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T H O U G H T S ,  & c ,

X. O  flatter the people w ith  the fem- 
blance o f  political power, has been the 
common art o f  demagogues in all ages ; 
y e t  a groiibr fraud was never pradifed  
on the paifions o f  the giddy multitude. 

T h e  great body o f  the people are, b y  

the unalterable law o f  nature, incapable 
o f  exerciiing ..the powers o f  g o v e rn m e n t;  

and w herever they have been taught to 
grafp at this o b je d ,  whether Cæfar or Pom - 

pey prevailed, they have equally g iven  to 
themfelves a mailer, and eitabliihed a t y 
ranny in the ilate. T h is  truth, taught b y  
the hiftory, and exemplified in the ruin 
o f  the ancient republics, feems never to 
bave  entered into the reformation o f  any go-
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vernment, until the principles o f  the Britiih
Conilitution, developed in the contefls with 
the houfe o f  Stuart, and fully confirmed at 
the Revolution, exhibited a ftru&ure o f  po
litick wif'forh, -which, during a century at 
leaft, has been the pride and happinefs o f  
Britons— the admiration and envy o f  fur- 
rounding nations. T h e  fundamental prin
ciple o f  this conftitution is a renunciation on
the part o f  the people o f  ajl the affive exe
cutive powers o f  government, which they
have vefted in one perfon— the K in g ;  and
that thefe powers may be for ever placed
beyond thé gVafp o f  ambitious citizens,
they have rendered them hereditary, paffing
from father to fon, w i th o u telettion— becaufe
the election'- o f  à fupreme magiftrate might
afford the opportunity o f  confounding the
feveral orders b f  the flate, and defeating
the effeds intended to be produced by the
other parts of the confiitution.

Having thtiis vefted the whole executive
government o f  the country in one perfon,
taking his office by hereditary fncceffion, ou,r
2nceftors have applied the whole remaining

powers
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powers o f  the conftitution to controui this 
executive magiftrate, to' prevent ór puniih 
abufe. A l l  the privileges o f  the peers, all 
the rights and privileges ô f  the people, or 
their reprefentatives, are adapted to this end 
— the controui o f  the executive magiftrate ; 
Should the houfe o f  peers, or th e 'rep re-  
fentatives o f  the people, ajjhrne directly or 
indire&ly, any part o f  the execu tive  g o 
vernment, they, o f  their nominees, from that 
inftant becomc the executive magiftrate ; 
they themfelves become parties in the  abufe ; 
and the defences o f  public liberty are carried 

over by the truftees o f  the people, to the 
caufé o f  power. It is not, therefore, With
out reafon, that the prefident M on tefqu ieu ;, 
w h o  faw  through th e  whole fpirit o f  laws, 
and has pronounced political liberty to be 

the direct end o f  the Britifh Conftitution3 
has affirmed that our liberties carihot exift 
w hen ever the tw o  Houfes o f  Parliament 

ihall draw to themfelves the functions o f  

executive government.
N o  man, w ith  w hom  I have conver

ged, has ever denied the right or power o f  the
B 2 people,
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people J<?deilroy this- ggodjy- fabripk». ,o,r 
to mo îpl it at their plegfure. Government 
being . ço.nilituted 'wklly fo r  the ' benefit 
ç f  the governed, it follows, that force cannot, 
be juftly employed againft them, to eftabljih 
even the bleffings o f  the British Confti- 
tu.tion ; and that the people muft be the 
ultimate judges o f  what is conducive to their 
benefit. But does it follow that , the two 
Houfes o f  Parliament can enlarge thofe 
powers, which they received as a truft for 
the people ? T h at  there is an original 
com paâ in all government, is a noble and 
juft principle, equally folid and true, under 
all çircum uiu> e . and in all times— but 
this principle applies with equal force to ihç  

