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On Friday the 25th o f  April, M r. Grey made the fol

lowing Motion : «  That it be an Inflruâion to the 

Committee, appointed to coniider of His M ajeily’s 

moil gracious MeíTage refpeóting the Union be- 

“  tween Great Britain and Ireland, to take into their 

confideration the moil effe&ual means o f  providing 

for, and fecuring, the Independence o f  Parliament.”  

The Motion being feconded, Lord Hawkefbury rofe, 
and fpoke nearly as follows :

J

;



S P E E C H

OF

L O R D  H A W K E S B U R Y ,

& c. & c.

^ ‘ */• ~ * ,5 r t  t n * f T  :

M r . S p e a k e r ,

B E F O R E  I proceed to flate my obje&ions, 

and the principles on which they are founded, 

to the M otion with which the Honourable 

Gentleman has concluded, I am anxious to 

return him my thanks for the fairnefs and can

dour with which he has opened the fubjedt. I 

heard, with the greateit iatisfad-lion, the beT 

ginning of the Honourable Gentleman’s Speech. 

I fully and entirely agree with him, that this 

is a practical queftion ; that it would be mif- 

chievous and abfurd to ground a Reform in
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Parliament on any fanciful idea of proportion, 

or on a difpofition to acquiefce in the wild pro

jects o f men of fpeculative minds or heated 

imaginations ; yet though he itates, and very 

properly enforces, this propofition in the com

mencement o f his Speech, I cannot help think

ing that in the progrefs of his arguments, and 

when he comes to the detail, he falls into the 

very error which he condemns; and that he 

treats the queilion rather as a fpeculative than 

a practical one.

The Honourable Gentleman ilatcs, that the 

operation and tendency o f his Motion, are to 

bring back the Conftitution to its original prin

ciples and pradtice. Before we can form our 

opinion upon this part o f the fubjeft, we 

ought, I contend, to have fome date and period 

fixed, to which we can refer for thefe princi

ples and this pradtice. I with to know what is 

that æra in our hiftory to which the Honoura

ble Gentleman would dire# our attention, that 

we may judge of the Reprefentation of the Com

mons of England in its pure and unadulterated 

fiate. I have no hefitation in faying, that, i f
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he will come fairly to that inquiry, he w ill find 

that, from the earlieft period ot our liiftory to 

the prefent day, the popular influence in our 

government, fo far from having decreafed, has 

been gradually increafing. I h e  inequality in 

our Reprefentation, o f which the Honourable 

Gentleman complains, is not o f modern date ; 

it has fubfifted at all times. If we recur to the 

early periods o f our hiftory, we ihall find that 

there were fome places o f great extent, o f large 

population, and in a very flouriihing condition, 

which did not return any Members at all ; and 

that there were other places proportionably 

fmall and inconfiderable, which were allowed 

to fend Rcprefentatives to this Houfe. It may 

be true, that, in fome inftances, towns which 

once were populous, and lent Reprefentatives to 

Parliament, may have fallen into decay, and 

that fome villages, to which this privilege was 

not accorded, may have become great and po

pulous towns. But are thefe the only innova 

tions, which time and circumilances have made 

in our Conilitution ? Let the Honourable G en

tleman take into the account what changes have 

arifen, and what alterations have occurred in
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the diftribution and divifion o f property. A t 

prefent we all know, that the right o f voting 

at the'eledion o f Members to ferve in Parlia

ment for counties is vefted in every perfon pof- 

feffing a forty ihillings freehold : that right has 

undergone no change fince it was firft efta- 

bliihed ; but the difference between the value 

of money then and now is io great, that forty 

ihillings a year at that time is equal to twenty 

pounds a year at prefent. W e ihould confider 

likewife, that from the increafe o f population, o f 

commerce, and of wealth o f every defcription, 

many towns which did not contain one hundred 

electors formerly, contain at the prefent time 

thoufands.- I ftate thefe things to ihow, in an* 

fwer to the arguments o f the Honourable Gen

tleman, that if  the popular influence appears to 

have loft in fome inftances, it has gained in a 

much greater proportion in others. There are,

I know, many perfora, who entertain very erro

neous notions upon the origin o f this Houfe. 

