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P R EFACE

HEN 1 wrote the following Letters, 1
had not the moft diftant 1dea of col-
Je&@ing them togcther ; but {ome of my triends
at the London Tavern and the Qoeen’s-
Arms, have affured me that they have beea
favorably received by the punlic, and have
thercfose advifed me to publith them.—This
1 do, in juflice 1o ry triend the Proprietor,
whoic fentiments on India A fawrs, as conrain-
ed 1n lome of the lettees, may perhaps afford
informanion to thofe, who may have been
mifled by the nfinuations in the Ninth and
Tenth Reports.

A 1 was



PRETFACE

I was alfo induced to colle@ thefe letters
sogether, from having feen the Ninth Re.
port advertifed for fale, and earneftly recom-
mended to all captains of fhips and others,
who were defirous that their friends in India,
fhould be thoroughly and authentically in-
formed of the ftate of the Company’s AHairs.
1 do think it the duty of every honeft man,
to dete® and expofe, as far as in his power,
the falfities contained in that grofs libel,
which was printed fome time ago as 2 pam-
phlet, and 15 ftill publickly fold under the
title of “ the Ninth Report of the Sele&@ Com-
mittee,” and has been repeatedly advertifed
a3 containing an account of the Hon. Warren
Haftings, Efq.

ACITIZEN.
B"‘d's"m.

Sept. 10, 1783,



LETTERS, &c:

LETTER I,
Mr. EptTor,

HAVE lately read two letters, addreffed
to Mr. Burke, by a Major John Scort,
and I find, upon enquiry, that this perfon is
the agent of Mr. Haftings ; and that Mr.
HaRlings has hitherto baffled every attempt
made by Parliament, by Munifters, and by
the Court of Direélors, to remove him from
the government of Bengal, [ muft confefs to
you, Mr. Editor, that | looked up to Mr.
Burke, for many years,as to a fuperior being,
—His eloguence, s learning, his philan-
thropy, and his difintereftednefs, were unquef-
rionable with a great majority of the narion,
as well as with myfelf, His conduét in office
laft
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1aft year, was not, however, quite upon a par
with his former profeffions, and the eagernefs
with which he has purfucd his own intercft,
and the intereft of his relations, fince the me-
morable and difgraceful coalition took place,
has induced me te believe that My, Burke is at
Jeaft as frail a mortal as myfelf.

I know nothing of Mr. Haftings, and I
believed Mr. Burke was alluated by the
purcft motives, 1n oppofing that gentleman.
He reprefented him as the author of the Ma-
ratta war; the caufe of the invafion of the
Carmaric ; and, of all the (ubfequent miferics
and diftrefles, tq which that unhappy country
has fo long been {ubjeét. | was prefest too,
in the gallery of the Houfe of Commons,
when he (o folemnly pledged himfelf to God,
the Houfc of Commans, and his country, to
prove Nir. llaflings a meft notorious deline
quent 5 and when he faid the workd would be
aftonifhed at a Reporc he was foon to bring
farwards. 1 was fo much affected, Mr.Editor,
with Mr. Burke's eloqueot declamation, that
I ccally wondered how any fet of men could
be {0 mad as to prowe@, for a moment, fuch a
fhocking charafer as this Mr. Halings ap-

peared
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pesred o be. I watched with impatienee the
publication of Mir. Burke’s Report; I read it
with attention, but wishout finding proof . of
Mr. Halings' delinquency; though, o be
fure, it did appear to me that he had carried
the power of patronage to.an wnwarrantable
extent, in one inftance, as Mr, Burke ftated it

The appendix I bad not then an: opportuaity
of feeing, as it was not pubbifhed.

When this Mr. Scott’s letters eame ouz, §
fent - ipmediately to Sewell’s for the pam-
phler; I read them, and I muft declare to
you, Mr. Editor, if what Major Scott ad~
vances is founded in truth, he has molt com-
pletely exculpated Mr. Haftings ; but if he
has milreprefented any circumitance, I hope
he will be pumihed with the utmott feverity
of the law. One point [ can vouch for, that
his quorations from the Appendix, which }
have lately read, are very exat; and [ wifh,
Mr. Editor, the condut of his Majefty’s mi-
nifters would, at all times, bear fo fevere 2
ferutiny as the condu& of Mr. Hatlings has
done, particularly in the article of the expen-
diture of public moncy,

I really
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I teally cenceived, Mr. Editer, that Mr,
Haftings had fent Mr.Scott to England, with
a view of fecuring him in the poffeflion of
the government of Bengal, by management, a
word of extenfive fignification; but I find,
upon enquiry, that Mr. Haftings has -
variably prefled for a decifion, without ex-
prefling much folicitude as to what it may be ;
and that Mr. Scott’s fole obje& has been to
defend the chara&ter of Mr. Haftings from
the ungenerous attacks of men, who are eager-
ly waiung for appointments to the Supreme
Council of India. I find too, upon enquiry,
M:. Editor, that fuch is the opinion Mr,
Haftings's conftituents have of his abilities,
integrity, and honor, (and the Proprietors of
India Stock are as independent men as any
in this kingdom) that although the lace mi-
nifters were agantt him § although the Rock-
ingham party, (formerly his firmeft friends)
and thirteen Direétors, including the Chair-
man and his Deputy, were againft him, yet
their united and ftrenuous endeavours, aided
by Treafury letters, could only produce
feventy-five.votes, out of five hundred and
four, for his difmiffion; four hundred and
ewenty-cight voting for his continuance. A

majority
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majority fo confiderable in his favor, muft
weceffarily have had great weight, and will, 1
dare fay, induce every Member of the Houfe
of Commons to examine and judge for himé&if
in future; and not, as | am atraid was the
cafe laft year, depend upon the judgment,
the integrity, and the impartiality of M.
Edmund Burke. Let me again obferve to
you, Mr. Editor, that if Major Scott has,
dared to mifreprefent a fingle circumftance in
his letzers, he ought to be profecured with the
utmoft feverity of the law; if he has not,
what reparation can the author of the Ninth
Report make, for wantonly traducing the
charafer of an abfent man?

beml-}n:.
19,1783,
i A CITIZEN.