committed to the two Houjes o f Parliament, 
as to that veiled in the Crown. Can any 
man in his fenfes doubt, that i f  the two 
Houfes o f  Parliament ihould, as once hap
pened, again unite the legiilative and eve- 
cutive powers, by giving to the procla
mations o f  the Crown, the force and au
thority o f  the laws, the people w oyld  be 
juftified in refuming a truft which had been 
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To wickedly betrayed ? T his  refumption 
would Se precifely warranted by w hat our 
anceftors did at the Revolution ; .but in 
fuch an event, I hope, we would be guided 
b y  tHeir example. I hope we ihould not 
aboliïh the tw o Houfes o f  Parliament, or 
abridge their porters, but merely transfer 
the truû to more honeft hands. O u r  

ancsftors did not deny the maxim o f  law., 
that the King can do no wrong ■”  on the con
trary, it continues now, for very wife pur- 

pofes, the conftitutional law  o f  the country. 
But they held, that a K ing, violating the 
original compact, ancí manifefting a deli
berate purpofe to fubvert the fundamental 
laws, was an evil too inveterate for the forms 
o f  the conflitution to reach — T h e y ,  there
fore, declared the throne vacant, excluding 
the mifguided Prince, and his immediate 

descendants ; yet they re-eJlabliJJ:ed the con- 
ftitution, and declared the monarchy here
ditary in another family. A l l  that the 

friends o f  liberty contend for is, that where 

no forfeiture is pretended, o ra b u fe  fuggeft- 
ed, the tw o Houfes o f  Parliament have not

the



the power to render the Monarchy elective, * 
and they intreat the people, whofe power 
is acknowledged; not to concur in this a d  
o f  political fuicide, becaufe they think they 
can demónftrate, that fuch an eîe£tion,.even 
to the temporary exercife o f regal power, will 
be deftruftive o f  the principles o f  the Britiifr 
Conflitution. ' " : . 1 '

Lawyers have confounded themfelves and 
others with the idea o f  a perfeû anafolgy, be
tween the fucceilion to private property on the 
death o f  the owner, and a fucceiTíon tó the 

functions oj public duty, on the incapacity o f  
the truftee, perjonally, to exercife the p o lit ica l  

power annexed to’his ftation. T h e  analogy^ 
holds as far as the different nature o f  the 
two fnbjeds will admit ; but the nature o f  
the fubjed muft decide in what events, and to 
what extent' this right ihall attach.

Thé' intereil o f  the community is befl 
advanced, by giving to each individual the 
entire abfolute dominion over his own pro  ̂
perty.— He may apply it to is own perfonal 
gratification, or he may hoard it in his ftrong 
box, and may difpofe o f  the whole when

life
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life expires, according to the diBates o f caprice. 
I f ,  during life, he becomcs incapable o f  
t ran fading bis own affairs, the law interpo- 
fes to protect the property, for the benefit of 
the individual-, or if  he neglects to make a dif- 
pofition by w ill, the fame law d ired  the fuc- 
ceifion to thofe, whofe relation to the de- 
ceafed, fpeaks them the probable objects o f his 
bounty. T h e  powers o f  government are di- 
r e d ly  oppoiite in their nature. T h e fe  are 
trufts given for the benefit of the community-, 
not o f  the individual. T h e  exercife o f  thefe 
powers cannot befufpended by the difability 

o f  the truj'tee to await his fu tu re difpofal. 
T h e  neceffity o f  good government, and 
confequent demand for the means o f  ob
taining it, are the fame to the public, w h e 
ther the particular individual has or has not 
the capacity o f  a d in g  his part. T h e  means 
o f  good government, i f  ju jily  proportioned to 
their o b je d ,  muit be the fame, w hether 
adminiftered by the hands o f  one man, or by 
thofe o f  another. It follows, therefore, that 

i f  the people be not the property o f  the 
K in g ,  but the K in g  be confidered as the in-

ilrum cnt
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Ürument o f  good government to the peopFe, 
the fame powers proportioned to the fame end, 
muft be veiled in another, during the ptru 

fin a l incapacity o f  the individual.