Reprefentation was originally no part of our 

Conihtution. The Great Council o f the Nation 

confided folely of tenants in capite from the

Crown.
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Crown *• W hen, in confequence o f the divifioa 

of property, the leiîer Barons became too nu

merous to attend conveniently in perfon, they 

were allowed, out of their own body, to fend 

reprefentatives : this is the origin of the Com 

mons o f England ; fo that the principle o f our 

Reprefentation is property. A t a fabfequent 

period of our hiftory, when commerce had in 

fome degree revived, charters were granted by 

the Crown to corporations, and fummonfes 

iffued to certain towns and boroughs to fend 

Members to Parliament. This prerogative was 

principally exercifed for the purpofe o f coun

teracting the influence o f the great L ords; 

but thefe charters do not appear to have been

*  See M agna Charta. T h e  twelfth article ilates that 

*4 no fcutage or aid fliall be impofed, except by the Com» 
44 mon Council o f our kingdom, but for redeeming the 
44 K in g’s body, for making his eldeil ion a K night, and for
*  once marrying his eldeil daughter.”  T h e  fourteenth ar
ticle ilates, 44 that to have a Common Council o f the king- 
44 dom to aiTefs an aid or fcutage otherwife than in the three 
44 before-mentioned cafes, W e will caufe to be fummoned 
“  the Archbilhops, Biihops, Earls, and greater Barons, 
“  perfonally, by our letters ; and befides we will caufe to 
44 be fummoned in general by our Sheriffs and Bailiffs all 

44 thofe who bold o f  us in ch ief”

granted,
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granted, nor thefe fummonfes iffued, upon any 

uniform principle, but folely according to the 

will o f the reigning Monarch ; and from the 

commencement of the Borough Reprefentation 

to the prefent day, it does not appear, as far as 

we have any lights upon the fubjedt, that the 

Reprefentation was more popular in principle at 

any period than it is at prefent. Sir, the H o

nourable Gentleman has alluded to a Procla

mation of King James the Firit, commanding 

the Sheriffs not to fummon Members from 

decayed boroughs. The conduct o f King 

James in the cafe alluded to, has, I believe, 

always been confidered to have been uncon- 

ftitutional : it was the opinion of Lord Chief 

Juilice Coke, and it has been the opinion of 

every great conftitutional authority from his 

time to the prefent, that though the Crown 

could give the right of Reprefentation, it could 

not afterwards take it away; that all political 

rights exifted pro bono publico ; and that, though 

they might originate from the Crown, they 

were ever after independent rights ; and No a i l  

o f the Crown; No aét of the parties, N o ufage 

even could affeft them— nothing ihort of an



À<5t o f the whole Legiilature could abrogate 

them. This was decided in a memorable in- 

ilance in the Peerage, in which it was main

tained that a Peer could not refign his Peerage ; 

becaufe it was a right not granted to him for 

his individual ufe, but that he held it pro louo 

fuhlico, and that the collective voice o f the 

community, acting through the Legiilature, 

could alone deprive him o f it.

Sir, the Honourable Gentleman has ilated 

that it is not fair to condemn principles, fuch as 

thofe which have o f late been eftablifhed in 

France, becaufe they may have been abufed. I 

perfectly agree that there is no principle in 

morals or politics which is not capable o f abufe; 

but I cannot think this obfervation applicable to 

the principles of the French Revolution. I con

tend that the principles o f that Revolution, the 

Rights of M an, as conveyed and explained by 

the leaders to the people in France, and as af

terwards acted upon, are fundamentally falfe. 

W hat were thefe principles ? Equality was 

publicly held out to the lower orders o f the 

people ; Equality in rank and in power ; Equa

lity even almoit unlimited in property. Little

indeed
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indeed has that perfon obferved of human na

ture, who does not know that men are unequal 

in talents, flrength, activity, and, in fhort, in 

every quality o f the mind and body. Govern

ment is not founded on the equality, but is a 

regulation of the natural inequalities of man. 

