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LETTERS &c

LETTEQR L
To the Right Honourable EDMuND BURKE.

SIR,

OVERNOR Johnftone has fo fully
replied to the illiberal and unjuftifiable

abufe which you beftowed upon Mr,
Haftings on Monday, ghat I fhall make no
further obfervations @pon it. It will not
excite furprife in any man of the leaft re-
fleGtion, that you fhould depreciate the cha-
rater of the ftatefman who has hitherto
had fo great a fhare in preferving our pof-
feflions in India, when he confiders that for
feven years you abufed your noble friend
Lord North, in the grofleft terms, becaufe
he differed from you in politics; that you
Az accufed
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accufed Lord Cornwallis of facrificing the
lives of thoufands in Virginia, whofe quiver-
ing limbs you faw—or feemed 10 fee, hang-
ing upon every tree in that province; and
that you would have prevented the return
of Lord Rodney to the Weft-Indies, in
1782, becaufe he had done his duty at St.
Euftatios ; nay, that you would have tried
him by a Court Martial, becaufe Count De
Graffe had afferted, in hisdifpatches to France,
that he had offered the Britith Admiral battle
in 1781, which he thought proper to de-
cline, With a knowledge of thefe fats be-
fore us, which the moft fanguine of your
friends can peither palliate nor deny, know-
ing too, that your relation Mr, William Burke,
the Paymafter of his Majefty’s forces in
India, is the avowed agent of the Raja of
Tanjore, we account from interefted motives,
as well as from the impetuofity of your
temper, for the violence of your condu&
to the Governor General.

But what offence have you received from
the great body of the Company’s civil and
military feryants, the Free Merchants, &c.
who refide in Bengal, that you fhould
attack them with fo much feverity? I will
take upon me to affert, ‘that the fmall for-
tune which I obtained in the courfe of
fifteen years fervice in Bengal, (and Ea:m
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pofitive I can fay the fame of the fortunes
of my cotemporaties, ) was as honourably
and as fairly acquired, as that which you may
now or hereafter poflefs ; and I affure you, Sir,
Inever ated either as agent to an Indian
Raja, nor did I ever hold fo ufelefs, fo un-
neceflary, or fo advantageous an appointment
from the Eaft-India Company, in the fifteen
years I was in their fervice, as that which
the late Marquis of Rockingham beftowed
upon your Coufin Mr. William Burke laft
year. It is not impoffible, but that one
thoufand or fifteen hundred pounds of my
little fortune, may be remitted home next
year, by that mode which you have cenfur-
ed fo feverely., Many of my friends may
alfo have a fhare of the remittance. 1 will
therefore ftate it fairly as it is, and I will
even leave you to judge if there is any thing
in the tranfaction we need to bluth at, The
Governor General and Council were obiiged
to borrow money for an inveftment, to fup-
ply the European market, to prevent the
manufactures ftanding ftill, and the diminu-
tion of the revenues. There were orders
from the Company in force, that their
fervantsin Bengal (hould not draw upon them
beyond a certain amount. The firft idea there-
fore was to fend home cargoes to be fold on
account of thofe Gentlemen who advanced

money
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money in Bengal. This fcheme was cer-
tainly liable to many objeions ; thefe were
forefeen, and the Supreme Council who had
adopted the fcheme on the 8th of April laft,
relinquithed it on the 1oth of May, for
the more eligible mode of granting Bills on
the Di eCtors at one and two years fight,
and fending the cargoes to Europe on the
Company’s account. The terms were as
follow : That thofe who fubfcribed the mo-
ney,{hould be allowed 8 per cent. intereft(the
Jegal intereft of the country is 12 per cent.)
from the time the cath was ci)aid, to the day
the Bills were granted ; and the exchange
was to be two fhillings the current rupee.
Now, Sir, is it poffible that you can blame
Mr. Haftings and the Supreme Council,
who propofed thofe terms, or the Company’s
fervants, who accepted them, and at the fame
time call General Richard Smith your Ho-
nourable friend, who a®ually propofed, on
the 25th of September, 1769, in the hour
of peace and tranquillity, to grant bills upon
the Company at the rate of two f(hillings
and three pence the current rupee, and 4 per
cent. intereft in England, till the time of
payment, being above twelve per cent. more
favourable to the bill-holders, and of courfe
fo much more difadvantageous to the Com-
pany, than the prefent remittance.

The
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The pfopofal of your Honourable Friend
was not then accepted, though he very
firongly urged the propriety of it ; but cn
the 23d of O&ober following, at the dif-
tance of twenty-eight days, the {cheme was
again brought forward with the General's
confent and approbation, and accepted with
this difference, that the bill-holders were to
have but 3 inftead of 4 per cent, intereft in
England, fiom go days fight to the periods
of payment, and to be allowed 8 per cent.
intereft in Bengal, from the time the cafb
was paid into the Company’s treafury, to the
day the bills were granted ; the very circum-
fance in Mr. Haftings’s remittance which
appeared to ftrike you with aftonithment.
Your Honourable Friend the General re-
mitted above eighty-three thoufand pounds
by the channel he had fo ftrongly advifed
the Council to adopt.

If you will be at the pains to read the
letter which Mr. Francis (the Gentleman
whom you intend to fend out Governor
General of Bengal) wrote to the Court of
Dire¢tors on the 19th of November, 1781,
you will find that he recommends it to them
to authorife the Supreme Council to draw
upon the Company at the rate of two fhil-
lings and one penny the current rupec; fo
that Mr. Haftings and his Council, after all,

muft
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muft be allowed the merit of getting money
upon better terms than Mr. Francis had re-
commended, as equitable for one party to
offer, and the other to accept;
J. S

April 28th,
1783.

LETTER IIL
To the Right Honourable EDMuND BURKE.

S IR,

OUR candid, humane, and rational de~
fence of Mr. Powell and Mr. Bem=
bridge gave me great pleafure. The re-
fentment which you exprefled, when the
words‘“enormous offenders’ were applied to
men unconvicted of any crimé, was manly
and juft. But while I applaud your inters
pofition in favour of Mr. Powell, becaufe
delinquency bas not been proved againft bim,
becaufe it would be bard to condemn a man
Jrom ex parte evidence, what excufe can be
offered for your ungenerous treatment of the
Governor General of Bengal ? 1 would afk
you, Sir, if that gentleman has been heard
in his defence? I would atk you, what

crime has he committed, that you fhoul;il
ca
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call him, upon all occafions, “ a moft no-
torious delinquent > You have, it is true,
repeatedly pledged yourfelf to prove his de-
linquency ;5 but when Governor Johnftone,
on Monday laft, ftated the indecency and
impropriety of your abufe of a man wncon-
viled of any cffence, and exprefled the readi-
nefs of Mr. Huftings’s friends to reply to
any charge you could bring forward, you
direCled the Cletk to read the retolutions of
the Houfe of Commons, as your juftifica-
tion for having ufed fuch harth and unwar-
rantable expreffions.

I will fuppofe for once, that thofe refolu-
tions had not paffed when there were but 28
Members in the Houfe, that the Rockinge
ham party was not in the zenith of its power
at the time, and that no previous converfation
had been held between Sir Adam Fergufon,
General Richard Smith, and yourfelf, fill
I am at a lofs to conceive, how thefe refolu-
tions juftify you,in calling Mr. Haftings a““no-
toriqus offender.” They condemn the Coyrt
of Dire¢tors, Mr. Haftings, and Mr. Hornby,
for their politicalconduét;andas they ftood ori-
ginally,theGovenor General was faid to havé
alted, in a certain inftance,fram an “interefted
partiality to the Vizier.” Mr.Powys objected
to the word ¢ interefted,” thinking it con«
veyed an idea of corruption on the part of
Mr. Haftings. Such an idea was inftantly

B dife



( 1)

difclaimed, and the word < interefted” was
changed to‘“unreafonable :’ admitting, there-
fore, that the refolutions were well founded,
I muft @il infift upon it, that Mr. Haftings
was never accufed of delinquency by the
Secret Committee, I am, however, of
opinion, that the refolutions, as far as they
affe® Mr. Haftings, have been fully and
fairly refuted.

Has the Sele&t Committee proved Mr.,
Haftings guilty of delinquency? Certainly
they have not,and I refer you to the Letters
of ““Detector” for a complete and fatisfalo-
ry reply to every infinuation contained in
them. You have threatened us with a re-
port that is yet to come forward, I under-
ftand it is entirely confined to the trade of
India. Whenever you produce a charge,
it fhall be anfwered ; but I earneftly intreat
you, Sir, to thew that candour, fairnefs, and
decency to the Governor General of Bengal,
which you think due to Meflrs. Powell and
Bembridge; do not in future call Mr, Haft-
ings a ““ notorious offender,” uatil you have
proved him one.

It is above a year ago, fince you told Ma-~
jor Scott there was a diret charge of cor-
ruption againft Mr, Haftings ; but although
you were prefled to bring it forwards, I have
heard no more of it.

At



(1)
At the eve of an eleGtion Mr, Sulivar
and Sir William James were faid to have
falfified the records of the Company, A
letter was written to feveral Proprietors,
which was fufpe@ed to come fiom the
Treafury, in which the moft unwarrantable
liberties were taken with the characters of
Gentlemen *“ unconvitied of any offence
but zbey carried their ele@ion, and we have
heard no more of falfificd Records.

May 3, 1783 1. s

LETTER I
To the Right Honourable Epmunp BURKE,

S IR,

N a letter, which I did myfelf the
honour to addrefs to. you a few days
ago, I flatter myfelf I proved, that Mr.
Haftings, in a feafon of war and diftrefs, had
negociated a remittance more advantageous
for the Baft-India Company, by above 12.
pet cent. than that which General Richard
B2 -
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Smith recommended in the time of peace and
tranquillity. Permit me now to compare the
¢ondu@ of Mr. Haftings, and your honour-
able friend, in another inftance ; and I truft,
I fhall be able to convince you, that even in
this cafe, Mr. Haftings has been more fcru-
puloufly attentive to the orders of the Com-
pany, than the General : if I can do this, I
am fure you will retrad the cenfure that you
have already pafled upon the Governor
General, fince you have been more than
commonly wirm and eloquent, in defence of
your honourable friend, when his condult
has been under difcuffion, and the General
has not neglected to remind us repeatedly of
¢ the uniform tenor of his a&ions,” * hi.
¢ confcious integrity,” ‘““and the regard he
¢ has ever paid to his own honour,” Thefe
declarations you may find recorded, in al-
moll every letter he wrote, when he filled a
public chara&er in India.

" In the month of Ocober, 17°, the
Vizier and his Minifters offered Mr. Haftirgs
the fum of ten lacks of rupees, which he ac-
¢epted.  So much of it as he then received,
Le expended in the public fervice. He in-
formed the Dire@ors he had done fo; he
told them, that the remainder fhould be paid
into their Treafiry, as foon as he recerved
it, and to them he left the difpofal of his
meney. Abovt
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About the middle of the year 1767, hig
Majefty Shaw Allum made General Rich-
ard Smith a prefent of two lacks of rupees.
The General took the cafh, but gave his
bond and fecurity to the Council to refund
it, provided the Directors would not permit
him to retain it for his own ufe.

In January, 1768, the General paid Sujah
Dowlah a vifit at Fyzabad. The cuftoma-
fy prefents of horfes, clothes, &c. were made
by him to the Vizier, and prefents fuitable to
the General’s rank and ftation were receiv-
ed by him in return. In the courfe of the
vifit, in order to fhew the world their
friendly difpofitions to each other, the Gene-
ral prefented Sujah Dowlah with bis bat,
and received in return the turban of the
Vizier, but refufed to accept a prefent of
two lacks of rupees, which, as he fays, the
Vizier repeatedly prefled upon him.

In June, 1769, a letter was received from
the DireCtors, by the Council of Bengal, in
which they fay, they carnot permit General
Smith to retain the prefent the King bad
made him, becaufe it is univerfully known,
his Majefty is lefs able than any Prince in
Indoftan to make prefents; but fthould Sujah
Dowlah renew his offers, they have no ob-
jetion to his receiving that fum from him.
‘This paragraph was fent to the General at
Allahabad. On
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On the 7th of September, 1769, the
General, being then in Calcutta, produced to
the Couricil two letters, aathenticated as
tranflations from the originals, by the figha-
ture of Mr. C. W. Bougliton Rous, the one
from the King, the othec from Sujah Dow-
lah, ‘The latter contained in fubftance, that
Sujah Dowlah had effered the General two
lacks of rupees fome time ago, which the
General would not accept ; he adds, he is
very happy to find there wili be no impro-
priety in his accepting that fum now, as the
DireGors have given their confent, and he
offers to repay to the King the two lacks
which his R’Iajeﬁy had given to the Gene-
tal two yeats before. Tbis letter was receiv-
ed the 24th of June, 1769.

The letter from the King exprefles fur-

rize and concern at the idea of receiving
back what he had once given away; and
concludes by faying, that Sujah Dowlah had
paid to the Royal Treafury the two lacks of
rupees which his Majefty had given to the
General in 1767.

This letter was received the 3d of July,
1769. Thefe lpapo‘:rs being read and enter-
td, the Council delivered to General Smith
his bond anbd the bonds of his fecurities ; and
thus was the bufinefs adjufted.

Now, 8ir, from this authentic ftatement,
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you will perceive how differently Mr. Hafs
tings and your honourable friend have atted--
not that I mean to impute the fmallcft de-
gree of blame to the latter, very far from jt;
but Mr. Haftings has certainly been more
obfervant of the Company’s orders, which
were equally binding on both. Your ho-
nourable friend aGually received the cath;
he had the advantage of employing it above
two years, when the common intereft at the
time was 12 per cent. fo that if he had re-
funded the original fum, the intereft would
have been above 60o0l. to him ; but as Su-
jah Dowlah fettled the bufinefs with the
King, and the General had not a rupee to pay
back, and as he was enabled to remit at a
very advantageous exchange, I think I may
fairly ftate the value of the prefent at thirty-
three thoufand pounds.

Mr. Haftings effeCtually precluded hime
felf from every poflibility of advantage for
the prefent, by paying in the money as faft
as he received it, and leaving the entire dif-
pofal of principal and intereft to the plea~
fure of the Court of Directors.

I truft, Sir, when you next mention this
circumftance, you will recolle&, how your
honourable friend acted in a fituation fome-
thing fimilar, and that you will give Mr.

' HafRtings
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Haftings.the credit which is due to him for
his difintereftednefs. .8
May 9, 1783. . S.
P.yS? Xzoxfr honourable friend did .not
deem it neceflary to account for any trifling
prefents he received during his command ;
for in looking over the sth Report of your
Selet Committee, I find that General Ri-
chard Smith received about fixteen thoufand
pounds fterling from the Company, being
the amount of prefents he had made in his
publick character ; but it did not occur to
him to bring to account the value of the
horfes, clothes, jewels, &c. &c. which he re-
ceived in return,

LETTER 1V,
To the Right Honourable EpmuNp BuRrkE,

S IR,

IT. has been very generally faid, for fome
time paft, that you mean, during the
prefent Seflion of Parliament, to bring in a

Bill
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Bill of Regulation for India, and that one
obje& of that Bill will be to appoint Mr,
Francis, Governor General of Bengsl, Ge-
neral Richard Smith, fecond in Council, and
Commander in Chief, Mr. Dudley Long,
and Mr. William Burke, 4th and sth Mem-
bers of the Adminiftration. By this ar-
rangement, Mr. Haftings, Sir Eyre Cootc,
Mr.Wheler, and Mr. Mucpherfon, are to be
removed, and Mr. Stables to remain, I pre-
fume in compliment to his conne@lion with
your 7w friends, though I muft admit it
would be difficult to find a plea for remov-
ing him, as we have no official intelligence
of his arrival in Bengal. With what pro-
priety you can propofe to recal Mr. Mac-
pherfon, for having acted as Agent to the
Nabob of the Carnatic, and appoint in his
room your coufin, Mr. William Burke, who
is at this moment the avowed Agent of the
Raja of Tanjore, I cannot comprehend. Mr.
William Burke may have great merit, but I
believe, Sir, he is only known in Leaden-
hall-ftreet, as one of thofe gentlemen who
fpeculated very deeply in India Stock fome
years ago, and fmarted feverely for his
{peculation, Mr. Long has never been em-
ployed in the Company’s fervice. This
will be an objection to fome, and a recom-

mendation
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mendation to thofe who think we are all
rotten to the core. -

Your honourable friend, Mr. Richard
Smith, is an old fervant of the Company ;
his merits or demerits, as a public man, may
be found upon the Company’s records.

If T am not mifinformed, he went firft to
India about the year 1753, but not in
a military character, though his active and
afpiring mind foon led him into the army.
He ferved about 10 years on the Madras
eftablithment, with reputation, but without
having had any very particular opportunities
of diftinguithing himfelf. He refigned the
fervice with the rank of Captain early in
1763, and from that day never fawa fhot
fired by an enemy. He was promoted to
the rank of a Major by the Court of Direc-
tors while on his paffage to England, and he
arrived at a time when party difputes ran
very high in Leadenhall-ftreet. He was
enabled to ferve the late Lord Clive very
effentially, by purchafing India Stock, and
fplitting votes. In return, his Lordfhip pro-
cured for him a very high military command
in Bengal, and the rank of Colonel in his
Majefty’s fervice in India.

The General arrived in Calcutta the 1ft of
May, 1765. Sujah Dowlah furrendered
himfelf to General'Carnac very foon after,

and
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and tranquillity was perfe@ly reftored. In
1766, your honourable friend commanded
an army of obfervation, which the Mulirattas
never ventured to approach; and on the
24th of January, 1767, he fucceeded to the
ftations of Commander in Chicf, and third
Member of the Adminiftration. On the
23d of November, 1769, he refigned the
fervice, having been but four years and feven
months in Bengal, and two yecars and ten
months only of that time in the command
of the army : fo that, in fa&, General Smith
has not been longer in the Company’s fer-.
vice, calculating the time he was employed,
both at Madras and in Bengal, than Major
John Scott, whofe promotion was deemed
of confequence enough to be inferted in one.
of your Reports.

Your honourable friend’s declarations of
difintereftednefs, uniformity ot condu&, &c.
may be found in almoft every minute, and
in every letter he wrote, while in Bengal
yet he acknowledges to Mr. Verelf}, Feb. 8,
1768, that he was concerned in the attempy,
to purchafe all the cotton, imported into
Bengal from Surat; that he had made ad-
vances for cloths, at the Aurnngs; that he
had purchafed goods, at,the Company’s ex-
pence, in Calcutta; and that he had obtajned
an exclufive privilege for making faltpetre in,

Cz2 Oude,
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Oude. He affigns, as a reafon for entering
into commercial concerns, the fcantinefs of
his allowances from the Company, and he
adds, that he gained nothing by cotton ; that
he divided the profits of his trade in cloths,
&c. amongft the gentlemen of his family ;
that he foon relinquithed his faltpetre Per-
wannah, and that he faw the impropricty of
a Commander in Chief being concerned in
trade. Althouzh the honourable General
may be perfeéily fincere, and doubtlels he is
fo, in his affertions to Mr. Verelft, yet very
ferious coniequences refulted from Mr. Bolt’s
endeavours to participate in the trade of falt-
petre, which he knew to be very advantage-
ous. The violence, with which his Go-
maftahs were treated, the feizure of his per-
fon, and fending him by force to England,
are clearly imputable to your honourable
friend, and thefe a&s occafioned the efta-
blithment of the Supreme Court of Judi-
cature. The meafure of keeping above a
third of our army at Allahabad, contrary to
the recommendation of Lord Clive at his
departure from Bengal, a meafure which
General Smith reprefented to the Commit-
tee as abfolutely neceflary, the importation
of good Sonaut Rupees for the payment of
the troops (though it is well known they
were paid in a bafer coin), the expenfive

and
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and ufelefs deputation of the Sujah Dowlah
in 1768, the propofition made by the ho-
nourable General on ths 25th day of Sep-
tember, 1769, for granting bills upon the
Direors, againft their pofitive orders, the
fubfequent adoption of that propofition to
fo confiderable an amount, to which a-
mount he fo largely contributed ; thefe mea-
fures, which the records of the Eaft India
Company will prove, did actually originate
with your honourable friend, brought fuch
diftrefs upon the Company in England,
that they were obliged to petition Parlia-
ment for affiftance, and the confequence
was, to ufe your own language, ¢ Relief
“ and reformation went hand in hand.”
The Regulating A& pafled—To that a&
the honourable General fays, we owe all
our misfortunes—I perfectly agree with
him—but I add, that to him we owe that
act,

The honourable General ferved the Com-
pany about fifteen years. He has retired
from their fervice almoft fourteen years,
and I think it highly probable, that he has
not the moft diftant idea of returning to it
again. But as you have very wifely pointed
out the neceffity of examining into the me-
rits of every man, who, having been once
employed in India, afpires to the elevated

. ftation
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ftation of a Member of the Supreme Coun-
cil in Bengal, you wiil, I am fure, be ob-
liged to e, sor any aather tic information
I may convey to you refpecting the ho-
nourable General, provided (whick how-
ever I do not believe) you do really intend
to propofe him as one of the Members of
your new arrangement.

The public tranfactions, in which Mr.
Francis has been concerned, are fo gene-
tally known, that it will be needlefs for me
to fuy a fyllable about them.

May 21/, 1783. J &

LETTER V.

To the Right Honourable Epmunp Burke.

S IR,

Can with truth affure you, that noman liv-
ing more fincerely applauds than 1.do the
equitable refolution of the Houfe of Com-
mons on Wednefday laft, and I earneftly hope
that what has already paffed refpeting two
gentlemen,
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gentlemen, who, I truft, have been mor
imprudent than guilty, will not prejudice
them in the public opinion. There were
parts of your Speech which affected me, and
they certainly made an impreffion upon the
Houfe : but while'l honour your humanity
in one inftance, let me conjure you to exer-
cife your juftice at leaft, if not your huma-
nity, in another. T'wo gentlemen of confide-
rable rank in life, and a Clerk in office,
have been reprefented as having committed
a fraud ; the fa@ is, no fraud has been com-
mitted. Mr. Sulivan and Sir William James
can and will defend themfelves; but Mr,
Wilks, in confequence of a long and painful
illnefs, brought upon him by intenfe applica-
tion to bufinefs, is really that timid man in
office whom you defcribed Mr. Powell to
be. The determination of the bufinefs to
which I allude has been put off for another
week ; and, in order to prevent the malici-
ous and envious part of mankind (and Lord
John Cavendifh has juftly faid, there are too
many who come under that defcription®
from fuppofing that gentlemen, who hav.
ferved their country ably, faithfully, an.
fuccefsfully, both at home and abroad, have
been guilty of a fraud, I muft fate th.
tranfaction very fhortly, premifing, how-
<ver, that the whole of this trifling bufinefs

15
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s fully elucidated by * Detedtor,” and in &
¢ few obfervations” which have been very
generally read. '

In July 1781, two A&ts of Parliament,
refpecting India, received the Royal Affent.
On the 2d of Auguft they were received by
Mr. Wilks at the India Houfe from Mr.
Strahan, the King’s Printer. 'The next day
(as Mr. Wilks has fworn) he packed up five
of each in a box, and they were carried by
him to the Admiralty, to be fent to Bengal
by the Agamemnon and Prothee; two fail of
the line, which were intended to proceed in
the moft fecret manner to reinforce Sir Ed-
ward Hughes, at a moment when we trem-
bled for our exiftence in India. The Chair
man and his Deputy were in the Secret,
but every circumftance of the difpatch was
concealed from the Dire€tors, and from the
Captains of the men of war. The letter to
Bengal was upon points of very great public
importance. You very fully proved in your
firft Report of laft year, that the regular
official mode of tranfmitting A&s of Parlia~
ment is from the Court of Dire&ors ; nay,
you have infinuated, that any other mode of
tran{miffion might be dangerous., Admit-
ting, as I do, this fa@, is it furprifing that
Mr. Wilks, Clerk to the Secret Committee,
with fo much important bufine(s on his

hands,
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hands, forgot to infert, in the letter of the
3d of Auguft, that he had tranfmitted the
A&s ? though there is not any doubt of his
having mentioned them in the lift of packets
in this manner, “ No. 10 and 11, Copics of
A@s of Parliament.”

The fhips failed, fell in with Admiral
Darby, returned with bim to Torbay.
The fcheme was given up, and the packets
were received back by Mr. Wilks from the
Admiralty on the 21ft of November: fo
that one fa& is incontrovertible, whether
the acts were fent or not, no injury has
been fuftained, becaufe the fhips did not
proceed. Now, Sir, I come to Mr, Wilks’s
crime, ftiled a fraud by the honourable
General. The Sele@ Committee, in De«
cember 1781, wanted to know what had
been done refpecting the tranfmiffion of
the a@s, and ordered all the papers from
the India Houfe before them. Mr, Wilks
told Mr. Sulivan, he had fent the ac&ts on
board the Agamemnon. Mr. Sulivan call-
ed for the letter, obferved there was no
mention of their tranfmiffion. Mr. Wilks
went home, altered the letter, fo as to make
it correfpond with the ftrit matter of fa&;
but, as he has folemnly {worn, without any
order from any perfon, and that he never
communicated the circumftance either tg

D M.
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Mr. Sulivan or Sir William James. Here;
Sir, is the extent of Mr. Wilks’s offence—
He has fworn toit. He calls the a@ 2
moft unwarrantable one himfelf, and he
fubmitted to the mercy and the juftice of
the Select Committee. That he acted im-
prudently, nay foolithly, I will allow ; but
the tranfaction could not injure any human
being; and would you, Sir, with your
boafted humanity, damn a man for ever in
this world, for fuch an act of folly ?

With refpe& to Mr. Sulivan and Sir
William James, it will appear that they
could have no view or intereft in delaying
the tranfmiffion of the A&s ; that by fend-
ing them in a fecret difpatch from them-
felves, they performed an A& of fupere-
rogation at leaft, fince you have proved
that the regular channel of tranfmiffion is
from the Court of DireGors; and they were
regularly fent by the Trial on the 29th of
Auguft, though from various accidents,
for which neither Sir William James nor
Mr. Sulivan are accountable, the did not<
finally fail from Ireland till the 12th of
February, 1782,

Now, Sir, I come to the faalt which is
exclufively Mr. Sulivan’s, He had pro-
mifed your Committee to fend orders to
Bengal for certain fums to be paid to the

Patna
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Patna Magiftrates, In the extreme hurry
of important bufinefs, when the Trial was
difpatched, he forgot to bring the fubject
forward. The veflel, however, returned.
He confefled his neglect to you, but he
told you it was of no confequence, as the
Trial had returned, and the order for com-
penfation fhould go. It was fent. The
A@s, &c. &c. allarrived in Calcutta the 7th
of July, 1782, in the Trial—being in fact
the firlt arrival from England in Calcutta,
either by land or fea, from the Day the A&s
received the Royal Affent, and within a
year of their pafling ; which furely was
not any confiderable Delay, during an ex-
tenfive and complicated war,

Did you, Sir, fhew humanity to Mr.
Sulivan ; nay, did you fhew juftice to him ?
Were not refolutions of cenfure brought
forward by your Committee ? Were they
not paffed ? Did not Mr. Sulivan petition to
be heard in his defence ? Was he allowed
this reafonable indulgence? Did you not
fay, that the Houfc might come to any
refolution, but unlefs further proceedings
were held, Mr. Sulivan had po right to be.
heard? Was he not obliged to fubmit, and
was not the refolution of cenfure againft
him, of hft year, called for by you at the
very eve of an eleétion, and read to the-

D2 Houfg
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Houfe on the day the 7th Report of your
Committee was prefented. Nay, further,
1s not your brother, Mr. Richard Burke, fup-
pofed to be the perfon who authorifed let~
ters to be fent from the Treafury in which
Mr. Sulivan and Sir William James are

ointed at as having incurred the juft cenfure
of Parliament. I can produce one of thefe
curious epiftles, and can bring prefumptive
evidence at leaft of its having been fent
from the Treafury. Your brother, if he did
not a& from himfelf in the affair, beft knows
by whofe oider he interfered as a public

an in an Eaft-India ele¢tion. I am notapt,
Thopc, to mention matters of fuch confe-
quence loofely or lightly, and the tranfac-
tion ought to be frily enquired into.
Where is the juftice, or the humanity of
fuch proceeding ? The world well knows
your hatred to Mr. Haftings, that you ftand
pledged to God, the Houfe of Commons,
and your country, to prove that Gentleman
a moft notorious delinquent ; but furely, Sir,
you ought not to extend your hatred and
your prejudices to every perfon with whom
Mr. Haftings is conneted.

I hope and truft, after what has pafled
lately, that Mr. Haftings’s charaGer will be
{pared, until a_fpecsfic charge thall be prefer-
red againft him. The moment that ap-

pears,
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pears, I pledge myfelf to God and my coun-
try, for I am not honoured with afeat in the
Houfe of Commons, to anfwer it fully,
fairly, and I hope fatisfactorily.
May 24th, 1783. J. S

LETTER VL

To the Right Honourable EDMuND Burke,

SIR,

VERY fincerely congratulate you on the
favourable intelligence received from
Bengal by the Lively, and I have the pleafure
to inform you, that the Patna Magiftrate,
whofe ghoft you faw about thirteen months
ago, hovering over that aflembly which be-
trays fuch ftrong figns of impatience when-
ever you addrefs them, is alive, in health,
and releafed from his confinement. I for-
bear to fay a fyllable of the conclufion of
Mr. Sulivan’s bufinefs; but I truft, as you
haye failed both in your attempts to keep
that gentleman out of the direction, or to
' remove
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remove him from it after he got in, as you
alfo dropped your enquiry into. Lord Rod-
ney’s condu&, and accufed Lord Cornwallis
without a caufe that you will be a lirtle
more cautious how you aitack deferving in-
dividuals in future.

Were 1, Sir, as anxious to expofe the in-
confiftency of your conduét, as you are to
criminate every man connetted with Mr.
Haftings, I fhould remark upon the extra-
ordinary affertion you made in the Houle of
Commons relative to the late unfortunate
Mr. Powell. You faid, that you reftored
him to his office, becaufe that reftoratiop
was ablolutely neceflary for conduéting the
public bufinefs, and you dwelt very forcibly
upon this circumftance ; yet you have fworn -
before the Coroner, that the unhappy man
was in a flate -of infanity from the moment
the Jate Lords of the Treafury commenced
a profecution againft him. :
~ But furely: your condu® with refpe@ to
Mr. Haflings is extraordinary-and unpate.
donable.——I attribute the unworthy. treat,
ment which that gentleman met with laft
year, to the violence of your paffions, and to
‘'your influence with the Rockingham Admi-
piftration. I have heard, and from tolera-
ble authority too, that the late Marquis ab-
folutely threatened to. break up. the Minifiry
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if Mr. Haftings was not removed. The
nation, thank God, has at laft recovered its
fenfes. I have repeatedly pointed out to
the public the manner in which the Refolu-
tion to remove Mr. Haftings was carried ;
but as he has loudly complained of the in-
juftice done to him, as he very properly
difclaimed all refponfibility until fomething
decifive thould be done, previous to his
knowledge of the interference of the Court
of Proprietors, I do think the fubje& worthy
the confideration of every honeft, indepen-
dent man in this kingdom.

Two Committees had fat for a confidera~
ble time upon India affairs; the one to en-
quire into the caufe of the war in the Car-
natic, the other to take into confideration the
adminiftration of juftice in Bengal. The
former brought into the Houfe forty-four
Refolutions, which condemned the conduét of
the Court of Dire¢tors, Mr. Haftings and Mr.
Hornby, previous to any refolutions relative
to the affairs of the Carnatic. The latter,
after having difpofed of Sir Elijah Impey,
and having cenfured Mr, Haftings for an a&
of great wifdom, prudence, and necefity,
turned their whole attention to perfonal mat-
ters: I mean to a critical examination of
every a&t of Mr. Haftings’s Adminiftration,
and to the appointment of Mr. John Mac-

pherfon
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pherfon to the Supreme Council. Thefe
occurrences took place during the Rocking-
ham Adminiftration. The views of Ge-~
neral Smith and Mr. Dudley Long to fill
up two of the places they were taking fo
much pains to vacate, were publicly men-
tioned, God knows with what truth; and it
was further faid, Sir, that you expected the
ftation of a member of the Supreme Council
for your Coufin, Mr. William Burke, the Tan-
jorc agent, and Paymafter of his Majefty’s
forces in India, Thefe, probably, may be
ftories induftrioufly circulated with a view to
leflen the dignity of your proceedings; for I
believe it will be found that General Smith,
Mr. Long, and Mr. Burke, form a majority
of members prefent upon almoft every oc-
cafion, and your joint and feparate abilities
are well known. It would not degrade Mr.
Smith, Mr. Long, and Mr. Burke, if they
were to ftep forwards, and honeftly avow
that they have no views of filling up any
ftations in India, either in their own perfons,
or by promoting their near relations ;---the
public would then have fome confidence in
your proceedings.