Jt will be aiked; muft no attention be paid 
to the rights o f  the Sovereign ? Yes :— all 
poflible attention ;■— not for his benefit, hut 
for that o f  the people.-—  Not becaufe an in
dividual, broken by infirmities^ is better 
qualified, for the tafk o f  government, than
one in the vigour o f  life but becaufe i t  
is neceifary for our own fecurity, to pre
fer ve the hereditary title to the monarchy, 
as a fundamental law o f  the conftitution. 
T h e  fame principle excludes every other 
individual, and all bodies o f  men, from par
ticipating with the Heir Apparent o f  full 
agCi the exercife o f  regal power during the 
incapacity o f  the King. T h e  fingle dif- 
tinâjon between this cafe, and an actual 
demife o f  the crown is, that the right o f  
the- K ing to refumé the government, muft 
be uniformly acknowledged, by a continual ex
ercife o f  the regal powers in his name ; and 
this uniform acknowledgment, is. all which the

God



God o f  nature permits him perfonally tá 
púffefs, until a capacity to refume the actual 
exercife o f  power ihall return. T h e  querf- 
tion, therefore, is not, W h eth er  the K in g  
(hall perfnally exercife the R egal power 
himfelf, for this the G od o f  nature has 
prohibited-, but whether the executive, fhaU 
be united w ith  the legiilative power, in the 
tw o  Houfes, or devolve on the Prince, the 
“hereditary fucceffion being eftabKfhed, to 
exclude a pojibility o f this union. W h eth er  
thefe powers, once united, ihall at|am be 
feparated, mu ft depend on the pkajure o f  

the tw o  Houfes ; and that the liberties o f  
Great Britain ihall depend on their pîeafure;
I affirm, not to be the law o f  the Conffitu* 
tion. O n the contrary, our liberties de^ 
pend on the balance o f  the three eftates*

upheld by the people. “  . v
But M r. P itt  fays, w e m u f t ,  in the inter

mediate time, preferve the rights o f  the So
vereign. I f  by the  rights o f 'the  SovelWgn^ 
be meant the juft and le^al ^ re c o g a ^ e s  oi 

the crown, how  can thefc be better fecuted,
than in the hands o f  t h e  Htfir AppfrS<*it{

who.
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Avh0, having an acknowledged title; to the
fucceifion, has the fame intereft in the pre* 

fervation o f  thefe prerogatives with the 
reigning K in g  ?

If, by the rights o f  the Sovereign, be 
meant a facility, w hen he ihall recover, o f  
indulging his perfonal predelidion in favor 
o f  individuals this is an argument un-* 
w orthy  even o f  difcuffion.— It is in other 
words, to affirm, that w e  muft fubmit to a 

fadious, disjointed government, for an inde
finite term, perhaps for tw en ty  years, that 
in the poifible event o f  a recovery, the King 
may find no obftacle to the gratification o f  
a fuppofed private perfonal inclination. T h is  

is to treat the people o f  Great Britain, as the 
private property o f  the Sovereign ; and in ef- 
f e d ,  to revive the long exploded n o n fen feo f  
a ju re  divino right in Kings. Such is the 
claim made by the minifter o f  a prince o f  

the Houie o f  B ru n fw ic k !  After all, this 
fuppofed perfonal predeliffion, in a court where 
M r.  W ilk e ,  has become a favourite, is, in 
f a d  as ridiculous, as in juft reafoning con
temptible Kings have no friends.— T h e y

feled.
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le le d  their inftrumerits o f  govern m en t 'a t-1 
cording to the neceliities o f  the hour ; and if 