LETTER I

Mr. Epitoz,

THANK you for your fpeedy infertion of
my kuter of the 2gth ult.—and I feel fo
well plealed with being ia priat, for the Geft
time thefe fifty years, that I may perhaps
trouble you in future. [ affure you, Mr.
Editor, my attention has been very ftrongly
drawn to the Ninth Report of the Scl:& Com-
mittee.~Our Parliamentary orators have re-
prefented Eaft Indians as little better than
Devils upon earth, and 1 expefted to find
fome proofs of the delinquency of the man Mr.
Burke defcribes, as the firft and moft notorious
of thefe plunderers: I mean Mr. Haftings.
There is but one accufation agaiaft him in the
Ninth Report, which appeared to bear hard
upon him ; and that is what I hinted at in my
laft letter,~——giving a contrafk to the fon of Mr,
Sulivan, the late Chairman of the Court of
Dirce-
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tars, upon improper terms.—T'o be fure, M,
Edutor, it this could have been proved, it
would have funk Mr, Hatinge inithe epinion
ot every honelt man; bur, 10 my furprize
and fatisfadhon, 1 find this tranfaction fo fully
explained, fo completely juftified from , au.
thentic records (unlefs the Appendin:dectives
me) that every honeR man on our fide Tems.
ple Bar, will pronounce Mr, Haftings excul-
pated from the charge of walting the pablic
money for private purpofes.

1 have a very great refpe@, Mr. Editor,
for our moft excelient Confbitution,~-But 1
do think it a misfortune, thatic fhould be
ftrictly conftitutional for a Committee of the
Houfe of Commons to reprefeat a man in
high office, as a very bafe and unworthy chs-
radter, and then to let the martter drop alro-
geeher ;—for in this Nuth Report it is ob-
ferved, ¢ That the Commiitee do not bring
s charges, though their Reporms may furnith
s matter for charges.” And further, “ That
“ they are not obliged to reporst all they hear
* or know upon a fubje@.”—* That it is at
* the difcretion of the pasty sccufed, o re-
« ply, or not, hereafter,”—=Why, what a

B dodirine
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do&rine is this, Mr. Editor 2 What honef¥
man, in future, can fleep in peace in his bed,
who has had any tranfa&ions with the public *
He may be abufed and fcandalized, his.cha.
racer may be attacked,.to anfwer a private
purpofe, as was really the cafe with Mr. Su.
livan and Sir William James ;—and, after all,
a Secretary of State may get upin the Houfe,
_and fsy, the determination of his innocence
muft be poftponed toa futare day 5 by thefe
mcans leaving the malicious part of mankind
to draw conclufions of the guilt of gentlemen
who were ready and eager to prove their in-
nocence. Now in the cafe of Mr. Haftings,
10 be (ure, any man who reads the Ninth Re-
port, will think him guilty : but let the fame
man read the Appendix, and Mr, Scott’s let-
vers, and he will pronounce, as I do, that

Mr. Haftings has been bafely, and fcanda.
loufly treated.

I have feen, Mr. Editor, in feveral of your
papers, and indeed in other papers too, an
account of the appointment of one William
Burke, Efg; to the office of Receiver of the
Balances duc from the Company 1o the Crown:
in India, You have bern fo accurate as w

ftate
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frate the different orders that were iffued from
thence, and the periods at which. they were
iffued. Still, bowever, this affair appeared
o me fo extraordinary, thatd could not give
«credic to it. That a man, who like Mr.
Edmund Burke, hid tatked for many years
of the neceflity of public acconomy; who
had even attackeo the Civil Lt ; who inter-
fered in the donkilic srcangements of our
moft gracious Sovereign, God blels him*
who hai brought 1n a bill 10 abolith fuadry
offices, by which very many worthy faaulies
are reduc d co beggary and want: That fuch
a man, Mr, Eduar, thould have creased an
afelefs office for his coufin, juft to pat three
thouland pounds a year 1nto his pocket, and
to take fo much from the ftute, was, to me,
abfolutcly incredible ' 1 fpoke 19 a brother
citizen yelkerday, a very honeft, worthy man,
who is in the Direétion. 1 atked hum of ot
was true, that William Burke, Etg, was ap-
pointed Mr. Edmund Burkc’s Deputy in
Indiay and if 1t was true that no fuch ap-
pointment did exifl, in the tme of that pro-
tufe Minifter, Lord North, as Mr. Burke for-
merly defcribed him?  He told me, * 11 car-
“* tainly is {0 ; no fuch appoiaument dud caift
" iﬂ
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# in Lord - Nerth's time. 1 have examined
¢ the Records of the Company, and I find
# that #illiem Burke, Efg; was appointed, by
« the Losds of the Treafury, Deputy to
¢ Edwund Burke, Efg; at the recommendation .
% of the faid Edmund Burke, Efq; and that
¢¢ this appointment was- notified to us by
 Ricbard Burke, Efg; a few days before the
¢ death of the Marquis of Rockingham ; and
s I can further tell you, my friend, that the
¢ appointment is worfe than ufelefs—it is
¢, mifchievous.”—Really, Mr. Editor, I can
find no inftance like this, of a wafte of public
money for private purpofes, by Mr, rlaftings,

Broad-firtet,
dg 1 1783,

A CJTIZEN,
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LETTER IL

Mr., Epiton,

Serious and attentive perufal of fome
A late publications, excited my curiofity
in a very great degree, to be fully informed
of the condu of our great men towards Mr.
Haftings, Amongft us old fathioned folks
in the city, he is 2 man, whofe extraordinary
and perfevering charalter has attralted our
particular attention,  All people allow him
0 be a defpifer of money. 1 never heard
of him foliciting a Pecrage, or even the title
of a Baronet of Great. Britain from any Mini.
fter. He has neither family nor parliamentary
intereft, nor has his agent Mr.Scott, attempt-
ed to force himfelf into the Lower Houfe,
that he may meet Mr, Burke upon equal
terms. Our city oracles fay, that Mr. Haft-
ings Yoflefles very great abilities, with un-
common application to bufinefs; and my

worthy
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avorthy friend the Direflor, tells me, that
even his enemics in che India-Houfe, aliow
him to be a found politician, an able ftatef-
man, and a fkiiful financicr, He added, even
the croakers, who would perfuade us all was
Joft, have held down their heads abathed and
athamed, fince we received the accounts of
our Jate fuccefles, and the Moarrata peace. |
dately afked a friead of mine, who has four
votes, and great intereft in the Proprictary,
what would have been the confequence had
Mr, Haftings been recalled in 17822 We
fhould have loft India, he replicd; a new
Governor could not have raifed the fupplies,
and our negociations with the Marratas muft
have been fufpended.  As you with to be ac-
quainted with our politics in Lecadenhall-
ftreet, I will give you a fhort hiftory of chem.
When Lord North lad violent hands upon
the Company, in 1773, Mr. Haftings was the
Governor of Beagal; it was thought pry-
dent to continue him, but twe Geatlemen
powerfully connelted, were fent out in the
Couacil, and upon the breaking out of the
difputes in Bengal, Lord North and his
friends determined to remove Mr. Hattings s
they procured a majority of one vote