Artificial inequality has always been confidered 

as the corrective o f natural inequality. The ob

ject of Government and of Society is not to coun

teract that order of things which Providence has 

cftablifhed, and which, do what we will, we 

cannot avoid ; but its objeCt is to prevent thoie 

convuliions which, in a ilate of nature, could 

not fail to arife from the diverfity of the cha

racters, and the violence o f the paffions o f 

men ; to fecure to every one the fruits o f his 

own induflry ; to maintain all the gradations 

in life, from the prince to the peafant ; to re

train  the powerful ; to affilt the weak ; to re

lieve the diftreffed, and to afford to each clafs o f 

the community the greatefl degree of happinefs 

which it is capable of enjoying. Sir, I thought it 

neceffary to fay thus much on this fubject, be- 

caufe I have heard frequent arguments founded 

upon this difference, between the abufe o f the

principles
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principles o f the French Revolution, and the 

principles themfelves ; and in this cafe, it is 

againft the principles that I am defirous o f en

tering my proteil.

W ith  refpe& to the queilion o f Parlia

mentary Reform, we, who have been at all 

times moil adverfe to it, have always admitted, 

that if a practical grievance to a confiderable 

extent could really be proved ; if  it could be 

Ihown that this Houfe, virtually reprefenting 

the People, were not generally in unifon with 

their fentiments and wiihes ; and that the po

pular feeling was not imprefled upon it ; we, I 

fay, have always admitted, that if  all this could 

be proved, it would be a proper ground for 

fome Parliamentary Reform. I likewife agree 

that there may be cafes, where the expectancy 

o f an evil may be ground for Reform, though 

the evil itfelf has not been felt. But fuch cafes 

ihould be aéted upon with extreme caution, for 

by an unneceiTary change we may frequently 

create an evil where none exiils, and where 

our only objeit ought to be to avoid one. T h e 

only really fafe ground o f Reform is a prac-

C tical
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tical grievance, which, if ü is not now consi

derable in itfelf, ihould appear, at leaft, to be 

progreffive. It will not then be thought fur- 

priiing, when we confider all the effects o f 

good government; when we feel and obferve, 

that this Country has for fo long a period en

joyed every bleffing which any country has 

ever enjoyed, and which, perhaps, any one is 

capable of enjoying, that we ihonld entertain 

a flrong prejudice againfl; any alteration in 

the frame o f our Government.

Sir, if  I was called upon to ftate what in my 

idea conftitutes a good government, I fhould 

fay, that the beit evidences of its excellence 

are, the Exiftence o f internal Tranquillity— Ci

vil Liberty— the Power o f Defence againft a 

Foreign Enemy— and progreffive and increafing 

W ealth and Profperity. If I look to the firft 

point, internal Tranquillity, and I confider 

with how few, and with what fmall interrup

tions this Country has enjoyed this bleffing for 

a century, I fee, on this ground, no plea for 

Reform. When I look to Civil Liberty, and 

obferve that no country in the world ever

enjoyed
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enjoyed it in fuch a degree or to fuch an ex

tent, fo pure, fo unreftrained, as this country 

has done from the time of the Revolution ; I 

fee, here, the ftrongeft argument againft Par

liamentary Reform.— If  I coniider the Power o f 

Refinance and Defence againfl: an Enemy, 

which our Government pofleiTes; i f  I review 

the energy which it has difplayed in all wars, 

but more especially in the courle of the prefent 

contell ; i f  I refledt upon its great and fuc- 

cefsful efforts in defending its own territories 

and liberties, and its exertions for the falva- 

tion o f Europe, furely I fee, on this ground, 

a ftrong argument againft Parliamentary R e

form.— If I look to the laft point, to internal 

Profperity and W ealth, I look at our fituation 

in this refped, not only with fatisfadtion and 

pride, but with emotions o f aftoniihment and 

iurprife. Sir, no man’s expectation, however 

iànguine— no man’s hopes, however confident—  

could make him fuppofe that poffible, which 

he fees verified by fait in the progreifive wealth 

and prolperity of the Country. Here then I 

find likewiie the ftrongefl argument againfi: 

Parliamentary Reform. I f  the prefent Coniti-

c 2 tution,



tution, practically coniidered, fecures internal 

Tranquillity, Civil Liberty, the Power of Re* 

fiftance and Defence, and the W ealth and 

Profperity of the Country ; if  we have the evi

dence of experience, that it fecures all thefe 

obje&s in a higher degree, and on a more folid 

foundation, than ever has been done by any 

other government in any other country, where 

or what can be the practical ground of argu

ment for introducing any Change or Reform in 

the Conftitution of the Country ?