The meafure of removing Mr. Haftings
was eafily determined ; but the difficult point
was, how it (hould be done. Had it been by
bill, that gentleman’s friends muft have been

+hedrd
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heard in his defence. Such a proceedind
muft have opened the eyes of a deluded pub-
lic. It was therefore agreed to effe¢t his re«
moval by 4 parliamentary mandtuvre. Your
prefent noble friend, Lord North, had fled
the field. The honeft and independent coun=~
try gentlemen, wearied with the American
war, and having a confidence in his Majef-
ty’s Minifters, did not interfere, but had ge-
nerally retired to their counties. Under thefe
circumftances a refolution was brought in,
and pafled without difficulty in a very thin
Houfe, *¢ that it was the duty of the Court
¢ of DireCtors to remove Mr. Haftings.”
You may now, perhaps recolle&, (for you
have had fome caufe to be humbled) though
your pride and your confequence would not
at that time allow you to liften to a friend of
Lord Rodney, how pointedly Governor
Johnftone fpoke on that occafion. He told
you, if you were determined to remove Mr.
Haftings, you muft do it conftitutionally,
you muft do it by Bill ; that the Proprietars
would interfere, unlefs they fhould be of the
fame opihion with the Houfe of Commons,
I well recolle@® how you declaimed upon
that occafion, ¢ that the Proprietors bad
nothing to do with Mr. Haftings;” who
would dare to oppofe a Refolution of that
Houfe, &c. &c. . s.
May 31/¢, 1783. E
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LETTER VIL
Yo the Right Honourable EDMUND BURKE:

s I R,

S the proceedings of the India-Houfe

during the fummer recefs are fo well
known, it will be fufficient barely to ob-
ferve that Mr. Haftings was continued in
that office from which 13 of the Dire&ors
wanted to remove him, by a majority of
above fix to one of his refpectable confti-
tuents. Many of the firft and beft charac-
ters in England actually came up from
diftant counties, without follicitation, to
ballot in his favour.

You may remember, that on the firft
mention of this tranfa@ion in Parliament,
the Lord Advocate avowed his intention to
propofe the removal of Mr. Haftings by Bill.
You perfe@tly agreed with him, and took
that opportunity of accufing the Governor
General of delinquency. The Lord Advo-
cate, however, inftantly difclaimed every
idea of delinquency, and declared, that all
he wanted or expe@ed to prove to the Houfe

was,
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was, the expediency of removing Mr.
Haftings. When Mr. T. Pitt earneftly
entreated the Houfe to proceed with temper
and with caution, and was pleafed to men-
tion Mr. Haftings’s chara&er with that de-
gree of refpe&t with which it is univerfally
fpoken of, except by thofe who have an
intereft in depreciating it. What was your
reply? That he was a moft notorious de-
linquent, and you pledged yourfelf to God,
to that Houfe, and your country, to prove
your affertion ; that you oppofed your cha-
ta&er to the Governor General’s, &c. &ec.
This folemn declaration was made early
at the month of December, in a full Houfe
and I am now writing to you on the 4th of
June, at a time, as Mr. Fox has faid, “when
‘it is impofiible to compel or procure an
< attendance.” To this day we have not
heard a (yiable of Mr. Haftings’s delin-
quency. How, Sir, can you anfwer to God,,
your country, and the Houfe of Commons,
for {peaking, as you have done, of a man,
whofe public and’ private chara&er is fo.
fuperior to your own, unlefs you had in-
tended to bring forward your proofs. Was
it neceffary, Sir, with the advantage of’
haying al] the Company’s records to refort
to, with the additional affiftance of that
*¢quarto volume,” from whence, as you told
‘ E2 Majos:
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Major Scott, in the month of May, 1782,
you had difcovered “a dire& charge of cor-
¢ ruption againft Mr. Haftings,” and with the
opportunity of examining every man who
has ferved in India, with the labour, the
induftry, and the abilities of your Honour-
able Friend the General, fo powerfully ex-
erted, in conjunétion with your own; with
all thefe advantages operating againft an
abfent, unconne@ed individual ; was it, I
fay, neceflary, Sir, that you fhould wait
until, by the confeffion of his Majefty’s
Minifters, ““an attendance cannot be pio-
s¢ cured,” before you bring forward a fingle
charge of delinquency ? What will the world
think of your juftice? In the month of
December, you affert, ¢ That Mr. Haftings
¢ js a moft notorious delinquent; that you .
¢t will prove him one, &c.” A reafonable
man would fuppofe the proof was at that
moment in your pocket, in your houfe, or,
at leaft, in your favourite Committee-room,
and that it would have been f{peedily pro-
duged, in conformity to fo folemn a pledge.
So far, however, from this being the cafe,
the tryth is, that, from that time to this, we
bhave heard nothing on the fubje&, though
fix months have elapfed, except unmeaning
declamation, whenever Mr. Haftings’s name
has been raentioned, which, if it proves any
Bl o v s N . : thfng,
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thing, proves yollr invincible prejudices,
Do not fuppofe, Sir, that by fairly ftating
the injuftice of your proceeding, 1 mean to
fhrink from any accufation you can bring
forward. In God’s name, produce your
charge of corruption, and although, as his
M.jefty’s Minifters have told us, an attend-
ance cannot be procured, it fhall be com-
pletely an{wered.

A report has lately prevailed, that, al-
though an attendance cannot be procured at
this advanced feafon of the year, his Ma-
jefty’s Minifters mean to bring forward a
bill for the change of our Government in In-
dia. Mr. Fox has ftated, that every per-
fon who has read the Lively’s difpatches,
muft fee the neceflity of fomething being
done. I have read them with great atten-
tion, and they coavey to my mind the fulleft
conviction of the integrity, the ability, and
the fuccefsful exertions of the Government
of Bengal. It is true, indeed, Mr. Haftings
hath,with as much fpirit as propriety, pointed
out the neceffity either of confirming or
removing him, that the public interefts
might not continue to fuffer from the vote
of the 28th of May, 1782. Will his
Majefty’s Minifters, at this advanced feafon
of the year, when an attendance in Parlia-
ment cannot be procured, bring in a Bill
. . to
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to remove Mr. Haftings, againft the de
clared fenfe of the Eaft-India Company,
and againft the fenfe of the nation at large,
becaufe you have afferted what youn have fo
often been called upon, though in vain, to
prove, or becaufe Mr. Haftigs, like a man,
has avowed that he will not be refponfible
for any fatal confequences that may happen
in India from the meafures purfued laft year.
in England? I have fo gieat a refpe¢t for the
honourable Members who compofe the pre-
fent Cabinet, and fo high an opinion of ticir
juftice and their wifdom, that I am convinced
they never will adopt a fyftem which is to
deftroy the prefent harmony and exertion of
the Government of Bengal, without a very
full difcuffion in the great Council of the
Nation, of the advantages and difadvan-
tages that would refult from a change of
men at this critical jun&ure. Such a dif-
cuffion is impoffible at a feafon when an at-
tendance cannot be procured.

A few words only relative to your Com-
mittee.

I cannot bring myfelf to believe, that Ge-
neral Richard Smith, or Mr. Long, have the
moft diftant views of fucceeding to appoint-
ments in India; and I truft and believe you
do not mean to propofe your relation, Mr.
William Burke, the agent to the Raja of

Tanjore,
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Tanjore, and the Pay-Mafter of his Majef-
ties forces in India, to be a Supreme Coun-
fellor in the room of Mr. John Macpher-
fon. If fuch ideas, however, had not gone
abroad for many months, I fhould not pre-
{fume to mention them ; and I am convinced
his Majefty’s prefent Minifters, whenever
they may think proper to take the appoint-
ments of Governors and Counfellors from
the Eaft-India Company, will at leaft allow
the Proprietors the liberty of objecting to
fach Gentlemen, as (however worthy and
refpe@able their charaters may be) they
thall not approve of. j
. S.

fune 42b, 1783.

LETTER VIL

To the Right Honourable EnMuND BURKE,

SIR,

HEN 1 ftated in my laft letter, that

Mr. Haftings had, with as much

fpirit as propriety, pointed out the neceffity
&ither of confirming or removing him, I by
no means meant to imply that any furtl}‘er
confir-
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tonfirmation was now wanted. The Couit
of Proprietors, his conftituents, confirmed
him in his government; by the greateft ma-
jority that ever appeared upon any public
queftion at the India-Houfe : —but Mr;
Haftings, on the 8th November, 1782;
when he difclaimed all re(ponfibility until
he thould be confirmed by a decided a& of
his employers, was ignorant of the generous
and honourable interpofition of the Pro-
prietors, either on the 1gth June, or 31ft
O&ober. Intelligence of the firtt event ar-
rived in Calcutta on the 12th December;
and was attended with very beneficial ¢ffe@s
to the public interefts.

I mention ‘this circumftance, fo obviate
any opinions that may be formed of the ab-
folute neceflity of doing fomething decifive
by Bill in relation to India, at a time when
an attendance cannot be procured in the
Houfe of Commofis.

I am convinced, his Majefty’s prefent
Minifters, when they maturely weigh the
great importance of the fubje®, and the
long difcuffion it muft neceflarily bring on
in both Houfes, will poftpone any intention
they mar have formed of bringing in a Bill
of Regulation for India at this advanced fea-
fon of the year,

June 6, 1783, J. s
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‘Which affeét the Charaéter of Mr. HasTIiNGs,
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E followiag letters, not otigikally in<

tended fora geneial publication; hdvé
been circulated amongft fuch honoura.blc
Meatbers of Bth Houled, 48 T concéi d were
foft 1Ebly b rdke part in the con?:d‘cra%‘én
of India affaits, dnd ahongth the ttfi)é&a‘blc
anid ifildependént proprietors, who vofuntarily
ftood foteh in defence of Mr. Haftings, from’
a regard ro jultice, anéteem for his chiralter,
and ax opinion of his integrity. If the infi-
nuitidns and mifieprefentations contained in
évery page of the gthreport, fofar as Mr. Haft-
ings is concerned, were to remain uncontra-
dicted, even his friends might blame him for
ats, which, when candidly and truly ftated, do
kim infinite honor. Whle the gth Report

was
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was printed by an order of the Honourable
Houfe of Commons, for the information of jts
aywrriviembers only, it might have been deemed
improper and difrefpe@ful in me,to have offer-
ed any remarks upon it, fubfcribing my name
to the publication, but to my great aftonith-
ment, I have feen a corre copy of this Re-
port expofed to fale at the thops of the prin-
cipal bookfellers ; and in order to attraét the
attention of the public to its contents, it has
been advertifed in feveral news-papers, as con-
taining *° an account of the conduét of the
¢ Hon, Warren Haﬁings, Efg;"”

"The dazzling talents, and the unremitting
mdu{try of Mr. Burke, either to aceufe.or to
defé:qd, are well known. His enmity to Mr.
Hatftings, from the time his coufinWilliam was
appointed Vakeel to the Raja of Tanjore, and
his folemn pledge to God, the Houfe of Cam-
mons, and his country, in the early part of
the late feffion, that he would prove him amof
nogorious delinquent, are alfo of public noto-
riety.

‘Mr. Burke has had actefs to every Record
of the Eaft India Company.—He has induftri-

ouﬂy fought for information from every gea-
tleman
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dleman who has ferved in India, Tt is fair
therefote to prefume that the Ninth Réport
contains every thing, which tends to fix the
chatge of delinquency upon Mr. Haftings.—
The public will judge for themfelves. I have
not attempted, as Mr. Burke has done, to
draw falfe inferences from affumed faéts. The
Records of the Eaft India Company are the’
anthorities from whence, [ truft, [ have refutea
every infinuation that affe@ts Mr. Haftings.

* There was a time when Mr. Burke cea-
fured His Majefty’s Minifters for the expofure
of the Company’s affairs, and for aggravating
their diftrefles * with all the parade of \ndif=
¢ creet declamation,” when he termed two
Committees of the Houfe of Commons, * our
¢ dear-bought Faft India Committees,” but
what was done then was politic and wife, when ’
compared to late proceedings.—The Governor
General fills one of the firft and the moft im-
portant offices under the Britith empire. Isit
confonant to found policy, that the world
fhould be informed the Governmeng of this
country can have no confidence in him ? Isic,

* Vide his famous fpeech of the 19th of April, 1794 wam

Prigted by Dodfley. d
ecent
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~decgnt or Bitting that a pamphlet,. ftuffedawih
infinuations apd milreprefentarions of, the
gtqﬁﬁ. kind, tending to ruin-his reputstion,
and to blaft hxschara&er with hlsfellpw fup-
jedts, and amongft foreign nations, fhould be
csrculatcd undcr the facréd name of a Parlm-
mentary Repart, unaccompamed by an, expla-
nation { .

*Whether Mr, Haltings is to be removed or
to be continued in the Government of Bengal
&5 not a point of much confideration with his
friends ; but as long.as apy fetof men, either
from interefted views, or from any. other mo-
itive, fhall attempt his removal on the plea of
delinquency, fo long will they ftand forth
«\éith confidence, and with fuecefs too, in
his juftificatian, and they will be equally ready
to argue the charges produced, and the expe-
diency of his remaval, whengver thafe quef-
tionsatc brought farward..

chry difpatch from India brings a frefh
proof of the activity and faccefiful exertions
of the Government of Bengal. The refources
5procmrecl by Mr. Haftings, to fupply the pref-
ing exjgencies of the, Prefidengies of, Forz .t
Gearge,
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Geatge, 3nd Bombay, have fa.ckaecdad ghe
-fanguine hopes of kis fricnds, and fully re-
fured the-wocfu} prediCtionsrof his.ancmies.

Thefe falts are fo_ftrong, thar notwith-
ftanding the honour of ParHament was im-
prudently committed with the Proprictors &f
Eaft-India Stock, by a hafty, iH-cenfidered
Vote, in a thin Houfe, * That it was the
<« duty of the Court of Ditecters to recall-My.
“ Haftings;” notwithftanding the fame Parlia-
ment, and his Majefty’s prefent Mimifters
were pledged to the Natjon by a Solemn Vore,
at the end of the Seffions of 1782, to refuma
that fubje& in the beginning of the laft
Seflion; notwithftanding the Secretary. of
State had illegally refirained the Bafi-India
Company from tranfmitting to the Eaft-Indies,
in an official manner, the Vote of the General
Court of Proprietors, in favor of Mr. Haft-
ings, ¢ becauie his Majefty intended to lay
““ the whole of thofe proceedings before, his,
“ Parliament :” 'Notwichftapding by, fuch.ug-
cangruous proceeding, the Governmatt of
our poffeffions in the Eatt is almd(t"dxifdlwd,
at 2 moment to, when. n::regulves theé ﬁriﬁ&
baﬁt _nay, noswithftanding ali the powers of

govern-
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government were talled upon by Mr. Haft-
ings, in his manly minute of the 8th of No+
vember, 1782, to come to fome decifion on
the fubjeét,* yet fuch is the general preju-
dice

* After ftating the mifchievous confequences of the late
Reports, relative to a change of the government in Bengal,
Mr. Haftings adds, ¢ With refpe&t to myfelf, I hereby de-
¢ clare and proteft, that Iam not, nor will acknowledge
¢« myfelf refponfible for any difappointment, lofs, misfortune,
¢¢ or embarraffment, which fhall attend the polivical interefts
¢ of the Company, dependant on this Government, from the
¢¢ prefent hour, to that in which I fhall either deliver over
¢ the charge of my office, if T am to be relieved from it; or
¢ in which I fhall be confirmed 1n the poffeffion of it—I hope
¢ I fhall not be fufpedted of the balenels of intending to
¢ sbandon my truft, and thus preparing a plea for the effeéts
¢ of my own infidelity. — While my fenfe of what Iowe to
s my king, my country, and my employess, fhall sequure me
¢ to yemain in my office; while I am allowed to remain in
¢ jt, and allowed the full and free exercife of it, no con-
¢ f{ideration of family, life, or fortune, fhall tempt me to
«¢ defert it; and I hope I know myfelf when I declare, that
¢¢ mo fonfe of perfonal injury or difgrace fhall abate the
s zeal with which I have hitherto difcharged the duties of it.
¢¢ For this affurance let my paft condu& be the pledge.—I
< have now held the firft mominal place in this government
¢ almoft twelve years.—In all this long period I have almoft
¢ unremittedly-wanted that fupport which all my predeceffors
¢ have enjoyed from their conflituents,—from mine I have
¢ received nothing but reproach, hard epithets, and indig.
¢¢ nities, inftead of rewards and encouragement : and inftead
* of being allowed to exercife the powers of my own govern-

ment,
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dice of opinion in favor of this great man ;
fuch is the convi&ion on the face of the pub-.
lic difpatches, of the extreme difficulties he
had to encounter, and his arduous exertions
to furmount them, that though called upon
by the fuppofed delinquent, prefled by every
obligation, private and public, poffefling the
chief power of the ftate, yet difregarding their
own honour, and the honour of Government,
by leaving all things in the chaos above
reprefented, they rather choofe to fubmit
to thefe reproaches, than to hazard the
queftion of the merit and demerit of Mr.
Hafiings, when the falls are recent on the
minds of men, and they prolong the anarchy
for another year, inftigating and permitting
their inftruments, in the mean while, to diffem-
inate every fpecies of abufe, and to poifon

¢ ment, for the benefit and improvement of their fervice,
¢ thele, during a feries of fix years, were not only denied me,
¢ but converted, even with their connivance and encourage<
¢ ment, into inftruments of hoftility, of which I myfelf per-
¢ fonally, and all my meafures, were the objeéts ; yet under
¢t all the difficulties whkich I have defcribed, fuch have
¢ been the exertions of this Government, fince I was firft
® placed at the head of it, thatin no one period of the Comi-
¢ pany's annals has it known an equal flate, either of wealth,
¢ frength, or profperity ; and let it not be imputed tome asa
¢ crime, if Iadd, of Splendid Reputation, -

the
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#he inintls 5T the public; by diftortihg redene
f28s, ahd bringing fovth ohd refuted chatgeé
A8 tﬁﬁiél-s of new diftovery,

Heré 1 taiit to have élofed; but thiy day’s
proceedings in the Hbiffe of €ommons, and
& few mindtes only before the Houfe waé
ptorogued, have, I confefs, excired both my
indignation -and my contempt.—It i¢ true,
M. Burké fpoke almoRt to empty Benches,
yee His mdtioh. was dlféntéd to, and thurefore
&lan 4 my ateention,—I pafs over the ri-
dictlons, the falfome compliments which he
piid to the labours of that Committee, of
which, though not the fole, he is undoubteds
Iy the mott aftive Member.—He then ob»
ferved, it was an accident only, which pre-
vented thie Commictee frem making a further
Report to the Houfe of Commons, in which
fome very extraordinary inftances of pecu-
lation, connivance, &c. (for it is impoffi-
bie to follow Mr, Burke, when his imapi-
ndtion runs away with him) would have been
laid before the Houfe.—He therefore moved,
that certain papers thould be prefented for the
information of the Members,—The Motion

was feconded by Lord North, and carried ‘gf
cowrie,
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codrfe~The principle papers called for, in~
deed all-of any cenfequence, were thofe fent
to England by the Majority of the Supreme
Council, in the year 1775, which tended to
fix rupon Mr. Haftings, the imputation of
having - ecquired no lefs a fum than Four
Hundred Thoufand Pounds, by indire&
means, in thirty Months.—The opinions of
the moft emineny Lawyers in England were
taken, and they all de¢lared, that there were
no grounds for an aftion at Law, the prefent
Lord Lsughborough excepted, who though
he advifed an action, yet confefled that the
cBarges were confufed and imperfe&.—The
majority of the Supreme Council, who fent
thefe extraorilinary charges from Bengal, in
1775, promifed proofs by a future difpatch :
None however were fent, and the Court of
Directors, unable,with the affiftance of the firft
Law Officers of the Crown, and the advice
of Lord Afhburton, Mr. Serjeant Adair, and
Mr, Sayer, to make any thing of fuch an he-
terogencaus jumble of matter, dropped every ’
idea of a profeeution,*—Lord North was the -

b Minifter

* Itis a curigns fa&, that a bare majority of the Court of

Duefors would have 1emeved Mr, Haftings, 1m 1776, upon
the
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Minifter at that time—He was confequently
acquainted .with everycircumftance relative.to
shefe extraordinary tranfations, and at a dif-
gant period, in two fubfequent and fucceflive
years, 1780, and 1781, the noble Lord propo-
fed that Warren Haftings, Efq, fhould again
and again be appointed the Governor-General
of Bengal.——Not a fyllable was heard of
peculagion. Not a fufpicion of corrup-
tion,——though the papers, this day moved
for, had becn canvafled moft eritically at the
India-Houfe, and the weft end of the town,
in 1775, and 1776, The men attached
to General Clavering, whofe upright intentions
1 never doubted, lamented that fo refpetable
a man fhould have been impofed upon by fo
dark a villain as Nundcomar.—In 1481, two
Committees of the Houfe of Commons were
nominated, the one to enquire into the caufe
of the war in the Carnatic, the other to

confider

the charges alluded to, but they were prevented by the nter-
pofition of the Court of Proprictors, and oh that occafion every
member of the Roc¢kinghum Party voted.in favor of M.
Haflings; yet Mr. Burke zow brings thefe charges forward
as if the world had never heard of them before, though they
were very fully iaveftigated, and the fubjeét of long debates

. at & General Court, where the queftion was carried in favor of
Mr. Haftings, by a prodigious majority of independent mem,
againft the whole force ¢f Government,
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confider the ftate of the judicature in Bengal. -
Not an idea of Mr. Haflings’s dclinquency
was ever entertained, by any Member of the
Secret Committee, tho’ the Lord Advocate
would have removed him on the ground of
expediency.

The Selet Committce were inveftigating
the caufe of Sir Elijah Impey’s appointment
to the Sudder Dewanne Adawlet, when I
arrived in London, on the 18th of December,
1781.—1I had the honor to be repeatedly ex-
amined by the Committee upon various fub-
jeéts : —Soon after the change of the Miniftry,
in March, 1782, Mr. Edmuad Burke told
me that there was a dirz¢t charge of corrup-
tion againft Mr. Haftings, and he fu nmoned
Mr. Charles Goring to attend the Committee,
with a view, I fuppofc of fubltatiating this
charge. - 1 wrote a Letter to General Richard
Smith upon the occafion, in which I exs
prefled my readinefs to reply to any charge
that could be brought againft Mr. Haftings ;
that if Mr. Burke meant to revivein 1782,
the charges which had been fent from Bengal
in 1775, an ample and complete refutation
of them would be found at the India-Houfe;
that if any further charges were brought for-

ward,
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ward, § was then ready to reply to thet, 8¢,
Beg.~My Letter was read in the Commiteee,
on the 1oth of May, 1782, about the time,
I believe that Mr. Burke was attempting tq
fubftantiate the extraordinary charges he had
brought againft Lord Rodney and General
Vaughan. Both enquiries were dropped, as 1
thought, for although I fhewed as ftroag an
anxiety out of the Houfe, to ift the charge
of corruption againft Mr. Haftings to the
bottom, as Lord Lifburne did in the Houfe,
to bring the accufation againft the General
to an iffue, we heard no more of Mr. Haft-
ings, Liord Rodney, or General Vaughan, as
having atted corruptly, or oppreflively, dur-
ing that Scflion of Parliament. —When the
Houfe met in December laft, the Sele& Com-
mittee was revived, but not a word paffed re-
Jative to < this dire& charge of corruption,”
until this day, when, to my utter aftonith,
ment, 3 motion was made by Mr, Burke, and
feconded by Lord North, that all the papers
relative to this charge, as Mr. Burke ig
. pleafed to fyle it, fhould be- laid in theig
crude ftate before the Houfe of Com-
mons.—Let any rational and honeft man con-
fider for a moment the nature of thefe pro.
ceedings, which I will recapitulate,—



( =i )

r.hp month of May, 1782, Mr. Edmund
Bprkc, the corlfidential depetidant of Wi
Mnmﬁ:er of that day, with all the coercive
PP wer of this country in His hands, enjoying
the confidence of a miniftry omnipotent in
Par]iament, and popular without doors,tellsthe
agent of Mr.Haftings, that there is « a direct
charge of corsuption” againft the Governot-
General. 'Tho) the power of Mr. Burke was
fo great, and popular prejudices then at the
height ; tho’ Mr. Haftings was fo totally un-
conneted in this country, and the Agent de-
prived of every means of fupport; yet, relying
folely upon the integrity of his principal, and
the juftice of his country, he prefled Mr. Burke
to bring forward the charge, and pledged him-
felf to anfwer it. Will any man, who knows
the impetuous temper of Mr. Burke; who
knows his enmity toMr.Haftings, fuppofe that
he would have declined to prefer the charge, if
he could have fupported it ? But the fa& is,
that that feflion of Parliament was prorogued
without my hearing a fyllable more of "this
¢ direct charge of corruption.”— In Decem-
ber laft the Committee met again.—It has
made five Reports, yet, no © dire& chutge of
corruption :”  And this day, juft as his Ma-
Jefty
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je‘ﬂ'y is on his way to the Houfe of Pesrs,
Mr.. Burke (without any previous notice)
tells fifteen or twenty members, who were
affembled in the Houfe of Commons, that the
Committee is prevented by an accident from
making fuch a Report as would expofe the
peculation, connivance at peculation, &c. of
the principal fervants of the Company abroad
and at home; and then moves that thofe
Ppapers, in their crude ftate, thould be laid be-
fore the Houfe, which the firft Law Autho-
rities in this country pronounced, in 1776,
to bcimperfe&, confufed, and unintelligible.

I have fo unfeigned a refpe& for, and fo
high an opinion of Lord North, that I am
fure he feconded the motion from the moft
laudable motives.— His lordthip muft have
read thofe papers officially, in 1773, which
contain the * charge of corruption.” — Since
that period he has twice propofed Mr. Halt-
ings in Parliament, for the high and impor-
tant office of Governor-General of Bengal, [
want no further proof of his Lord(hip’s con-
vition of Mr. Haftings’s integrity, honour,
and abilities. By feconding a motion for lay-
ing the papers before Parliament, he is defirous
of courfe, that the Members, having the fame

meaps
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means of information, may entertain thofe
favourable fentiments of the GovernoryGe-
neral,which his Lordfhip did when he brought
him forward three times to fill the moft im-
portant office under the Britith Empire, and
which, I hope and believe, he ftill entertains
for him.——As to Mr, Burke, I have feen
fuch ftrange marks of prejudice in him, to-
wards the moft diftinguifhed characters in this
country, Lord North, Lord Shelburne, Mr.
Pitt, &c. &c. when they have differed from
him in opinion, that I defpair of making a
convert of him, unlefs indeed it iho’.lld be
his intereft in future to call Mr, Haftings
¢« His Honourable Friend.”

Queen-Square,
16th July, 2783,

JOHN SCOTT.






TO THE

Right Hox. EpmMuNd Burke

Lowden, 19th Fune, 1783,
SIR,

AHE ninth Report of tlie Seleét Com-
mitte¢ has at length been publifhed.
Several months have elapfed fince you firft
declared, that the merit of this extraordinary
conipofition, whenever it appeared, would be
folely and exclufively your own. The fe-
venth Report, which was confined to the
bufinefs of Mr. Sulivan, Sir William James
and Mr. Wilks, was the ptodu&ion of your
bonorable friend, General Smith'; but as the
members within doors, and the public with-
‘B oii‘t,
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owt; have been.lefs warm in commendation
{;that performance than yourfelf, it has fo
“pledged to prove the mattes, neither trivial,
unimportant, nor worthy to be prefented on
the 1/} of April, you confehted to the prope-
fition of Mr, Fox, that the coafideration of
the fubje& fhould be pofponed to a future
day, which was in fact difmiffing i for ewer.
“The ninth Report however treats of fo many
fubjecs of great importance, that it can nei-
sher be hattly or lightly anfwered. ¥ fhall
Aot prefume to apticipate the defence, which
the Eaft-India Company will doubtlefs make
1o fo many very ferious and heavy charges;
Jwor fhall I fay a fyllable in reply to the illi-
peral abufe whick yoy have heaped upon the
Court of Proprictors, for plefuiing to exer-
“cife “thofe Ruglits légdlly velted in shem,
‘when thcy, acknowledged tlic merifs andquali-
%ications of Mr. Haltings. 1 fhall confine
mylelf flely to the correfion of fugh errors
and miffeprefpatations,. a8, iy fend to im-
Jprefs'the public with an upfavgrable opinide
‘of bis charaflers Jndeeslalingk every diing
cgprained i the pickat Repors, in which be
'ﬁfoncﬂ"'ncﬂ:‘has alréadyeen bought for;

war
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wad by your Comnﬁttec, and fu}ly, fq:%
¥ad - ghsfiorlly “refoeed (b
ﬁl‘ be only new. points are, the t&myk; 8
thie plan of the 8th of Apri], 1783, for
aifhing an inveftment, and the hiftary of
M. Haﬁnos’s pretended rcﬁgnmox; in 177%

¢ 1

v+ 1 give you, Sir, every credxt you can ree
quire, for the many very ingenious argus
sents, which you have made ufe of to de-
preeiate the plan of the 8th of April, but ]
seally do not fec with what propricty they
werg introduced into a Report, profefledly
sade for the purpofe of giving information
to-the Houfe of Commens, 7 order to enable
s 0 adopt the muft proper means for regulat-
ing the Britifpb Government in Indig. Yau knew,
on Friday, the 13th Inftant, at the time your
worthy Chairman prefented the Report, ‘that
the plan, whether good or bad, was aban.
doned; you had known it above two monthss
even the Lively’s packet had been 2 month
at the Indig-Foufe, and they confained a
minute from the Governor-General and Caun-
cil, from which I have been able to extrad
§omie folid reafims, which they have given for ab-
tering the plan of the 8tk of April. It would
. ne
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'ndi‘hhve"l‘weﬁed your Report'much, but i¢
Cerainly would have evinced your candogr,
$f you had inferted the minute at length in
the body of your Report, inftead of publifh-
ing it in your Appendix, and reprefenting
dne part of it in a falfe pomnt of view. How-
ever as you have not thought proper o do
this, I beg leave to inform fuch Members of
the Honorable Houfe of Commons, as may
condefcend to read this letter, that the
Governor General and Council, in their mi-
nute of the roth of May, 1982, obfetve
¢ that the plan of the 8th and 15th of April
¢ was liable, as they had been advifed, to
% ftrong and weighty obje&ions, and that
< fince the publication of the plan, they dud
% received a latitude from the Company to draw
¢ bills upon them, in particu’ar cafes, fuch as
¢ they conceived the prefent to be: They there-
¢ fore refolve to draw upon the Company for
¢ eighty lacks of rupees, at an exchange’of
< two fhillings the current rupee, payable in
% ope and two years, without intereft, in
¢ England, but 8 per cent to be allowed in
¢ Bengal, from the time the money was paid
¢ into the Treafury, to the day the bills
¢ were granted; and they further fay, that

11 i‘
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*¢ jt fhall be recommended to the Court of
# Direlbors, (tbey baving mo power to grant
% fuch am sllewance) to allow the Prefident and
% Members of the Board of Trade 5 per
% gent. on the produce of the fales in Eng-
#¢ land, after the manner in which the Com-
#< pany gratify their fupra-cargoes in Can-
o~ ton ”

In @ letter which I did myfelf the honor
to-addrefs to you fome time ago, I proved,
from authentic evidence, drawn from .the
Records of the Eaft-India Company, that
this femittance, negociated in the womentGf
war and diflrefs, 1s more advantageous, .hy
above 12 per cent, than that which your
worthy Chairman General Richard Smith
recommended to the Council in Bengal, .ia
the time of peace and tranquillity. . L alfo
find, Sir, that Mr. Haftings has not.fub
{cribed five thoufind pounds ta this, remits
tance, but your Chairman remited the e
normous fum of Eighty Three Thoufand
Six Hundred Pounds by that which he had
{o firongly recommended. 1 confefs, it is
with difficulty I can reftrain my indignation,
when I am vipdicating the character of Mr.