amongft
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smongh the Direftors, feveral of whom en-
joyed Government coatrads, to fecond their
views; but the Proprictors overfet the at-
tempts of the Miniftry, and in this virtuous
ftruggle, were even aflifted by the Duke of
Richmond, and all the good men of the
Rockingham party, who ufed to fay in thofe
days, that the Eaft-India Company ought not
to be managed by John Robinfon. You and
I, my fmend, have lived to fee ftrange altera-
wons, The two powerful men, General Cls-
vering and Colonel Monfon died ; then it
was that Lord North thewed a defire to fup-
port Mr, Haftings; and tho' he had taken
much pa.os o remove him, in 1776, yet in
80, and 1781, he was the very man who
propofed him to be continued at the head of
the Governm nt.  Sce, my friead, how mat-
ters arc carried on n this filly country ; for
though Mr. Haft.ngs had committed no
crime, yet his former friends, the Rocking-
hams, dolerted him the moment Lord North:
ook him up'! Thus muatters went on till
March, 1782, You rea.cober with what ad-
vantages the Rock:ngham people then came
in, and in how lngh a bght many of osin

the
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the city held Edmund Burke, the: padegyrift
of thac puty. We were tired of the Ameri.
can war; we heard of nothing but defeats in
all quarters. Many of our friends were fo
far unpofed upon, and led away by the in-
ﬁammatory fpeeches of Mr. Fox and Mr,
Burke, that we believed Lord North to be
the moft extravagant, abandoned, and Aagiti-
ous Miunifter.that this country had ever been
curfed with. To be fure n thofe days, we
never thought thefe three men could kifs and
be friends in lefs than a yeary fo ignorant
we citizena are of high life!| —We gave
the new men credit for every thing they did,
and every thing they faid ; even Lord Reds
ney's recal and Mr. Burke’s attack uponm
him, did not excite the popular refentment;
what then could the friends of Mr Haftings
expe@t ? An abfent man; no family or par.
linmentary ntereft; the falary of his ofRfice
twenty-five thoufand pounds a year; a profe
pe& opening of further removals; for M
Haftings once diipofed of, Mr. Hornby, Mn,
‘Wheler, and Mr.Macpherfon would foon have
followed: The falaries of thefe Gentlemen
amounting to fixty one thoufund poundss
year, independent of the great power and

patronage
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patronage annexed to their offices. Think
my friend, what a temptation to the many
needy dependents of our great men, who
were themiclves, moft of them, at leaft, in
the greateft diftrefs, and in debt to every one
that would truft them ! Such a profpeét was,
indeed, enough to allure almoft cvery gambler
at Brooks'’s, to the flandard of the Minifter,
‘Two Commuttees fitt'ng, the virtuous Ed-
mund Burke, and the immaculate General
Richard Smith, the lcaling members of one
of them. Popular prejud.ces firong; what
then had the Muniftry to fear?  Victory was
fecure , they had only to fix the mode of at-
tack. To be fure there were fome members
of the cabinet, to their eternal honor be it
fpoken, who thought the long and faithful
fervices of Mr. Haitings, his fpirit, and de-
cifion during the war, his reliet of the Car-
natic, and his wonderful exertions in every
part, deferved a betger return than a difgrace-
ful and ignominious removal; but they were
borne down by the weight of the Rockingham
party, and compelied to fubmut. T he teme-
rity and prefumpuon of Mr. taftiags’s ene-
mies did, whut his great merits would not
otherwife have enabled i to do - it left him -

C to
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to fave India. The Minifters orderid e
Directors to do, what the Proprictors in_ the
end would not permit them to perform. Ifa
Bill had been produced in May, 1782, M.
Burke and his friends might have hurried jt
through in a month; but they had fo com-
pletely filenced Lord North, who fearcely ap-
prared, except in defence of Mr. Rigby, that
they did not conceive any body of men would
be hardy enowgh to difpute their pleafure,
when it came forth in the form .of a vote of
the Houfe of Commons. When this vote
did pafs, though the fate of India depended
wpon the widom of it, there were fewer
Members prefent, as our Epfom friend tells
me, than generally attend a common Turn-
ptke Bill. Mr. Johnitone told them then,
that the vote would be nugatory if the Com-
pany differed fiom the Houfe in opmmn; as
to the merirs of Mr. Haftings ; but Mr Fonr,
and Mr. Burke, 1w the heypheof their power
and populat.y, treare i thi wholefone hint
with difregard.  ** Who dare difpute a vote
* of this [loufe?” was the lacoaic reply,
and che minfterial fiat was fent ¢ the Indna
Houle, where thirteen Dire&ors, including
the Chairs, v ere obedient to the mandate. But

now
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now was the time, my friend, for Mr. Fox
and Mr. Burke to find, that they were not
quite fo powerful on this fide Femple-bar as
at Weltmunfter. The independent Proprietors
who owed Mr. Haftings prote@ion and
fupport, sn return for lang fervice, tried f-
dehty, and found mtegrivy, in difficult and
tempiing Gtuations, were determined to judge
for themfelves,  The refult you know, and in
your acxt legter afk Mr. Fox, Mr. Burke,
and e thrtren D rettors of  their party,
¥ iy o por think the Propnietors performe
ed zos 1 rvice to therr country and the Eafa‘
fadi Coap.oy, whea they preferved Mr,
Hafuugs 1 the governnent of Bengal,

Thefe, Mr. Lidicor, it my neighbour’s fen-
timents, and hus words, as nearly 15 1 can res
collect them. You thall have my opi ion in
another detier,

