons, and who, of course, supplied the churches

from their own houses, and took the greater part of the tithes to their own

use, but who, having become rich in their turn, became also in their turn lazy

and neglectful as the parochial clergy had been; and hence came that change

which we call the Reformation, which originated not in any dislike on the part

of the people to the tenets or ceremonies of the Catholic Church, but in the

laziness, the neglects, and, in some cases, oppressions of the Clergy, aided by

a quarrel between the King and the Pope.




Men

looked back into the cause of the existence of the tithes and benefices. They

inquired into the grounds upon which they stood. They asked why they were

granted. They came to a clear understanding as to what was expected and what

was due from the Clergy in return for them. And, at every step, they found,

that endowment and residence went together. They found, in short, that the

parish churches, the parsonage-houses, the glebes, and the tithes, had been

originally granted for the purpose of insuring the constant residence of a

Priest in each parish, there to teach the people, to give them religious

instruction, to feed the poor, and to keep hospitality. These were the express

conditions, upon which the grants were made; and, when, instead of fulfilling

these purposes, the livings were given away to Abbeys and Priories and

religious communities of various descriptions, who merely kept a sort of

journeymen in the parishes called Vicars, to whom they gave the nails and the

hair, while they took the carcase home to be spent at the Convent; when this

was the case, and when, in another way, the Popes were bestowing living after

living upon one and the same person; when, in short, a very considerable part

of all the parishes in the kingdom were thus deprived of nearly all that they

had a right to expect in return for their tithes; when this was the case, it

was no wonder, that the people were ready to listen to reformers. And, I beg

the reader to bear in mind, that these were the real efficient causes of what

we call the Reformation, and not any fault that the people discovered in the

doctrines or ceremonies of the Catholic Church; for, after all, we believe in

the Creed of St. Athanasius, and what can any Catholic or Pope want us to

believe more? We hold, that a man cannot be saved unless he believes the whole

of this Creed; and will any man believe, then, that the Reformation had a

quarrel about doctrine for its cause.




Such

being the short but true history of the causes of the Reformation, that is to

say, the taking of the tithes from Catholic Priests and giving them to

Protestant Priests, keeping back a part to be given to favourite Lords and

Ladies, and which are now called lay impropriations; such being the history of

this grand event, which, after all, was merely a shifting of the Church

Property from one set of hands to another, is it not worth while for the

present Clergy, that is to say, the present possessors of that property, to

consider a little of the state in which they are with regard to their

parishioners? They evidently have considered this, or somebody else has for

them. The complaint, on the part of the Church, of the increase of the

Methodists, has been made for some years. The evil increases; and dangers,

greater than those of former times, menace; because, if once the church

property be touched now, it never returns.




But, let

us now see how they attend to their parishes. Let us see how vigilant they are

in the discharge of their duty. The following list of absentees is copied from

a paper laid before Parliament in 1808. None of the same kind has, I believe,

been laid before Parliament since that year; but, that the number of

non-residents has not decreased I infer from the fact, that, for the three

years of which an account of the non-residents is given, numbers kept

increasing.




ABSTRACT

of the Returns of the Number of NON-RESIDENTS in 1806-7. Want or unfitness of

Parsonage-House 1063 Residence on other Benefices 1137 Infirmity 430 Literary

or Ecclesiastical Employment 396 Offices in Cathedrals 183 —— in Dioceses 32 ——

in Universities 113 Chaplaincies in Royal or Noble Families 27 ——— in the Navy

15 Residence in own or Relatives’ Mansion 123 Members in Universities, under 30

Years of Age 5 Metropolitan Licenses 38 Without Notification, License or

Exemption 2446 No Church 12 Sinecures 17 Vacancies 33 Imprisonment 5

Sequestration 19 Recent Institutions 23 Livings held by Bishops 21 Doing Duty

and resident in a House belonging to a Sinecure in the Parish 2 Abroad 5 Total

6145 




Now, it

is impossible to look at this List, recollecting, at the same time, that there

are only about 11,000 livings in the whole, without seeing a quite sufficient

cause for the great increase of Dissenting Congregations. We see here above

half the parishes unattended by the persons who have undertaken the “care of

the people’s souls” in those parishes. These are the words: “Care of their

souls.” What can a man say in his defence; what can he think of himself, to

undertake such a charge, and never go near the spot? And, is it to be wondered

at, that the people should go to Meeting-houses, while this is the case? Here

we see, that there were nearly a fourth part of all the Rectors and Vicars in

England, not only absent from their parsonage-houses and their parishes, but

absent without leave or license, and even without condescending to notify their

absence to their Bishop, though expressly required so to do by the law, and by

a law, too, passed for their ease and indulgence.




The

first head, it will be observed, contains the numbers absent from the want, or

unfitness, of the Parsonage-house. If not fit, why not made fit? Why not

appropriate part of the income of the living to this purpose?




Some,

you see, are absent upon literary pursuits. What! Writing Reviews, or Political

Pamphlets, or Paragraphs, or what? But, at any rate, what literary pursuit

could be so proper as the writing and study tending to effect the object of the

living? What! a man receives an income for life, and he engages at the same

time to take upon him the care of the souls of the people of a parish; and, he,

while he keeps the income, leaves the people of the parish to take care of

their own souls, because some literary pursuit calls him away elsewhere!




When he

takes upon him the office of Minister he declares, in the most solemn manner,

that he believes himself to be called by the Holy Ghost to take upon him the

ministry of the Gospel and to labour in the saving of souls. When he is

inducted into a living, he promises to watch constantly over his flock, to aid

them with his advice, to comfort them in their troubles and sufferings.




What can

be more amiable than such an office! What a blessing it must be where

punctually discharged! But, what is it if the man who takes this office upon

him; who enters into this engagement; who makes these solemn promises; if he,

as soon as he has insured the revenue of the living, as soon as he has just

ridden into the parish and taken possession, sets off again, and never more

hears of, or asks after his flock again, except at shearing time, but leaves

them, body and soul, to the care of a stipendiary, whom he has never even seen,

perhaps, in all his life time?




With

this before their eyes, is it any wonder, that the people prefer the itinerant

preachers, who, however deficient in other respects, are seldom wanting in

zeal?




I shall

be told, perhaps, that, if the incumbent is not resident, his curate is.

Sometimes. But, what is that? The curate serves two, perhaps, and sometimes

three churches; and, he has not the pecuniary means, if he has the talents, to

do all that might be done by the incumbent.




Indeed,

it is notorious, that to the neglect of the Clergy the rise of the Methodists

is owing. And, how neglectful, how lazy, must they be to suffer any sect to

rise its head only an inch high! When one looks over the country and sees how

thickly the churches are scattered; when one considers how complete is the

possession of the country by the Clergy; when the force of habit is taken into

view; when we consider, that they are the keepers of the records of births and

of the bones of ninety-nine hundredths of the dead; when we behold them and

their office having all the large estates, all the family consequence and pride

on their side; when one considers all this, one cannot help being astonished

that there should be any such thing as a Meeting-house; but, when we reflect,

that the Clergy have the power of speaking, as long as they please, to the

people, in every parish in the kingdom, once a-week at least, and in a place

where no one dares to contradict them, or would ever think of such a thing;

when we reflect upon this, and calculate the number of hours that the Pitt

system would exist, if we Jacobins had the use of the pulpits only for one

fortnight, when we consider this, we cannot find words to express our idea of

the laziness, the incomprehensible laziness that must prevail amongst the

Clergy of the Established Church.
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