Haftings
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Heftings, fram fuch grofs afperfions as are
sk vpon it. In the sl place he is blamed
fior ndopting a plan, which, upan more ma-
suse reflection, and receiving a latitude from the
Lompany for drawing upon them, he relinquifhed.
“Then he is faid to have allowed the Board of
Frade, in his improved plan, 5 per cent. en
the fales in England, when the realfaét is,
the Supreme Council have merely recom.
mended to the Court of Diretors w make
that allowance, which after all, it is at their
option to grant or to reject, and the recom-
mendation was in confequence of a very con-
fiderable reduction in the coft of the iavefts
ment,

Thefe firictures upon a plan that bas vewer
deen adopted, and as you well knaw, never
will be adapted, remind me of the very curious
obfervation the General made in his.7th Re-
port, as to the manner in .which-two afls of
parliament were “mentioned, in a-letter from
Mr. Sulivan and Sir William James; to the
Supreme Council. The General proves, al-
moft in the following page, that fuch para-
graphs made mo part of the letter, and you
have now favored the Houfe with an eldborase

treatife
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treatife upon an impolitic plan, and then
gravely obferve, that ¢ the judgment formed
st on the fcheme of April (abandoned) has
¢ nothing to do with the projett of May,”
adopted. Then you aflign two curious reafofts
for not fuppreffing your reflettions, the firft
not founded in truth, the laft merely an in-
finuation ; for I muft inform you, Sir, that
the Company rectived the plan of the ioth
of May, by the Lively, a Month before
your report was prefented, though you affert
that the Company does not know of it, by
any regulkr tranfmiffion.

The Governor-Getieral’s difobedience of
orders is again afferted. No new fas are
adduced, and I truft I have in a former pub-
lication fully cleared up every point of this
kind, I call upon your Chairman, General
Smith, who knows fomething of India, o
declare, as a man of honor, whether the
meafures purfued m England in 1776, and
the two following years, were mot of* a moft
dungerous and mifchicvous nature, that they
tended 2o weaken the neceffary influence of
the firft Britith fubje in India. If you do
not already know it, 1 inform you, Sir, that

Mr.
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s, “Taitinge’s 1mguage, bath tQ his Majeft'
ty’y Min.fte:s, and to the Court ‘of erd&ors,
has been uniform and conliftent,”™ « Remove
¢ me, or confium me, but do nag Yeave me
« at the hea, of the government, and de-
“ prive me o the neceflary powers of att-
« ing with effe¢t for the public gooci' » As
often as you mention Mr. Haftings’s con-
du& to Mr. Briftaw, and Mr. Fowke, fo
often will I repeat the eviden~e which I gave
to yom Committee, and I defire General
Richard 3mith, who has ferved the Gompany
almoft as long as I have done in India, may
contradi& me, if what I advance thould not
be founded in truth and common fenfe,

4

]

t Mr. Haftings fucceeded to the Goverament
of Bengaldn April, 1772, at that time, and
for two years afterwards he enjoyed the full
<onfidence of his conftituents—a.confidence
which he neverabufed. I afk General Smith,
if at that period, as well as during the Go-
‘vernment of Lord Clive; Mr. Verelft and
My, Cartier, the Court of DireQorsinterfered

sinxhe internal arrangements of the Govesa-
ment of Bengal. They appointed civil fer-
vants as they had always done, but they left

it
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it to the Government abroad to employ
them ag they thought beft for the public
fervice. What would Lord Clive have faid,
had the Court of Diréttors nominated the
junior fesvants to offices of traft and con-
fidence in Bengal. He would have declared
atonce that fuch an interference would ef:

feQtually deftroy the neceffary authority o\f the
Government upon the {pot.

The al@s of difobedience which you have
again brought forward, when ftripped of i
fophiftry and mifreprefentation, in which they
are involved in the Report, are as follows. .

Mr. Briftow and Mr. Fowke, two gentl'e"
men of very fair and irreproachable ch
ratters, were appointed Kefidents at O
and Benaris; the farmer mqtbc ropm of , M,r
Middleton, who had been nominated (o&hat
employment by Mr, Hafhngs about a ye;\r
before, the latter was appointed to 3. new
" office the very moment that his fathc:, qat,ln
the Company’s fervice, had rendered “himIf
gonfpicuous by taking an aéhve part agawﬂ:
Mr. Haftings, in the unformnat.c consqmons
wbxch at that tume dmded the Sypreme

. € oup-
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Comd, The Governor-General qppofed
both appointments, but as you well know?
Sir, he had no more power ac that time in
ths Council, than 1 had. When by the
death of Colonel Monfon, in September,
8776, he bgcame poffeffed of fome fhare in
the Government, of which he was the head,
be propofed the recall of .Mr..Briftow and
Mr. Fowke, nat.from any perfongl. objeétion
to any part of their condu&. 1 have before
obferved, I agaih repeat it, apd I call upan
Mr. Francis to contradiét me, if 1 afiere an
untrath, that the attention of every man
from .Calcutta to Dehly was fisied upen this
&, as the criterion. by which he was to
nge, whuher Mr. Haftings meapt to retain
“¢r 1o give up the, Governmeat. ththc; it
“was. the intention of General Clavqnpg,
“Colonel’ Monfon, and Mr. Francis, 10 p;p-
claim to every pawer in Indoftan, the anni-
lula&ou of Mr. Haftings’s polmcal lnﬁu-
¢ngé. wl;en they fpomtcd Mr, Briftow. and
Mr, fowke, is of no mament fo e,nqu‘xrc,
but that fuch was the eﬁc& of xt, is a point
% hich T believe oo mag will q:q;u,:g Mr.
laftings thoughe 'their recall was neceffary,
v to ﬂx his owh mﬂucnce upon its proper foot-

1“8;
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ing, for the condud of the public fervice,
The Céurt of DireQors, ‘however, thought
otherwife. Without deigning to reply to the
reafons’afligned by Mr, Haftings for recall-
ing Mr. Briffow and Mr. Fowke, they pe-
remptorily ordered them to be reftored. “T'he
order arrived in July, 1778, about the time
we heard of the French war. Mr., Briftow
had quitted India before the order arrived.
Mr. Fawke was on” the fpot, but the execu-
tion of the order refpecting him was fufpend-
ed. Sir John Clavering died feveral months
before this period.

Mr, Hattings oppofed carrying the order
into execution upon a ground, which in my
optnion i¢ unanfwerable. That if it had been
obeyed juft then, the Country powers would
have looked upon Mr, Haffings's immediate
removal from the Government as certain, for
at that period, Sir, it was afferted, as I can
affure you upon my honor, that the reinftare:
mens of Mefl. Britow and Fowke, were
fteps preparatory to Mr. Hattings's difmiffion,
and a letter of comptiment and thanks froft
the Court of Dirc@ors to'the late Sir john
ClaVering, was at that time tranfl#ted into

’ the
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- the Perfiap language, and icifcnlated fonhigh
as.in the ,camp of Nuzeph. Cawn, ~near
Dehly. Mr. Haftings, in "aQting as he did,
was not influenced by refentment ro Mr.
Fowke, but merely withed to prewent an idea
being circulated through ladia, thas'he was
himfelf on the pomnt of difmiflion from
his office. Here, Sir, I will readily, join
iffue with you, that when the Courtof Di-
rectors heard of this fufpenfien of a politive
order, they ought not again to have repeated
ic. If.the reafons urged by Mr.. Haftings,
for delaying or declining to carry sheic orders
into execution, did not appear fatisfattory,
théy fhould have taken immediate feps for
his difmiffion : but while the Government of
Fngland thought proper to contmue Mr.
Haftings at the head of tbe Government in
India, they fhould have allowed bhim theex-
ercife of the fame authority which his pre-
deceflots had invanably pofitfied, an auchori-
ty inherent in every Goverament: 1 fhould
be extremely glad to know, S, if you dif-
approve this neceffary a& of exertion in Mr.

- Hattings, in*which he had.no perfomal iater-
eft; upon what priacipie you can jufify the
Duke of Portland, who difpafieficd two wery

honorable
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*honokable knd able men of the pofts of Se-
cretaries to the: Freafury, to muke way for
your beother; Mr. Richard'Burke, and Mr,
Bheridan; Colonel Monfon avowed in Bengal,
Jike: 2 .mamg «thar no wife Government would
employ men, of whofe attachment they ‘were
#6t eonvinced. ‘He looked upon General
Claveritvg, 'Mr. Francis, and himfelf, as the
Govermient ‘dt that moment; and he took
away a trifllugroffice in point of refponfibili-
tp, the’ ot wrifling in emolument, from the
tate Mr. Plapdel, and gave it to the brother-
*ii.law'of Mr. Francis,

' Am additional and a weighty reafon de-
termined Mr.. Haftings not to réinftate Mefl,
Britow and Fowke,~He coaceived, and with
joftice too I think, that every Nasive in

z-India, from Calcutta to Dehly, would have
deemed their reftoration as immediately pre-

-t 'paratory to his own removal. In this light I
againa affirm, it had been reprefented by the
party attached to Mr. Francis. 1f Mr. Haft-

« ’ings did, at that difgraceful period, adopt
meafores of harfhnefs or.injuftice to the rights

of individuals, let thofe be blamed for it,

+1 who abfolutely forced she Governor-General

1) - of
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of Bengal, indo.2 perlohal contefte with twe
junior, fervants of the Company. -¥ou hive
attempred! to jmprels the Jwosld with an
opinion, Watr Mr. Faftings "has avowed 2
principle of difobedience, and that his Agent,
Major Scott, has fo far adopred Mr, Maft.
ings’s fenuments, as to hold..a fimilar lan-
guage in England. My fentifents, hewever,'
upoa this fubjedt, are .ncitherstew nor -extra.
ordinary. 1 think the Goveraor-General and
Council are uadoubtedly bound to obey the
orders of ghe Court of Pireftors. I muft
have been an ideot to have thought other.
wife ; but where they think -obedience to
their ordees may be attemded-with dangerous
confequences to the pullic, they Certainly
may difpeafe with them, affigding whoever
their reafons for fo doing, and if thofe rea-
fons thould not be farisfalory, difmiffien
from the fervice ought to bé the confequente.
I am aftonithed how fo plain a cafe can be
mifunderftood? Did not your Chairnan,
General Richard Smith, when a Member of
the Council in Bengal, avow, on the 25th of
September, 1769, that he knew the propofi.
tion, which he then brought forward, was in
dire€t oppofition to the pofitive orders of the

Four:
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Court of Blireftors, but chat the fltuation of
public affairs fully juttified hims, in propofing
to open the Gompany’s Treafury® for Drafrs

upon England # Did he not upeh another

ocgafion fay, that he would ik his life and
biy honar, rather than carry into execution
otders which he thought incompatible with

the welfare of the State,—that he knew, how-

ever, he was sefponfible for every deviation
of that kind, Without fuch a latitude, how
it the name of God, ¢an a great Kingdom, at
the diftance of twelve thoufand milles, from
the fuperior {tate be governed. Orders highly

proper: may be ‘iffued here in Jaruaary, but
when they wrrive §n Bengdl in O&ober, cir-
cumftances may be fo changed, ®as to render
them impolitic;; In fhort, Sir, it is for the
abufe, and not fer the proper ufe, of power,
that men in high ttations, at the diftance of
hadf the globe, fhould be punithed. What
was the fubflance of Mr. Hafting’s argu-

teats for recalling Mefl. Briftow end Fowke
originally? ¢ 1 am of opinion thofe Genle-
« mep wegte appointed to convince the Pow-
“ grs of Indoftan of the amnihilation of my
¢ aythority. Their recall alone catf convince
‘4thera that any fhare of power in this Go-
2146 . ¢¢ vernment
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“ vernment has reverted to mc.,; *Wbc,n &ﬂ“
oi-dcr,s wcre :epeated our. ﬁtuat;on wag criti-
eal W_g,: had begn dedared. g,gam& Frar;ce,
and a la{ge.; dctachmcnt wae _marching to
Bombay. Haﬁmgs then obfcrvcd,
“ The re&otatxon of Meff. Brx&ow and Fowke
« has attraéted the atrentjon qf gvery Prmc9
« in India, If they are reftored, my difmiffiop
« will be decmed certain. Thc: lcttgr from the
o« Court of Dlrc&ors to the latc Sir John Cla-
« vering, has been cxrculatcd qvgn to Dehly,
“as well as through our Qwn, vam
« While T am _perrmtted r.g rctalq thc ga
< yernment, I muft fupport, the dxgmr:y pf
« my ftation as far ag 1 fan,-—dcclarmg that
* no man can more earncﬁly wifh for a finpl
«¢ decifion than I do.” Itis :czp@.rkable, Sir,
that the Dire&ors do not, in the hrﬁ dxfap-
probatlon of Mr. Haftings g‘coqduc‘t, nor in
the repetition of their orders pefpetting Mc@'
Briftow and Fowke, take tbe ?‘:alleﬁ notice
of the arguments offered by Mr Haﬁmg; in
lus own defence, But I ihould be excegd-
;ngly glad to hear any man, who has ferved
in Indja, difpute the force or the propriety
of them,

g "o Makomed

14
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Ma}nomed Réza Cawn’ appomtment dood
preaife] X ‘gn the fithe giound: " He f\@d"bccn_
iade” an objb@c of ' party ;—but I beg, Sir,
you will be pleafcd to recollect, that this re.
fpetable Muffu'man,has repeatedly declared,
that, fo the jultice, the 1maamahty, and the
attentmn of Mr. Haftings, he was indebted
for Fs forturte,” his honour, and his life, at 2
time when he was accufed by Nundcomar.of
the maft Bagrant crimes and enormities.

Mr Briftow, as you know, has been lately
appointed to the Refidency of Oude, by
Mr. Haftings, The neceflity no longer ex-
ifted of declihing to carry the Company’s
orders into execution, and obedience to them
in their fulleft extent has tgken place. I am
very forry therefore that any circumftance re-
{peting that Gentlerhan is again brought for-
ward. Mr. Briftow certainly did write a very
intemperate letter to the Supreme Couficil of
India, on the 1ft of May, 1780, claiming, as
a right, that office, which the Court of IMi-
reGors had conferred upon him, and ftyling
them in three feveral pares of the letter, ¢ our
« Honorable Superiors,” faying his claim
was grounded on ¢ the higheft authorities,”

D &,
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&c. &c. You have remarked wpon Major
Scoty’s former evidence, who declared, that
in'his opinion Lord Clive would have fent’
dify man 2 prifoner to England, who had
written fuch a letter to the Board in his time,
and you now fay that your Committee finds
nothing reprehenfible in the letter, though it
excited the warmeft refentment of Mr. Haft-
ings, How your friend, General Richard
Smith, conld fubfcribe to fuch an opinion,
does, 1 confefs, aftonith me 3 no lefs fo his ac~
quicfence in the new and dangerous doérine,
which in your cagernefs to criminate Mr.
Haftings, you wilh to inculcate. “ That Mr.
“ Briftow was not the fervant of the Supreme
« Council, as Mr. Haftings hazards to cal}
¢ him, but their fellow fervant.”

When the honorable General was a mem-
ber of the Government of Bengal, 1 believe
no man faw in a ftronger light than he did
the neeeflicy of fupporting the dignity of it,
in its falleft extent, nor did any man require
a greater degree of fubordiaation, obedience,
and refpe, from every ‘inferior rank in the
civil and military fervice. How would the
General have bounced at the Board, if a civil

) fervant
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fervant had, in diftatorial terms, claimed an
appointment as his right, becaufe “our ho-
¢ norable fuperiors had conferred it upon
¢ him,” &c. &c. Would not the General
have faid, * The digniry of this Government
< muft be preferved. We are refponfible to
« the Court of Direftors for our condu& :
“ To them we will explain our reafons for
s deviating from their orders; but we will
« not be diétated to, or called to an account
¢ by our own fervants.”

I am confident this woukl have been the
General’s remark upon the occafion. Did he
not caufe three Armenians to be feized and
imprifoned in Oude? Did he not infigaeé
the Council 1o fend Mr. Bolts a prifoner to
England ; and for what? Becaupfe the Rories
they circulated through Indoftan, tended to
leflen the meceffary weighe and zrﬂueme of the
Governor of Bengal. Did he not procure the
dimiflion of a moft worthy, refpectable, and
gallant officer, Major Graham, without 2
Court Martial, becaufe that gentlemian had
made ufe of an expreffion, which was deemed
difrefpe@ful, in a letter he wrote to the Géne-
ral?  An expreffion mild indeed compared te
feveral in the letter of Mr. Briftow, Ihavea

very
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‘very great refped. and regard for Mr. Briltow,
The bufine(s is now moft happily adjufted—
but as my name is again introduced, I truft
/Mr. Briftow will pardomn me far faying, what
every man who read that letwer in India, f{aid,
that it was not written in fuch a ftyle as the
SupremeCouncil had ufually been addrefied in,

In fhort, Sir, the violence of contending
parties, at the period thefe appointments were
agitated, had tended fo far to weaken the ne+
ceflary power of the Government, that Mr.
Hattings was left for two years in fuch a fitua-
tion as I truft will not be the lot of any future
Governor General. I muft fuppofe, Sir, that
thereis as much integrity, ability and induftry,
in the Secret, as in the Selcct Commitiee; and
yet hqw ftrangely different are your ideas s to
the future regulation of the,Gavernment .of
India. You term a fenior merchant in Ben-
gal, the Fellaw-Servant of the Governor-Ge-.
peral.—The Lord Advpcate of Scotland, on
the other.hand, judging, doubuefs, that many
of our misfertunes haye refulted from the fyf-
tem which was fo induftricufly purfued for
three years, of reducing the authority of Mr,
Haftings, propofes to confer she moft dels

potie
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potic power upon the Governor-General,  If
his ideas are carried too far, fill I laok upon
his bill as being a complete confirmation of
every thing Mr. Haftings has urged, as to
the infufficiency of the power of the Gover-
nor-General, as far as the Lord Advocate’s
fentiments, and the fentiments of thofe with
whom he has aéted, can have weight with the
public.

I am forry to obferve, Sir, that you have
once more brought up the bufinefs of Nund-
comar. It is impofiible to reply to infinua-
tions, I have again and again aflerted, that
whenever a charge is brought forward it fhall
be fully anfwered. Al that I can now do, is,
to repeat what I have afferted before, that
Mr. Haftings had no concern, either direétiy,
or indirectly, in the apprehenfion, the profe-
cution, or the execution of Nundcomar. [
confefs I do not clearly underftand.your ex.
prefion. ‘ Nundcomar appears at the very
“tme of this extraordinary profkcution a
“ difcoverer of fome particulars -of illicit
* gain, then charged upon Mr. Hattings,
* the Governor General.,” Nundcoar, Sir,
wags no difcovery whatever, ke acculed Mr.

Haftings,



( 2¢)

Haftings of having accumulated millions of
Rupees in about thirty months, The abfurdity
of the charge was palpable ; it was fully en-
quited into, and proved to be falfe in every
part! Why would you not favour the world
with a few further particulars refpeting this
moft notorious of all delinquents, Nundcomar,
You muft know that it was generally faid in
Calcutta, about the t'me of his execution,
that he had made feveral very important dif-
coverics. On the 4th of Auagutlt, 1775, a
fervant of Nundcomar brought a paper to
General Clavering. On the 5th the Raja was
hanged. On the 6th the General ordered the
paper to be tranflated. On the 14th he
brought it to the Board, and faid he thought
it contained feveral particulars, which his
Majefty’s Minifters, and the Court of Di.-
reftors, fhould be acquainted with. Some
converfation enfued, and Mr.Haftings infifted
upon the paper being produced to the Board,
Xt was then read and etered in the Reogrds.
On the 16th Mr. Fradcis moved, that the
peper thould be burned by the hands of the
common hangman, as a libel, and the copy of
it expunged from the Records. Here the
bufinefs ended, and I thould hope, Sir; that

you
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you will not in future infinuate any thing te.
the difadvantage of the Governor-General, up-
on the evidence of fuch a man as Nundcomar
was. I again repeat, that a Committee was
exprefsly appointed to examineinto the charges
brought againft Mr. Haftings by the Raja,
they had every means given them of invefti-
gating every particylar moft fully, and the en~
quiry ended, as your ¢ direét charge of cor-
« ruption,” has ended, Nothing was found
that reflected either upon the honor or the in-
tegrity of the Governor-General.

‘The next point which you have introduced
into your Report, with a view to prejudice
the Houfe againft Mr. Haftings, is an account
of the refignation ; and here, Sir, I confefs
my unwillingnefs to follow you. Two of the
parties concerned in that myfterious bufinefs
are no more : but your noble friend, Lord
North, and the gentlemen who filled the two
Chairs of the Direction, at the time this tranf-
attion happened are upon the fpot, and are
able to clear up every dubious circumftance
init. I will relate the affair as circumftanti-
ally as I can: Soon after the Sapreme Coun-
cil arrived, and had commenced their oppafi-

tion
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flon to'every political meafure of Mr. Huft
ings’s government ; Mr. Macleane went to
England,impowered by theGovernor-General,
to at as his Agent. His inftru@ions were
undoubtedly to endeavour to procure for Mt.
Haftings, that fupport which he thought due
to his ffation ; but if that fupport couldnet
be procured, Mr. Haftings declared, vety ex-
plicitly, that he did not with to remain in the
Government. His letters to his Majefty’s
Minifter, and to theCourt of Diretors at thit
period, breathed the fame featiments exaétly.
The converfation alluded to, was of a fimilar
nature :—1In the courfe of a few months, how-
ever, the attacks upon Mr. Haftings became
very perfonal ; it was roundly afferted, that
there was no fpecies of peculation of which he
had not been guilty, and proofs were promifed
to be fent 10 England by the latter fhips' of
1775. Thus circumftanced, Mr. Haftings
wrote to the Court of Direftors, inh the moft
explicit and pofitive terms, that painful as his
fituation was, and would be, he was determined
to retain it until forcibly removed from it.

Now, Sir, as the inftructions under which

Mr. Macleane refigned the Government for
Mr.
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Mt Haftings, were dated in December, 1774,
furely the Court of Direétors ovght to have
regarded his politive declaratiens to them, in
letters of fubfequent dates, by three and fix
months, as of more force thah loofe para-
,graphs picked out of letters to Mr. Macléane,
tho in the hand-writing of Mr. Haftiogs,
which contained fimply this, «if I am not
* fupported, I with to give up, becaufe any
¢« government is better than a divided one.”
However, Sir, the Committee of Dire&ars,
who exathined Mr, Macleane’s powers, wgre

as you fay of opiniqn, that they were full and
fuflicient,—a moft extraordinary declaration
from gentlemen, who had read letters of 2
later date from Mr. Haftings, notifying his
determined refolution to remain in the Govern-
ment, the feveral fteps were taken to fill up
the vacancy, but fo great was the doubt of the
legality of the at, that the parties concerned
did never afk the opinion of Council upon it,
though required fo to do, in a general Court,
by Governor Johnftone.

The news of this remarkable event arrived
In India, to the general aftonithment of all

* parties. Mr. Haftings difavowed having giv-
E R
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ent any authority to Mr. Macleane to refign
for him, but declared at the fame time, that
he would give up the Government, becaufe he
thought that gentleman had aded for his in-
tereft, to the beft of his judgment. Now, Sir,
¢ame on the great difficulty in fectling this bu-
finefs. It had never been intimated to Mr.
Haftings that he was inftantly to refign. Such
an idea would have been too abfurd for Mr,
Maclgane to come into, of courfe he meant to
continue until the feafon for quitting Bengal.
Sir Jobn Clavering on the other hand had
been informed by private letters, that he had
fucceeded to the Government. Ft was natu-
ra} for him to fuppofe, that if Mr. Hattings
could keep the chair a day, he could keep it
as long as he pleafed, fo that this very circum-
ftance rendered the refignation of no effe&,
It made it, in fa&, an agreement which re-
required Mr. Haftings’s confent beforeit could
be complete, and fuch undoubtedly it was. ¥
pafs over the fubfequent events in Bengal.
Both partics made their reprefentations to
England. Mr. Haftings called loudly upon
the Chairman of the Court of Direors, to
publith to the world, what the powers were
which had been produced by Mr, Madeane.

He
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He wrote in as ftrong a ftyle of complaing
to his Majefty’s Minifter. ‘Thele letters were
difpatched previous to the death of Sir John
Clavering. See, Sir, in what a dilemma you
are involved. If you mean to infinuate that
Mr. Macleane was really poffeffed ‘of full

owers to refign for Mr. Haftings, that he
made ufe of thofe pawers when he faw Mr.
Haftings on the point of being difmiffed from.
the fervice, that his Majefty’s Minifters, and
the Court of Dirc&ors were, and ftill are, fully
fatisfied of the fufficiency of thofe powers s
what excufe can you make for the condu&t of
your new friend, Lord North? That nobla
Lord, fince the period of this pretended refig-
nation, has twice prefumed to come forward
to Parliament, to propofe a man to fill the high
and important office of Governor-General of
Bengal, who has dared, by your account, to
praéufe fuch a deceit upon the nation, as no
punithment could be wo fevere for. 1 did
hope, Sir, that this tranfa&tion would not have
been revived at fo great a diftance of time:
fince you however have revived it, why will
you not call upon fuch of the perties sew in
England, as have feen the powers which Mr.

Macleane produced? Lord Noeth was the
Minifter
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Minifter when the refignation took place. Ha
was the Minifter when Mr. Haftings denied
the authority under which it had been mads.
He was the Minifter when Mr. Haftings
called for the powers to be produced to thg
world, under which his agent had atted ; and
in the two following years, his Lordthip
propofed that Mr. Haftings thould be ‘ap-
poirted Governor-Genetal of Bengal. Cin
wé, Sir, have a ftronger confirmation of ‘Lord
Worth’s feiitiments of Mr, Haftings’s ¢ondut
¢hin hehNas given ! Would he hdve propofed’
a'man to fill the firft office’in India, who was
fo far wantihg in honor as to deny or to ex-
plain away, powers he had once given. There
was a time when the argument I now ufe
would have had lefs weight with you. There
was a time, if I miftake not, when you would
yourfelf have impeached the noble Lord ; but
at prefent, ‘1 prefume, his Lordthip’s fenti-
mients of a tranfa&ion, which I am forry to
dwell fo fong upon, will have fome weight
with you. )

- 1 have fo great an opinion of the honor.of
the noble Lord, that I am convinced no confi-
desation upon- earth.would have induced bim
to propofc Mr. Haftings, a fecond and 2 thin:d

time
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tifne for the Government of Bengal, in a Britith
Houfe of Commons, had he not been fully {z.
tisfied of the propriety of his conduét, as well
in the bufinels of.the refignation, as in every
a& ot his government, to the year 1781,

In fhort, Sir, you ought not to have mentis
oned a fyllable about the refignation; or if
you had entered upon the fubjet, common
juftice required that you fhould have examined
as many of the parties who were concerned in
that tranfation as are now in England. Some
of them are no more,—and

¢ Let no renew’d hottilities invade,
¢ The peaceful grave’s inviolable thade

¥ Mr. Macleane was the Agent of the Na-
bob of Arcot, Mr. William Burke is the
Agent of the Raja of Tanjore,

Now, Sir, I muft inform you, that the very
curious reafons which you have affigned for
Mr. Macleane’s condu& are totally without
foundation. Every idea of removing Mr.
Haftings at the India-Houfe was at an end.
He had gained a complete viftory there, a-
gaioft the whole force of aGovernment, whofe
intereft was at that period extremely powerful ;
but the idea was, that his Majefty’s Minifters
‘ were
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were dgtermined to carry in parliament what
‘thcy could not effe&t in the city. I am con-
vinced, Sir, if the compromife had not taken
place, and the affairs of India hid been agi-
tated in the Houfe of Commons, in the winter
of 1776, Mr. Haftings would have had your
warmeft fapport, for at that period he was in
the opinian of your pamty, am able, honeft,
great, and injured man, nor were his demernyg
difcovered by you, uwil Lord North (hewed
an inclination to fupport him Inthe firk Re-
port of yous Sele& Committee, you have pub--
lithed a copy of Mr. Haftings’s public letter
to the Charman of the Court of Direétars,
which he wrote when he did me the honos to
nomyinate me his Agent. That letter contains
the following paragraph, ¢ It is material to
“ me to make one ebfervation, thar in my in-
« ftrutions to Major Scott, I have particu-
¢ larly provided, that'I will fuffer no perfon
« whatever to perform any a& in my name,
“ that fhall be conftrued to imply a refigna-
“ tion of my authority; protefting againft
¢ the exercife of fo dangerous a power, fron:
“ its having been affumed upon a former oc-
“ cafion, without being warranted by my
“ confent, or by any previous inftructions,
% that
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« that could bear the moft diftant ten’denéy
¢ to fuch a meafure.”

‘Would Mr. Haftings dare to provoke an
enquiry in the manner he has done, if he had
ever empowered any man to make a furrender
of his Government for him, or would the
Court of Direftors have fubmitted to fuch a
notification, provided they had believed that
the tranfa&tion of 1776, was a fegal, valid re-
fignation, and complete in all its parts.

1 have now, Sir, gone through the infinua-
tions contained againft Mt. Haftings, in your
Niath Report. There is certainly no direé,
(or implied) charge of corruption ; and tho’
you are pledged to God, to the Houfe of Com-
mons, and your country, to prove the Gover-
nor-General a moft notorious delinquent; you
have as yet produced rot a fingle inftance ot
his corruption in office. It is true you have
laboured hard to prove, that an ophium coa-
tract has been given to Mr. Stephen Sulivas
upon terms not o advantageous as probably it
might have been concluded upon,

fc
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It hqpens unforrunastely too, that this gen-
tiéthan Is the fon of 4 Direor..: As the:Ap-
penalk to your Report is not yet.publifhed, I
have not read Mr. Haftings’s reafons for difs
pofing of the ophium contradt without putting
it up to public au@tion: I dare fay theyare
of foine force; but what does the charge- 2+
mount to,~that the gentleman, whko_ has besn
eight times Chairman of the Eaft-India Com-
pany, has ferved that Company abroad and at
THome above fifty years, is poflefied of fo fmall
1a fortune, that he procured for his.only fon,
an appointment in the Civil Service at Ma-
dras; that Mr, Stephen Sulivarr went at the
end of three years to Bengal ; that Mr., Haf-
tings, who had been for many years in habits
“of intimacy and friendfhip with the father, ap-
pointed him his Private Secretary and Judge
Advocate-General ; and that he afterwards
gave him a contra&, which has been a profi-
table contrat to every man who has held it.
I believe, Sir, no man who has filled fo great
an office for fo many years as Mr. Haftings
has done, can be clearer from the charge of
wafting the public money for private pure

“Bofes, than he is ¥ to mere infinuations I fhall
oppofe pofitive fads. L.ook around you, and
tell
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tell me how many of the gentlemen, who have
arrhved in England in the courfe of the twelve
years, that Mr. Haftings has been Governor
of Bengal, were of his family, or particularly
satranized by him. With truth and juftice I
ean fay, that as Mr. Haitings’s fortune is mo-
derdte in the extreme, for his ftation, fo have
the views and expectations of thofe attached to
him been moderate. ] defire you will point
ot a fingle perfon, either of his family, or ine
timately connected with, or dependent upon
hih, who has returned from Bengal with a
large fortune or a dubious charatter, ¢ The
¥ few who are called his friends cannot rife
' above an humble mediocrity, and the great-
* eft part are now foliciting to return to India
“ for bread.”