Bread jirees,
Aige 44 1753

A CITIZEN,

.
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L ETTER 1V,

Mzr. EpiTor,

N reading Mr. Scott’s preface to his letters,

1 was a good deal ftruck, by the account
&c has given of Mr. "Buske’s moving for
papers of fo old a date a4 1776, 10 be laid be-
fore the Houfe ¢f Commons, with u view of
making the world fuppole that Mr. Hattings
had atout that ume been guity of fume aét
of delinquency, or at lealt that a difiovery
of former mudeeds Lad then been made. We
all of us know, Mr, Lditor, hiow fturddy
Mr. Buike ftood up 1in the Houle of Com-
mons, 1n defence ot two men, whom four
great lawyers had thought proper objcéts of a
publ.c profecution, and whom the late mi.
piftry had folemnly difmuffed from ther of.
fices. The rcafons afigned by Mr. Burke,
for reftoring ther to therr ftations were “ be-
caufe delinquency had not been proved a-
gainft
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gamft them,” and * that it would be hard ra
punith men urconvidted of any crimes:”—
Now, Mr. Edior, it wae mitural for me to
enquire particuluarly what rroundc Mr. Burke
had for fuppoling Mr. Hallruys to be a de-
linquent, nay, for affirtirg that he was one?
Either thele grouads maft be very ftrong, {
faid to myfelf, ot Mi. Burke muft be a very
bad man — for in onc inftance he reftores men
to refponfinle offices, acaintt whom there
were the firongeft tufpicions of mal praftices,
and in another cafe, he politively pronounces
a Gentleman in high office, a notorious de-
linqurnt, p evious to his even calling for the
proots. Indeed, Mr. Ed tor, the proofs ought
to be very ftrong tw julhity Mr., Burke, n
ufing fuch language.  Mr. Score has already
deiested the falfe ftatement of the opinion of
the feveral laiwyers who were confulted, and
he has proved from their own words, that in-
ftead of advifing a profeguvon, us the Ninth
Report ftates, they actually did the very re.
verfe.  In looking over the appendix, 1 was
much ttruck with the opmion of John Smith
of Drspers Hall, the Company's Solicitor,
a fhrewd, fenfible, long-headed many and if
he, Mr. Editor, gave fuch an opinon in 17%6,

as
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as I now copy from the Appendix to the
Nioth Report, No., 111, A, what, 1 afk
you, and through your means I defire to afk
Mr. Burke, can any Member of Parliament
make of thefe charges in the Autumn or
Winter of 17832

*« Upon the whole of this evidence, 1 can-
# not bring myfelf to think, that there s
“ fufficient ground for the Company to com-
© mence a fuit againlt Mr. Hauings, for re.
“ covery of thofe fums to which my ubfkr-
vations are confined 5 [ mean all the fums
flated, except the Jack and an half upen
which the opinicn of counfcl has been
« taken, The proof is excecdingly con-
fufed ; but when 1 confider the eageruuds
the majority ¢f the councyl have fhewn to
eftablifh thole charges s 1be extraordinary
meafurcs they purfued for the pwpge, the
very eafy mode of proving the faéts o
true 3 the very f{lender proof (if any that
* is given, the obfervation arifing upon the
« face of the proof, and the flat contra-
* diction of Muny Begum; thele various
¢ circumftances, on my mind, amount al-
“ molt to an abjolute comndion, that the ftory

4 cannot

137

«“
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“ rounet be trae. M the falt had been true,
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the perfons meationed by Nundcomar, #s
thofe through whofe hands the firk four
articles were paid, might have bees ex-
armned, and they muft bave proved the
facks; but it does not appear, that any one
of them was called upon, although moft
of them were refident in Calcutta, This
proof would have been eafy and certain g
if any thing had been given for procuring
the Nawbthyp for Goordass, he muft have
known it ; but he was not afked a queftion
upon that fubp@: The only witnefles
that attemipr any proof are Nundcomar,
and hs fon n-law Goordafs, As to Nund-
comar, 1f s bid charafter was not too
well eftablithed, not to deferve credit, the
manner in whioh he rells thes ftory would
deftroy hos ereda.  In the curlet, he avows
making thofe Jiarges agamtt Mr, Hattings,
only becaufe he frared complaings would
be made ag onll hin felf, and becaufe he
was anory at Mr. Hathings thewing difie-
fpet w hun, and tavour (o others, lle
feates the mo.cy ail to have been paid
in Auguft, September, Oftobir, and No-
vember 1572 ; but the letter produced by

“ him
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% him, ih confirmation of this ftory, is not
*¢ pretended to be peceived till 1773, long
“¢ after the payments are pretended to be
** made ; yet the letter imports the requeft of
‘ a loan, to make a payment of One Hundred
“ Thoufand Rupees, If Nundcomar had
* cither paid or engaged to pay fuch large
“ fums for Muny Begum, no doubt in the
¢ Jetter, he is fuppofed to have written to her,
“ he would have informed her of it. I can~
“ not help thinking that this Jetter was forg-
[YY cd.ll

Here, Mr. Editor, 1 have given you Joha
Smuth’s opinion. The fentiments of the
counfelicrs were equally honorable for Mr.
Haflings. "The matter dropped 3 yet at this
diftance of time, Mr, Burke revives 1. In-
deed, indeed, Mr. Editor, thefe are thame-
ful prececdings. Is this to be onc of the
blcfitd effiiéts of the coalition, that Lord
Notth thall afiit Mr, Burke in the perfecu-
tian of fo gret a character as Mr. Haftings?
I cannat think fo favorably of Lord North's
condul as Mr. Scott does; but 1 venture to
prophecy, Mr. Editor, that Edmund Burke
will be as unfuccefsful in attacking the cha-

raler
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taller and hooelt fame of Mr. Haftings, as
he was in defending the men whom he re-
ftored fome time ago to their offices,

When 1 fee fuch fcandalous doings going
forward, 1 cannot forbear (peaking out. If I
go to ’Change, to the London Tavern, or
the Queen’s Arms, [ meet nothing but long
faces: that we 2re 3 ruined nation all men
agree, and if Lord North, by his meafures,
has ot brought ys to this fad pafs, Mr, Fox
and Mr.Buike, by their oppofition, have done
it. 'Who would have thought, Mr. Edivor,
that after fuch bitter enmity, thele men could
have joincd, for no other purpofe than to
fhare amongft themfelves, and their depend.
ants, the httle that is left! Here we feo
Lord North with places for himfeif, his fons,
coufins, and others, 1o a great amount, Then
agan we behold Mr. Burke with plices of
old flanding, or newly created, in the pof-
feffion of hamfelf, his fon, brother, and cou-
fins, to the enormous amount, as I have feen
in print, of 25,500k a year. Then again
Mr. Fox with lus connetions ac the Treafury,
Adwmiraity, &c.—Thus cividing the patron-
age of England amongft them, and not con-

) tented
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tented with that, we have feen Mr. Burke
attacking in a thamefl manner, (as every
man in the city allows, even the few friends
that are Jeft to Edmund Burke alow it) a
man, who amidR all the ftruggle for places
and power in this abandoned country, has
proceeded in a fpirited and honorable dif-
charge of his duty, and has had the glory to
fave India before he knew of the peace in
Europe: That Mr. Burke from intereft,
paffion, envy, and difappomtment, fhould be-
have as he has done, it is not to be wonder-
ed at; but that Lord North fhould a& the
part of Noll Bluff to this Sic Joleph, is ia-
deed molt exrraordinary !