M r. Pitt was preferred to M r. Fox, when 
the latter- encroached on the prerogative,: 
w h y  m ay w e  not f u f p e & a  change o f  fenti- 

ment in the Royal breaft, when he learns 
that the gigantic ambition o f  this young 

itatefman has fkaken the hereditary right o f  
the M onarch? ■> -

W h a te v er  may be the vfetfs or motive? 

o f  contending ftatefmerrr the care o f  the 
people ought to be directed to one objedt—  
to preferve the Conftitutioh entire. M r, 
P itt  propofes to 'defalcate the Royal autho
rity in order to preferve it. M r.  P itt  lias 

maintained, that in the year îy S 4, the K ing, 
in full poíTeííion o f  the whole Royal autho

rity, w ith  difficulty preferved his juft and
legal portion o f  the government, againft a 
party, aided by accidental advantages. He 
therefore propofes, that a Regent, whofe 
government, under all pbfïiMecireumfiances, 
inuft be w eaker than that o f  a King,'  fhall 
have lefs power. W h y  ?—‘-becaufe hé believes 

the Regent prefers another to hirrtfelf ; and 

a :j C  2 he
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he wiihes to prepare a fcenc, in which h<i 
» m y  the party which in his adverfary, 

he himfelf condemned. W hen i hear thefe 
things, I am loft in amazement at the con
fidence of the individual, and the folly o f  
thofe who liften to him.

W hat portion of the royal authority is 
deemed unneceffary in a Regent, this ejreat 
legiilator has not condefcended to difclofe. 
Fame reports two particulars— the power 
o f  creating Peers— and o f  diiTolving Parlia
ments. That the power o f  creating Peers 
may be abufed, no man can deny. T h e  
hiftory o f  the laft four years, in which 
Mr. Pitt has added a feventh part to the 
Peerage o f  Great Britain, would confute 
him, i f  he did. Should the recommenda
tions o f  Mr. Fox, in fome degree, counter
balance the influence thus acquired, the 
meafure does not appear ruinous to the 
Conftitution. In this, as in every other 
part o f  the momentuoús fubjed under dif- 
cuifion, the people have no intereft in the 
contentions o f  Mr. Pitt and Mr. Fox Their  
mterefts is to preferve the juft balance o f

t \ 2 .. the
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the Conftrtution. I f  this power he ufelefs, 
or mifchievous, in. the executive magiftrate; 
let him, w ho maintains the poiition, openly 
propofe its abolition. N o  man is abfurd 
enough to advance fueh an argument. 
T his ,  like every other prerogative, is given 
for the wifeft purpofcs ; and is more necef- 
fary to a R egent than to a King. T h is  
prerogative is given to the executive m agis
trate, to reward eminent talents and dif- 
tinguiihed public fervice ; and to diifipate, 
in the Houfe o f  Peers, any cabal, deftruc- 
tive to the harmony o f  the three eftates, or 
to the ju l l  rights o f  either. T o  contend, 
that thefe objedls fhall await the death, or 
recovery o f  the K in g ,  is to confider the 
royal authority as the private property o f  
the Sovereign, not as a trujt, conferred for 
the benefit of the people. It is as abfurd, as 
to maintain, that a K in g  ihall not create 
Peers, becaufe the particular exertion o f  

this power may not meet the approbation 

©f his fucceiTor,
T h e  other propofed defalcation o f  royal 

authority, is yet  more monftrous. T o  pre
vent
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vent a düiïolution o f  Parliament, without 
their own confent, is an exad  counterpart 
o f  the a d  o f  the.!ong Parliament in 16401, 
which deluged this country with' blood, 
overturned ,the ;church and monarchy, and 
left this iiland, at the clofe o f  a civil war» 
■éxpofed.to all. the horrors o f  military def- 
potifm. From the change which has taken 
-place; in public affairs, to convene the ex- 
•ifting Parliament annually, is no longer in 
the choice of the executive magiftrate. It 
is an a d  .of'neceffity. T h e  duration o f  the 
feiîion depends wholly on themfelves— on 
their ,own management o f  the public bufi- 
nefs. If, therefore, the executive magif
trate has no power to diflolve Parliament, 
and to appeal to the People, the phrenzv o f  
an hour may irrecoverably deilroy the laws 
and Conftitutiom