If the Governor-General has wafted the
public Treafure for private purpoles, furely it
will not be difficult to fix upon fome of thofc
individuals, who have benefited by an unau-
thorized exertion of the power of patronage.
Produce a fingle inftance of a gentleman, now
in England, who accumulated a fortune in the
courfe of the twelve years M, Hdhngs bas
been at the head of the Government of Bcnga}

F by
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hy enjoying improper advantages at the Com~
pany.’s expence, or in your own words, ¢ hy a
“ wafteof public treafure for private purpofes,”
and you will go further taq eftablifh one
fpecies of delinquency againft Mr. Haftings,
than by fifty infinuations, unfupported by
facts. That advantagious contraéts have been
given away in Bengal, as well as in other
countries, cannot be doubted, but to every
declaration,that rapid fortunes are continual-
ly made in Bengal, I thall oppofe a pofitive
fa&. The Company’s civil fervants are fome
of them of above twenty-fix years ftanding
in the country, many above twenty, and 2
great number indeed of more than fifteen
years length of fervice. The Company’s mi-
litary fervants are of equal, if not of longer
ftanding, and I refer you, Sir, to the evidence
of your reports to prove, thag almoft all the
gentlemen who have been examined by you,
have ferved the Company abroad fiom fifteen
to twenty years. It was at the time of the
acquifition of the Dyanne, before Mr, Haft-
ings’s return to Bengal, that thofe rapid and
enormous fortunes were acquired in a fhort
period; and as you well know, your honorable
friend, General Richard Smith, was but four
years
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Yeats and {even months in Bengal. It would
be impertinent in me to prefume to guefs at
the amount of his acquifitions ; but certainly
we have had no inftances, during Mr. Haft-
ings’s adminiftration, of rapid and enormous
fortunes being acquired, though by the ex-
tenfion of our influence to Oude, the means
of providing for individuals has been con-
fiderably increafed.

You have fearched the Company’s Records
with induftry ; you have had the additional
advantage of converfing with every man who
hus returned from India; and what have you
d:fcovered ? that an improvident contraé, as
you ftate it, has been granted fo Mr, Stephen
Sulivan—This is “ The wafte of public
¢ Treafure for private Purpofes.”—Have
yeu, Sir, beeh as moderate in exercifing the
power of patronage as Mr. Haftings has
proved himfelf to be, ina difficult and trying
fituation ?—How many of the name of Burke,
are now fed at the public expence—your re-
lation, who firt acquired, and afterwards loft
a fortune, in the Alley, made two journeys
over land to India, and appcated here as the
avowed agent of the Raja of Tanjore, was,
‘ foen
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foon’ after the change of the M iniftry, in
March, 1782, nominated to the new and ufe-
lefs office of Receiver of the Ballances due
from the Eaft-India Company to the Crown,
on account of the Regiments ferving in India;
or, in other words, Paymafter of his Ma-
jefty’s Forces in India: but I decline the in-
vidigus tafk of ftating to what an extent you
have exercifed the power of providing for
your relations at the public expence, during
the fhort time your party has been in office.—
It is {fufficient for me to affert, that Mr.
Haftings, and his friends, are as free from
the vice of rapacity, as from the folly of ex-
ti1avagance.

You have faid, Sir, that Mr. Hattings,
when he firft heard of the Refignation, had
recourfeto one of thofe unlook’d for and hardy
meafures which charatterize the whole of his
adminiftration.

Was this meant as a compliment or a re-
fleCtion? it was, I grant you, a hardy meafure
to march a detachment acrofs India—but it is
fucceeded——1It was a hardy meafure to in-
vade the country of Madjee Sindia—but it

produced
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prodgced an immediate peace with the only
actiye, Member of the Maratta ftate, and a
genera], peace with the Marattas has been the
copfequance—It was a hardy meafure, and
big with perfonal refponfibility, to draw off
the Maratta army at Cuttack, by advancing
Chimnajee Boofla a Sum of money, without
the confeat of Mr. Francis, but the Eaft-
India Company has felt the good effeéts of
itv—1It was a hardy meafure to propofe em-
barking fix hundred and forty Europeans,
with a large fupply of treafure, to relieve
Madras, at the moment that the navigation
was interdicted, on account of the dangers
that attended it.—But the neceflity for ex-
ertion was prefling, and the Meafure fuc-
ceeded.—The Refponfibility of this meritori-
ous exertion was thrown upon Mr. Haftings,
and Sir Eyre Coote.—~Thefe hardy meafures
have fecured to the Governor-General, the
applaufe of his countrymen, and have faved
our empire in India from deftru&ion.

I muft confefs, Sir, it does appear fome-
thing extraordinary, that Mr. Haftings thould
be cenfured by Mr. Burke, for betraying
figns of an impatient, independent, and over-

bearing
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bearing temper, and for prefuming to o #
a priniciple of difobedience to fuperior authuti.
ty. Does fuch an accufation come with 2
good grace from 2 gentleman, who in one in-
ftance has a@ed in dire¢t oppofition to the
fenfe of the late and prefent Law-officers of
the Crown ; and in another, has fet his judg-
ment up in oppofition to the folemn determi-
nation of the great Council of the Nation?
and who, having fatisfied his own mind of the
propriety of an alteration in a depending
Bill, deemed it ufclefs and unnecefiary to
communicate his difcoveries to the Houfe of
Commons ? If thefe are inftances of amiable
weaknefs, and are not to be cenfured on that
account, why, Sir, will you not make fome
allowance for the difficulties of Mr. Haft-
" ingy's former fituation.

‘Were I to adopt your mode of reafoning s
were I to attribute every action of your life
to the worft pofiible motive, how eafy would
it be, to fay, that when you took upon your-
felf to reftore two men to offices, from which
they had been removed on fufpicion of de-
linquency, you meant to obftruct the courfe
of public juftice, or that when you examined

evidence
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evidence without doors to prove the propriety
of altering a bill which had been debated
claufe by claufe in a Committee of the
Houfe of Commons; and when you made
fuch alterations upon evidence you thought of
RO moment to communicate, you fhewed a
fironger inftance of an independent fpirit,
than Mr. Haftings has ever difplayed.

Itruft I am warranted in fuppofing' that
every part of the Ninth Report was written
by yourfelf. Of this fa&t there will, I believe
be no doubt ; but the refpectable Committee,
of which you are a member, having adopted
the reafoning contained in it, perhaps fome
apology may be neceffary to the gentlemen
who attended when the Report was read, as
well as to Mr, Burke. I affure you, Sir, I
mean to take no improper liberty with them,
or with you; and if in defending Mr, Haf-
tings from the infinuations whichare contained
againft him in the Ninth Report, I have been
hurried into any difrefpectful expreffions, I
very fincerely acknowledge my error, and
crave pardon of you, and the Committee,
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T-well know the deference and refpec which
is due from an humble individual, like myfelf,
10 a gentleman who poficfics fo eminent a rank
in the litersry world, who fills fo high an
office in the ftate, and is admitted to the Coun-
cils of our moft gracious Sovereign ; if in any
cxpreffion in this letter, I thall appear to have
loft fight of that deference and refpeét, I truft
you will attribute it to my firm cenvition of
the injuftice which has been done to Mr. Haf-
tings’s charadler, in the Ninth Report of the
Seleét Committee.

1 have the honor to be,

S IR,

L3

Your moft obedient humble fervant,

7. 8.

P. S,
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P. S. In the concluding paragraphs of yout
Repott] you ‘obferve that’ niany material pa-
pers, Lartly arrived from {ndia, have been laid
before yout Committee,—[ ptefutne’you mean
the difpatches teéetved By the Lively: You
appear, however, to have fele@ted the refolu-
tion of the Council-General telative to the in-
veftment, as the only doc¢tmernt neceflary to
be brought forward at préfent’; and even this
paper is confighed to an Appendix, mot yet
publifbed,—Your Report is brought forward at
{o late a petiod of the feffions profeiedly, in
order o enable the Houfe to adopt the ot proper
means for rogulating the Britifb Government in
India ;=1 this was your intention in bringing
the Report forward on the 1 3th of June, furely,
Sir, it would have been candid to have faid
fomething furcher relative to the Lively’s dif-
patches, The idea without doors is, that
they contain undoubted proofs of the fpirited
and fuccefsful exertions of the Governor Ge-
neral and Council, and give the Company a
well-founded hope of their being able to fur-
mount the aftonithing difficulties and embar-
raflinents in which every Prefidency has been
involved. Not a hint of this kind, however,
is to be found in your Report, and the only

G paper
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paper alluded to is thatin which the Supreme
Council have recommended to the Court of
Direftors, to allow the Members of the Board
of Trade, refident in Calcutta, 5 per cent,
upon the amounts of the inveftment. Any
perfon reading your Report, would conclude,
I am fure, that the grant of the s per Cent,
was abfolute by the Supreme Council, inftead
of being merely a recommendation, and in-
ftead of this ‘“ memorable tranfa&ion,” bind-
ing the Board of Trade to take no unlawful
¢ emolument,” and confequently implying,
that fuch, had hitherto been' taken, the mean-
ing muft be, as the words exprefs, * that they
¢ were to take no further emolument ;* by
which was underftood, I prefume, a reftriction
from trade, in fuch articles as might affeét

the Company’s invefiment for the enfuing
feafon.

FI1INT1S
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TD THE
Right Hon, Epmunp Burkk.

London, gth Fuly, 1783,
SIR,

HEN I did myfelf the honor to ad-
drefs you on the 1g9th of June, the
Appendix to the Ninth Report was not pub-
lihed. In candour and fairnefs both thould
have appeared at the fame moment, becaufe it
is poffible that very different conclufions may
be drawn by different men, from the fame
fatts. If I prefumed to animadvert with fome
degree of freedom upon the infinuations con-
tained in the Ninth Report, and to complain
of the grofs injuftice which has been done to
theGovernor-General’s chara&er, I thall be lefs
able to reftrain myfelf, when I proceed to the
elucidation of fuch parts of his condutt, as
the documents which you have publifhed in
the Appendix will afford me an opportunity
of juftifying,
On
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On the 13th of June, a Report frorth a Com-
mittee of the Houfe of Commons, profefledly
compiled by Mr. Burke, is prefented. This
Report is made, “ in order to enable the
¢« Houfe to adopt the moft proper means for
s regulating the Bgitith Government in
s India.”

It is drawn up with great art and ability,
and may not unaptly be ftyled a Critical Re-
view, palpably calculated to catch the paffions
and prejudices of the moment, The Appen-
dix from whence I mean to refute every fylla-
ble that affets Mr. Haftings, is kept back
until the fifth of July, twenty-two days from
the delivery of the Report. If you fhould
fay, that its bulk prevented an earlier publi-
cation, I muft beg lcave to obferve to you,
Sir, that common juftice thould hive induced
you to have produced the Report and the Ap-
pendix at the fame umé.—Mr. Fox, vne day
informs the Ioufe, after paffing a warm, if
not a juft, eulogium upon the ability, the in-
tegrity, and the labours of the Scle Com-
mittee, that a Report of very great impor-
tance is foon to be prefented, and then the af-
fairs of India will be fully difcufied. T do

not
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not enquire into Mr. Fox’s motives for ‘poft-
poning the confideration of India affairs‘ to
-another feflions, and thus playing with an
empire, although the Governor-General had
fo fpiritedly called upon Minifters, either to
remove or to confirm him, nor do I feek to
know what arguments induced you to fit
filent for the firft time fince my arrival inEng-
land, when Bengal, or Mr. Haftings, was the
fubject of difcuffion in the Houfe of Com-
mons. I am convinced that His Majefty’s
Miniflers have an high opinion _both of
the ability and the integrity of Mr. Haftings,
Can any reafonable man in this kingdom
believe, that a fingle Member of the Ca-
binet really thinks Mr. Haftings the author
of the calamities of India, that he has a&ed
contrary to the honour and policy of the na-
tion, or brought enormous expences on the
Eaft India Company ? If oneof his Majefty’s
Minifters entertained fuch an opinien, would
he have confented to poftpone the confidera-
tion of India bufinefs for fo many months,
when all parties agree,that Bengal is the laft
great ftake left to this divided, unhappy
country?

In
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Tn my lakt letter I fated the cafe of Mr, Brifs
tow, but I omitted to take notice of a very
fevere and & very unjuft infinuation contained
in the courfe of your ftriGures upon it. In
truth, I knew it to be fo unfounded, that it
made not the fmalleft impreflion upon me,
though upon further confideration it will be
abfolutely ' neceflary to reply to it, left the
charge may have weight with the world.

After ftating the proceedings in Council re-
lative ¢o the reftoration of Mr. Briftow, you
fay, “ Mr. Haftings propofed, as a compro-
“ mife, a divifion of the obje& in queftion,
< one half was to be furrendered to the au-
“ thority of the Court of Dire®ors, the other
% was referved for his dignity.,” And then
you go on te ftate, « That Mr. Briftow ought
“ to have been appointed to “the pecuniary
“ truft, and Mr. Middleton to the Refiden.
“ cy, provided Mr. Haftings wifhed to avoid
¢ all fufpicion- with refpe& to the purity of
¢ his Motives.”

Yam ¢ruly forry, Sir, that in your eagernefs
to criminate Mr. Haftings, you-hould eg-
tirely forget what were the orders of the Court

of
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of Direftors relative to Mr. Briitow, upon
which the proceedings profefledly were
founded. In 1775, Mr. Briftow was ap-
pointed Refident at Oude. In 1777, he was re-
sdoved. In 1979, he was reftored 1o 1be Reff
dengy by the Court of Directors. In 1780, Mr.
Francis moves, in confequence thas he fhall
be nominated to ¢he Refidency. S Eyre Caote
and Mr, Wheler agree, the former however
expreffing his difapprobation of carrying inta
execution the orders of the Court of Diretors
at that particular moment, if they could have
been avoided, and expreffing his readinefs to
adopt any meafure Mr. Haftings could pro-
pofe, for fupporting the neceffary influence of
hus ftation.

Mr. Briftow was put in poffeffion of the
Refpdency of C OQude, in conformity to the order of the
Coxrt of Direftors 5 the other appointment was
no part of the office to which Mr. Briftow had
originally been nominated, and might be made
totally diftin&t, witheut az infringement of their
orders ; but had Mr, Middleton been appaint.
ed public Refident, and Mr. Briftow to the
office of Paymatter of theTroops, and Colleétor
of the Tuncaws ; how would the Cours of Die

relors
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elors otders have been carried into q;pwm
at ‘ne R ¥ Y

. et
Nothing can be more ungenerous and un- !

juft than your reflections upon this affair, T he
attention of the Legiflatyre, and qf the people
of England, is now however fo ﬂ:rongly drawn
to the caufe of the Governor-General, that it
is no longer in your power to injure him by
infinuations, If you mean te prove, or to at-
tempt to prove, Mr. Haftings a notorjous
delinquent, which you are pladﬁcd to do,
you.muft produce a fpecific charge fo which
I will give a fpecific, and I dare fay a fanf-_
fadory reply if Mr. Haftings’s character for
integrity is not too firmly fixed, to be affected
by this part of your report, I wil] bring a"proof
pofitive, that he had no private, no jnterefted
views to gratify, when he propofed fén'ding
Mr. Middleton to Oude, and I could with,
Sir, that you had thought proper to infert the
following letter, ¢ither in your Report, "or in
your Appendix. It was received on the 24th
of May, at the India-Houft,

. In September, 1782, Mr. Haftings thought
he had reafon to be diffatisfied wrth thc publxc
: con u&t
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condudt of Mr. Middleton, on thefe grounds,
that he had not exerted himfelf to procure the
payment of the balances, due from the Viz.er’
to the Company, and that he had negleted
to tranfiit fome material information to the
Board, after ftating thefe points in a letter to
the Supreme Council, dated on the Ganges,
22d of September, 1782. Mr. Haftings adds,
« The obftacle which oppofed itfelf to the
s« pomination of Mr. Briftow, to the Refidenta
s fhip of Oude, no longer exifts. 1 have the
s pleafure of finding,upon the molt impartial
“t enquiry, that the condu& of Mr. Briftow,
* during his former Refidency at the Court
s of the Vizier, has been proper and attentive.
¢ I accordingly with him to fucceed to the
«¢ prefent Refident, provided the Vizier has
 no reafonable objettion to his appointment.

« I have now great fatisfation in inform.
“ ing you,that my letter to the atting Mini-
 fter of the Vizier has had the happieft
¢ effe@ts in realizing the heavy balances due
« to the Company trom Oude, arid 1t is faid
s¢ that the prefent Refident, and his Deputy,
« are brought to a proper fenfe of their duty
¢ 1o the Company.
B « But



( 10)

“ Butasinevery a& of my adminiftration of |
« ﬂagﬁ'@m of ghe Company, I never had an
“ , ohged ip view, but their permanent inté-
“:e&,qs far as my judgment could: dm&‘
“ * me, and as prejudice in favor of thofe in
«' whom I have confided, or againft thofe who'
« oppofc me, vanith in my mind, when the

s« good of the fervice requires it ; I now with
« yoy to recall Mr. Middleton from the
< Coyst of the-Vizier, andto appoint Mr.
“ B:Jitow in his room,

Tu My weak ftate of health-obliges me to
« diftate this lester from mybed, yet T can-
« not hgt add that your inftruttions to Mr.,
@ Bn&qw thould be ftrong and pofitive ‘upon
o ‘thele points ; 1ft, That he thould always
¢ fhew every poffible refpe@ to the Vizier
“and his family. 2dly, That he fhould
o« .aakc the moft effetual feps for. fecuring
«“ Aﬂ that may remain unpaid of the Come

ga;y's balapces ; 3dly, That the fecurity
“ Muj imssaal peace of .the Vizier’s domi-
« gigns, end the happinefs of the people,
“ fhould be conftantly in his view, and thag

“ he fhapld commanicate fully and freely |
% with this Goverameént upon thefe-furbjodts,”

- 1 thould
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I thould hope, Sir, after reading this extrad
you will be of opinion, that it is not polfible
ta impute the Governor-General’s donduét to
bafe or finifter views, and here I fhail 3rdp

the fubjed.

From your ftatement of the Ophium mo-
nopoly in the Reports, I was inclined to be-
lieve that I had been hitherto mifinformed re.’
lative to that branch of the Gompany’s Reve-
nues, but upon reading the papers publithed
in the Appendix, I find, as I always under.
ftood, that Mr. Hattings is clesrly entitled to
the merit of having broughs the amount of
this advantageous monopoly to the credit of
the Gompany.

Your honorable fiiend, General Richard
Smith, will undoubtedly recolle®t, that while
he was a Member of the Adminiftration w
Bengal, the Ophium bf the Revenutof Batizr
was avowedly a monopoly far the emolument
of individuals. ft had- been fo doring tixc
Government of Lord Clive and Mr., Vere]ﬁ,
and continued on the fame footing until Mr,
Maltings fucceeded to the chair,

In
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o ol e firff, yéar of his Governmerit he fie
;0 ¢d ‘that 800 chefts fHould be prepared
Yon the Company's accouht, which was in fact
L?l}:t ompany s account, w Ich was in.
¢ pdding twp lacks of rupees torthe Revenues

I ogut

of ‘that year.

In théTecond year the whale of the Ophium
in the Province of Bahai was provided on the
Co’mpany’s‘?ccount, for which they paid 320
rupées a cheft, and mighc probably gain five
"lacks by the fale of it

= And here; Sir, I iruft obferve, that you do
not ftatetht rranfaction faitly, or truly, when
you iy, % 4t length it engageed the attention
¢ of theCompany.” The fa& is, that it had
previoyfly engaged the atsention of Mr.Haftings,
to whom the credic is certainly due-of having
¥urhed the mondpoly of Ophium tothe advan
tages of hig cnii;lbyers ; a circumftance,which
fiom' dkfign or acdident, you'have omiteed to
ghtion. Tedld rotin fact edgage the atcen.
:“gn‘ of the Diré&ors *dll Decetiber, 1775,
d all they then fay upon'fris; that it hafl be
ulides ' tHe ‘mahageitietit’ of® the Supteme
vb’unc"h. WY o M e P N

(3]

After
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. Al the, arrival of .Gengral Clayering,
Colpne], Monfon, and Mr. Francis, the Sp-
. px;qmc Council dctcrmmpd ‘lhﬂt the Ophium
. fhould be provided by contra& and alf per-
fons were invited by an advertifement b fend
in propofals.—There were twelve candidates
for the contra®t; Mr. Griffichs, whofe pro-
pofals were the loweft obtained, and held it
two years ; it was then given for three years
to Mr, Mackenzie, -unlefs the Dire®ors fhould
in the mean time order the monopoly o be
abolithed,—But you obfesve, “that the con-
< rra& was not put up to public auttipn, as it
“ ought to have been, for which the Govengr
« (ieneral and Council were fcvcrely IEPrie
¢ mand

The words of the Diredtors are, « thee
“ the contratt fhould hzve been put yp to
« aullion, or previous enquiries thould, Jhave
“ been mady, neceffary to guide your Jgdgs-
“ ment therein, and 1o warrant the meglurg,
“ we therefore muft dnfapprovc your, cog;!u&
“on that occafion.” I would afk any rea-
fonable man,, whether, the paragraph, 1 have
guoted thould be called 3" fevere rm?-—

" What
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Whmngiveu that grevious
‘were not made ? The falt is, that :’he
Bem; before they concluded Mr. Grifiufh's
Qﬁnm& in 1775, hid mide nedr.ﬁ‘a’ry
« grevious enguiry to guitle their i ft, ahd
the information of the ‘Patha Council’ beipg
on Record, a farthet enquity in 777 'Was un-

neceﬁ:y.

When Mr. Mackenzie’s contra&f was near-
Yy expired, he renewed ‘it for another year,
and then it was granted to Mr. Stephcn Suli-
van for four years, the precife tinte 'Mr.
Mackenzie had feld i, and upon the fame
tesws. )

I thall forbear, Sir,to remark upon the very
extreordinury ftyle dnd” thanirer in which you
dewil this bufinef, fo' drfferent from an
thing -that - has hitherto ippeared "4 par-
Fismentary: report, bt*¥ will Endeivour to
relate plain myacters "of - faft in plam and ‘in-
telligible langubge. ™' ‘

Fpm xy6s o0 192, the Ophiwih of the
province of Baher bid been 2 morfoply it
hangs of individuals, I it was wrong“to

permit
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permit the Company’s fervanty to enjoy B

great.an advantage at the expence of their

employers, your honourable friend, General

Smith, having been a part_of the time a
member of the adminiftration, is Parsiceps-
Criminis ; but in thofe days, the rage of
Reformation had not feized him. In 199%;
Mr. Haftings caufed the Company to parti~
cipate in this monopoly.—Their fhare that
year was 8oq.chefts.—In 1773, the Company

became poffefied of the whole at 320 Rupees
a cheft, not in confequence of orders from
England, but by Mr. Haftings’s attention to
the interefts of his conftituents, and for this,
amongft other ceconomical arrangements, he
received the thanks of the Court of Directors.

In 1775, the Supreme Council determined
to difpofe of the Qphium contra& to the
loweft bidder.— There were twelve com-
petitors, and Mr. Griffiths’s propofals being
the moft favorable for the Company were ac-
cepted.—It is fair to prefume that the terms,
which he took the contract upon, were very
low; that they were highly advantageous to
the Company is clear, sad General Clavering,
and Mr, Francis theught fo, or they would

not
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not have confented to Mr. Mackenzie's hold.
mé'th’e “Contract for three years, upon almott
fithilar terms, without its being again put up
o p\lblic au&tion,—for you will be pleafed
to obferve, Sir, that neither General Claver-
ing nor Mr. Francis, made fuch a propo-
ficion.—This is a fa¢t which I beg you will
attend to,—~When Mr. Mackenzies term was
expired, he was permitted to hold the con-
tfa&t for one year longer, and then it was
given for four years to Mr. Stephen Sulivan,
tpon the fame terms -that Mr. Mackenzie
had held it—terms fomething lower than the
loweft that had been offered by twelve differ-
erit competitors,when it was put up to public
auétion in 1775.—Let any honeft man read
this plain ftate of faéls, and then declare
upon his honor, if it is fuch a tranfatiqn as
Mr. Haftings need to bluth at.—

*If Sir John Clavering (of whofe integrity
and -honor I ever had the higheft opinion)
coincided in opinion with Mr. Haftings, that
the Ophium contra&, upon the terms which
Mr. Griffiths had held it, was placed upon a
wery fair and eqmtablc footing, if he con-
ﬁmed to permit Mr. Mackenzie tohold it

for
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for three years, with a mﬁmg alterauion 1,
favor of the company, and on¢ prov}fo, unllf
the monoply isfelf, Jbould be abolifbed, within tha
périod, if the anly ObjC&lon ftated by the
Direftors to Mr. Mackenzle s contn& was,
that it had not been pucup ‘to pubhc auction,
nor * previous enquiries made, if Mr. Haft.
ings has but merely continued a contrad
to Mr. Sulivan, upon terms which General
Claveri.ng and Mr. Francis approved of, why
in God’ Namc, have you purpofely involved
the a&'ax; in fo much obfcunty? Ridicule in
one Paragraph "infinuation jn a fecond, and
mxfrcprcfepgatxon in a third.

You fay_, « This Monopoly continuing,and .
s ga;hqnqq ftrength, through a fucceflion-of
“ Contraltors, and being probably a mof} -
*¢ lucrative dealing, it grew to be every day
“ a greates, obje& of competition. The
¢ Coungjl of Patna .endeavoured ta regover
“ the coptra&, or at leaft the agency, by the,
“ mqft inviting terms; -and in ghis eager.

* The Court of Dire&tqrs did not tecolle&, perhaps, when
they fade’ i obfebrition, ﬁo\‘-ﬁll&"ﬁu CResiihid Hein

canfidered in 12735 :which peecludoil the nepeflity of agfunthes '
enquiry, in the opinion both of Mr, Hafings and General

Clavering. c « fate
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“ ftate of mutual complaint and ccmpetition
“hetween | private men and publi bodies;
o« “tnings continued until the arrival of Mr.
“ Stephen Sulivan, fon' of Mr. Sulvan,
*Chairman of the Ea&-lndxa tompany,
« which foon put” an end to all r:fc and,

¢ emulation.” ,
des s

-1 really, Sir, do not know how to reply
td this Paragraph.—There is fuch & ftrange
nilfreprefentation of fa&s throughgut.—In
the firft place, the offer from the Council of
Putna was made in ‘March, 1775, in reply to
aletter to them from the Supreme Council,
requiring their opinion as to the beft mode of
providing Ophbium in fyturc.—The offer was
né¥--accepted, as Mr. Griffiths’s terms were
mech more favorable for the Company, and
? tan'isd no fubfequent application-from the
Pitna Council.—The Board of Trade, which
is’an Imperium in Imperio, had applied to
the Dire@ors to 'be al}bwed the management
of the Ophium es & commercial concern;
buc fince the year 1997, they appear not to
have written refpe&ting the Contra&t;—fo that
“ the eager ftare of mutual complaint,
5 sompetition,” w0 which you allude ;. but

< ' ) of
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of which I can find ho trace in the Ap.
pendix muft have been fromr March, 1775,
to Auguft, 1777, abave thrée years prior to Mr.
Steph-n Sulivan’s arrival in Bengal.—How
can you, Sir, attempt tomiflead the public in
fo grefs a manner ?—Would not any man of
common underftanding fuppofe from reading
your account, that the Ophium’ contra& had
been a continued obje& of contention, from
1775, ull Mr. Sulivan got it in 1781 ?  Yet
I cannot find a line upon the fubje in your
Arpendix, between the months of July,
1777, when the contra& was granted to Mr,
Mackenzie, and April, 1781, when it was
given to Mr. Sulivan—A period of almoft
four years,—

Mr. Francis obferved, when the Ophium
contra& was firft under confideracion, on the
23d of May, 1775, I fbould think it unadvife-
s able to enzage on very low terms with any con-
s traffor.”” Here Mr. Francis fpeaks as every
fenfible man will-fpéak, who thinks upan the
fubj &. But if this Ophium contra& was to be
put up annually to public auétion, and given
to the loweft bidder, as you affert it ought to

be, it may fall into the hands, as Mr, Francis
fays,
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fays, « ¢f perfons who bave the power io indewnify
¢ ;bqwfdve: at awy rase; and from whom the
s Ryots andFarmers wonld in fal} kave no appeal.

I know your regard for Mr. Francis ; it
gives me therefore much’ pleafurg to quote
what you deem fo refpeétable an authority.1find
alfo in your Appendix an unanfwerable atgu-
ment in favour of the Ophium Contra& being
extended beyond the period of one or two
years ; Mr. Griffiths fays (and a contrafor
may f{peak truth fometimes) ¢ As the extent
* and improvement of the poppy cultivation
¢ wholely depends on the meafures adopted by
 the contraftor, it is unqueftionably &is
S¢ imsereft (when bis engagements are for a long
¢ teym) to conduct himfelf with that juftice
¢ and lenity, which is the only mode of con-
¢ ciliating the good opinion of the Ryots, and
¢¢ thereby encouraging them to pay their
¢ whole and unremitted attention to the pro-
*¢ duce of their lands ; they will then, and not
¢ til] then, heartily join with the contradtor, 1n
¢ extending the cultivation, and readily adopt
¢ any mode which he may point out for the
¢ improvement thereof.—Thefe happy effelts
¢ can pever be experienced, while the engage-

) s ments
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< ments are limited to omeyear; the contraltor,
< baving no future objedd, finds it neceflary to
o exalk bis usmoft dues from the Ryor, who, as
¢ he expelts a new mafter, his whole attention
«.is confequently bent on taking advantage of
s the new and old contrattors, &c. &c.”

Mr. Griffiths was permisted %0 hold the
contrat a fecond year.

Mr; Mackenzie, the next contrator, fays,
¢ The Ryots, from every information I have
¢ been able to obtain, fuffer great hardfhigs
¢¢ and diftrefs from a frequent change of con-
¢ tractors; your granting me the exclufive
< privilege of manufacturing the Ophium for
¢ a term of years, will make it my interef 4o
S cherifb the Inbabitants, and experience will
¢¢ teach them to confide in me, and encourage
¢ them to apply themftlves to the culture of
¢t their lands with chearfulnefs and alacrity.
¢ Thefe defirable effeéts can never be fele,
¢ whilft they have a yearly change of mafters, as
“the contrador, in that cafe, confines his
“ ftudy and attention folely to ternporary ad-
“ vantages, without any view to future im-
¢« provement, ar the cultivatign of this valy-
& able branch of revenue.”

Ido
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I do not enquire into the motives which in-
duced Mr, Griffiths and Mr. Mackenzie to
offer thefe Remarks to the Board, but they are
founded in reafon, truth, and common fenfe.

I have now explained the nature of the con-
tract granted to Mr. Sulivan. I will not pre-
tend to fay, that I believe it to be, even upon
the prefent fair and equitable terms, a difad-
vantageous contract; but I beg you to con-
fider, Sir, that if Mr. Haftings had not inter-
fered in behalf of the Eaft-India Company,
the monopoly might to this moment have
continued in the hands of the Patna Fac-
tory.—Some perfon muft hold it, and as
Mr. Sulivan has it upon lower terms than
the loweft of the twelve compeutors, who
gave in propofals in the year 1775, I do
not fee how it can reafonably be fuppofed,
that any other perfon could have taken it
upon more favorable terms for the Com-
pany.—I cannot however help obferving the
ftrefs you lay upon Mr. Higginfon’s evi-
dence;—*¢ That it was’generally believed in
% Calcutta, Mr. Sulivan had fold the con-
s tradt, tho’ he could not fpecify for what
% fum,”.—Adopting this doubtful evidence,as

if
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if it were pofitive to the fa& youadd, “ From
*¢ this tranfaion it appears clearly, that the
¢ con.rat was given to Mr. Sulivan, for no
s other purpofe than to fupply him with a
¢ fum ot money,”—

Is this reafoding fair, juft, or candid?
You have no proof that Mr. Sulivan has dif-
pofed of his_contract, andét ygu had, you
are ignorant of his motives for the difpofal of
it.—~The puint to confider is this, was the
contra& given to-him upon fuch tertns as
to make the tranfaction appear to be a job ?
Certainly not.—What would your Chairman
think of me, if I were to entertain the Com-
mittee, by telling them, that when 1 had the
hgonor to {ferve under General Smith’s com-
mand, asa Subaltern Officer in Bengal, the
Provinces of Coiah and Allahabad were called
the Commander in Chiet’s eftate, and that it
was generally belicved he rented thofe Pro-,
vinces from Shaw Allum; and further, that
hc paid him the Bengal 'Inbute inV nz.ery
Rupccs ?—Yet you might certamnly receive
this “evidence from me, with as much pro-
priety as you did Mr. Higginfon’s, relative |
to the fale of Mr. Sulivan’s contra&.—The

tranfations
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I'haveveryigood reafon to believe, that Mr,
Salivan:has nbt; eveh to this momont, difpe~"
fodyef the'contralh:

m 1'may be able to quit this drowfy fy-
mxof'theEn&al r, 1 fhall proceed to
I:nu:how it was, pofed of laft year; and

Igam, I fhalt have thuch reafon to com-
plaln of your want of candour and fairnefs,

With fubmific jori to you, Sir, it was not ‘qmne
fali"¥0" fate ‘thar the Governor-Generil and”
Coindil had "entered ° upon a dmng fpeéulz-
i, withour't obT'cmug thé froag and urgeiit
neécﬁ'f} "whn‘.h compelted theds i

aof ery rapee “théy could col}b&‘ t’oﬁ
retied of thet‘omﬁm s prefiing
updh thé coaft'st Coronnnd1 “The g udﬁ'bn
wiswhids Whether, unai'r d!&cnfcumhméa
“ﬁhd” “Bétgal i’ 1781, it "wbi
mwamémmmbm&m fio ruﬁ

s F



( 25)
whatever to China, ot tq adopt a plan which
gawd the Halftory at Canron a chance st lealt
of fndisg targoes to England? Neither
moh¢y nor bills could be {pared. The fcheme
might have been a daring one, but it was &
neceffary one, and bas been crowned with fuscifs.