A CITIZEN.

Broad fireet, 6ib Augifl 3783,

LETTER
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L ETTEUR V

Maz. Esitonr,

Dirted yeflerday wich a fend in Sumry,

who has a feat in parharnent, aad in his.
parlour window lay the 1oth. report of the
Selett Committee. % Whar the duce 1™ ex.
claimed I—* saother report from that in-
“ dufiriovs, mpartial, snd indefarigeble bo-
s dy ¥ — Yes," replied tho Member, * andt
“ 3 very fevere one t00.”—* 1 think quite
“ the contrary,” fard my friend, the Pro-
prictor, who was prefent: “1 have read
it with attcation, but can find nothing ix
st to the difadvantage of Ms. Haftiagse ic
will doubtle(s be completely * anfwered ;
but as 1 have fome lude knewlerdge of
India matters, picked up by a conflant ac
tendance at General Courts, readiag all

India pamphlets, and having, for a Bengel
o8-
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correfpondent, a very intelligent young man,
my nephew William; I could not read the
Tenth Report without putting the refleftions,
that gccurred at the timg, upon paper, and
they are at the fervice of my friend the Cin-
2en, if he chufes to make them the fub]e&
of his two next letters,”——To be fure,
Mr. Editor, I readily accepted his offer, and
1 hope the following account will be as ac-

ceptable to your numerous readers, as, 1 con.
fefs to you, it was to me,

¢ Mr, Haftings has faid, and the auth
¢ of the obfervauion will flrike every maa who
¢ attentively reads the Tench Report, That
¢ there is no propofition which the wit of
* man can devife, which the wit of man can-
¢ not find plaufible, and perhaps even juft
¢ caufe of cenfure, by a falfe and paitial re-
¢ view of it ; and [, of all men, may be al.
¢ lowed to dread this treatment, after having
¢ invariably expericnced it in every inftance
¢ of my public life.

The Tenth Report is in fad the {prech
made by General Richard Smith, at a Cours
of Proprictors, onthe 24th of October laft,

enlarged
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entarged and’ improved. 1 remember the-
Generat told us then, that though we would
not hear him, he would take care to be heard
in another place; and [ was prefent. when Be
made his complaint in Parliament, that he
was interrupted by clamour by the Proprie-
tors, though urluckily he forgot to ftate that
he was heard for vpwards of an hour with
grest atrention 3 it is true, the Court would
not patiently attend to & fecond Philippic
from him, on the fame dxy. The Report
ftares what the General then faid, that Mr.
Haftings went up to Benares, with 2 view of
getting  Gfty lacks of rupees, for the Com-
pany, from Cheyt Sing: but being difap-
pointed, he perfuaded the Vizier to feize the
treafures of his mother, for the Company’s
fervice, under the preteace of his having le-
vied troops for Cheyt Sing st the time of his
revolt, cthrough her eunuchs, Jewar Ally
Cawn, and Behar Ally Cawn.”” The General
ludscroully compared thefe men, and their
efforts, to Pachierotti and Tenducci, exching
a revole in London ——This is the outline
of Genersl Richard Smich's fpeech on that
day of eriumph for Mr. Haftibgs, and it 7s
the outline of the Tenth Report wo. In the
Re.



( 30 )
Regort, a4 in the fpeech, there are many anful
appeals to the pafions and prejudices of the
moment ; but the fcfpe@ed compiler of it has
at Jaft calked himlfelf out of sll credic. la-
deed his profefions and his a&ions are proved
to have been fo far ag variance, that men will,
in future, examine for themfelves, and not
take for matter of fa&, the fublime raplodies
of the perfon who prote@ed two public de-
faulcers, and profecuted Lord Rodney and
Mr, Haftings ;—who from being the calum-
nistor, is become the panygenift of Lord
North,—and who eamneftly recommending,
ceconomy when out of place, was the perfon
to folicit the eftablilwment of a finecure
office, when in place, for the emolument of
s near relation. The people of England
having, by fad misfortune, recovered thair
fober fenfes, and feecing how miferably they
were difappointed when they trufted to the
fowery profeflions of Mr. Borke ;——
perhaps  the following plain  narration
of autheatic facts may now be oppofed,
with fuccefs, to the fplendid mifreprefenta-
tions contained in the Temth Report. |
find, by my nephew Witliam's letters, thap
the late Visier died in the month of

January,
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’M l’%m that h'l‘ﬁlm
toa leave behind him above two milllon

flerling, in fpecie and jewels, befidés other
valuable °ﬂ=&&—w
tom ‘of the Eat, were lodged for fecurny in

Of WOmens & nts 3 and by
ﬁ\_n— fell into che the Begum,
the wite of the Visier. When Affolph ul
Dowlshk fucceeded his father, be found a
Jarge srmy grestly in arrcars, chmorous, snd
mutinous for want of pay, and he biméelf de-
prived of hiy father’s treafures, which of right
belonged to'him, was upabie co [atisfy their
jufk demands.  The prefence of the Englifh
army faved bis life more than oace,——Fre-
quent applications were made to the old
woman, the mother of Aflolph ul Dowlah,
for his father’s treafures, but without fuccefs.
In O&ober, 1775, Mr. John Brikow went to
Fyzabad, snd he writes to the Supreme Coun-
cil, Appendix, No. 1,» “ that in explsining
 particularly to the Begum, in writing,
* how impoflible it was for the Nabob so
* condu his governmeat without further
* affiftance, 1 further infinuated to her, that
“ the tresfures fhe poflefitd, were the mres-

“ furts of sbe pate, a3 for had nos faceosded
“ 1
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% to them by any legol right, and that they
“ had been hoarded up w provide apeinf an
“ emergency.”