The Honourable Gentleman has aiked us, 

whether the Houfe o f Commons, in point o f 

fadt, has been found to be in unifon with the 

fentiments and feelings o f the people ? In an- 

fwer to this, I will aver, that, with very few ex

ceptions, it will be found, that the Parliament 

for the lail century has fpoken the fentiments o f 

the nation ; and that during no period o f the 

century has the Parliament been fo completely 

in untfon with the feelings and fentiments of 

the Country, as during the laft eighteen years. 

Sir, I will not go into any detail o f any former 

period ; but I will contend, that all the wars 

4 in
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in which we have been engaged, have been 

popular in the commencement ; that the Ame

rican war in the beginning was decidedly and 

unequivocally approved of, by the great body 

o f the nation, and that when the ill fuccefs 

which attended it, created a change in the 

public opinion, that change was communi

cated to this Houfe. W ith  reipedt to the 

préfçnt war, the Honourable Gentleman has 

alluded to the Speech o f a Right Honourable 

Friend of mine * , to prove that the Minifters 

were forced into a negotiation by the une

quivocal opinion of the People, againfl their

own opinion, and againfl: the opinion of this 

Houfe. Sir, I do not recolledl what were the 

expreflions o f my R ight Honourable Friend, 

but I poiitively deny the inference which ths 

Honourable Gentleman would draw from

them : I believe it will be admitted by every 

one, that no war was more popular at its 

commencement than the prefent. I agree, that 

at a certain period o f it, when fome changes had 

taken place in the internal itate of France, and 

when the fyftem of terror was fuppofed to 

be overthrown, I agree that at that time dif~

*  M r, Dundas.
ferent
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/erent fhades o f opinion exiiled, amongit fhofe, 

who had fupported the war, refpeóting the 

policy which, under thofe circumilances, it 

would be moil prudent for this Country to 

adopt ; but I am confident, that a great ma

jority o f the Country, as well as o f this 

Houfe, placed full and entire confidence in His 

M ajelly’s Miniíters. I do not admit, that there 

was, on that occafion, any difcordance or dis

agreement between the People and Govern

ment, on the fu bjeétof the Negotiations which 

were entered upon at Paris and at Lille : it was 

impoifible indeed, that His M ajefty’s Minifters 

ihould not feel the rifle to which the fuccefsful 

termination of thofe negotiations would have 

expofed the Country, but they were reduced 

to the neceffity of choofing between two 

evils; and both the Government and the 

Country felt, that as the ilate o f Europe at 

that time would allow them to expeót no af- 

fifiance from any of thofe powers who had 

been our allies at the commencement o f the 

contefl, and as the war could only be carried 

on by extraordinary exertions ; fo that great 

and unuiual lacrifices muil be demanded from

the
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the People for that purpofe, it was wife in the 

firil inflance to try the effect of negotiation, by 

an offer o f fair and moderate terms o f peace ; 

yet fo far were Minifters from differing with 

the People on this occafion, that they antici

pated the fenfe o f the People, and I believe, 

in my confcience, that they entered into ne

gotiation, as foon as the majority o f the Coun^ 

try could have wifhed.

Sir, the Honourable Gentleman has alluded 

to the ftate of the influence o f the Crown in 

the American war, and to the Refolution voted 

by the Houfe at that time, €t That the influence 

€* of the Crown had increafed, was increafing, 

ic and ought to be diminifhed a vote which 

the Honourable Gentleman feems to think was 

not attended with thofe confequences which 

ought to have refulted from it. In the year 

1782, however, a Bill was introduced into this 

Houfe, and pafled by the Legiflature, for redu

cing the influence o f the Crown ; and a ipirit o f 

internal Reform has prevailed in the Govern

ment, from that time to the prefent. I hold in my 

hand a paper, which fhows that, in the year
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1778, the number o f Members in this Houfe 

poflefling places under Government, including 

Contractors, amounted to 118 : in the year 

1800, the number o f Members holding places, 

amounts only to 52 : fo that within thefe twenty 

years there has been a diminution o f the influ

ence of the Crown, in this Houfe, ariiing from 

places and contrats, o f more than one half.