Your Report ftates, that two fhips failed
from Bengal with ophium on board, cou.
figned to China and the eaftfard ; and yom
have publithed a private letter in yourAppens
dix, from Mr. Fitzhugh to M. Gregory, in

it is obfetved, that the.importation of
opiisim is condemmed by the laws of Chita;
and, widmit adverting to the necelfty which
impelied the Safirede Council to addpt Yhis
mode of fupplying the faory at Canton with
{pecic, Mr. Fitzhugh conderhns the tranfaés
tion ia very harth tériny. The mdde in
which the giteftion is put to Mr, Fitzhugh i
fomethiniy euribes:  Whether it would be
‘ proper to fend ephium from Bedgal tc
¢ Ching off the Compaty’s account I AsNgy
Fitzhogi's asfwer wis tobecome a record otl
at the india-Houfe aAd in your Cortrhittee
tixg guetkion from a gentletnan ofMr.Gregory’
adknowledged candour, ought to have-beer

D

¢ Wharhs
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tran®¥¥ions ' 1" allude to, were as miuch the'
fabjeRt’of publi¢ converfation and general be-
Bf," as that 'to which yéw examined' Mr.
Higginfon,

I do not pledge myfelf to prove the fa&, but
I*have'very.good reafon to believe, that Mr,
Sulivan has not, even to this momeat, difpo-
fed of the contra&,

That 1 may be able to quit this drowfy fy-
rup of the Eaft altogether, I fhall proceed to
ftate how it was difpofed of laft year; and
here again, I fhall have tuch reafon to com-
plain of your want of candour and fairnefs.

With fubmiffion to you, Sir, it was not quite "
fair to ftate that the Governor-General and
Council had entered upon a daring fpecula-
tidn;” without obferving the ftrong and urgent
néceffity, whith compelled them to appropri-
ate every ‘rupee they could colle&t to the
relief of the Company’s prefling exigencies
upon the coaft of Coromandel. The queftion
v:as this : Whether, under the circumitances
which exifted in Bengal in 1781, it would ’
hive beeh more eligible to have fent no fupply ~

whatever
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whatever to China, or to adopt a plan which
gave the Fatory at Canton a chance at leaft
of fending cargoes to England? Neither
money nor bills could be fpared. The fcheme
might have been a daring one, but it was a
neceffary one, and kas been crowned with fuccefs.

Your Report ftates, that two thips failed
from Bengal with ophium .on board, con-
figned to China and the eaft¥ard; and youw
have publithed a private letter in yourAppen-
dix, from Mr, Fitzhugh to Mr. Gregory, in
which it isobferved, that the importation of
ophiom is cendemned by the laws of China,
and, wichout adverting to the nmeceffty which
impelled the Supreme Council to adopt this
mode of fupplying the faGory at Canton with’
fpecie, Mr. Fitzhugh condemns the tranfac-
tion ia very harth terms. The mode in
which the queftion is put to Mr. Fitzhugh is
fomething curious:  Whether it would be
« propee to fend ophium from Bengal to
¢¢ China o the Company’s account ” AsMr,
Fitzhugh’s anfwer was tobecome a record both’
at the India-Houfe and in your Committee,
the quettion from a gentleman of Mr.Gregory’s
acknowledged candour, ought to have been,

D ¢ Whether
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¢ Whether it would be better to rifjue fending
<t ophium to China from Bengal onthe Com-
¢ pany’s account, in order to give the Supra-
s¢ Cargoes a chance of loading the Company’s
* fhips,—or to fend no fupply whatever fora
¢ whole feafon from Bengal, which would ne-
¢¢ ceflarily detain the fhips for one year at
¢ Canton "

But I fhall pafs over your reafoning and
Mr. Fitzhugh’s Letter, and relate the matter
of fact,

The Nonfuch armed thip, with 1601 cheifts
of ophium on board, arrived fafe at Canton,
and the Supra-Cargoes difpofed of the ophium
without incurring any of thofe penalties which
you foretold. They write upon the fubje& to
the Court of Diretors as follows: ¢ The
« gbje&t of the Governor General and Coun-
¢ cil was to raife a fum of money to anfwer
¢ the exigencies of the Company’s affairs in
¢ that part of India, and at the fame time
¢ afford .us a fupply for providing the inveft-
« ment for the prefent year. Had ophium
¢ not been imported in Portuguefe thips, and
¢ bad the Captain obeyed bis orders, we have not

(13 tb'
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¢ the (eaft doubt but it might have been fold to
¢ a confiderable advantage.”

¢ The total lofs to the Company, after pay-
* ment of every charge,in confequence of the
¢ Captain’s difobeying his orders, was
¢ 69 973 dollars.” For this lofs, Sir, the
Supreme Coundil are not accountable; but
even as the voyage has tuned out, it
enables the Supra-Cargoes to load the thips of
the prefent year, as they atually fold the
the ophium for above eighty thoufand pounds
fterling, and there was no other poffible mode
could have been devifed for fupplying them
tvith atythe of that {um,

Speaking of the fhip fent to the Eaftward
with ophium, the Supri-Cargars fay +

¢ The Betfy was taken. Had her voyage
“ been accomphfhed, we have great reafon
“ to imagine, that the HonourableCompany
¢ would have received confiderable advan-
« tage from it. She fold as much of her
% cargo as produced 59,600 dollars, which
« was paid into the Honourable Company’s
¢ Treatury here,”

Altho’
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Altho' the Betfy was taken, it appears, thaz
59,600 dollars were reccived for a part of her
cargo, previouste the capture; fo that, in
fa&, the Supreme Council merit the appro-
bation the Direftors gave this part of the
plan, inftead of the ridicule and cenfure
which you have been pleafed to treat it with.

The produce of the cargo of the Nonfuch
sdded to the fum paid into the Company’s
Treafury in Canton, makes the whole amount
ninety-three thoufand, three hundred, and
forty-five pounds fterling, All charges were
paid by certificates upon the Court of Di-
reftors. The fcheme was temporary. The
neceffity of fupply, both in Bengal and China,
moft urgent, and the tranfaction upon the
whole highly laudable,

Here, S8ir, I clofe my remarks. And
¥-afk you, Whether you think, that Mr, Haf-
tings deferves the very fevere, urjuft, and
wngenerous ftrictures, which you have peffed
wpon him, either for granting the Ophium
concra& to Mr, Sulivan, or for adopting that
s darig fpeculation,” by which ten lacks
of rapets in fpecie was proeured for the pub-
Jic fervice in Bengal, at a moment of general
diftrefs, and 3 cargo purchafed, which has

been



( 29 )
been refold at China, and has enabled the
Fa&tory at Canton to difpatch all the China
fhips to Europe this feafon ?

I imagine, Sir, you depend very much upon
the opinion which the Houfe of Commons
entertains of your candour and fairnefs, or you
muft fuppofe the Appendix will never be re-
red to. In my life I never faw fuch falfe in-
ferences from aflumed faéls, or fo many mifre-
prefentations crowded in fo fhort a fpace.

You fay, ¢ Thefe extraordinary changes, in
<¢ favour of Mr. Sulivan, were attended with
¢¢ Joffes to others, and feem to have excited
¢ much difcontent. This difcontent it was
¢¢ peceffary in fome meafure to appeafe. The
¢ Vendue Mafter, who was deprived of his
¢ accuftomed dues on the public fale of the
¢ ophium,by the private dealing, made a for-
¢ mal complaint to the Board againt this, as
® well as other proceedings relative to the
 fame bufinefs. He auributed the private
 fale to “resfons of flate;” and this ftrong
* reflection, both on the Board of Trade and
*¢ the Council Board, was pafled over withous
¢ obfervation, He was quicted, by appointing
¢ him to the duty of thole very Infpectors,
 whofe office had juft been abalithed as

© ufelefs.
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¢ ufelefs. The Houfe will judge of the effi-
& cacy of the revival of this office by the mo-
¢ tives to it, and by Mr. Haftings giving that
“ g0 one as a compenfation, which had been
¢ executed as a duty by feveral,”

In another place you add, ¢¢ But here their
¢ conftant and vigilant obferver, the Vendue
s Mafter, met them again. They feemed to
¢ live in na fmall terror of this gentleman !

I can find no trace in the Appendix of much
or of any difcontent being excited by M. Su-
livan’s contra®. The Vendue Mafter, Mr.
George Williamfon, a gentleman xor in 1be
Company's [ervice, whofe office may be abolithed
at the pleafure of the Supreme Council, and
who holds it bimfelf only during their pleafure,
wrote a very refpectful and proper letter to
the Board on the -18th of O&aber, 1781, fta-
ting that broad cloth, copper, and ophium,
not having been lately fold by public fale as
heretofore, his expences had exceeded h s pro-
fits. He begs to be allowed a commiffion on
private fales, as he muft keep up his eftablifh-
ment of fervants; and he moft humbly en-
treats, at the conclufion of his letter, that
fhould there be any future fales at Chinfurah,

he may be directed to conduét them.
The
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The Board grant his firft requeft, but deny
the fecond. You fay, * Mr. Haflings gave My,
« Wil'liamfon ibe commiffion as a compenfasion>
This is not true. Mr. Haflings was at
Benares at the time it was granted, and could
not poffibly interfere direétly or indireétly in
the bufinefs. The fa& is, as appears in your
Appendix, that the Board (Mr. Wheler and
Mr. Macpherfon) on the 6th of Nov. 1781,
¢ appointed him to receive charge of the
¢ Ophium, and further intrufted him with
¢ the charge of repacking and thipping fuch
“ quantities as may be ordered for expor-
¢ tation, drawing for his trouble the fame
¢ commiffion as has been allowed on the
¢ Company’s Sales, as a compenfation for the
¢ loffes he would otherwife fuftain by the
¢ exportation, and in lieu of all other expences
< 1ncidental to his prefent eftablithment of
¢ public Vendue Mafter.”

It is impofiible any man in England can be
abfurd or weak enough to believe, if he will
confider for a fingle moment, that Mr. Haf-
tings, and the Supreme Coun-il, * fhould
¢ live in no fmall terror” of a gentleman,

who
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who as LordKeppel faid of Sir Hugh Pallifer,
they éould put down with a fillip, if “they
thould fhave any cauft to dxfapproye of fu:
conduét.

You have not carrivd your remarks upon -
Salt to as late a period as you might have
done. Had you really meant to furnith
the Houfe of Commons with a candid and
a faitr ftatement of that branch of the Com-.
pany’s Revenue, you would have obferved,
that by a plan formed by Mr. Haftings, and
carried into execution at his own feparate
refponfibility, under the immediate manage-
ment of Mr, Henry Vanfittart, the reveaues
of the Company from Salt are 48 lacks
of rupees ; and that threc years ago they did
not realize a lack of rupees from this article. -

The prefent contra& for fupplying the
army in Bengal with draft and carriage cattle
was propofcd by Sir Eyre Coote ; and I widl
undertake to prove, that it is one of the moft
advantageous contralts the Company have
ever entered into, If you really witk to be -
informed upon the fubje®, you may find do-
cumients at the India Houfe that will convince *
you, -the Supreme Council were attentive to

the
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the true interefts of the Company, and the
Nanves of Bengal, when they concluded a
cuticraét upon fuch terms as infured a pl:opcr
fupply of draft and carriage cattle for every
corps in the army., As I have ma:ched from
every ftation in Bengal and Bahar, between
t'e years 1767 and 1779, I have had an op-
portunity of feeing the diftrefs of the coun-
1y, the vexation of the farmers, and the lofs
to the Revenue, occafioned by the neceffary
and unavoidable feverities which have been
exercifed in prefling bullocks for the public
fervige, whenever a brigade or detachment has
been in motion. If you mean to a& fairly, 1
defire you will look into the Revenue Ac-
counts of the provinces of Bengal and Bahar,
previous to the conclufion of the bullock
contrat in 1779 3 add to the amount of the
former contracts the d=duions that have
been allowed from the Revenue, whenever a
brigade or a corps of the army has marched,
and you will find, I believe, that the amount
of the prefent is confiderzbly lefs than the
amount of former contraéts. If to this you
confider the temporary diftrefs and terror of
the.poor farmers, who were fubjeét to fee

E their
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their cattle forcibly feized from the plough,

and the chance after all of their not being
pa.ld for them, you mutt allow, that a contract
calculated to femedy evety inconveniency of
this kind, and to enable every corps to march
at a moment’s” warning, was highly proper
for the Supreme Council to adopt, when it
came recommended by fo diftinguithed an
officer as Sir Eyre Coote.

Let General Richard Smith declare, as an
officer, whether he does not think it would be
better, that our army in Bengal fhould confift
of twenty thoufand men upon a war eftablith-
ment, and ready to march at a moment’s
warning, tkan of thirty thoufand upon a
peace eftablithment, without a proper fupply
of draft and carriage cattle attached to each
corps, fo as to enable them to move without
diftrefs to the country? We have been
engagcd in war from the momeht Mr.Croftes’s
contract was concluded, and I do not hefitate
to pronounce, that, in cvery point of view, it
has turned out 2 moft bencficial and advanta-
geous contral for the Compam

4

»
-

You
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You fay, ¢ The cafe of Mr. Belli’s contra®
“ for fupplying provifions to the Fort is of
*¢ the fame defcription (as Mr.Croftes”s) and
¢ what exceedingly encreafes the fufpicion
‘¢ againft this profufion in contrals, made
“ in dire& violation of orders, is, that they
‘* are sways found to be given in favour of
*« perfons cieatly conne&ted with Mr. Haf-
“ tings in his fam.ly, or even in his atual
“ fervice,”

To fo pointed an aflcrtion, I muft oppofea
pofitive denial. The ta&, as you have ftated
it, is not true. Mr. Belli is the only in-
ftance that I know of, or that you have pro-
duced of agentleman in Mr. Haftings’s fa-
mily, holding a contraé. He has been twelve
years in the Governor-General’s family, as
Private' Secretary of the Civil Department of
the Government ; he is 2 man, whofe honour
and integrity are too well eftablifhed to be
wounded by any infinuation in vour Report;
and | am convinced, that he would be a con-
fiderable gainer, was he to give up his wholk
fortune, acquired in the courfe of the twelve
years he has been confidentially empl‘oyed
in exchange for the annual income which your

family
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family. at prefent enjays under the Britith Go-
veroment, No man living can be clearer than
Ms. Hattings is fram the crime of providing
«for thofe who are attached to him, at the pub-
lic expence. -

Asyou are fond of fingular anecdotes, the
following may bothamute and inftru&t you,—
The late Sir George Wombwell, either as a
Chairman, Deputy-Chairman, or a lcading
Direftor, had a very principal fhare in the
management of the Eaft-India Company,
from 1775 to 1780.—You will find his name
to every letter fram the Diretors in that
period Texcept when he was out by rotation)
which cenfured the condu& of Mr. Haftings,
andhe was particularly fevere upon himfor not
obeying the orders of the Court of Direftors
with refpet ta contrats, which were pofitive-
ly dire&ed 20 be given to the loweft bidder,
and for one year only.—Yet this fame Sir
George Wombwell atually made ufe of M:.
Haftings’s arguments upon the fubje® of
contralls, when Sir Philip Jennings €lé¢tke
brought in a Bill for excluding Contwaors
ftom Seats in the Houfe of Commons.—
Upon this occafion, Sir George obierved,

May
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May 4th. 1778, ® - Thes ke believed puttinp up
«« Contralls to Sake would ke prejudicial so ths
« pablic fervice. Men inadeguaty &g #be qce
 complibment of the Camtral3s weld. & @l
s times bid lower then men of ability and repy-
¢ tation, and they would do much more injury
“ by firving the public badly than the differ-
¢ ence of expemce. He bad fesn inflances of it
 in the Contrafls of the Eaf-lndia Companwy,
 and thife of [o fatal a nature, tizat ke could
¢ net agree to the motion : Gentlemen unocquaing-
“ ed with bufinefs, and of kittle confequence in
“ the eye of the public, might move for refir-
< mation in every department of Governmnt

If Sir George Wombwell fpoke fo welt in
May, yet in December of the fame yeur,
when Chairman of the Court of Direltars,
he and his brethren wrote ta Bengal, « ajtho’
¢ the Governor-Genperal has thought proper
¢ to exprefs fo diret and pointed a difap-
¢ probation of the mode enjoined by the
*¢ Company, we adhers to the propriety of
* tbe Caurt’s Qrders, and rencw the in.
* junétion, that in allicafey you acoepr.the
* Jowelt propofals, with fulﬁc.ent fecurxty
 for the performance.”

® Vide Paliamentary Regifter, publifhed by Almon.
Every
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* "Every teifonable man will think, that a
contra® ought to be concluded upon fuch fair
and cquitable ‘terms between the Company
#hd the individual, as to afford the latter an
honeft profit for his labour, and to infure to
the former a pan&ual obfervance of the condi-
tions. If you thould tell me, that it is the
bufinefs of the propofer'to take care, that the
terms he offers are not fo low as to preclude
Him from the probability of a future profit, 1
reply, that, to my knowledge, Gentlemen in
Bengal have offered to take contraéts upon
lower terms than it was poffible to eXetute
the fervice for. I will give you an inftance in
point. In 1795, the Supreme Council, being
then complete, contra&ed with the Yate Colo-
nel Parker to keep the cantonments of Bur-
rampore and Dinapore in repair for two years,
at a certain annual fum. General Clavering
offered Colonel Parker the contraét for five
years, which the latter declined, on a fuppofi-
tion that he might be a lofer by it. When
his contrat was on the point of expiring, he
wifhed to renew it on the fame terms, but the
General then obje&ted. New propofals were
accordingly advertifed for, and upon opening
them it was found, that an Enfign in the fer-
vice
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vice a&ually propofed 1o keep the canten-
ments in repair for lefs than two thirds of the
amount of Colonel’s Parker’s contra®, Ac-
cording to eftablifhed cufiom, this gentle
man was entitled to the contra&; but-Mr.
Haftings being fully convinced, as General
Clavering, and every other man converfant in
the bufinels was, of the impoffibility of exe-
cuting the contra& upon the terms propofed,
it was agreed, that the bufinefs fhould be done
by agency in future.

1 haye been more full upon the fubje of
contracts, becaufe I recollet perfectly well,
that on the 28th of May laft year, when the
Houfe of Commons paffed that memorable
vote-for the removal of Mr. Haftings, Mr.
Secretary Fox faid, * That tho’ he did not
¢« doubt the integrity of Mr. Haftings, yet it
« might happen to him, as it had happened to
« a noble Lord (North) that without being
«_guilty of pcculauon himfelf, he had winked
¢ at it in others.”

It rcrq;ains ftill wich you, Sir, to prove Mr.
Haftmgs guilty of a wafte of public treafure
for © private purpofes.

I rcally
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I vedily am aftonithed 4t your mifrepre-
fntation of the opinion of the Council, who
wete confiiited refative to the propriety of
cothinanting a profecution againft Mr. Haft-
ing%, upon the ftrange jumble of inéonfift-
efit thargés tranimitted from Bengal,in 1775,
and received at a timie when his Majefty’s
Minifters and the €oute of Directors would
gladly have feized any tenable ground for
his Removil.

¥

‘ *

You fay “ none of them gave a pofitive
< ppinioh againft the grounds of the profedu-
“ gion.”

M. Smith, the Company’s Solicitor, fays,
« I cannot bring myklf to think, there is
¢ fufficient grounds to bring a fuit againft
« Mr. Hattings.”

Lord Thurlow, then Attorney-General,
fays, * upon the whole, I fee no evidence in
“ my judgment fufficient to maintain an zc.
< tion.”

The Selicitor-General (now Lord Lough-
borough) fays € the Company may proceed
[13 by
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** by action, or a bill on equity; and the lattet
“ method feems, from gbe imperfei? and confufed
“ gccount of the evidehce of the tranfaction,
¢ 1o be the moft proper method of proceed-
¢ ing.”

M, Serjeant Adair fays, “ at all events, I
¢ cannot -think it advifeable for the Com-
“ pany- to commence any fuit againft Mr.
« Haftings. » Mr. Sayer, fays, ‘ there is not
< fufficient ground for an ation at common
« laog¥.and adds “ As I am fatisfed a dif-
¢ oovery. will not be injurious to his defence
“ orintegrity, it is my advice, thata Bill be
« filed in Bengal, &c.”

Me. Dunning fays, « if it can be preved,
+ ‘that Mr. Haftirigs received the lack and a
¢ half of Rupees in queftion as 2 gift, &c. &c.
“ the ; money, may be recovered of him.” —He
adds, * i itappears to me difficult to reconcile
s the "evidence_ftated.” —He does not ad-
vife a profccuuon, yet you fay, ¢ three of
¢ them, Mr. Weddeiburn, Mr. Dunning and
«“.Mr. Adair, were clear in favour of the
¢ profecution.”

of
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Of thefe three opinions, there is not a
fyllable in cither that appears,even by a forced
conftruétion, to recommend a profecution, ex-
cept in Mr. Wedderburn’s, and he ftates the
evidence to be confufed and imperfeis.

‘What could induce you to bring forward to
public view the tranfattions of fo diftant a
period, and to mifreprefent in fo grofs a man-
net the opinion of the Council who were con-
fulted ? — % Is this the dire& charge of cor-
¢ ruption,” which you told Major Scott, in
May, 1782, you intended to produce againft
Mr. Haftings ?—Be affured, Sir, you cannot
injure him by fuch an attack as this is.—

Never, I believe, were fo many infinuations,
or mifreprefentations, crowded in fo fhort a
a fpace.—You fuy, after giving us your ac-
count of the refignation, that the Court of
Direttors obfervations upon it, *are juft
“and well applied, but that with thefe de-
4 clarations, ‘they appear to have clofed the
« account, aff dilmiffed the fubje& for
¢ ever.”—And why did they fo? was it out
of regard to Mr. Haftings ? By no means,~
The Court of Dire€tors had afligned their

privilege
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privilege of examination to three of theie’
body.—Thefe three Gentlemen reported to
the Court, that the powers, produced by Mr,
Macleane, were ¢ full and fufficient,” and in
this opinion they were_not unanimous ;—
but when Mr. Haftings “denied he had ever
given fuch powers,I do not find that either of
thefe Gentlemen ftepped forward to fupport
their former atiertions.—The more 1 con.
fider this bufinefs, the more clear it appears,—
In the Letter ot the Court of Direftors, to
which you have alluded, they fay, * although
¢ General Clavering aéted unwarrantably, and
« even #llezally, in dire€ing the Secretary to
¢ jffue the Summons in his name as Governor-
“ General, &c. &c.” Now, Sir, by this.de-
claration, the Direttors do in faét vindicate
Mr Haftings moft completely;—for if General
Clavering was not Governor-General, the mo-
ment the notification of Mr. Haftings’s re~
fignation arrived (and the Diretors allow he
was not) Mr. Haftings is fully juftified for
his fubfequent conduct,

You add, “a fan&tion was hereby given to

*¢ all future defiance of every authority in
¢¢ this kingdom.~Several other matters of
“ complaint
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# complaint againt Mr. Haftings, particular-
% ly the charge of peculgtion, fell to the
¢ ground af the Jame time.”

This affertion is not true,—The letter from
the Court of Dired¥s was dated the 23d of
December, 1778 ;—but the opinion of Coun-
¢il, on the charges fent toEngland againft Mr,
Hattings, was taken in July, 1776 ;—and do
you infinuate, Sir, that the Direftors would
have dared to quath all profecutions, had
they not been convinced of the impoffibiliey
of criminating Mr, Haftings ?

I believe, T have omitted no part of theRe-
port,which affcéts the charafter of Mr. Haft-
ngs.—I thank you moft heartily for publifh-
ing the Appendix.—I hope every IMember of
the Houfe of Commons, who may in future
vote upon an India queftion, will take the
pains to read and compare it with the Re-
port,—The Governor-General will then be
fully juftified.

. How, Sir, fhall I account for your tuéat-
ment of Mr, Haftings ? —You were one of his
‘ warm



( 45 )

warm admirers, as I underftand, in the year
1776, and every Member of the Rocking-
ham party, who pofiifled India Stock, voted
for him inLeadenhall-Street, at that period.—
What has he done to forfeit your good opi.
nion ? Has your connetion with the Raja of
‘Fanjore occafioned this mighty ehange, add-
ed to the impetuofity of your temper? [
Nave, indeed, fcen fuch extraordinary changesy
in political opinions, fince my arrival in
England, that [ fhall in future pay attention
to fafls only, and not to expreflions.~—It was
fo much the fathion to abufe your noble
friend Lord North, until he was compelled
to refign, that what fell from you in par-
ticular may not be in the general recolletion
of the public.—The following Extracts frem
the Parliamentary Debates, as publifhed by
your patriotic fricnds, Almon and Debrete,will
prove, that, if you have accufed Mr. Haftings
of inconfiftency, you have afferred, that it wag
the great characteriftic of the noble Lord, and
his adherents, to eat their words, and renotince
their principles; if you have treated Mr. Haft.
ings’s expreffions and aions with ridicule,
you have faid, the nobleLard was a curiofity 5
but he was more fit for the Britith Mufeum,

than
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than the Britith Houfe of Commons;if youhave
pledged yourfelf to God, the Hawfe of Commons
and your Country, to prove Mr.Haftings a no-
torious delinquent, you were pledged to bring
the noble Lord to the block.—If you have
accufed Mr. Haftings of being the author
of all the rapine and bloodfhed in India,
you have accufed the noble Lord of plung-
ing America in all the horrors of war.—If
you have charged Mr. Haftings with wafting
the Public Treafure for private purpofes, you
have been ftill more violent in your attacks
upon Lord North, with refpet to the expen-
diture of PublicMoney.—Yet at this moment,
Lord North is the noble friend of the Right
Honorable Edmund Burke.—The nobleLord,
with a confidence, which is the refult of
confcious innocence, has again and again
pledged himfelf not to run away, but to re-
ply to any charge you could bring forward; I
pledge myfelf, that Mr. Haftings will be
equally ready to defend himfelf ; but for
God’s fake, Sir, confine yourfelf in future
to pofitive charges, and do not amufe the
world, as you have hitherto done, by dealing
in general affertions,which you never mean to

pl' ove.
November
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November 27, 1481,

% «« Mr. Burke rofe next, and with great
warmth reprobated the language of the
noble Lord. He avowed, that it was im-
pudent, it was audacious.—He was averfe
from deceiving and amufing the people
with what he felt impra&ticable, He truft-
ed a day of reckomng would come, and when-
ever that day came, he fhould be able by
impeac' ment to bring upon the beads of the
authors of thefe unhappy affairs the punith-
ment of them.—The nation as an animal
was dead ;—but the vermin which fed on it
bad fil an exifience.”

November 28, 1481,
¢« Here, Sir, I behold the bloody remnants
of our faithful friend, Mr. Williams, gib-
betted up for a terror to all who adhere to
us; and a little further another friend,
and yer another and another.—He worked
up his paffions fo much in difcanting on
the fhocking cruelty ot the circumftance,
that his whole frame was vifibly and
violently agitted.” —(I iemember perfect-

ly well, Sir, that 1n fpeaking of the late

# Vide Parhumentary Debates, publithed by Debrett.

famine
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famine at Madras, the effects of which Mr.
Halings and the Supreme Council have
done their utmoft to alleviate, you were led
away by your humanity, as in the cafe of
Lord Cornwallis, to mention circumftances,
which never had exiftence, except in your
imagination.)

Nov. 28, 1981.
M. Burke,

Good God! does the noble and learned
Lord know fo very little of the Minifler, as to
fmagine, that the fhortnels of time, whith a
delufion could exift, was any reafon for his
not prac&ifing it ? The noble Lord dea’t in cheats
and delsfions ; they were the daily traffick of
his invention! A week! The noble Lord
had often held out a cheat for half that time!
For a day only, nay for a fingle hour. He
had prattifed chea's upon the Houfe, which
died away even before the debate was ended,
to favous which they were contrived. Tlhe
floble Lord would continue to play off his
cheats and delufions in that Houfe, as long as
he thought it neceffary,and had money enough
at command to Jribe gentlemen to prerend they
believed him,

* After
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* After working up himfelf and his hear-
t ers to the moft diftrefsful ftate of emotion,
% he ‘branded the Minifters as the caufe of
¢ the horrid difafters he had defcribed, and
* declared the addrefs.to be the moft hypo-
¢ critical, infamous, abandoned, lying aper,
% that ever that Houfe had been called upon
o ~t'o "v'ot‘:c.”

Dec. 1, 1481.
In this debate Mr. Burke throws out the
fevereft infinyations againtt Lord Rodney, and
adds, « Governor Meynell was fuppofed to have
s¢ fallen a victim to the hardfhips he haden-
¢ dured.

¢ Tobago was taken under the very eye of

« Sir George Rodney, as De Grafie exprefled
¢ himfelf ; and the fame Admiral faid in his
‘“ difpatches, he had feveral times offered the
"¢ Britith Admiral battle, which the latter had
« thought proper to decline. This mightbe
s« called a ground of crimination. The firft no.
« tice Admiral Byng had of a charge againft
« him, was a copy of Mr. de Galifonniere’s
s¢ account of the a&ion; but as this was in his
G *¢ opinion
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“ epinion 3 hardthip on Admiral Byng, he
“ would not charge Sir George Rodney from
* Compte de Graffe’s difpatches ; but the
* capture of Tobago gave neverthelefs an ap-
“ pearance of truth 1o the affertion of De Graffe.

(This is really, Sir, very like the infinuation
againft the Honourable Mr. Stuart, to which
that gentleman has fo fully replied in a letter
to General Smith,)

* Far his part he declared he never would"
“ abandon thofe whofe caufe he had under-
*¢ taken, *ill he had fifted the matter to the
*“ bottom. The chara@er of an accufer it was
“ true, was odious ; but it was fo only when
“ the accufation was brought againft the in-
“ nocent, the weak, the opprefled, or per-
“ haps indigent culprit—butit was not odious
“ to accufe guilt in ftars or ribbons : gwilt re.
‘ warded and countenanced by the official an
“ the opulent, ’

 Mr. Butke replied to the conclufion of
“ Lord North’s fpeech. With indignation he
“ declared, he wondered how the noble Lord
) dared
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“ dared to talk of Britith feelings. Hel he!
é dare talk of Britifh feclings! He! that has
“ ruined the Britith empire, and wafted its
¢ ‘blood and treafure, — He defired the Houfe
« would fuffer the enquiry to be gone into,
¢ and he * would pledge bimfelf he would fup-
¢ port every thing he had faid.”

December 17, 1781. Speaking of the
treatment Mr. Laurens met with, Mr. Burke
fays, ¢ The Turk, the favage Arab, the cruel
s¢ Tartar, or the piratical Algerine, when com-
“ pared to our Minifters, might be thought
¢ humane.”