After fome negociation, the ofd woman
confented to pay thirty lacks of rupees, on
condition Mr. Briftow would engage, on the
fzrt of the Company, that no further de-
siands fhould be made upon her.—This he

‘Was 6bliged o confent 1o without waitiag for
*;; ruétions from the Supreme Council ; and
they approved the meafuce, fince it was abfp-
Tutely neceffary.——There were foveral dil-

'putes between the Begum's Eunuchs and the
Vizier's Minifter, relative to the nature of
effelts which were paid in part of the thirty
lacks and the Begum herfelf wrote a very
violent letter to Mr, Haftings, on part of
Mhich Mr. Francis makes the following ob-
rvation, ** I cannat conceive the (the Be.
% gum) bas the leaft right to interfere in the
% Nabob's government. 1a a country where
Z;mnmno: allowed a free agency, in
the moft trifling domeflic affairs, it feems
“ extraordingry that this lady thould prefume
“ to talk of appainting Minifters, and go-
 verning kingdoma. Upon the whole, [
“ look
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@ Jaok upon the lecter as not of hér writing,
“ who probably caanat read, but as the com-
« pofivon of (ome of her fervantey perhaps
v of the Ewmuck who brings ie,”

The Begum’s complaints were font to Mr.
Briltow, and his obfervations upon them wilt
perhaps throw as much light upon the real
charaller of the Begum, and her Eunuchs, as
the commuttee’s reflc€ions on Lieutenant Cox
lone] Harpur’s evidence, who quitted Bengat
ten years ago, and befote the death of Swyah
Dowish, which event made the Eunachs of
confequence in Oude,

Mr. Briftow fays, ** In making this com-

* plant, the Begum forgets the improper
* condult of her own fervants, who have hi-
‘¢ therto prelerved a toral sndependence of the
¢ Nabol's ausberity, beat the officers of his go-
* vernment, and refufed obedience to bis Pére-
** wannabs,~—The Begum's Eunuchs did
* induftrioufly fpread reports of Murteza
¢ Cawn’s 1l tentions, to bresk into the
* Zenana, and fe.z¢ all the effe@®s and money
« that could be Tound,~—The Begum had
¢ great wnteredt in the late Vizier’s ume.
E “ QOa
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¢ ©On the Nabob’s acceffion, he at once placed
*. the fole management in the hands of Mur-
¢ seza Cawn, which difgufted both her and
“ her adherents, particularly their Eunschs,
“ avbo bave their views in keeping the wealth in
“ the Begum'spoffefin. The principal, Bahar
¢ Ally Cawn enjoys ber entire confidence,™ Mr,
Priftow fends the Supreme Council, with thefe
remarks, a letter from the Begum to him,
which concludes thus, ¢ Caufe the 56 lacks

¢ to be reftored toa me ; do not you then take
¢ any part in the affuir, and then let Aflolph
ul Dowla, and Musteza Cawn, in whstever
“ manner they are able, take fums of money from
“ me.  Theywill then fec the confequences.”

You fhall have the remainder of my
triend’s remarks, Mr. Ediwor, in snother
letter,

Broad-fireet,
Asg. 10,1783,

A CITIZEN.,
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LETTER VL

Mr. Epiror,

Now fend you the remainder of my friend
the Proprietor’s account,

 The agreement between the Vizier and
his mother, to which Mr. Bunftow, on the
part of the Company, was guarantee, was ex-
ecuted on the 1 5th of October, 1775, but it
was not until the sth of July, 1776, that fhe
paid the balance, or gave allignments, and
then the Vizier was obliged to fubmitto a
confiderable dedutlion from the fum fpeci-
fied,in the original treaty. And Mr. Briftow
obferved to the fupreme Council, * the Be.
* gum can make no great claim on the Com.
s pany for prote&ion, when fo¢ berfclf bas ine
“ frimged the condittons of the treaty, of which
‘* they were the guarantees.” In the fame let-
ter,
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ter, dated 2d of January, 1996, Mr. Briftuw
fays, « How far fhe (the Begum) may be
¢ better affeted to the Englith than the Na-
¢ bob, | leave to the confideration of the
%< Honorable Board, from the following faét.
“ On the conclufion of the treaty between
¢ the Company and the Nabob, the Begum
* blamed his Excellency very highly, and
*¢ infifted on his not ceding Benares, offering
“of berfelf a fum of money in licw of it,” =
Mr. Briftow writes to the Begum in reply to
a letter of complaint fiom her. ¢ With re-
¢ fpe& 1o your Highne(s jaghiers, the Nabob
‘ agrees to one method, which s, that you
;jige them up entirely, and inifead thereof
“receive a menthly ftipend, through the
* channel of any perfon you chocf: 16 fix on;

¢ for the Nabob obferved to e, thut twe
* yulers were too much for one . utry By

4 this propofal, the Nabob is defi. uus of pro-
* moting your Highnefs’ quict, tranqu.lticy,
* and farisfaltion. The Nabob fays that in
" this cafe you will have no vexation, and
“will conftantly receive your ftipead with-
* out trouble.”

This



¢ )

This extra® proves that the idea of re-
fuwning the Begum’s jaghier was entertained
as eariy as 1776 by the Vizier, and not, as is
infipuated in the report, mentioned to him,
for the Arft time in 1781, by Mr. Haltings.

The Vizier however could not procure his
mothet’s confent, to accept an annual fum
in lieu of her jaghier, and her Eunuchs were
in pofie@ion of very great power and influ-
ence, till the time of Cheyt Sing's revolt, Hen
a@vity 1n his behalf, is proved beyond the
pofibility ot a doubt—Iler difaff:tion, and
the intrigues of her Eunuchs were equally
well proved.  Was not Mr. Haflings, under
fuch circumflances, friétly juftifiable in with-
drawing our gusranter, and by that means
ensbling the Vizier to pofefs himflf of thofe
wreafyses which were his undoubted right,
and which were to be applicd to the prefling
gugencies of the Eaft-India Company?
However pathetically Mp. Edmund Burke
way saik of thele macvers, bis pretended hu-
wanity will no longer deceive in the Cirg 4
sl my nephew, William, affyicd me in one
@f his laft detters, that we owe the preferva.

tipn
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tion of India, to the confiderable fum of fe-
ven hundred thoufand pounds, whith we re-
ceived from the Vizier in February 1782,
that he could not have paid this money, ex-
scept from the hoarded treafures of his de-
¢eafed father, and thofe ought to have been
in his poffeflion many years ago, fince the
Begum, had not the fmalleft right to retain
'ﬁf ———This is the true ftate of a tranf-
which the mgcnuny of the compiler
of the tenth report, has turned and twifted fo
88 to bewilder a man of common underftand.
ing. An old lady immured by cultom in a2
feraglio for life, was permitted by us, to re-
tain a large treafure, the property of her
fon; the employs this money, and her exten-
five influence, in oppofition to the Britith
t—She 13 compelled in conle-
quence to relinquith the treafure — no further
violence is offered, vor are her Eunuchs ill
treated, though well deferving an exemplary
punithment, Leaft the term Eunuch thould
infpire my worthg, fellow citizens with the
idex of a poor, miferable, fqueaking, Italian
ballad finger, 1 will copy an account of a

difturbance excited by an Eunuch in Oude,
as
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as it was fent to me by my nepbew Wil-
liam, in 1776.