I come now to the application o f this quef- 

tion to the Union with Ireland ; and I am ready 

to agree, that I fhould a£t incontinently with 

the principles! have ftated, if  I did not confefs,
%

that, looking to the fubjedt abitradtedly, I regret 

the neceflxty o f making any change at all in 

the Confiitution of this Houfe. As long as the 

queftion refpeéted Great Britain alone, no man 

could be more hoilile to any innovation in the 

Conftitution of Parliament than m yfelf: but 

the peace and fecurity of Ireland, the integrity 

and flrength of the Britiih Empire, makes it 

neceflary to have recourfe to meafures, which 

on any other ground I ihould think highly ob

jectionable. I f  then, to incorporate the two 

Countries, it becomes indifpenfable that fome

change

( 20 )



change fhould take place in the Conftitution of 

Parliament, it is important to provide that that 

chánge fhould be as fmall as polTible, and ihould 

be made on the leaft objectionable grounds. It 

is a ftrong prefumption in favour o f the Refolu- 

tion now propofed, and the principles on which 

it is founded, that many great.authorities, who 

have been inimical to every other fpecies o f Par

liamentary Reform, have been of opinion that 

it was advifable to increafe the number of 

County Members, or Landed Reprefentatives ; 

and I have never talked with any perfon, who 

was the greateft enemy to Reform, who did not 

prefer, o f all the plans fuggefted, that which 

tended to increafe the number of County M em 

bers, without afFe£ting the prefent flate o f the 

Borough Reprefentation. Parliamentary Reform 

is certainly a wide expreffion : it may fignify, 

when ufed by fome, only a fmall modification 

in the manner o f election ; and it may fignify, 

when ufed by others, a total change or fub- 

verfion of the prefent conftitutional Reprefent

ation of the kingdom ; hence even thofe, who, 

generally fpeaking, profefs themfelves the friends 

of Reform, have differed as effentially from

d each
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each other, as any o f  them differ from thofe 

who have been conftantly inimical to it. 

Some of the Reformers have propofed uni- 

verfal fuffrage; fome have been defirous of 

giving the right o f fuffrage to all houfeholders : 

a fyilem, which, if  not equally extenfive, is in 

principle equally dangerous and repugnant to 

the Conftitution as that of univerfal luffrage : 

I fay, that it is equally dangerous and repug

nant to the Conftitution, becaufe both thefe 

plans would have the fame effedt o f efta- 

bliihing Population as the bans o f Reprefent- 

ation, and not Property. W ith perfons who 

entertain either o f theie opinions, I have no 

ideas in common, and to thefe therefore I  

can have nothing to fay ; I with to addrefs 

myfelf to thofe who have been fupporters of 

more moderate plans o f Reform. WThat has 

been the great argument, which they have ad

duced, in favour o f County, and againft Bo

rough Reprefentation ? Firft, they have faid, that 

the Reprefentatives of Counties muft (except 

from accident) be perfons o f coniiderable pro

perty and influence in the Country, a fecurity 

which you cannot have for Borough Reprefent-

ativesj
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atives ; fecondly, that though many very opu

lent, refpeétable, and independent Members, 

may be found amongft the Reprefentatives of 

clofe Boroughs, yet, that the fituation in which 

they are placed in this H ouis, is very different 

from perfons o f the former defcription. County 

Members owing their elections to large bodies of 

men, muft feel themfelves dependant upon them 

for the continuation o f their feats in this Houfe, 

and are liable to be influenced in confequence 

by the fentiments, feelings, and opinions o f 

thofe whom they reprefent : thefe are the m oil 

weighty arguments ufed by the moderate R e 

formers, in favour o f what they have pro- 

pofed. Thofe who have oppofed all Parlia

mentary Reform, have always urged that no 

practical evil was experienced from the prefent 

ilate o f Reprefentation, and that though in 

theory the inequality o f our Reprefentation 

might be considered as an objeétion, no grie

vance in faft arofe out o f it ; and a great and 

celebrated author* has obferved, that this very 

inequality might have the effedl o f making us 

what we are and ought to be, a deliberative 

Council and Affembly, and not an AlTembly

*  M r. Burke.