Jan. 28, 1482,
¢ He had heard that words were but wind,
¢ and that they were here more windy than
« any whereelfe.”
[ No bad remark. ]

Feb. 1, 1782.
¢ Mr. Burke once again, and in the fevereft
« and moft pointed language, attacked the

® Yet Mr. Burke, though preffcd by Lord Lifburne, declined
te proceed,

¢« noble
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¢ noble Lord, for declaring it was a matter in
¢ which he was not immediately concerned ;'
* an affair that it was peculiarly his province
¢ to have made himfelf acquainted with, and
< to have clofely examined. What, fays he,
¢ is it not the bufinefs of the Firft Lord of
«¢ the Treafury to fee that money matters of
« fuch canfequence as thefe are, thould be
¢ ftated fairly and juftly, previous to their
% being brought before the Houfe; cery
¢ tainly it was; and I am convinced top, fo
* important a tranfaction could never be done
¢ without his management and confent. In
« which cafe, I fay, he has cbeated the public,

Feb. 25, 1782.

Speaking of the loan, Mr. Burke faid, ¢ he
& blamed the condutt of the Minifter thro'
¢ the whole of this bufinefs. The laft year
¢ he had made an infamons bargain in a bung-
¢ ling manner. He now wifhed to make a
< bargain egttally advantageoys to influence wztb
< more fafety.”

March 6, 1;82.
*¢ ‘The noble lord (North) had twld them

<« he would continue in his office, out of
s gratitude
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% gratitude to the people.”  * Gratitude, the
% goble Lord’s gratitude! Oh, Sir, faid
& Mr. Burke, (addreffing himfelf to  the
o Spca‘ker ) the Noble Lord’s gratitude is Tike
% that of another Jallen augel like himfelf, de.
* feribed by the poet.

¢ The debt immenfe of gratitude,
¢ So burthenfome, ftill paying, ftill to owe.”

# So with the Noble Lord, his debt im-
¢ menfe of gratitude was endlefs, and could
* pever be difcharged, and therefore he had
« prefumed to fly in their face, and te infult
¢« them with fuch language as oughr to be
“ reprobated by every man in the houfe, &c.

March 8, 1482.

Mr. Burke, at the clofe of a fpeech, which
Mr. Debrett obferves, was *¢ one of the beft
“ adapted pieces of fatire we almoft evet re-
¢ membered ro have, heard him make,” fays,
¢« The noble Lord in the Blue Rib>and had
¢¢ declared, that he would n ver quit his
s pffite, uritil e could quit it wixh hondr,

& he
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“ he therefore congratulated theHoufe on the
* happy profpect they had of keeping the
« noble Lord in office, for if he never quitted
< his poft wntil be could quit st with benor, bé
“ ewould be bound to fay, be wonld resain it
< uniil the laft bour of bis kfe ?” :

On the memorable 20th of March, 1782,
when Lord North informed the Houfe of
Commons, His Majefty’s Minifters were no
more: Mr. Burke obferved, ¢ That that was
% not a moment for levity,or exultation, g«
“ regarded it with a calmnefs of content, a
* placid joy, a ferene fatisfattion 3 he looked
¢ forward with fear and trembling, &c. .

¢ The prefent, he farther faid, was the pe-
¢ culiar period of mens lives, when their am-
s¢ “bitious views wete unlocked, when their pre.
¢ judices operated moft forcibly, when all their
& defires, their felf opinions, their vanity, their
¢ guarice, were fet at large, and begun to
* fhew themfelves, &c. )

1 am now, Sir, arrived at the period in :
whichk you became a Minifter. Your firft
= declaration
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declaration in this charalter was on the gth
of April, 1782, “ That it was the intention
« of the Servants of the Crown to purge the

¢ nation of its foul humours, and to reftore
* it to its former purity.”

I find you on the x5th paying that tribute
of praife to His Majefty, which he fo well de-
ferves, 4 It was the beft of meflages to the
¢ beft of people, from the beft of kings.”
How far you were fincere in this declaration
I1do notknow. I have been in England long
enbugh to difcover, that Mr, Burke in placs,
and Mr. Burke out of place, are two very
different men.

When Lord Shelburne fucceeded the late
Marquis of Rockingham, and Mr. Burke re-
figned, he ferioufly atks General Conway,
& would he have taken Cataline for his col-
¢ Jeague in the Confulthip, or be co-partner
“ with Borgia in his fchemes?” Yet Mr.
Burke is at this moment united with Lord
North, whom he has frequently traduced i
the hartheft language.

I forbear
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‘!tf‘o{'bear, 8ir, to proceed to the eatly period
of the prefent feffions,- Buc 1 recolle@ you
were aot-defs warm in yout praifc of Mr. Pitt,
during FEord-North's ‘Miiniftry, than you have
been hoftile to him, when .his political prin-
ciples did not exattly coincide with your
wiews,

| wnderftand, .Sir, that whilca patriof, . you
wege in the habit of publithing your fpéeches.
W hether thaefe from whence. she foregoing, ex-
ard&ts aee taken, were printed.by your authd-
#ity, I do not kiow, but they are dombtlefs
vety corre@. Mr. Dobrett is your old.friead,
He was a warm admirer of your abilities and
public fpirit, which he never miffed an op-
poityriicy. of extolling 3 .when: the npble duprd,
Jyour_prefens friend, was-the ganftant bust of
Jour ridicile, Wands in, the-Houfe of Com-
amons,..as you fay, $ir, are byt wind, I fhall
therofore. regard  your fusurg abufeof Mr.
Haftings, asidle founds, “fignifyingmophigg;™
Jor I do not-beligve the Englith language. af-
fords more approbious gpithets than.yqu ap-
plied to the noble Lord, when he rotained 2
ftation,which interfered with your political, or

.intereted views. Mr. Pitt too, ¢ that excel-
¢ Jent
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% lent young m3n,” “ who rpuft and fhould
¢ be employed,” on afudden became 3 « pe.

« tylags fyoward yeuth;” and the Earl of
Shelburne from being the refpected colleague
of Mr. Fox, became in one fummer’s day,
« fifty times worfe than the noble Lord
¢ (North) who had been reprobated and re-
* moved by the Houfe of Commons,”

The circle of patronage is confiderably cir-
cumfcribed of late, and [ moft fincerely believe
itis the determined perfeverance with which
Mzr. Haflings retains an office yielding twenty
five thoufand pounds a year, that excites your
refentment.

You may remember, Sir, that a few days
after Lord North refigned in March, 1482,
you pofitively declared, that Mr. Haftings
and Mr. Macpherfon fthould be removed. I
thought the declaration a moft extraordinary
one at the time, but from the moment your
perfecution commenced, Mr. Haftings’s cha-
rater has acquired additional luftre in the pub-
lic opynion, and 1 have too entire a confidence
in the juftice of his Majefty’s Mmifters, to be

H at
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at all alarmed as to the event of the ftricteft
enquiry that can be made into the public or
private condu& of the Governor-General,

I have the honor to be,

SIR,

‘Your moft obgdient humble fervant,

7. 8,

RS
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P.8. In the courfe of a late debate you ob-
ferved, that fome of the firft and moft re-
fpetable charaéters in the Houfe, were of the
Select Committee. I moft readily and heartily
agree with you, but it is equally true that
feldom more than five, and fcarcely ever
above fix gentlemen attend, and they are in-
variably the fame members.” General Smith,
Mr. Burke, Mr. Long, Mr. Elwes, Lord
Maitland, and Mr. Annefley, Ideclare moft
folemnly I do not queftion the juftice, or the
purity of the motives by which thefe gentle-
men are aftuatéd ; they are gentlemen of fair,
honourable charafters, and of independent
fortunes. The Sele&t Committee, however,
has now fat above two years. It was originally
inftituted upon public grounds; but their
proceedings have long been purely perfonal,
Far be it from me, Sir, to difpute your know-
ledge of human nature, and you have told the
world, that “ Or natural difpofition leads all our
< emquiries rather to perfons than to things.” Up-
on your own principles it is abfolutely impof-
fible that fix gentlemen fthould brood over the
fame fubjeét for two years, without imbibing
very ftrong prejudices. The well known, if

not
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not the vowed objelt of your reports, has
Been ‘to remove Mr. Haftings, Mr. ‘Wheler,
and Mr. Macpheérfon from their ftations, 1t

is univerfally beligved vhar two of the fix 4t-

tending Members, General Richard Smith,

end Mr. Long, have for thefe twelve mombs

paft entertained giews of going in high Rations
to India. Ts it poflible that this repdst thould
have rémainied 1o long uncontradicvett, had 1t
been untrue?  Your Tanjore conne@ions are
generally known, and let me afk'you feriontly,
all prejudice apart, if you in your ‘confcietice
believe, that two pentlemen who Wifh to il
up thofe places they are taking fo thuch pains
to vacate, and a third who is deeply involved
in the politics of a Gentoo Prince, 6ught t6 be
deemed impartial judBes of the merits of Mr.
Haftings. Have the refnaining threegéntitirion
compofeda fingle line of youirten repbres? have
not General Rich. Smith, and yourfelf, paitl die
moft fulfome and difgulting compliments %o
€ach other on the mérits of your feveral {fro-
dutions. Mr. Burke is to be immortalized
by General Smith’s account, for his critique
on Sir Eljah Impey’s appointmént, and the
honourable General receives his portion bf

adulatory
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adulatory praife, for his attempt to keep Mr.
Sulivan and Sir William James out of the di-
rection. But, notwithftanding, ¢ thefe windy
¢ expreffions,” as you juftly term them, one
Member of refpectable charaéter and inde-
pendent fortune, declines to attend the Com-
mittee, as GovernorJohnftone obferved, ¢ be.
¢ caufe he had feen fo much prejudice and
¢ paffion in their proceedings, he was deter-
¢ mined to go amongft them no more ;> and
from the general difinclination of other gentle-
men to be prefent at your meetings, we may

fairly conclude, that they entertain fimilar
ideas.

PINI1S
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PRETF A CE

HEN 1 wrotethe following Lettis, 1
had not the moft diftant idea of cal-
fettiog them tegether; but fome of my friends
at the London Tavern and the Queen's.
Arms, have affured me that they have been
favorably received by the public, and have
therefore advifed me to publifh them.--This
i do, in juftice to my friend the Ptoptietor,
whofe fentiments on India A ffairs, as contain-
ed in fome of the letters, may perhaps afford
infermation to thofe, who may have been
mifled by the infinuations in the Ninth and
Tenth Reports.

A I was



PRETFACE

I was alfo induced to colle® thefe letters
together, from having feen the Ninth Re-
~pore sdvertifed Yor fule, and earnefily recom-
mended to all captains of fbips and others,
who were defirous that their friends in India,
fhould be thoroughly and authentically in-
formed of the ftate of the Company’s Affairs,
I do thipk it the duty of every honeft man,
to deteét and expofe, as far as 1n his power,
the falfities contained in that grofs libel,
which was printed fome time ago as a pam-
phlet, and is ftill publickly fold under the
title of * the Ninth Report of the Sele&t Cam-
mittee,” and has been repeatedly advertifed
a3 ctontaining an account of the Hon, Warren
Haftings, Efq.

ACITIZEN.
RBroad-Street,

Sept. 10, 1783,
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LETTER L
Mr. Eprrox,

HAVE lately read two letters, addreffed
to Mr. Burke, by a Major John Scott,
and I find, upon enquiry, that this perfoa is
the agent of Mr. Haftings; and that Mr.
Haftings has hitherto baffled every attempt
made by Parliament, by Minifters, and by
the Court of Dire&ors, to remove him from
the government of Bengal. I muft confefs to
you, Mr. Editor, that I looked up to Mr.
Burke, for many years, as to a fuperior being,
—His eloquence, his learning, his philan-
thropy, and his difintereftednefs, were unquef-
tionable with a great majority of the nation,
as well as with myfelf, His condu& in office
laft
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laft year, was not, however, quite upon a par
with his former profeffions, and the eagernefs
with- whiick he has purfued his own intereft,
and the intereflt of his relations, fince the me-
morable and difgraceful coalition took place,
has induced me te believe that Mr. Burke is at
leaft as frail a mortal as myfelf.

I know nothing of Mr. Haftings, and I
believed Mr. Burke was auated by the
pureft motives, in oppofing that gentleman.
He reprefented him as the author of the Ma-
ratta war; the caufe of the invafion of the
Carnatic y and, of all the fubfequent miferies
and difirefies, to which that unhappy country
has fo long been fubject. I was prefent too,
in the gallery of the Houfe of Commons,
when he (o folemnly pledged himfelf to God,
the Roufe of Commons, and his country, to
prove Mr. Haftings a moft notorious delin-
quent ; and when he faid the world would be
aftonifhed at a Report h: was foon to bring
forwards. I was fo much affeéted, Mr.Editor,
with Mr. Buike’s eloquent declamation, that
I really wondered how any fet of men could
be fo mad as to proteét, for a moment, fuch a
fhocking charatter as this Mr, Haftings ap-

peared
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peared to be. I watched with impationee §he
publication of Mr, Burke’s Repart; 1 read ic
with, attention, but without finding proof of
Mr. Haftings’ delinquency; though, to be
fuse, it did appear to me that he had carried
the power of patronage to an wnwarrantable
extent, in ane inftance, as Mr. Burke ftated it.
The appendix I had not then an opportunity
of feeing, as it was not publithed.

‘When this Mr. Scott’s letters came out, I
fent immediately to Sewell’s for the pam-
phiet; I read them, and I muft declare to
you, Mr. Editor, if what Major Scott ad~
vances is founded in truth, he has mofk com~
pletely exculpated Mr. Haftings ; but if he
has mifieprefented any circumftance, I hope
he will be punifhed wih the utmott feverity
of the law. Cne point I can vcuch for, that
his quotations from the Appendix, which I
have lately read, are very exatt; and I wifh,
M. Editor, the conduét of his Majrfly’s mi-
nifters wquld, at all times, bear f» fevere a
fcrutiny as the condut of Mr. Haftings has
dene, particulatly in the article of the expen-
diture of public monty.

I really
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1 really ‘ceticcived, Mr. Editor, that M,
Faftings had fent My:Scots td Eaglind, with
auvikw of fecurij Kin -in' the pofieflion of
the governmeat of Bexgal, - by manspement, 2
word of cxveafive flgnifications but I find,
wpon caquiry, that M, Faftiogs -has in-
wariably preffed for a-decifion, without ex-
prefling much.folicitude as to what it may be ;
amd that Mr. Stott’s fole obje@ has been to
defend the charalter of Mr. Haftings from
the tmpenerous attacks of men, who are eager-
ly waiting for appeintments to the Supreme
Louncil of India. I£ind £00, upon enquiry,
Mir. Editor, - that fuch is the. opinion Mr,
Haftings’s conftitueats have of his abilities,
integrity, and honor, (and the Proprictors of
India Stock are as independent men as any
in dhis kingdom) that although the late mi-
nifters were againft him 3 although the Rock-
ingham party, (formerly his firmeft friends)
and thirteen Direitors, 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
twenty-cight voting for his continuance. A

majority
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wajosicy fo confiderable in his- favon,. muft
seceffarily have had great weight, and-will;
dare fay, induce every Memberof the Houfe
of Commons to examine and judge for him(elf
m future; and not, as I am afraid 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 letters, he ought to be profecuted with the
vtmoft feverity of the law; if he has not,
what reparation can the author of the Ninth
Report make, for wantonly traducing the
chara&er of an ablent man ?

?Blmly!reg,
sly 29,1783,
3 A CITIZEN.



LETTER IL

Mr, Epitor,

THANK you for your {peedy infertion of
my letter of the 29th ult.—and I feel
well pleafed with being in prine, for the firft
time thefe fifty years, that I may perhaps
trouble you in future. I affure you, Mr.
Editor, my attention has been very ftrongly
drawn to the Ninth Report of the Seleét Com-
mittee,—Our Parliamentary orators have re-
prefented Eaft Indians as little better than
Devils upon earth, and 1 expe@ed 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. Hattings.
There is but one accufation againft him in the
Ninth Report, which appeared to bear hard
fipon hith ; and that is what { hinted at in my
1aft letter,—giving a contral to the fon of Mr,
Sulivan, the late Chairman of the Court of
Dircc-
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tors; upon improper terms.—To be fure, Mr,
Editor, if this could have been proved, it
would have fupk Mr. Ha&mgs in the opinion
of evety hontlt man; but, to my furprize
and fatisfaction, I find this tranfaction fo fully
explained, fo completely juftified from au-
thentic records (unlefs the Appendix deceives
me) that every honeft man on our fide Tem-
ple Bar, will pronounce Mr, Haftings cxcula
pated from the charge of wafting the pubhc

noney for private purpofes.

* T'have a very great refpeét, Mr. Editor;
for our moft excelient Conftitution,.—But 1
do think it a misforturnie, that it fhould be
Rrictly conftitutional fer a Committee of the
Houfe of Commons to reprefent a man in
high office, as a very bafe and unworthy cha-
tadter, and then to let the matter drop altos
gether ;—for in this Ninth Report it is ob-
ferved, “ That the Committee do not bring
4 charges, though their Reports mgy furnith
& matter for charges.” And further, * That
% they are not obliged to report &1 they hear
4 or kaowupon a fubje®.”—* That i, is at
» the difcretion of the pany accufed, to re-
# ply, or not, hereafter.”—Why, what a

B daétrine
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de&rineis this, Mr. Editor ? What honef
man, in future, can {eep in peace in his bed,
who has had any tranfactions with the public?
He may be abufed and fcandalized, hjs cha-
racter may be attacked, to anfiver 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 up in the Houfe,
and fay, the determination of his innocence
muft be poftponed to a future day ; by thefe
means 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,
to be fure, any man who reads the Ninth Re-
port, will think him guilty : bat let the fame
man read the Appendix, and Mr. Scott’s let-
ters, and he will pronounce, as I do, that

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

I have feen, M. Editor, in feveral of your
papers, and indeed in other papers too, an
account of the appointment ot one William
Burke, Efq; to the office of Receiver of the
Balances due from the Company to the Crown
in India, You haye been fq accurate as to

ftate



T 11

Ftate the different orders that were iffued from
hence, andthe periods at which they were
iffued. Still, however, this affair appeared
to me fo extraordinary, thar® could not give
credit to it. That a man, who lke Mr.
Edmund Burke, had talked for many years
of the neceflity of public ceconomy; who
‘had even attacked the Civil Lift ; who inter-
fered in the domeftic arrangements of our
meit gracious Sovereign, Ged blefs him1
who had brought in a bill te abolith fundry
offices, by wh:ch very many worthy families
are reduc d to beggary and want: That fuch
a man, Mr. Editor, (hould have .created an
ufelefs office for his coufin, juft to put three
thouland pound. a year into his pocket, and
to take fo much from the ftite, was, to me,
abfolutcly incredible ' I fpoke to a brocher
cisizen ycflerday, a very honeft, worthy man,
who is 1n tie Dirc@ion. 1 afked him if it
was tiue, th.t William Burke, Efq; was ap-
pomted Mr Edmund Burke’s Deputy ia
India; and if it was true that no fuch ap-
pomntuent did exift, in the time of that pro-
tufe Mun fter, Lord North, as Mr. Burke for-
merly defcribed him? He told me, ¢ It cer-
¢ tainly is fo ; no fuch appointment did exift

% in
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¢ in Lord Narth’s time, 1 have examined
¢¢ the Records of the Company, and I find
s that Hiliem Burke, Kfg; was appainted, by
# the Lowds of. tht Treallyry,:Deputy to
s« Kdwund Burke, Efg; at the recommendation
¢ of the faid Edmund Burke, Efq; and that
¢ this appointment was notified to us by
“ Richard Burke, Efg; a few days before the
# death of the Marquis of Rockingham ; apd
¢ 1 can further tell yon, my friend, that ghe
¢ appointment is worfe than ufelefs—it ig
& mifchievous.”—Really, Mr. Editor, I can
£ind no inftance like this, of a wafte of publig
money for private purpofes, by Mr, Haftings,

Broad-fiyeet,
Az, 1, 1783.

A CITIZEN,
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Mr. EpiTos.

Seriops and attentive perufal of fome

late publications, excited my curiofity

jn 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 a man, whofe extraordinary
and perfevering charalter has attraéted our
particular attention. All people allow him
to be a defpifer of money. I never heard
of him foliciting a Peerage, or even the title
of a Baronet of Great-Britain from any Mini.
fter. He has neither family nor parhiamentary
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 poffeffes very great abilities, with un-
gommon application to bufinefs; and my
worthy
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worthy friend the DireGtor, tells me, that
even his enemies in the India-Houfe, allow
him to be a found politician, an able ftatef-
man, ang a fkijful financier., He added, even
the croakers, who would perfuade us all was
loft, have held down their heads abafhed and
athamed, fince we received the acgounts of
our late fuccefles, and the M2frata peace. 1
lately afkcd a friend of mine, who has four
votes, and great interctt in the Proprietary,
what would have been the conf:quence had
Mr. Haftings been recalled in 1782? We
fhould have loft India, he rcphcd, a new
Governor could not have raifed «he fupplies,
and our negociations with the Marrat.s muft
have been fufpended.  As you with to be de-
quainted with our politics in Leadeahall-
ftreet, I will give you a thort hiftory of them.
‘When Lord North laid violent hands upon
the Company, in 1773, Mr. Haftings was the
Governor of Bengal; it was thought pru-
dent to continue him, but two Gentlemen
powerfully connected, were fent out in the
Council, and upon the breakirg out of the
.difputes in Bengal, Lord North and his
friends determined to remove Mr. Haftings ;
they procurcd a majority of one vote
amongft
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amongft the Direétors, feveral of whom en-
joyed Government contrats, to fecond their
views; but the Proprietors overfet the at-
tempts of the Miniftry, and in this virtuous
ftruggle, were even affifted 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 friend, have lived to fee ftrange altera-
tions. The two powerful men, General Cla~
veripg and Colonel Monion died ; then it
was that Lord Notth thewed a defire to fup-
port Mr. Haftings; and tho’ he had taken
much pains to 1en.ove him, in 1776, yet in
1780, and” 15%., he was the very may who
propofed him to be continued at the head of
the Governmient.  See, my friend, huw mat-
ters are carried on in this {illy country; for
though Mr. Hait.ngs had committed no
crime, yet his former friends, the Rocking-
hams, deferted him the momgnt Lord No:th
took him up! Thus matters went on till
March, 1782. You reniember with what ad-
vantages the Rockingham people then came
in, and in how high a Iight many of us i

the
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the city beld Edmend Burke, the panegyrift
of chat party. 'We were tired of the Ameri:
€an war; we heard of nothing but defeats it
#l quarters. Many of our frieads were fo
far impoled wpon, and led away by <he in.
flammatory fpecches of Mr. Fox and Mr.
Burke, that we believed Lord Norgh to be
ghe moft extravagant, abandoned, and Ragiti-
ows Minifter that this vountry bad ever been
curfed with. To be fure in chofe days, we
meeer thought thefe three men could ki s and
be friends in Jefs than 2 year; fo ignorape
we citizens are of high life l—-"We gave
the pew men credit for every thing they did,
and every thing they faid ; even Lord Rod-
pey's recal and Mr. Burke’s attack wpon
him, did not excire ¢che popular refentment ;
what then could the friends of Mr. Haltings
expe®t? An ablent man; no family or par-
Yiamentary intereft s the falary of his office
twenty-five thoufand pounds a year; 2 prof-
pect opening of further removals; for Mr,
Haftings once difpofed of, Mr. Hornby, Mr.
W heler, andMr.Macpherfon would foon have
followed : The falarics of thefe Gentlemsen
amounting to fixty one thoefand pownds ¢
year, independent of the great power and

patronage
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pattonage annexed to their offices, Think

my Triead) - witat altepmtidn to the many

ricclly “dependents of our great men, who

were thtmfelwes, moft of them, at leaft, in

“théigreatdlt diftrefs, and tn debt to every one
that 'would truft them! Such a profpe& was,

ifideed, enough to allute alihoft every gamblet

dtBrooks’s, to the ftandard of the Miniffer.

Two Committees fitting, the virtuous Ed-

mund Burke, and the immaculate General

Kichard Smith, the leading ‘members of one

of them. Popular prejudices ftrong; what

then had the Miniftry to fear? ViGory was

fecure ; they had only to fix the mode of -

‘tack. To beé fure there were fome members
of the cabinet, to their eternal honor be it

fpoken, who thought the long and faithful

fervices of Mr. Haftings, his fpirit, and de-

cifion during the war, his relief of the Car-

natic, and his wonderful exertions in every

‘part, deferved a better return than a difgrace-
ful and ignominious removal; but they were

borne down by the weight of the Rockingham

party, and compelled to fubmit. The teme-

tity and prefumption of Mr. Haftings’s ene-

mies did, what his great merits would ,not

otherwife have enabled him to do: it left him

‘ C to
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to favé India. The Minifters ordered 1he
Diretors to do, what the Proprietors in the
end would not permit them' to perform. If a
Bill had been pradyced in May, 1982, Mr.
Burke and his friends might have hurried it
through in a month ; but they had fo com-
pletely filenced Lord North, who fcarcely ap-
peared, except in defence of Mr. Rigby, that
they did not conceive any body of men would
be hardy enough 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
upon the wifdom of it, there were fewer
Members prefent, as our Epfom friend tells
me, than generally attend a common Turn-
pike Bill. Mr. Johnftone told them then,
that the vote would be nugatory if the Com-
pany differed from the Houf in opinion, as
to the merits of Mr. Haftings ; but Mr. Fox,
and Mr. Burke, in the height of their power
and populariy, treated this wholefome hint
with difregard. * Who dare difpute a vote
« of this Houfe?” was the laconic reply,
and the minifterial fiat was fent to the India
Houfe, where thirteen Diretors, including;
the Chairs, were 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 Temple-bar as
at Weftminfter. The independent Proprietors
who owed Mr. Ha{hngs prote&tion and
fupport, in return for long fervice, tried fi-
delity; and fouad integrity, in difficult and
tempting fituations, were determined to judge
for themfelves. The refult you know. and in
your next letter afk Mr. Fox, Mr. Burke,
and the™ thirteen D.retors of their party,
if they do not think the Proprietors perform-
ed good {ervice to their country and the Eaft-
India Company, when they preferved Mr
Haftings in the government of Bengal.

Thefe, Mr. Editar, arc my neighbour’s fen-
timents, and his words, as ncarly as [ can re-
collcét them. You fhall have my opu.ion in
another letter,

Brogd freet,
Auge 4y 1783

A CITIZEN.
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LETTER IV,

Mr. EpiTor,

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

I was a good deal ftruck, by the account

he has given of Mr. Burke’s moving for
papers of {o old a date as 1776, to be laid be-
fore the Houfe of Commons, with « view of
making the world fuppole that Mr. Haftings
had about that time been guilty of fome att
of delinquency, or at leaft that a difcovery
of former mifdeeds had then been made. We
all of us know, Mr, Editor, how fturdily
Mr. Burke ftood up in the Houfe of Com-
mons, in defence of two men, whom four
great lawyers had thought proper objeéts of a
public profecution, and whom the late mi«
niftry had folemnly difmiffed from their of-
fices. The reafons affigned by Mr. Burke,
for reftoring them to their ftations were « be-
caufe delinquency had not been proved a-

gainft
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ainft them,” and *¢ that it would be hard to

unith men urconvifled of any crimes:”-—

Jow, Mr. Fditor, it was natural for me to

nquire particulrly what grounds Mr. Burke

1ad for fuppofing Mr. Haflings to be a de-
linquent, nay, for afltrting that he was one?
Eitfier the'e grounds muft be very ftiong, I
faid to myfelf, o1 Mr. Burke muft be a very
bad man — for in one inftance he reftores men
to refponfile cfficus, againft whom there
were the ftrongeft iufpicions of mal-praétices,
and in another cafe, he pofitively pronounces
a Gentleman in high office, a notorious de-
linquent, p evious to his even calling for the
proofs. Indeed, Mr. Ed tor, the proofs ought
to be very ftrong td juflify Mr. Burke, in
ufing fuch language. Mr. Scott has already
detetted the falle (taizement of the opinion of
the feveral lawyers who were confulted, and
he has proved from their own words, that in-
ftead of advifing a profegution, as the Ninth
Report ftates, they actually did the very re-
verfe. In look.ng over the appendix, 1 was
much ftruck with the opinion of John Smith
of Drapers Hall, the Company’s Solicitor,
a fhrewd, fenfible, long-headed man; and if
he, Mr. Editor, gave fuch an opinion in 1776,

ae
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as I now copy from the Appendix to the
Ninth Report, No. 111, A. wnat, I afk
you, and through your means I defire to afk
Mr. Burke, can any Member of Parliament
make of thefe charges in the Aytuma or
Winter of 1783?

114
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111

«« Upon the whole of this evidence, I can-
not bring myfelf to think, that there is
fufficient ground for the Company to com-
mence a fuit againft Mr, Hafiings, for re-
covery of thofe fums to which my obfer-
vations are confined ; I mean all the fums
flated, except the lack and an half upon
which the opinion of counfel has been
taken. The proof is exceedingly con-
fufed ; but when I confider the eagernefs
the majority of the council have fhewn to
eftablith thofe charges; tbe extraordinary
meafures they purfued for the purpofe; the
very eafy mode of proving the fals if
true ; the very flender proof (if any that
is given, the obfervation arifing upon the
face of the proof, and the flat contra-
di¢tion of Muny Begum; thefe various
circumftances, on my mind, amount al-
moft to an abfolute convittion, that the fory

“ cannot
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¢ cammot be true. 1If the fa& had been trie,
¢ the perfons mentioned by Nundcomar, as
s thofe through whofe hands the firft four
¢ articles were paid, might have been ex-
® amined, and they muft havg proved the
¢ fa&ts; 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;
« if any thing had been given for procuring
¢«¢ the Naibfhip for Goordafs, he muft have
¢ known it ; but he was not afked a queftion
¢ gpon that fubjeét: The only witnefles
¢ that attcmpt any proof are Nundcomar,
** and his fon in-law Goordafs, As to Nund-
% comar, if his bad charaler was not too
¢ well eftablifhed, not to deferve credit, the
« manner in whichLe tells this ftory would
¢ deftroy his credit. In the outfet, he avows
* m.k ng thofe charges againft Mr. Haftings,
¢ only becaufe he feared complaints would
“ be made againft himfelf, and becaufe he
“ was angry at Mr. Haftings thewing difre-
“ fpet to him, and favour to others, He
 ftates the money all to have been paid
“ in Auguft, September, Oétober, and No-
“ vember 1772 ; but the letter produced by
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* him, in confirmation of this ftory, isnef
* pretended to be received nil 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 Nundtomar hsd
“ either paid or engaged to pay fuch large
* fums for Muny Begum, no doubt ia the
 letter, he is fuppofed to have written to her,
“ he would have informed her'of it. Ican-
“ not help thinking that this letter was forg-
[ 13 ed.l, .

Here, Mr. Editor; 1 have given you John
Smith’s opinion. The fentiments of the
counfellors were equally honorable for Mr.
Haftings. The matter dropped ; yet at this
diftance of time, Mr, Burke revives it. Ia-
deed, indeed, Mr, Editor, thefe are fhame-
ful proceedings. Is this to be one of the
blefled effeéts of the coalition, that Lord
North fhall aflift Mr. Bprke in the perfece-
tion of fo great a chara&er as Mr. Haftings?
I cannot think fo favorably of L.ord North’s
condu as Mr. Scott does; but 1 venture to
prophecy, Mr. Editor, that Edmund Burke

will be as unfuccefsful in attacking the cha-
ralter

“o o



. ( 25 )

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

When [ fee fuch fcandalous doings going
farward, I cannot foibear fpeaking out. If I
go to ’Change, to the London Tavern, or
the Quicen’s Arms, I meet nathing but long
faces: that we aie a ruined nation all men
agree, and if Lord North, by his meafures,
has not brought us to this fad pals, Mr. Fox
and Mir.Burke, by their oppofition, have done
it.  Who would have thought, Mr. Editor,
that after fuch bitter enmity, thefe men coukl
have joined, for no other purpofe than to
fhare amongft themfelves, and their depend-
ants, the little that is left! Here we fee
Lord North with places for himielf, his fons,
coufins, and others, to a great amount. Then
again we behold Mr. Burke with places of
old ftanding, or newly created, in tht pof-
feflion of himfelf, his fon, brother, and cou-
fins, to the enormous amount, as I have feen
in print, of 25,500l. a year. Then agan
Mr. Fox with his conneétions at the Treafury,
Admiralty, &c.—Thus dividing the pation-
age of England amongft them, and not con-

D wented
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tented with that, we have feen Mr. Burke
attacking in a fhameful manner, (as every
man in the city allows, even the few friends
that are left to Edmund Burke allow it) a
man, who amidft 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 aory to
fave India before he knew of the peace in
Ewrbpe : That Mr. Burke from intereft,
paffion, envy, and difappointment, fthould be.
have as he has done, it is not 1o be wonder-
ed at; but that Lord North thould aé the
part of Noll Bluff to this Sir Jofeph, is in-
deed moft extraordinary !