Cojee Buffaun a cemplese Exnuch, was the
favorite general of Sujah Dowlah, and vesy
well known to General Smith and Sir Robert
‘Barker, His influence at the court of Oude
was confiderably leflened by the death of
Sujah Dowlah, though he was continued by
his fucceffor at the head of a large body
of his forces, He was jealous of Murteza
Cawn, the favorite mimiter of Aflolph ul
Dowlal, and was fuppof:d to have entered
into engagements with Saudut Ally and the
Begum, for the depofition of the Nabob, and
the deftru@ion of his minifter. In Decem.
ber, 1775, Cojec Bullaun, according to a pre-
concerted plan, invited the minifter, Murteza
Cawn, 10 an etcrtainment with feveral of his
principal friends. The Company drank hard,
the dancing girls were called in, and,3fter ¢
lictle time, Murteza Cawn, the prime miai.
fter, was carried in a ftate of wtoxication in-
to another room, and there inhumanly mur-
dered.— After perpetrating this fhocking act,
Cojee Baffaun, with his fword drawn, ruthed
into the prefenca of the Vizier, and was ad-

vam:ing
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ancing sowardy his perfon, cither to feise
him, or to put him-to death.— Buflaun had
drank hard himfelf, and betrayed fuch ftrong
riiarks of confufion in kis coentenance, that
the Yizier with great prefence of mind called
out * Will no one rid me of this traitor ™
twenty fwords were drawn, and m an inftant
Cojee Buffaun was cut to pieces. Seudus
Ally fed with a few of his confidentisl st-
tendants, nor were the parties concerned in
the plot ever difcovered; fo far is clear,
Murteza Cawn, the Vizier's prime minifter
was murdered by the Eunuch, Cojee Boffaun,
who was himfelf put to death by the Vemier's
attendants.—I relate this fa@ co prove that
Fumuchs in India ave bold, intriguing, and
enterprifing men, nor was it right in Generat.
Smith to attempt to millead us, by compar-
ing them to Pathioretti and Tendueci; he
knew better, though fome of us perhaps did
fut.

In the tenth report there are fome
upon a tranfaltion, which 1 theught cou
aot be related to the diferedit of Mr. Hafk:
ings. He received a profent of ten lacks
rupees from the Viazier and his mimiters,
tok
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1old the Qompany of it. He received other

prefencs, §a the ampyac of nine lacks gogre,
making ip ali one bpadred and ninm;%
1and pounds fterling. This large fum he
paid into the Company’s ircalury. e dosy,
g even touch a farthing of the intereft ‘of
i, inftead of retanaing the pripcipal, which
would bave cnablal hup to vye with the
gamblers ar Hrooks's, to be ragked as 3 comp
panion for princes of the blaod royal of
France, and o have procured bimfelf apnd 3
few of his inends, [cats in a certain affembly,
@k the mxt gemwral ediign, by brivery. The
compuer of the tenth report bas had wit and
ingenuity enough 0 find qut that * whep
* thele falts oecome kagwn 1p Indie, it ig te
“ be feared that the fervangs of the Company
“ will be indiped 19 Jeflen ther FEYATENGS
£ and refpr@ to shole acts of parliageng
* whwh were made o reflrgin them i pur-
* fuse of weaith; and that they will be aps
“ w recopule to ther own minds, any deyig-
' tion from a (ol uhedence, by quoting
“the cxample of the GavernorsGeneral, #
‘3 wile by which they may guide theis gwe
8 cwu&, ”"”

F 1 con-
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{ conceive it impoflible that a tranf:Qicp
fo honorable to"Mr. mngs in every point
of view, can operate to the difadvantage of
the ftate, unlefs indeed, the fervants of the
Company feeing that a2 man who has ferved
faithfully and honeftly for above three and
thirty years, and when he has every reafon o
beheve his fervice is drawing towards a clofe,
candidly declares that he has received pre.
fents to the amount of one hundred and ninety
thoufand pounds, and accounts to the public
treafury for every fhullirg of the pimcips
and interelt, of fuch a man, inftead of receiv.
‘ing trom his conftituents a part of this fum,
a life intereft in a part of it, ot even the molt
tnfling mark of approbacion, fhall lave the
mortification to be abufed for fo fingular un
At of difintereltednefs and ntcgrity ; if this
‘tranfa&@ion Thall be mulrepretented without
doors, and be the fubject of a parliamentary
Reporty if that Report thall be prefented to
the Houfe of Commons by a man who ferved
in Bengal four years and feven months only,
in a ftation inferior to Mr. Haftings, but who
'was permitted by the Court of Direftors to
retain a prefent to the amount of thirgy -6y

thoufand
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thoufand pounds, although he attually made
the Company pay for all the prefents he
made n his public charaler, to the amount
of above fixtcen thoufand pounds, and 1o
~tained in his own hands thofe he received in
“returg s if, | fay, the fervants of the Come
pany obferve, how unequally rewands, and
commendations are conferred upon different
men, as the fpint of party, rather than that
of jultice prevaiki; then, and then only, can
this honorable a& of the Governor-General
operate to the difadvantage of the ftate, by in.
ducing theCompany's fervants in India to be.
Jieve, that no reftitude of condud can fereen
them from the malignant invectives of par-
ty malice, patriotic fpleen, and interefted
mifreprefencation.”