D 2  O f
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o f Deputies fpeaking only the fentiments of the 

didtridts by which they were eledted. Let us 

now fee what is the Plan of Reprefentation pro- 

pofed for Ireland: fixty-four Members out o f 

one hundred are to be elected by counties : two 

by Dublin ; two by Cork ; one by the Univerfity 

of Dublin ; four or five by boroughs where po

pular eledtions prevail ; the remainder by the 

principal towns, in many o f which however the 

eledtion is confined to a fmall number of perfons. 

It appears then, that three fourths of the Re- 

prefentatives from Ireland at leaft will be eledted 

in fuch a manner, as to meet the ideas of every 

moderate Reformer, by fecuring the eledlion of 

perfons who are of the greateit property and 

independence in that kingdom ; and who will 

be chofen by large bodies o f men, and conie- 

quently fubjedt to popular influence and con

trol I leave it therefore to the Houfe to 

determine, whether it is not rather to be ap

prehended, that this meafure will have the ef- 

fedt of adding to the influence of the People in 

the Conflitution, and not to that of the Crown.

Í agree that the influence o f the Crown 

ought certainly to be kept within bounds : but

I never
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I never yet heard any perfon affert in this 

Houfe, that, to a certain extent, it was not ne- 

ceflary : the Honourable Gentleman has ftated, 

that he ihould have been Satisfied with the 

Conititution as it fubfifted during the firit fifty 

years of the century; yet during more than 

twenty o f thoie years, a M iniftry were in pof- 

feffion o f power, who, whether juftly or not I 

will not pretend to fay, have been iiigmatized 

more than any other, for having introduced a 

complete fyftem of corruption, and for having 

increafed the influence o f the Crown, to the 

prejudice o f the rights and privileges o f  this 

H cufe : and yet this Government was oppofed by 

the greater part o f the Scotch Members, who 

have been reprefented by the Honourable G en

tleman as the univerfal fupporters o f all M inis

ters* It is lingular that the Adminifrration o f 

Sir Robert W alpole, to which I have alluded, 

is to this day proverbial for influence and cor

ruption ; and this is the period to which the 

Honourable Gentleman would refer us, as to 

the golden age o f the Conititution. It ihould 

be confidered, however, that the influence o f 

the Crown, whether it be more or lefs, carries

al ways
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always an antidote along with it. I f  there are 

thofe, who may be fuppofed to fupport G o

vernment from having places, there are others 

who may be fuppofed to oppofe it, from hav

ing been refufed places. Indeed, Sir, if  the hif- 

tory of thefe tranfa&ions were known, I believe 

it would be found, that the proportion o f the 

latter clafs to the former would be much 

greater than is commonly imagined : I flate 

this as one antidote to the influence o f the 

Crown ; and if, as the Honourable Gentleman 

fays, pofleffion and expectation tell for fome- 

thing, difappointment furely ought not to be 

forgotten in the account.

Sir, I repeat, that when we confider the de- 

fcription o f perfons who will be introduced by 

the Union into this Houfe— when we confider 

their fortune, their independence, and their 

fubjeftion to popular control, we cannot fup- 

pofe, that fuch an addition will in any degree 

affeft the popular influence in the Conftitution.

I have already faid, that I fhould prefer, that 

no change whatever were made in the Confti- 

tution of this Houfe : but we muil weigh and

compare
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compare evils : we muft recolledt that a great 

good ran rarely be obtained, without running 

fome riik : an increafe o f numbers to this

Houfe is certainly an inconvenience : but an 

increafe to a limited extent, appears to me to 

be in itfelf a lefs evil than any other change, 

which could be propofed ; and fuch was the 

opinion o f many wife men, even at a time when 

no neceflity o f the prefent nature exifted for it. 