A CITIZEN.

Broad-firect, 6th Anouft 1783,

LETTER
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L ETTER V.

MR. EpiTor,

Dined yefterday with a friend in Sufry,
who has a feat in parliament, and in his
parlour window laythe 1oth report of the
Sele® Committee. *¢ What the duce !” ex-
claimed I—* another report from that in-
« duftrious, impartial, and indefatigable bo-
¢ dy 1”— ¢ Yes,” replied the Member, ¢ and
¢ a very fevere one too.”—¢ I think quite
« the conttary,” faid my friend, the Pro-
prietor, who was prefent: 1 have read
it with atteation, but can find nothing in
it to the difadvantage of Mr. Haftings: it
will doubtlefs be completely anfwered ;
but as I have fome little knowledge of
India matters, picked up by a conftant at-
tendance at General Courts, reading all
India pamphlets, and having, for a Bengal
- . COf-
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correfpondent, a very intelligent youag man,
my nephew William; I could not read the
Tenth Report without putting the refle&ions,
thatwaccurred at the time, upon paper, and
they are at the fervice of my friend the { iti-
zen, if he chufes to make them the fubjeét
of his two next letters.” To be fure,
Mr. Editor, I readily accepted his offer, and
I hope the following accoust will be as ac-

le to your numerous readers, as, Icon-
fds to you, it was to me,

¢ Mr. Haftings has faid, and the truth
¢ of the obfervation will ftrike every man who
¢ astentively reads the Tenth Report, That,
¢ there is no propofition which the wit of
¢ man can devife, which the wit of man can-
¢ not find planfible, and perhaps even julk
< caufe of cemfure, by a falfe and partial re-
¢ view of.it ; and I, of all men, may be al.
¢ lowed to dread this treatment, after having
¢ invariably experienced it in every inftance,
¢ of.my public life.’ »

The Tenth Report is in falt the .fpeech
made by General Richard Smith, at a Court
of Broprietors, onthe 24th of O&aber laft,

enlarged
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enlarged, and imiproved. | remember the -
Greneral teld ws then, that thouzh we would
net hear him, he would take care to be heard
in another place ; and I was prefent when he
made his complaint in Parliament, that he
was interrupted by clamour by the Proprie-
tors, though unluckily he forgot to ftate that
he was heard for upwards of an hour with-
great attension ; it is true, the Court would
not patiently attend to a fecond Phalippic
from him, on the fame day. The Report
ftates what the General then faid, that Mr.
Haftings went up to Benares, with a view of
getting fifiy 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 pretence of his having le~
vied troops for Cheyt Sing at the time of his
revolt, through her eunuchs, Jewar Aily
Cawn, and Behar Ally Cawn, The General
tudicroufly compared thefe men, and. their
efforts, to Pachierotti and Tenducci, exciting
a revolt in London This is the outline
. of General Richard Smith’s fpeech 6n that
© day of triamph for Mr. Haftings, and it is
the outline of the Tenth Report too, Inthe

Re-
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Report, as in the fpeech, there are many artful
appeals to the paflions and prejudices of the
moment 3 but the fufpe@ed compiler of it has
at laft walked himfelf out of all credit. In-
deed his profeffions and his aétions are proved
to have been fo far at variance, that men will,
in future, examine for themfelves, and not
take for matter of fact, the fublime rapfodies
of the perfon who proteéted two public de-
faulters, and profecuted Lord Rodney and
Mr. Haftings ;—who from being the calum.
niator, is become the panygerift of Lord
North,—and who earneftly recommending
ceconomy when out of place, was the perfon
to folicit the eftablilhment of a finecure
office, when in place, for the emolument of
a near relation. The p:ople of England
having, by fad misfortune, recovered their
fober fenfes, and feeing how miferably they
were difappointed when they trufted to the
flowery profeflions of Mr. Burke;——
perhaps the following plain  narration
of authentic fatts may now be oppofed,
with fuccefs, to the fplendid mifreprefenta-
tions contained in the Tenth Report. I
find, by my nephew William®s letters, that
the late Vizier died in the month of

January,
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January, 17735, and that he w asfuppofed
to leave behind him above two million
fterling, in fpecie and jewels, befides other
valuable effe@s.——Thefe, as is the cuf-
tom of the Eaft, were lodged for lecurity in
the Zenana, or womens apartments ; and by
that means fell into the hands of the Begum,
the wite of the Vizier. When Aflfolph 6l
Dowlah fucceeded his father, he found a
large arnty greatly in arrears, clamorous, and
mutinous for want of pay, and he himfelf de-
prived of his father’s treafures, which of right
belonged to him, was unable to fatisfy their
juft demands. The prefence of the Englifh
army faved his life more than once. Fre-
quent applications were made to the old
woman, the mother of Afiolph ul Dowlah,
for his father’s treafures, but without fuccefs.
In Oé&ober, 1475, Mr. John Briftow went to
Fyzabad, and he writes to the Supreme Coun-
cil, Appendix, No. 1, * that in explaining
¢ particularly to the Begum, in writing,
4 how impofiible it was for the Nabob to’
¢ condutt his government without further
¢ affiftance. I further infinuated to her, that
¢¢ the treafures fhe poffeflfed, were the rres-
% fures of the flate, as fhe had not fucceeded

“ to
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“ %@ them by any lgal right, and that they
“ bad beea hoarded up to prowide ggainf an

= wmmergemcy.”

After fome negociation, the old woman
confented to pay thirty lacks of rupees, on
condition Mr. Briftow would engage, on the
part of the Company, that no further de-
mands thould be made upon ber.—This he
was obliged to confent to, without waiting for
ioftraftions from the Supreme Council ; and
they approved the meafure, fince it was ablor
lutely neceflary,—weThere were feveral dif
putes between the Begum’s Eunuchs and the
Vizier’s Miaifter, relative to the nature of the
effetts which were paid in part of the thirty
lacks ; and the Begum herfelf wrote a very
violent letter to Mr. Faftings, on part of
which Mr. Francis makes the following ob-
fervation, * I canmot conceive the (the Be-
« gum) has the leaft right ro interfere in the
¥ Nabgb’s government. In a country where
*“ women are not allowed a free agency, in
¢ the moft trifling domeftic affairs, it feems
¢ extraordinary that this lady thould prefame
% to talk of appointing Minifters, and go-
“ verping kingdoms. Upon the whols; I

- “ look



€ 33 )
¥ look upon tle letter as not of her writing,
* who probably cannot read, but as the com-
‘¢ pofition of {fome of her fervants; perhaps
¢ of the Eunuch who brings it.”

The Begum’s complaints were fent to Mr.
Briftow, and his obfervatiohs upon them will
perhaps throw as much light upon the real
character of the Begum, and her Eunuchs, as
the committee’s refic@ions on Licutenant Co-
loncl Harpur’s evidence, who quitted Bengal
ten years ago, and before the death of Sujah
Dowlah, which event made the Eunuchs of
confequence in Oude,

Mr. Briftow fays, * In making this com-

“ plaint, the Begum forgets the improper
< condult of her own fervants, who have hi-
“ therto preferved a zotal independence of tie
¢ Nabob's authority, beat the officers of his go-
¢ vernment, and refufed obedience to bis Pere-
¢ cwamnabs,——The Begum’s Eunuchs did
« induftrioufly fprcad reports of Murteza
¢« Cawn’s ill intentions, to break into the
¢ Zenana, and feize all the effets and money
« that could be found,—~The Begum had
¢ great inwreft in  the late Vizier’s time.
E “ Oa
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“ On the Nabob’s acceffion, he at once placed
¢ the fole management in the hands of Mur-
¢ ¢eza Cawn, which difgufted both her and
¢ her adherents, particularly their Eanuchs,
 wbo bave their views in keeping the weskth in
 the Begum's poffeffiori. The principal, Bahar
¢ Ally Cawn enjoys ber entire confidence.” MIr.
Briftow fends the Supreme Council, with thefe
remarks, a letter from the Begum to him,
which concludes thus, V] Caufe the 56 lacks
¢ to be reftored to me ; do not you then také
¢ any part in the affair, and then let Aflolph
¢ ul Dowla, and Murteza Cawn, in whasever
 manner they are abley take fums of money from
“ me. They will then fee the confequences.”

You fhall have the remainder of my
friend’s remarks, Mr. Editor, in another
letter.

Broad-firest,
Aug. 10,1783,

A CITIZEN.
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LETTER VI

Mr, Eprror,

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

¢ The agreement between the Vizier and
his mother, to which Mr. Briftow, on the
part of the Company, was guarantee, was €x-
ecuted on the 15th of Ofober, 1775, but it
was not until the 7th of July, 1776, that fhe
paid the balance, or gave aflignments, and
then the Vizier was obliged to fubmitto a
confiderable deduétion 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-
¢ pany for prote&tion, when jbe ber[elf bas in-
“ fringed the conditions of the treaty, of whick
¢¢ they were the gyarantees.”” In the fame let-
ter,
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ter, lated 3d of January, 1976, Mr, Bpﬁow
fays, « How far fhe (the Begim) may be
' better affefted to the Englifh than the Na.
“ bob, I leave to the confideration oF the
¢t Honorable Board, from the following falt.
¢ 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 lieu of it.”—
Mr. Briftow writes to the Begum in reply to
a letter of complaint from her, ¢ With re-
“¢ fpe&t to your Highnefs jaghiers, the Nabob
‘¢ agrees to one method, which is, that yoy
¢ give them up entirely, and inftead thereof
“ receive a monthly ftipend, through the
< channel of any perfon you choofe to fix on;

¢ for the Nabob ohferyed to me, zbat twa
< rulers were too much for ome coumtry. By

& this propofal, the Nabob is defirous ‘of pto-
“ moting your Highnels’ quiet, tranquillity,
*¢ and fatisfa&tion. ~“The Nabob fays that in
*¢ this cafe you will have no vexation, and
* will conftantly receive your ftipend with-
# out trouble.”

This
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:I‘hf‘s extra® proves that the idea of re-
fuming the Begum’s jaghier was entertained
as ea.rly as 1776 by the Vizier, and not, as is
infinuated in the report, mentioned to him
for the firft time in 1781, by Mr. Haftings.

The Vizier however could not procure his
mother’s confent, to accept an annual fum
in lieu of her jaghier, and her Eunuchs were
in poffeffion of very great power and influ-
ence, till the time of Cheyt Sing’s revolt. Her
aluvity in his behalf, is proved beyond the
poflibility of a doubt—Her difaff:&tion, and
the intrigues of her Eunuchs were equally
well proved. Was not Mr. Haftings, under
fuch circumftances, ftriétly juftifiable in with-
drawing our guarantee, and by that means
enabling the Vizier to poffefs himfelf of thofe
treafures which were his undoubted right,
and which were to be applied to the prefling
exigencies of the Eaft-India Company?
However pathetically Mr, Edmund Burke
may talk of thefe matters, his pretended hu.
manity will no longer deceive in the City ;
and my nephew, William, affured me in one
of his laft let.ers, that we owe theé preferva-

tion
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tion of India, to the confiderable fum of fe-
ven hundred thoufand pounds, which we re-
ceived from the Vizier in February 1782;
that he could not have paid this magey, ex-
cept from the hoarded treafures of his de-
ceafed father, and thafe ought to have been
in his poffeflion many years ago, fince the
Begum, had not the fmalleft right to retain
them.———This is the true ftate of a tranf~
aQion, which the ingenuity of the compiler
of the tenth report, has turned and twifted fo
as to bewilder a man of common underftand-
ing. An old lady immured by cuftom in a
feraglio for life, was permitted by us, to re-
tain a large treafure, the property of her
fon ; fhe employs this money, and her exten-
five influence, in oppofition to the Britith
government—She is compelled in confe-
quence to relinquith the treafure — no further
wiolence is offered, nor are her Eunuchs il}
treated, though well deferving an exemplary
punithment, Leaft the term Eunuch fhould
infpire my worthy fellow citizens with the
idea of a poor, miferable, fqueaking, Italian
ballad finger, I will copy an account of a
difturbance excited by an Eunuch in Qude,

- 48
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as it was fent to me by my nephew Wil
Ham, in 1776.

Coje¢ Buflaun a complese Eunuch, was the
favorite general of Sujah Dowlah, and very
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 minifter of Aflolph ul
Dowlah, and was fuppofed 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, Cojee Buffaun, according to a pre-
concerted plan, invited the minifter, Murteza
Cawn, to an etertainment with feveral of his
principal friends. The Company drank hard,
the dancing girls were called in, and, after a
little time, Murteza Cawn, the prime mini-
fter, was carried in a ftate of intoxication in-
to another room, and there inhumanly mur-
dered.— After perpetrating this fhocking a&,
Cojee Baffaun, with his fword drawn, ruthed
into the prefence of the Vizier, and was ad-

vancing
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vancing owards his_pecfon, gigher to feize
R, oF o put him ¢ degth.~ Buflaun had
drank hard himfelf, and betrayed fych ftrong
mirks of canfufion in his coyatemance, that
she Vigier with great prefence of mind galled
out « Will no one rid me of this, reaitpr?—
twenty (words were driwa,. aad,w an u}ﬁam:
Cojee Bulsun was cut 1o pieces, | Saudut
Ally fled with a few of his conﬁdcnn;l at-
tendants, nor were the parties cogccqu in
the ploc ever difcovered; fo far is_cleas,
Murteza Cawn, the Vizier'’s prime minitter
was murdéred by the Buauch, Cojee Buffaun,
who was himfelf put to death by the Vizier’s
atiendants.—I relate this fa& to prove that
Eunuchs in India are bold, intriguing, and
enterprifing men, nor was it right in General
Smith to attempt to miflead us, by compar-
ing them to Pachioretti and Teaducci; he
knew better, though fome of us perhaps did
not.

In the tenth report there are fome remarks
upon a tranfa&ion, which I thought could
not be related to the difcredit of Mr. Haf}-
ings. He received a prefent of ten lacks of

rupees from the Vizier and his minitters, and
sold
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old the Company of it: He received other
pre@my, 19 thé amodt of nine kicks more,
making i a8 one hundred 2nd ninesy thou-
Tond pounds Rirling, This large (um he hw
p#id into the Company’s tregfury. He dots
not even touch a farching of the intereft of
it, inftead of setaining the principal, whick
wduld have enabiled him €0 vye with the
gamblers ac Braoks’s, to be ranked as a come
pation for princes of the bloed royal of
Fradce, a1’d 0 have procured kimfelf and a
few of his friends, feats i a certain afiembly,
at the mext geweval oleffiom, by bribery. The
compiler of ¢he tenth reporc has had wit and
ingenuity enough to find out that ~ whea
4¢ chefe fa®ts become known in India, it is te
# be Feared that the fervants of the Company
“ will be inclined to leffen their reverence
# and refpeft fo thofe afls of parliament
* which were made to reftrain them inpur-
#¢ fuic of wealth ; and that they will beapt
“ to reconcse to cheir own minds, any devig-
* tion from a ftri& obedience, by quoting
“¢ the ¢xample of the Governor-General, a8
“ a rule by which they may guide their owa
# condudt ™

F Icon-
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{ conceive it impoffible that a tranfaétien
{6 honorable to Mr. ‘Haftings in every point
Of ‘view, tan opérate to the difadvantage of
the ftate, unlefs indeed, the fervants of the
Company feeing that a man who has ferved
faithfully and honeftly for abowe three and
thirty years; and when he has every feafonwo
believe hisfervice is drawing towards a clofe,
candidly declares that he has: received pre,
fents to the amount of one hundred and ninety
thoufand pounds, aad accounts to the public
treafury for every fhilling of the principal
and intereft; if fuch a'nfan, inftead of receiv-
ing from his conftitvents a part of this fum,
a life intereft in a part of it, or even the moft
trifling mark of approbation, fhall have the
mortification to be abufed for fo fingular an
aét of difintereftedne(s and integrity 5 if this
tranfaltion fhall be mifreprefented without
doors, and be the {ubject of a parliamentary
Report; if that Report thall be prcfenl:ed 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 thirty-fix

thoufand
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thoufand pounds, although he actually made
the Complny pay for all the prefents he
made in his public charaéter, to the amount
of above fixteen thoufand pounds, and re-
tained in his own hands thofe he received in
retarn 3 if, I fay, the fervants of the Com-
pany obferve, how unequally rewards, and
commendations are conferred upon different
men, as the fpirit of party, rather than that
of juftice prevails; 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-
lieve, that no re&itude of conduct can fcreen
them from the malignant inve&ives of par-
ty malice, patriotic fpleen, and interefted
mifreprefentation.’*«. .

Thefe, Mr.Editor, are my friend’s remarks,
I will give you my homely fentiments in
another Letter.
Broad-fireet, Auguft 11, 1783+

A CITIZEN,



LETTEZR VI

¥4r. Eniror,

Y good friend and meighbous, the

Proprietor, called upen e laft night,
with fome further remarks upon the Penth
Repors, which | now tranfcribe, not doubt-
ing but that youo and your Readers will be
amufed and iaftru@ted by them,

¢ I cannot help noticisg a very curioms af
fertion contained in the Tenth Report:
¢ That the decifion of the Court of Direc-
tors, as to the ten ladks of Rupees given by
the Vizier and his:Minifter to Mr, blaftings
was very unjuft,” F appears to me that
thefe five or fix virtuous Reporters (not pof-
fefling among them a fhilling of property in
India-ftock) would perfuade the Court of Di-
rectors to return this money, becaufe they re-
prefent the Vizier to be a vaflal of the Com-

pany's
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pany’s. Surely neither the Chairman, Sir
Fenry Fleecher, nor any of the Directors, will
permit one or two men behind the curtain to
manage the affairs of the Eaft-India Com.
puy.” 'If any perfon fhould propofe, either
in a Cowrt of Directors, or in a Committee
of Correfpondence, to fend erders so the
Governor-General ard Council, vo pay back
thefe ten Iacks of Rupees to the Vizier, we
thould be at no lofs to gwes from what quar-
ter that perfon, bringing fokward fuh a pro-
pdfition; was advifed and dife@ed; buc
fhould a fiegle Direftor adopt the ideas of
the Scle& Cemmitte, after having given or-
ders feveral manths ago upén the fubjed,
which were highly proper (becauf: they do
not preclude the Eaft-India Company from
sewarding hereafter the important fervices of
Mir. Haftings) I hope there will be firmnefs
«enough in & majority of thg Direétors to re-
fift the propofition. 1f we are to adopt this
wild idea of Mr. Burke, lct ps a&t confiftent-
ly. That gentleman’s humanity is fo fub-
fervient wo his party views, that from him
-partial juftice only can be expefted: but let
me afk General Richard Smith, if the Em-
peror Shaw Allum, the King of the world,
‘ Was
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was not a vaffal of theCompany, and as poot
as any king upan earth, when the General, ac-,
cepted prefents from him? Why not require
the General to return them all ? believe the.
calh would be very acceptable to his, Ma~
jefty, for my nephew William, writés me,
that from the time he quitted the Etngli{h,
he has fuffered the greateft diftrefs, Why
not order the Company to pay his arrears of
tribpte, for we have fome patriots amongft us,
who fay we had no right to withhold it?
Why not pay back to the poor diftrefled
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 lake, 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 3
he has too much fpirit, and too great a difre-
gard for moncy to obtain it by improper
means; if the Company thinks proper to
retain every fhilling of the money received,
amounting to 190,000£. for their own ufe,
let them do it; they have a right to it; but

let not the ingenuity of Edmund Burke per-
fuade
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firade the Chairman or any other DireQor of
his party, that we fhall be difsraced, if we
do not pay to the Vizier and his Miuifter, the
ten lacks of Rupces which they gave to Mr.
Haftings in September, 1781. I believe there
is not a more diftrefled Prince in India, than
the Raja of Tanjore ; why not call upon the
family of the Burkes to refund all that they
have received from him 2 and, to contplete
with equity, this fyftem of reformation, let
us fend tranfports from this -.country, let us
embark every Englithman in India, and lec
us in future appear there in the chara&er of
traders only. If we are not already fick of
the Utopian fchemes of Edmund Burke, let
us give the world a fure proof of eur moder-
ation. Having lo® America, let us abandon
India. 1 remember the time when General
Richard Smith poffefled a very large pro-
perty in Indra-ftock, and when he withed to
be thought the protettor of the rights of the
Eaft-India Company. He has now fold out
even his fingle vote, has declared we are not
folvent, and has exerted himfelf by every
poffible means in his power, both in and out
of Parliament, to remove Mr, Haftings.—

Surely
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Surely, neither Mr. Fox, or any other Mi-
nifter will think of defjring the Dire&ors t0
employ a perfon in future, who has been fo
botftile to us.” .

Here, Mr. Editor, I have given you my
friend’s account at length.—I am a blunt
citizen, but in my opinion it is yery, cyrious
that the Sele&t Committee fhould fix upoa
Mr. Haftings’s prefents as the only ones that
eught 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 with I could fee them
give up a little of their own with all my
heart : 2 plain man like me muft wonder
how this money bufine(s can be a proper ob-
ject of enquiry for 2 Commiteee inftructed to
enguire into the fiate of the judicature in Bengal,
and how the Britifb poffeffioss in India may be
beft governed.”——T he Court of Proprietors
are much obliged to thefe gentlemen for theic
laudable zeal, and 1 hope, in return, they
will appoint William Burke, Efq; the Tan-
jore agent, a Supreme Counfellor ; and Ge-
neral Smith, to the government of Bombay.

As
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As you may not hear from me again for a
month or two, Mr. Editor, I cannot avoid
copying, for the edification of your readers, a
few lines from a very extraordinaiy book juft
publithed, entitled, 74¢ Life of Mr. Fox,—
¢ But the public was peculiarly charmed and
« firuck with admiration, by the generous
¢ and difinterefted patriotifm of Mr. Burke,
« &c. &c. &c.’—I will not furfeit you by a
Jonger extrad, but 1 wifh to knew if Ed-
mund Burke’s coalitior with Lord North,
and fecuring to himfelf and his family 25, 500l.
a year, are proofs either of difintereftednefs or
patriotifm ?¥——If by the Public, the writer
means the Citizens of London, or the People
of England, I 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 beft of them,

dug. 18, 1783,

A CITIZEN
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LETTER, &

Ricar HoNoUrABLE Sir,

WHILE the iron claw of minifterial en-
croachment is ftretched out over the delegated
powers, the chartered Rights, the very corpo-
rate exiftence of all public bodies in this king-
dom, while an univerfal alarm for zke fafety of
our admirable Confiitution, and for the effential
Liberties of Britons fits pallid upon every counte-
nance, and trembles upon every tongue, it is
become my peculiar and unavoidable province to
excite (if I can) 2 momentary attention to fubor-
dinate concerns, to fet up a feparate plea of my

B own,
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own, on account of my immediate principal ; and
while the caufe of Mr. Haftings goes hand in
hand with that of the public, I cannot tamely
fuffer the animadverfions unmeritedly caft upon
kim, to operate, (as it is meant they fhould,) to
the annihilation of the Eaft India Company, to
the perpetuation of your afcendancy, and to the
eftablithment of corruption 4y Law. It is indeed
very extraordinary, that while all your Argu-
ment in fupport of your prefent Bill is fo palpa-
bly perfonal, fo pointedly harfh againft the Go-
vernor General of Bengal, you fhould call re-
peatedly upon the Houfe to leave the defence of
Mr. Haftings out of the queftion. Nothing can
exceed your Artifice, but the plaufibility by
which it is mafked—You bring in a Bill for a
Reform of the Eaft India Company—In fupport
of the neceflity of that Reform, You adduce va-
rious fpecific abufes faid to exift in India, and
You charge thofe abufes feparately and collectively
to Mr. Haftings. You then infinuate fomething
of corrupt influence acquired by that gentleman,
even on a part of the Legiflature: and having
with wonderful management engrafted the Com-
pany’s difficulties on bis condu&, You in the fame
. breath
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breath difclaim all hoftile intentions towards im >
You infift~that oppofition fhould generalize the
whole of its reply : You would banith even the
name of Haftings from the other fide of the
Houfe, and after pronouncing your own harangue,
You would arbitrarily dictate the meafure and
the terms of the anfwer.

In fa&, therefore, becaufe gentlemen are un-
willing to lie under the obloquy (however unjuft)
of intriguing in favour of a man, whom You pro-
fefs not to attack, (even while you are ftabbing
him to the heart) all the principal topics of this
grand queftion muft neceffarily pafs untouched.
Even the public prints are inftruéted to ftile all
the virtuous members, who from any caufe what-
ever oppofe your bill, ¢ The partizans of Mr.
Haftings :” when it is obvious, that the line of
your attack is and muft be the clue to their re-
tort ; when it is moft notorious, that nothing but
the impoffibilicy of throwing any light upon the
fubje®, as flated by You, without a reference to
the meafures of Mr. Haftings’s adminiftration,
could have overpowered their relutance to ad-

mit any perfonalities whatfoever in a debate of
B2 fuch
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fuch general, of fuch national importance. But
that which in every other man in the kingdom
might be mifreprefented as proceeding from par-
tial or improper motives, and which, if it could
not be proved corrspt, would at leaft be branded
as officious, is in me the plain fimple outline of
duty to my employer, the immediate function of
my appointment. I am not fit, Sir, to cope with
Your talents : and it is in full fenfe of my own in-
fignificance that I venture my appeal to the public
againft a Minifter of State,

But as the whole fcope of your reafoning turns
equally upon two points, the pecuniary diftrefs of
the Company at home, and the inftant calamities
arifing from the mifcondu@t of Mr. Haftings
abroad, I know not why in one cafe the Com-
pany’s property fhould be under-rated or frittered
away at your pleafure, to exhibit an artificial
bankruptcy; nor in the other, why a manifeft
mis-ftatement of our political fituation in India
fhould be at all events admitted, becaufe an im-
partial and more comfortable account would ne-
ceffarily inclide fome portion of Mr. Haftings’s
merits. 1 have avowed myfelf, Sir, as Mr.

Haftings’s
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Haftings’s political agent: but it is not only in
that capacity that I have now the honour to ad-
drefs yous Iam alfo @ Proprictor of India flock :
My property, my bread is involved in the confe-
quences of your bill, together with that of many
hundreds; My privileges, as holden wunder a
royal charter, my rights, as fanttioned by the
faith of Parliament, are attacked in common
with thofe of every member of every corporation
in England. I examine your bill not with the
calm criticifm of a fpeculative reafoner, not with the
difpaflionate eye of an unconcerned fpetator, but
with the breathlefs curiofity of home-felt alarm, but
with the trembling calculation of perfonal intereft.
Would to God the contents of Your bill for veft-
ing the affairs of the Eaft-India Company in the
hands of certain Commiffioners had anfwered my
expetations, and the flattering promifes of the
title, in difclofing fomething that would be for the
benefit of the Proprietors and the Public t~—But
neither in the billitfelf, nor in any of Your fpeeches
on the fubje&, have I been able to difcover a fin-
gle item from which I can promife to myfelf any
benefit as a Proprietor :—nor indeed can 1 divine,
how a forcible transfer of the whole concerns of

a com-
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a commercial body from the hands of twenty-four
DireCtors (moftly bred in commercial habits) to
thofe of feven Commiffioners (of whom the greater
part moft certainly were never inftructed in buii
nefs at all) thould ever have pafled upon the pui-
lic, as a probable mode of rendering thofe co:-
cerns more produdtive.

Profit is the life of commerce ; and my ftock is
ftaked upon the Company’s commerce. What is
it to me, that the Company’s books be better
kept, that the compting-houfe be more decently
arranged, that the fhop-men be more ingenioufly
diftributed, by your new bill, and under your Com-
miffioners, if its #7ade produce no additional gain?
Had you pointed out new fources of wealth, new
channels for commerce, new markets for our coms
modities, you would have been defervedly hailed
as the friend, as the faviour of the Company. But
is there any thing like this in your Bill ? on the
contrary, whenever the prefent fervants of the
Company come forward with their eftimates fairly
drawn up, and ftate to the public the different
objets on which they found their expe&ations of
the Company’s future refponfibility, and the vari-

1 ous
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ous articles, which while they form the credit-fide
of their account, comprehend their whole and ulti-
mate means of folvency—You with emphatical in-
duiuy attempt to deny and invalidate them all—
You affelt to prove, and you lay your whole
frefs on proving, that under every pofture of
events the Company is and muf neceffarily be-
come bankrupt for eight millions—yet you would
fatter me with hopes of deriving Zencht from the
appointment of your Commiffioners. If a bank-
ruptcy muft enfue, I, as a creditor, do not mean
to refign my right of becoming a truftee for ma~
nagement and recovery of the bankrupts effects.
Men are always moft quick-fighted in their own
immediate concerns: and you may be affured that
no ftockolder will rifk (if he can help it) the lofs
of his ftock. It cannot poffibly thercfore be for
the benefit of the Proprietors, that feven Com-
miffioners fhould be appointed to manage their
concerns, who (not poffeffing nor being bound to
poflefs a farthing of ftock) would not lofe a fingle
farthing by the Company’s ruin. But at the very
moment in which you declare the Company to be
bankrupt in eight millions, you would fet afide that
property which is ftated on the credit-fide of its ac-
count : as if a bankrupt’s eftate could be accurate-

ly
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by exhibited, without & campleat ¢numeration of-
the feveral articles which compofe that eftate, To
me, as a Proprietor, who on the Company’s bank- *
ruptcy can only look to the reimburfement of my
capital — it is perfettly indifferent whether the
Company’s effeds be fold by auition, or feized by
your Commiffioners — provided their true and
intrinfic value be fairly brought to account: But
it is a new refinement in commerce, that your
feven Bailiffs fhould come exprefsly by act of
Parliament,  immediately to enter in and upon, and
« to poffefs themfelues of all lands and tenements,
< boufes, warchoufes, and otker buildings whatever,
« of or belonging to the faid United Company,”
and that the faid Company fhould not be per-
mitted to charge the authentic valuation of thofe
lands, &e. in accountcurrent with its own creditors.
I repeacit, that all the Zemefit which you offer me
as a Proprietor, is the fallacious benefit of Parli-
amentary fecurity for my dividend of 8 per cent.
Jallacious—becaufe if the Company’s affairs be
not defperate, I am entitled to that dividend with«
out your interference: and becaufe, if the Com=
merce cannot afford to pay the dividend, I am
onc of the public who muft be affcfled my pro-
portion



[ 51

portion to make up the deficiency of my own
dividend as a Proprictor. How then will your
bill in any light Jenefit the public? By an appro-
priation of the revenues of India to the national
exigencies. But how will you render thofe reve-
nues productive here? You cannot remit them in
fpecie : for that would impoverifh the Colonies an
hundred-fold fafter than it would enrich this coun-
try. You cannot import them through the me-
dium of commerce, unlefs you find a new vent
and increafed confumption for its commodities :
which if the commercial fagacity of the prefent
managers cannot difcover and turn to account, I
muft doubt if it be within the power of your po-
litical penetration to fuggeft ; you can only fhift
it to your own—Friends. [ am indeed utterly
loft in tracing to fubftantial exiftence any one arti-
cle by which you can bold out the profpeét of dene-
fit 40 the pudlic, The items of the Company’s
credit you in general depreciate : Its houfes, ware-
houfes, &c. you firike off from the account; the
debts due from the Vizier of Oude, from the Na-
bob of the Carnatic and the Rajah of Tanjore,
you would incline to pay from our finking fund,
rather than fuffer them to be gradually liquidated

C on
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on the fpot ; and all that can poffibly be deemed
of advantage to the public, is the difference be-
tween 4,200,000l. fterling lent to Government
(as flerling) by the Eaft-India Company, and the
prefent value of the 3 per cents, which this very
bill has already tended to reduce.