-‘Ehefe, Mr.Editor, are my friend’s remarks,
I will give you my homely fentiments in
another Letrer,

Bread prent, Augaf 11,1783,

A CITIZEN,



LETTER VI

Mr. Epiron,

M ¥ Pood friend and neighbour, the
Pioptietor, called vpen me 1alt night,
%ith fome forther refmirks upon the Tenath
Repore, which 1 now tranferibe, not doubt-
fog bt that you and your Readers will be
Afiufed and inftrulted by them,

« T cannot help roticing a very curious af.
fertion contained in the Tenth Report:
¢ That the ‘decifion of the Court of Plirec-
tor8, is to the ¥en 12cks of Rupees given By
the Vizier and his Minifter to Mr. Fuftings
was very unjuft.,” It appears ta me thac
thefe five or fix virtuous Reporters (not pof-
icﬂ'm‘g amohg thém a fhilling of property in
Jndia-fiock ) would perfuade the Court of Di-
re&ors to return this money, becaufe they re-
prefent the Vizicr 16 be a vaffal of the Com-

pany’s
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pany’s. Surely neither the Chairtmas, Sir
‘Henry Fittchitr, nor any of the Due&omwm
permit onk of two men behind the crtdin
manage the affaits of the Eatt-ludie Com
piny. If any perfon fhould propofe, either
irt a Coutt of Direfors, or in & Committes
of Cotrefpondence, to fend orders to the
Governor-General and Council, ¢o-pay back
thefe wen lacks of Rupees to the Visier, we
fhould be 2t no lofs to gues from whet quar-
wr that perfon, bringing fosward futh a pro-
pofition, was advited and direfted; but
fhould a fingle Direftor adopt the ideas of
the Sele&t Comminte, after having given of-
ders Teveral months ago upon the fobyed,
which were highly propet (becaufe they do
not preclude the Eaft-India Company from
vewarding hereafrer the important fervices of
Mr, Haftings) I hope there will be firmonels
énough ih 3 majoricy of the Dire@ors o re-
(it the propofitian. IT we are to adopt this
wild idea of Mr. Burke, let us a& confiftent-
%y. That gentleman's humanity is fo fub-
Rrvient to his party views, tha from him
partial juftice cnly can be expeQed: but der
we afk General R.chard Smich, ¥ the Em-
peor Shaw Allum, the King of the workd,

Was
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was not 3 vaflal.of theCompany, and as poor
#s any king upon earth, when the Gegeral ac-
cepted prefents from him? Why not require
the General to return them all 2 1 believe the
eafh would be very acceptable to his Ma-
Jetty, for my nephew William, writes me,
that from the time he gquitted the Enghth,
he has fuffered the greateft diftrefs, Why
not order the Company to pay his arrears of
tribute, for we have fome patriots amongft us,
who fay we had no right to withhold it?
Why not pay back to the poor diftreffed
unhappy Nabob of Arcot, fome of the mo-
ney that the Company has taken from him ?
and why not call upon many Englith gentle-
men to refund the prefents they have received
from him? Let us, for God’s fake, be a-
mufed with no more of thefe rapfodies
Mr. Haftings is not a man to make ufe of
unfair means to procure prefents to himfelf
he has too much fpirit, and too great a difre-
gard for moncy to obrain it by improper
means; if the Company thinks proper to
rerain every fhilling of the money reccived,
amounting to 190,000f. for thtir own ufe,
let them do it; they have a right to it; bur

let not the ingenuity of Edmund Burke per-
fuade
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(aade the Chairman or any other Direflor of
his party, that we fhall be difgraced, if we
do not pay to the Vizier and his Minifter, the
ten licks of Rupees which they gave to MF.
Haftings in S-prember, 178.. 1 believe there
1s not 2 more diftrefled Prince in India, than
the Raja of Tanjore ; why not call upon the
farmly of the Burkes to refund all that they
have received from him ¢ and, ro complete
with equity, this fyftem of reformation, let
us fend tranfports from this country, let us
cmbark every Englithman in Iadia, and let
us 10 future appear there in the charaer of
traders only. 1f we are nnt already Gk of
the Uiopian fchemes of Edmund Burke, let
us give the world a fure proof of our moder-
ation.  Having lo® America, let us abandon
India. 1 remembét the time when General
Richard Smith poffefled a very large pro-
purty in India-flock, and when he withed to
be thou ht the prowor of the rights of the
I aft-lndia Company. He has now fold out
even hus fingle vote, has declared we are not
fulvent, and has exerwed himfelf by every
poifible means in his power, both in and out
of Parliament, to remove Mr, Haftings.—

Surely
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Syrely, neither Mr. Fox, or any ether M..
mifter wi]l think of defiring the Dire&ors 1o
employ a perfon in future, who has been fo
hoftile to us.”

Flers, Mr. Editor, I have givea you my
#riend’s account at length.—I am a blum
citizen, but in my opinion it is very curious
that the Scle@& Committee fhould fix upen
Mrs. Haltings’s prefents as the only ones that
gught to be returned. To be fure, Mr.
Editor, it is very generous of Mr. Burke and
General Smith, to difpofe of other people’s
money as they do, I wilb [ could fve them
give up & little of their own with all my
heart : a plain man like me muft wonder
bow this money bufinels can be a proper ob-
je& of enquiry for a Compnittee inftrulted to
exguire into the ftate of sbe juaicature in Bengal,
and how the Briyb poffeffiews 1n India may be
beft governed.” ——1 he Court of Proprietars
are much obliged to thele gentlemen for their
laudable zeal, and I hope, in return, they
will appoint William Burke, Efg; the Tan-
jore agent, a Supreme Counfellor ; and Ge-
neral Smith, to the ggwernment of Bombay.

As
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As you may not hear from me again fora
month or two, Mr. Editor,” [ cannot avoid
copying, for the edification of your readers, a
few lincs from a very extraordinary book juft
publithed, entitled, Tbe Life of Mr. Fes,—
*¢ But the public was peculiarly charmed and
« firuck with admiration, by the generous
st and difinterefted patriotifm of Mr. Burke,
« 8c. 8c. 8c.—1 will not furfeit you by 2
longer extra&t, but I with to know if Ed-
mund Buike’s coalition with Lord North,
and fecuring to himfelf and his family 25,5001,
a year, are proofs cither of dilintercftednefs or
patriotifm ? If by the Public, the writer
means the Citizens of London, or the People
of England, 1 believe, Mr. Editor, they deem
all Patriots in the Miniftry, men of words and
not of deeds, having been fo grofsly duped
and deceived by the very belt of them,

Bress-prec,
Mg, 18, 1783,

A CITIZEN.

m.m