I am fenfible that Government is a machine 

o f fo delicate a ftruéture, that it is impoflible 

either to add or take away the number o f  one 

hundred Members without fome apprehenfions. 

But when we confider that an addition o f  M em 

bers o f one defcription, neceflarily grows out 

o f  the roeafure o f Union ; when we reflect on 

the manner in which theie Members are to be 

chofen, and how impoffible it is to form before

hand any decided opinion o f the precife e ffe â  

which their introduction into this Houfe will 

produce ; it is furely more wife, with the ex

perience we have o f the conduct o f  this Houfe, 

with the knowledge o f its character, and the 

proofs o f its wifdom, to leave it, in other re- 

ipects, conflituted as it is, and to take our

chance
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chance of the inconvenience of an increafe 

o f our numbers, rather than make an alter

ation lo complicated as that which the H o 

nourable Gentleman has propofed I am 

not furprifed that the zealots for Parliamentary 

Reform fhould take this opportunity to make 

a motion in its favour ; but I think that this very 

meafure o f Union will be confidered, by thofe 

who are friends to Reform only on moderate 

principles, as a ground for renouncing or fuf- 

pending their opinion ; and I am perfectly con

vinced, that every perfon, who entertains the 

fame fentiments with me upon the fubjedt of 

Reform, and who confiders the great benefits 

which the Country enjoys under the Conflitu- 

tion of Parliament, as eftabliihed at prefent, 

will feel it defirable, that the change which 

muft be made in our Conftitution, on this oc- 

cafion, ihould be no greater than is indifpenfa- 

bly necefiary.

The Honourable Gentleman is fond o f 

talking of the Conftitution o f the Country as it

* Mr. Grey propofed, that only 8 ç Members ihould be re
ceived from Ireland, and that 40 of the moil decayed b?-

soughs in this country ihould be disfranchifed.
flood
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flood at the Revolution. Sir, the principles of 

that glorious event I admire and adore. I ad

mire them not only for the vigour, the firmnefs, 

and the fpirit, which our anccfiors difplayed in 

going the length they did, but for the prudence, 

the wifdom, and the caution they evinced, in 

not going farther. T h e principles o f the R evo

lution have been brought forward in defence of 

general refifiance : our anceftors, however, were 

cautious that thofe meafbres ihould not be 

adduced in juilification o f any but fuch an ex

treme cafe as that o f the Revolution itfelf. T hey 

endeavoured to word the famous Refolution, by 

which the Throne was declared to be vacant, 

in fuch a manner as to make it no precedent 

for future ages. They fhowed in the whole 

o f their conduit on that memorable occaiion, 

that the cafe before them was that, which alone 

occupied their attention, and that their objeét 

was to reform practical grievances, and not to 

lay a foundation for dangerous fpeculative im

provements. The Honourable Gentleman fays, 

that he is fatisfied with the Conflitution as it 

flood at the Revolution. Does he think, I would 

aik, that the influence of the People was one

e  t e n t h
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tenth part fo great then as it is at prefent ? I 

do not mean to trace theppogrefs of the Confii- 

tution from diftant periods ; but we all know 

that the powers o f Parliament were, in former 

times, rather occaiional, than permanent ; and 

I think it will be allowed, that it is only iince 

(he Revolution that this Houfe has become a 

conftantly operative and eonflituent part of the 

Government. It was the opinion of a very great, 

and wife man, who formerly filled the Chair, 

which you now fill with fo much honour to 

yourfelf, and advantage to this Houfe and the 

Country ; I fay it was the opinion of M r. Onflow, 

\vhofe fltuation peculiarly enabled him to form 

a correft, and impartial judgment on thefubjeft, 

that the Septennial Act, however obje&ionable 

it had been in principle, had tended moil ma

terially to increafe the power o f the Houfe of 

Commons in the Conftitution. If the power of 

the Houfe of Commons has increafed, the in

fluence of the People over the Houfe o f Com

mons has not increafed in a lefs proportion ; this 

influence has increafed from many caufes, which 

are accidental ; from the general diffuiion qf 

y/ea]th and knowledge, and from the facility of

. com-
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communication between the moil diftant parts o f 

the country ; but it has increafed very peculiarly 

o f late years, from caufes to which, on any 

other occafion, I could not very regularly 

allude ; from the doors o f this Houfe being 

open to the People, and from the confiant pub

lication o f your debates. Thefe lafi: circum- 

fiances have had the effeit o f making the 

People parties as it were, to all the meafures of 

Parliament, even before they are decided, in a 

degree and to an extent, which many wife men 

have thought objedionable.