T h efe  two meafures feem to be intended 
to concilitate the two Houfes to other mea
fures, hereafter to be adopted. T h e  im
portance o f  the Peerage is encreafed by the 
excluiion o f  new Members, and the repre

sentatives o f  the people acquire an indepen
dent
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dent poíTeíTion o f  their feats, until a lapfe’ 
o f  time ihall reftore the rights o f  the nation 
at large. In the mean time, the temptation 
to the abufe o f truft, in both branches, is 
increafed, becaufe it will no longer be in 
the power o f  the executive magiftrate, even 
aided by the people, to arreft: the progrefs 
o f  their ambition, and to preferve the juft 
balance o f  the Conflitution.

W e ,  w ho are no politicians, have been 
in the habit o f  regarding the Britiih Con- 

flitqtion, as the moil perfect model o f  civil 
liberty, which the mind o f  man has ever 
conceived. Liberty  here appears, according 
to the preiident M ontefquieu, as in a mirror. 
W e , ,  therefore, are not difpofed to reliih 
innovations. W e  are apt to imagine our 
rights may be as w ell  fecured, by the pre- 

fent laws and conftitution controuling the 
executive powers o f  G overnm ent in the 
hands o f  the Prince o f  W ales, as in thofe 
of his father. I f  w e  are alarmed at in- 

lidious attempts to fupplant the Prince, by 
giving him the name o f  Regent, and w ith 
holding the neceiTary means o f  G o v e rn 

ment,
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ment, this alarm is not diminished by the 
procefs employed to produce this effect. 
T h e  King's authority, fignified by both 
Houfes, was the phrafe ufed by the long 
Parliament o f  1640, when they overturned' 
the monarchy, and fubverted the liberties 
o f  the "people. T h e  refemblance is ilriking, 
but the abfurdity is greater— an incapacity 
in the King to ail, is now declared 
by .one vote o f  4he Houfe o f  Commons, 
and a CommiiTion, ■ under the Great Seal} 
prcpofed in another, affirming the con
fient o f that King, to an ordinance o f  the 
two Houfes. T h e  fame artifice, we are in
clined to fufpe£t, is now employed to the 
lame end— to cheat the public ear w ith  the 
name o f  the King as a part o f  the Legiila- 
ture’, while the fubilance is withheld, W e ,  
therefore, intreat to have the a&ual effec
tive ejíercife o f  the kingly power reflored, 
before his fan&ion is given to the a d s  o f  
the two Houfes.

An Addrefs to the Prince, calling him to 
the exercifc o f  the regal authority, in the 
name o f  his father, is io fimple and obvious

a mode
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a. mode o f  reftoring the Conftitutional G o 
vernment to its full vigour, that nothing 
Jefs than the contefts o f  party, and the 
ftruggles o f  ambitious ftatefmen, could, for 
a  moment, obfcurt fo plain a truth. T h e  
Prince has the fame interefts w ith  the K in g  
— the permanent fecurity  o f  the regal prero
gative  ; and the tw o Houfes o f  Parliament, 
excluded from all pretenfions to exercife 
or delegate thefe powers, w i l l  be retained 
jn the interefts o f  the people, in the dif- 

charge o f  their peculiar duties— to controui 
the Minifters appointed by him. T o  this 

objeft ail the laws o f  the country, and the 

priviledges o f  both Houfes are adapted ; 
and i f  w e  do not affc it  to be w ifer  than the 
laws, a crifis w hich  threatened to convulfe  

the kingdom , and overturn the Conftitntion, 
w il l  ferve only  to rekindle our zeal in its 
defence.

A  P R I V A T E  C I T I Z E N .

F I N I S .
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