I f  the Honourable Gentleman w ill reflect on 

all thefe things, if he will fum up the total, he 

will find that the influence of the People upon 

this Houfe, and upon all the branches of G o 

vernment, and the influence o f the Houfe 

upon the Crown, is much more confiderable 

than it was at any former period. This increafe- 

o f popular power I am far from regretting. I 

feel the privileges of this Houfe to be the beft 

fecurity of the liberties o f the People ; T know 

them to have been a' principal caufe o f our 

glory and profperity, and the great fource of

e  2 that
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that energy andftrength, which have enabled us 

to fupport the prefent arduous conteft. Under 

the exifling conftitution o f the Houfe o f Com 

mons, we have experienced, during the laft 

eighteen years, the greateft increafe of profperity 

and power : look at the ten years of peace that 

preceded the prefent war ; you will find a 

period o f tranquillity, profperity, and com

mercial improvement totally unexampled in the 

hiftory of any other country:— Look to the laft 

eight years, you will fee what gigantic exertions 

the Country has been able to make ; what 

energy, what vigour it has difplayed ; how, I

by means of its internal ftrength and refources, 

it has rifen in fpite o f all the attempts o f its ]

enemies; and how it will yet fave the world,

if  the world will be faved. W e have feen thefu i

things; and can we then refrain from cheriihin»-O
the Conititution, and from feeling a repug

nance to any charge, which circumfances do 

not render unavoidable ?

/ «

1 agreed very much with what was ftated by 

the Honourable Gentleman on a former night, 

that the evils refulting from factions, and party

ipirit,

y
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ípirit, were the neceflary confequence o f a free 

Government, and that we could not expeót io 

enjoy the bleflings, without, at the fame time, 

partaking o f the inconveniences o f fuch a fyftem. 

N o good in this world is pure and umnixed. 

Factions are the evils o f free governments ; but 

experience has proved to us, that with a people 

of the reflecting chara&er, and the fober fenfe 

o f the People o f England, the evils are inconú- 

derable in proportion to the benefits. There 

may, however, be countries differently circutn- 

fianced, where the difdvantages may more than 

counterbalance the advantages, and may even 

make the enjoyment o f thoie advantages, or o f  

any other good, impracticable (for we muft not 

give into the principles of the new philofophy, 

which, as they afiume that all men are equal, 

feem alfo to aflam e that all nations are the 

fame). Ireland appears to be in a fituation fome- 

what o f this kind ; the religious feuds that have 

fubfiited there for fo many years, the ftate o f the 

public mind in that country, the jealoufies oil 

the fubjeit of property, the recolle£lion o f the 

paft, and the apprehenfions for the future, 

make it impoffible for Ireland to bear the col-

2 lifion
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lîiîon of contending factions, without ruin to* 

her peace, and ultimate delîruâion to her G o

vernment. Let this Union take place, all Irifh 

party will be extinguifhed ; there will then be 

no parties, but the parties of the Britifh Empire, 

The firength of Great Britain, the Confiitution 

of her Parliament, will, I am perfuadcd, enable 

her to keep all fuch parties in fubje&ion, and to 

fecure to every member of the Empire, the pof- 

fefîîon o f its religion, its property, and its 

laws. Such a Union will give integrity and 

harmony to our whole fyiiem, and will make 

Ireland, in any future conteft, if  ever we ihall 

be engaged in one of fo arduous a nature as the 

prefent, which God avert ! a fource of incalcu

lable energy, Strength, and Support to this 

Kingdom.

( 34 )
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