But how much foever the p#d/ic might abftradt-
edly be Jencfited by the new plan, it will moft afe
fured be injured in a much greater degree by the
blow thereby given to all public credit. Char-
ters, which not long ago were held as the firongeft
ties upon the juftice of the Legiflature, as the
moft facred fecurity upon earth, are now to be
infringed — openly, avowedly, in the face of
God and man, oftentatioufly infringed. Former
violations (which in truth and reafon exaggerate
the crime) are triumphantly pleaded in defence of
fubfequent violation. ¢ The aét of 1773 was a
¢ violation of the charter, thofe of 1779 and
% 31780 were equally fo;” and the neceflity of
the meafure (of which neceflity neither the Cabi-
net, nor the Parliament, nor the nation, could,
perbaps, ever form a decifive idea) was the wat-
sapt of its execution, I believe, however, that

the
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the prefent is the firft inftance in which fo prodiz
matic a neceffity was ever produced in the Houfe
of Commons as a perfuafive for a breach of par- -
liamentary faith, and a previous abfolution of na-
tional perfidy. Such was not the oftenfible doc-
trine of oppofition to the India bills, formerly
brought in by a noble Lord now high in office.
Such political necefiity was never admitted by the
ftrenuous patriots of that day, as a valid apology
for fuch turpitude ; and none but themfelves could
have fet up as precedents for their own conduét,
thofe tyrannical and unjuftifiable meafures, which
themfelves had fo repeatedly and fo forcibly ex-
pofed.

Let me now, Sir, humbly requeft your atten-

. tion to the cafe of Mr. Haftings: much has been
faid, and much more infinuated againft that gentle-

man’s influence in the Houfe of Commons, as

well as in the Court of Proprietors; and rbis in-

Juence is attributed to money. ‘The perfonal friends
Mr, Haftings may have in either place, are pro-

portionate to the very flender opportunities he has

ever enjoyed of cultivating friendfhips in his own

country. Thofe independent charatters who ho-

Ca2 noar
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nout him a3 Governor Geméral with their fupport,
give it upon public gresnds: and I am fure they
need not bluth to avow their motives. Unintelli-
gible, Sir, as the language I am now about to
ufe, may appear to you, I do not hefitate to af-
firm, that Mr. Haftings has a foul that would
ftarde at the very fuggeftion of fuch a fcandalous
traffic, that would re-gorge at the naufeous influ-
ence that could be put up to fale. I now pledge
myfelf to take my oath (whenever called upon)
at the bar of the Houfe, that Mr. Haftings has
never, to my knowledge, expended one fhilling,
dire&ly or indireétly, in the purchafe of any in-
fluence at all; not even of a drop of ink, but
what I have paid for to the prefs: and that if it
will tend to undeceive the public with refpe&
to the mode by which his character has been eftab-
lithed in this country, I am ready to deliver in
upon oath to the Houfe of Commons, my accounts
for every farthing difburfed by me, as his agent,
and chargeable to his eftate, up to the prefent
day. I will add, that being his political agent
only, I am not entrufted with the receipt and dif-
pofal of his private property; but that the gentle-
amea .whom he has appointed to executc that
al charge
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charge (Sir Francis Sykes, Mr. Waller, and Mr.
Woodman) are alfo prepared at any time to lay
before the public, a full and accurate account
current, of the whole fortune (in England) of
their principal, with every article of expenditure,
fince the firft inftant of their ma}xagcment. Mr.
Haftings’s fortune as much precludes him from
the power, as his principles eftrange him from
the with of recurring to fuch iniquitous means of
fupport. It is the influence of meritorious fer-
vices, operating on the public opinion, and we-
thing elfe, that has enabled him to withftand fo
many parties, and fo many Minifters; an influ-
ence, which as bribes did not colle&t, you find it
out of the power of bribery to difpel.

In Your endeavours to eftablifh the neceflity of
Your new Bill on the mifmanagement of the
Company’s affairs in Afia, You have feleCted a
number of occurrences more or lefs connefed
with the Governor General’s Adminiftration 3
And by a happy confufion of dates, of circum-
flances and of perfons, have at once thrown a
very undeferved odium upon him, and drawn a
moft unfair and diftorted picture of the ftate of

1 India.
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India.—And here I cannot but fe¢l with double
anxiety the mortifying difproportion of my pows
ers to the magnitude, to the celebrity of my fub-
je& : and how ean I comprize an epitome of Mr.
Haftings’s Government for twelve years, and a
connected account of the prefent fituation of our
fettlements—within the narrow boundaries of a
few pages ? much more, Sir, how fhall I venture
to exhibit in its native purity, that canvas which
your mafterly colouring has fo effetually dif-
guifed >—You will, I truft, pardon my prefump-
tion, for this effort of duty, and my incapacity,
for the faintnefs of the fketch I fhall produce.

Mr. Haftings arrived in Bengal as Prefident
and Governor of Fort William in 1772. His
plan was that of peace, his fyftem was that of
ceconomy, his views were thofe of internal reform.
On the inftant of his taking the chair, our Fron-
tier Brigade was marching to affift the Vizier
Sﬁjah Dowlah at the very extremity of the Rohilla.
Country, on the requifition of Sir Robert Barker,
then Commander in Chief, and without previous
communication with the Prefidency. Mr. Haf-,
tings inflantly iffued orders for the return of the

brigade
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Brigade—and the greateft part of it aually re-
turned to its cantonments at Dinapore—Does this
argue an inordinate thirft for conqueft, an unjufti-
fiable ambition to extend our dominions? Three
battalions, however, belonging to the brigade
had puthed forward with fuch rapidity as to ef-
cape the countermanding order : they joined Sujah
Dowla, and put a ftop to the incurfions of the
Marattas. The march of the remainder of the
brigade next feafon, the junion of the whole
body with the Vizier, entitled him to forty lacs
of rupees, which the Rohillas had bound them-
felves by treaty, under the guarantee of Sir Robert
Barker, to pay the Vizier as the price of their de-
fence. This very money was the caufe of the
Rohilla war, which you have once again called
up to condemnation. The Company’s Com-
mander in Chief had pledged himfelf to the Vi-
zier for the performance of the treaty, and it was
therefore not unjuff that the Company's troops
fhould enforce its articles on thofe whom that very
Commander in Chief had ftyled in his letters to
the Governor and Council * The moft faithlefs
and treacherous of men.” On this ftate of
the cafe, it would hardly have been decent in
’ Mr.
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Mr. faffings to with-hold the Companyls
sid; but while he facrificed his own pacific
fyftem to the fupport of that guarantee granted
by, Sir Robert Barker, he at the fame time
effentially confulted the interefts of his employers,
by flipulating thac the Vizier thould pay the whoke
expence of the troops furnithed for his affiffance:
and thus removed the grand political objetion to
the employment of our forces on diftant fervice,
while their fupport had been hitherto conftantly
remitted in fpecie, to the great impowerifhment of
our own provinces. The Rohilla war, therefore,
arofe from zbeir breach of that treaty of which
we were guarantees ; and the Rohillas, a tribe of
Afghan Tartars, who had invaded, fubdued, and
feuled in the province of Rohilcund not forty
years before, were forced to relinquifh their ill-
gotten conquefts. The Gentd natives, the Abo-
rigines of the country, continued in the peaceable
exercife of agriculture and of their feveral trades
during that war, and continue there to this day.
They were before fubjects to the Rohilla Chiefs,
and they are now fubje@s to the Dabob Vizier:
and the one has at leaft as good a claim ae the
others. But as the efftéts of that war have no

longer
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Jonger any influence upon the mafs of Indian
politics, a mention of it was by no means necefl-
ary or pertinent in a derail of the prefent ftate of
India. And if it be true, that the principle of
that war was condemned by the Court of Direc~
tors and Proprictors in 1775, it is alfo true, that
in 1779 and 1780 Lord North, with this condem-
nation before his eyes, twice propofed in Parlia-
ment, the man to whom that war had been gene-
rally (I will not add juftly) imputed, for Governor
General of Bengal—Mr. Haftings had been found
fo able in other refpeéts, fo ufeful a fervant to the
Company, fo meritorious a fubje& to the Crown,
that the fingle demerit of the Rohilla war was of no
weight in the oppofite fcale; a reference, therefore,
to that war at this diftant period, can never imprefs
the public with an opinion of your candour—can
never influence, now that the fubjeét is fo remote ;
can only be intended to flifle cool argument, by
an appeal to the paffions: an affeting picture of
the calamities of any war, fince or before that of
Troy, would have ferved juft as well,

It is Mr. Haftings’s peculiar misfortune, that
being moft zcaloufly attached to the arts and to
D the
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the enjoyments of peace, he has been undet an
almoft conftant neceffity of engaging in involun-
tary hoftilities. You loudly blame him for the
Maratta war, and yet you know it originated at
Bombay in 1776. You know that it was fuf-
fpended, rather than concluded by the treaty of
Poorunder, and that upon a difpaffionate revifion
of the recrimination of each party, it may yet be
doubted whether we or the Marattas were the firft
aggreffors in its renewal. But at all events you
muft allow, that the treaty of Poorunder, in the
loofe indefinite ftyle of its articles, contained the
feeds of future difpute; that the Prefidency of
Bombay, the Governor General of Bengal, and
the Court of Direftors, equally reprobated its
terms, and that the Company’s fervants were in
general encouraged to feize the firft decent plea
for not abiding by it. After all, it was incum-
bent on Mr. Haftings to counteraét the intrigues
of the French agents at Poonah. Pofitive intel-
ligence, and that from the higheft authority of
this country, affured him, both of the exiftence
and of the danger of thofc intrigues, and his ex-
ertions on that occafion were no lefs approved by
his Maj:fty’s Minifters, than by the Court of

Directors.



{ ]
Dire@ors. But you now criminate the Governor
General as author of the renewal of the hoftilities,
for not confenting to the ceffion of Salfette in
1779 5 yet you are not to be informed that Bom-
bay derives its immediate fupport, its daily bread”
from that ifland, and that the Company were
anxious to rifk almoft any thing, or every thing
on that fide of India, for its acquifition. I repeat
it again and again, Mr. Haftings was not the au-
thor of that war, he was not the promoter of it;
but be bas an excluffve merit in the Maratta peace;
in that peace which, by his efforts, has been rati-
fied upon honourable terms to the Company,
when I would flake my exiftence on the belief,
that no other man could have procured any peace
at all: In that peace, which an apoftate to his
duty in the Company’s fervice, an interefted con-
vert to the principles of your new bill, has infidi-
oufly afferted to have been purchafed by the in-
glorious facrifice of Broach, worth 16 lacks of
rupees per annum. Let him ‘cloak his iniquity,
and palliate his mifreprefentations as he may, but I
here tell him from the records at the India houfe,
that the territory of Broach produced, of nett

revenue,
D2 ' In
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In1799, = — 270,000 rupees

In1780, — = 240,000

In1781, = = 77,000
,and he knows that fix-tenths of this fum was
ceded to the Marartas, wmexceptionably and by
treaty, and Scindia’s guarantee is furely more than
a counterbalance for the reft.

Yeu, Sir, have objeQted to the Maratta treaty,
on very diffcrent grounds—on grounds, which
while I cannot acknowledge them to convey the
fmalleft refle@tion on Mr. Haftings’s politics, at
leaft do not difcredit your underftanding nor im-
peach your veracity: Your have objected to it, oh
the danger of its eventually provoking freth hof-
tilities with France, by the poffibility of our
junéion with the Pefhwa in protraltion of the
war againft Tippo Saib on the fpirit of the ninth
article of the treaty. It was prudence, it was po-
licy, it was neceffity that dictated the terms of
this article, and at any other moment you would
have been the firft to applaud it. At the figning
of the preliminaries, as late as the ratification of
the definitive treaty with the Marattas, we were
at war equally with the French and with Tippoo

Saib
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Saib — It was impofiible for Mr. Haftings to fore-
fee and provide for the articles of a peace to. be
fettled among the belligerent powers of Europe.
‘We had an undoubted right of reprifals on the
Myfore country for the devaftation caufed by Hy-
der Ally in the Carnatic— we had a laudable mo-
tive in diverting the attention and arms of the
reftlefs Marattas to a2 new object; we had a formi-
dable French force to oppofe both by fea and
land. I will anfwer for the Governor General’s
caution in avoiding all caufe of umbrage or offence
¢o the French in India, from the inftant that peace
thall be promulgated between the two nations,
and for his fteady compliance with every ftipula-
tion of the treaty.

In your efforts to invalidate the debts of
the Company as charged in the late eftimate
to different powers in India, you have par-
ticularly enlarged on the connection with the Na-
bob Vizier of Oude: and, as ufual, you have at-
tributed all the misfortunes which he appears to
have incurred by that connection, to Mr. I:Iaﬁings.
"To this debt,which the Company ftates at 730,000l.

you
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you at once declare, that eternal oblivion ought te
be annexed, notwithftanding the very lateft ad-
vices from Mr. Briftow give affurances that the
whole will be very fpeedily recovered. But per-
haps you rely on the probability of this recavery
having already taken place, and are therefore
the more unguarded in advifing an unconditional
releafe. The cruelties which you have fo pathe-
tically painted (if Woodfall be correct) as being the
neceflary confequence of an attempt to recover the
Company’s debts in India are moft thamefully mis-
flated and moft unwarrantably exaggerated. The
Continent of India, like the continent of Europe,
comprehends many different nations, in very differ-
ent degrees of civilization : and in very few of them
is to be found that regularity of police, or
that refinement of manners which is the charm
of the wef-tern world. The ditricts on tbe coafp
of Coromandel, under the fway of thofe fub-
ordinate Chiefs called Poligars, are inhabited
by a particularly rude, brutal, and favage race —
and the very letter which you caufed to be read
from Colonel Bonjour, inconteftably demon-
firated it.

But
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" But you furely would not by your exclamations
againft extortion, inhumanity, and oppreffion, in-
finvate that all force is unjuftifiable in the reco-
very of a juft debt: nor is the defertion of the
peafants from an Indian village any proof of the
exercife of great cruelty or monftrous rapacity.
Some abfcond, becaufe they find an occafional
concealment lefs irkfome than a faithful difcharge
of their engagements; fome becaufe they will
not be prefled to carry baggage——and fome
merely from an abhorrence of intercourfe
with ftrangers. Even in more flourithing times
of the empire, the march of the Mogul’s army
through his own country never failed to caufe
a temporary depopulation. No revenue is ever
colleted in India without fome degree of
force, and the whip is there at leaft as ne-
ceffary an inftrument to the tax-gatherer as his
inkhorn : I will add, that at no period, in no part
of India, has feverity been fo fparingly applied to
the operations of finance, as in Bengal fince the
period of the Company’s government. But you
could not refift the temptation of a souch at the

sevolution of Benares— At that revolution, which,
while
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while it fands petfollly juftifiable oa the grouids
of propriety and expediency, is proved beyond
the poffibility of cavil to have originated with
Cheyt Sing and not with Mr. Haftings~—is proved
to have commenced’ in maflacre, and concluded
in rebellion :—is proved to have been founded on
lying pleas of poverty, and grofs inftances of dif-
obedience. But on your principles the demands of
the Company for all debts, however incurred, are at
once to be cancelled. I believe indeed the race
of ereditors in general has but fmall obligations to
your juftice, or your compaflion—but I am afto~
nithed that you fhould be fo ready to take the
bare affertion and interefted ipfe dixit of the Vi-
zier of Oude, or the Rajah of Tanjore, or of
any of the Company’s renters, on a plea of inca.
pacity to pay their debts. [ can difcover but two
circumftances, which can reafonably be fuppofed
vo operate againft the claim— Eizber that the charge
is exorbitant, ufurious, ill-authenticated, or, thas
the contralting party laboured at the time uader
fote known incapacity and difgualification for
bisding itfelf in an obligation to pay. Neither of
thefe obje@ions can fairly be urged sgainft the de-

- monl‘
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mand on Afoph ul Dowla, His debt was incufs
red for articles fairly furnifhed, for troops regu-
larly employed in his fervice for his defence, and
upon a ftated allowance fettled by treaty at the
exprefs motion of General Clavering and his ma-
jority. The former treaty with the late Vizier Sujah
ul Dowlah, was, as you know, upon very dif-
ferent terms—and zbat was the treaty of Mr. Haf«
tings. No encroachments were there attempted
to be made upon the independence of that Prince
---the whole ftipulation confifted in his agreement
to pay 210,000 rupees per menfem for one of our
brigades, fo long as it fhould a& under his or-
ders, or in conjun&ion with his forces. This
treaty, as it ftood at his death, the Governor Ge-
neral thought binding upon wus, and lupon his
fucceflor. Not fo the majority of that day,
General Clavering, Colonel Monfon, and Mr.
Francis. hey pronounced upon the propriety of
a new treaty, and zbey dictated the articles. They
ebliged the Vizier to cede to: the Company the
fovereignty of Gauzipoor and Benares in perpetui=
ty : They faddled the Vizier with an additionsl
chatge of 50,000 rupees a month for the fubfif-

) E tence
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tence of the suxiliary brigade ; and under shem
_(through the channel of #beir refident, Mr. Bril-
tow) were Britifh officers appointed to command
.the refidue of the Vigier’s troops. AN this was
in 1775. In 1779 the Vizier refufed to grant
affignments for the pay of thofe very troops thus
¢fficered; and Mr. Haﬁings was only prevented
from immediate compliance with his requeft for
difbanding them, by the neceflity of holding out
an oftenfible balance to the armies of theSieks, and
of Nejef Khaun, then in the field in great farce,

It was on the fubje@ of this refufal that the
Vizier, during the interval of a cock-fight or a
horfe-race, difpatched the very poetical chapter of
lamentations, with which you have fo animatedly
warmed the feelings of the Houfe. That hé was
very fare upon the refufal, I do not doubt ; and
this eftablifhment of Britith officers was certainly
@s well a fevere check upon his independency,
.8 great derogation of his dignity in the eyes of
the native Princes, a3 an intolerable burthes upon

M,
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Mr. BHaftings however was neither anfwerable

for the meafure by which thofe officers were ap-
pointed, nor for the feveral circumftances, by
which their condu®t might irritate the Vizier andg
opprefs his country. But in September 1781, the
inftant that political neceffity permitted him, He

difbanded them.

You were particularly pointed on the late re-
fumption of the Begum’s Jaghires —a meafure
which you alfo attribute exclufively to the Go-
vernor General — as if it were impoffible for a
defpotic monarch to have the flighteft principle-
of independent a&ion, or the moft trivial atten-
tion to his own concerns. Even fo long ago as
the year 1775, and very foon after the Vizier’s
acceffion to the mufnud, the predominating influ-
ence of the Begum was a thorn in his fide——
And he obferved to Mr. Briftow, that ¢ two
rulers were too much for one country,”——A
negociation was at that time entered into for
fubflituting a regular payment of the value' of
the Jaghire in money, inftead of the poffeffion of
the land itfelf and the troublefome management of

E 2 the
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the colleftions : but the old lady had too deeply
tafted the fweets of uncontrouled dominion, to
part willingly with fo flattering a prerogative ;
fhe refufed to liften to any‘terms of refignation,
and fupported her fervants in a condu& of dif-
affection, oppofition and contumacy, that at laft,
on the revolution at Benares, broke out into open
rebellion. Can there be a doubt but that the
Vizier felt the indignity offered to his govern-
ment, and the danger that involved his throne ?
Can there be a fufpicion that he would fail to
difcover in the military jurifdiQion and unjuftifi-
able encroachments of his Jaghiredars the true
fource of the mifchief, can there be a motive
afligned why it thould not equally be his wifh
as it was his intereft to fupprefs the very poffi.
bility of future difturbance? I will be bold to
fay, that the Vizier ought to have refumed the
Jaghires—and that the advice of Mr. Haftings
af in|dced_thc Vizier had no plan of condud, no
policy of his own) was perfeitly wife, political,
and-expedient. It is an additional proof of the
neceflity of the meafure, that the fervants of the

Begum fhould have prefumed to oppofe sbeir
lawful
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Jawiful Sovereign in its operation. Nothing can
do ftrongly evince their full convi@ion of the
exiftence of ¢ two rulers in one country” as their
moft unwarrantable and rebellious appeal to the
fword : nothing can fo unanfwerably eftablifh the
propriety of an inftant remedy to the anarchy that
prevailed in the Subah of Oude. The Begum
was therefore on the jufteft of all pleas difpofiefled
of an authority which fhe had conftantly per-
verted to the very worft purpofes, but the nett
amount of her colle&tions was fecured to her by
a new agreement ; the treafures of which fhe had
poflefled herfelf by very fufpicious means, by a
fraudulent concealment of her bufband’s will, or
an artful appropriation of a depofit, thofe trea-
fures which had always been underftood to belong
to the.ftate, and which our Refident at Oude
reported in 1775 to have been notorioufly fet
afide for the fupply of political emergencies, fhe
confented to reftore to her fon, for the wants
of his government, after twelve days of reflection
upon the lofs of her ill.exerted authority, had
reconciled her to a juft notion of her fubordinate
fituation. We have the Refident at Oude’s tefti-

mony
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mony, in the appendix to the tenth report from
the Select Committee, that her treafures were fur-
rendered by agreement.

In your indifcriminating fearch for arguments in
defence of your new bill, you have not omitted
to ftate the difcordant fituations of our different
governments in India, and your particular appre-
henfions for your very valuable friend Lord Ma-
cartney. You not only fear that he may have
been depofed from his government, but even that
he may have experienced the fate of Lord Pigot!
1 afk you in your candour, Right Honourable Sir,
if that fate were any thing more than depofition ?
and I flatter myfelf, I may for this time prefume
to anfwer for you in the negative — at Jeaft Mr.
Haftings cannot by the moft extravagant‘ftretch
of infinuation be implicated farther than in the
JSufpenfion, which (if Woodfall be right) you are
pleafed to term a depofition: and even here there
is nothing in the Company’s records, nor in private
intelligence, to warrant your conclufion. On the
news of certain propofitions having been offered

to Tippoo Saib, equally unfatisfatory to the Com-
mander
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mander in Chief and to the Council General, Mr,
Haftings in Council, defired to know ¢ whether
4 the Members thought that the Prefident and
¢ Selet Committee of Madras had or had not in-
¢¢ curred the penalty of the aét of the 13th of the
¢ King, by deputing the Tanjore Vakeel to
« Tippoo Saib to treat of peacc on the condition
 of ceding to him a part of the Carnatic?” This
queftion was determined in the negative; and on
this fimple ground, did your informer in this bu-
finefs, Sir Henr;' Fletcher, build his affertion,
that Mr. Haftings’s propofal for the fufpenfion of
Lord Macartney had been carried againft him by
a one only ; as if a majority of one were in the Su-
preme Council any other than the ordinary and
almoft neceflary confequence of the fmallnefs of
its number. But the difcordant fituations of our
governments abroad might be moft eafily recon-
ciled at home without the interference of your
bill, or the annihilation of the Company’s charter,
The Supreme Council at Calcuita is 4y Jew to have
the fole and entire control in all political negoci-
stions and matters relative to war and peace, x-
sept in cafes of the moft urgent neceflity, Did
thag
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that neceffity exift when Lord Macartney and the
Sele&tCommittee affumed the liberty of propofing &
feparate treaty with Tippo Saib? Sir Eyre Coote
pofitively and pointedly denied it.

I cannot here deprive myfelf the pleafure of
contributing my humble mite of gratitude and
applaufe to that worthy and gallant old general,
who to the inflexible virtues of the man, joined
the moft exalted talents of the foldier, who re-
deemed us from utter ruin in the Carnatic, who
facrificed the declining years of a moft ative life,
to the difficulties and labours of war, rendered
doubly fevere by the feverities of an Afiatic cli-
mate, and who lived but to the moment when
his country had juft begun to flatter itfelf with the
poffibility of fparing his exertions. Methinks I
fee the wonderful veteran reclined on his laurels,
ftruggling in the very arms of Death, and col-
leéting the laft remnant of his exhaufted ftrength,
while he ditates to the difconfolate Secretary the
animated conclufion of the forcible minute he de-
livered on this occafion : ¢ Though for my part”
fays he © I may with propriety fay that I have ane

‘ ¢ foot
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s foot in the grave, and the other on the verge of

& jt, I truftin God I fhall retain fufficient ftrength
s

L)

both of body and mind to put an advantageous
*¢ and glorious end to this deftiuétive war in India,
¢ inftead of having our national honour and
 military credit degraded by any folicitation
¢ for peace to an enemy already difmayed :---and
¢¢ therefore I truft that this Board will never con-
¢ fent to fo degrading and unjuftifiable a meafure,
“ as is now propofed by the Prefident and Select
¢ Committee of Fort St. George.” Alas! great
and fortunate commander, your country’s fer-
vice can but ill brook your lofs !---But you have
at leaft left us Mr., Haftings: and you are now
looking down with a fmile of complacency on
thofe fpirited exertions, to which, even in the mo-
ment of rival emulation, you had the generofity
to afcribe the prefervation of the Carnatic! Peace
and glory attend your fhade!

However meritorious Lord Macartney’s con-

dut may have been, however ft1i& his care and

F cautious
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cautious his attention to obey the Company, he has
moft certainly been involved in differences and dif-
putes upon almoft every public queftion fince the
commencement of his government. He reminds
me of the venturous fcholaftics of the fixteenth
century, who in the fury of difputation, fupported
thefes de omni Scibili againft all opponents: We
have Lord Macartney werfus the Supreme Coun.
cil, Lord Macartney ver/us Sir Eyre Coote, Lord
Macartney wverfus Sir Edward Hughes, Lord
Macartney wver/us General Stuart, and Lord Ma~
cartney verfus the Nabob of the Carnatic. I have
an unfeigned refpect for his Lordfhip’s character
and abilities ; but I cannot help lamenting that
his exertions fhould be fo unfortunately cramped,
and fo confined to perpetual ftruggles againft his

affociates in the public {fervice,

I fhall now take the liberty, right honourable
Sir, to conclude with a few words on the prefent
ftate of our affairs in India: my defeription will,
undoubtedly, form fomething of a contraft te

your’s,
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your’s, and with profound humility I acknow-
ledge that the ingenuity is all on your fide. Ben-
gal is certainly in a flourifhing condition ; its re-
venues produdtive; its government united; its
internal tranquility fecured. The fame may be faid
of Benares. Oude is flowly, but gradually re-
covering from a relaxed fyftem of policy, from
difordered finances, from domeftic anarchy.
—The debts due from thence to the Com-
pany are liquidated—or in the way to fpeedy
liquidation (no prejudice I hope to our finking
fund.) It has refumed in a great degree its pro-
per rank of refpectability among the powers of
India, and its frontiers are on every fide in peace.
—Tippoo Saib has evacuated the whole of the
Carnatic; and it now depends on the combined
exertions of our government and of the Nabob of
the Carnatic to reftore by every fpeciestof encou-
ragement, the population of the country, ard the

advantages of commerce.

Fa On
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On the Bombay fide, Peace is effetually rati~
fied with the Marattas——and on terms, which
while they are not gallingly fevere on either party,
are moft likely to be permanently obferved by
both. Tippoo Saib is faid to be ftill formidable
in that quarter, but every difpatch from Bombay
teems with confidence in the fuccefs of their
efforts, which they are now free to direét in full
force againft him. The province of Bednore we
have loft by the fortune of war, as we moft pro-
bably fhould have been obliged to relinquith it on
the conclufion of a peace. It is even likely
that we fhall confine all our exertions to the
acquifition of a fpecific fum from Tippoo Saib,
as a compenfation for the ravages of his father’s
arms—and this feems our wifeft policy—But this
circumftance will not be at all promoted by the
provifions of your Bill—and if I might venture to
Play the ftatelman (as precedents are not wanting

to encourage me) I would roundly affert, that
there is as little mifmanagement, cerruption and

oppreffion in the different feats of the Britith go-

vernment
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vernment in India, as are to be found in any part
of the world——that a few years of peace will
reftore the India Company’s affairs to the higheft
profperity in Afia:—and that if your Bill were
Joff to-morrow, every corporate body in this king-
pom, and every man who values his birth-right
and the freedom of his country, would have rea~

fon to triumph in the event.
I remain with the greateft refpedt,
Right Honourable Sir,

Your moft obedient

And moft humble Servant,

JOHN SCOTT.

LoNDON,
November 30, 1783,

THE END.






L1}

I T has been boldly afferted, that if the India
bill fhould pafs, the Minifter will acquire no
acceffion of patronage, but will enjoy that power

openly, and with refponfibility annexed to it,
which Lord North, when the Minifter enjoyed
in feeret. It would have been honourable in his
Lordfhip had he contradied fo bold and fo fll-
founded an affertion ~—as he did not do it, I will
explain what portion of patronage Lord North did,
and what he did not enjoy.

All appointments to the command of fhips,
and of inferior officers in that branch of fervice,
have been under the Court of Diretors, without
any interference on the part of the Minifter.—
All appointments to offices in the India Houfe,
or the warehoufes —all contra&s for fupplying
the Eaft India Company with ftores of every
kind for their fettlements in India, comprehending
a moft extenfive patronage, have been folely un-
der the mapagement of the Court of Diretors,
without any interference on the part of the
Minifter.

All



[ 21

AU appointments of writers, officers, cadets,
furgeons, &c. &c. to the feveral governments
in India, have been made by the Court of Direc-
tors—In fa& the great and principal inducement
to almoft every gentleman in the direftion, to
obtain his eletion, has been that he might have
his thare of this fpecies of patronage—Moft, if
not all the DireCtors have fons, or brothers, or
coufins, or intimate friends, whom they with to
provide for, and the Company’s fervice abroad
has hitherto afforded an honourable and an advans
tageous provifion for the relations or the friends of
the Directors~~Confequently they have been ex-
ceedingly ténacious of this branch of the lawful pa-
tronage annexed to their offices. Lord North when
Miniftet, has hot at all times been able to fend a
writer to India, and if the lifts of gentlemen ap-
pointed to the civil and military fervice of India,
fince the year 1773 were examined, it would be
found, that his Majefty’s Minifters have been com-
plimented with about one twenty-fixch part of fuch
appointments, @nd no more! This aflertion is ca-

pable of proof or refutation.
The
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"The patronage of India has been hitherto in the
gife of the refpeitive governments abroad, except
in a few inftances where the Diretors have inter-
fered, namely, in the cafes of Mr. Briftow, and
Mr. Fowke, the fon of Mr. Gregory, the ne-
phew of Sir Henry Fielcher, and a few more in-
ftances, in which a fattioh among the Direftors
has facrificed the public intereft in order to ferve
their friends : but in general the Diretors have
faithfully difcharged their public duty, by appoint-
ing the fervants who are to be employed, and by
leaving it to the refpeive governments to employ

them as they thought proper.

'This is the prefent ftate of the patronage of
the Eaft-India Company, and widely different
indeed from that whkich the bill now before the
Houfe of Commons means to throw into the
hands of the Minifter. He nominates feven
Commiffioners with abfolute power to dire&, or-
der, govern, appoint, and remove all perfons, of
all ranks employed by the Eaft-India Company
both at home, and abroad---and the patronage
thrown into his hands by fo bold a ftep, is rated
very low indeed, at two millions fterlin3 a year.
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L E T T E R

TO THE
RIGHT HONOURABLE

EDMUND BURKE

¢ Right Honourable Sir, ‘

IN the diftribution of different parts to the minif-
«terial orators who fupport the.new India bill, in the
spplication of their different powers to this one im-
portant object, it was natural that all the topics
which-afforded play to a wandering imagination, and
-to tragic defcription, fhonld have been allotted to
Mr. Burke. The field ,of fancy is almoft exclu-
-fively your’s; and when it was refolved, that in or-
t B der



[ 2]
der to palliste the intended invafion of our chaster
and_our_property, the atfocious adls of barbarity
and cruelty committed by the fervants of the Eaft-
India Company abroad, fhould be held up to the
deteftation of the Houfe, and of the public, and
form one grand engine of the attack, your talents
both for tlhie-pathetic and the fabulons, gave you a
double claim to this branch of the fervice, Your
feelings are fo tremblingly acute, your nerves are
fo firung ta compaflion, your language is fo attuned
to lamentatmu, that forms of horror and diftrefs,
fenes bf deftrofttion and defohation, feem to arife
Jpontaneoufly in your mind, and to occupy that por-
tion of the fenforiumy,~which;  in wen of irritable
habits, is the province of reafon, of judgment, and of
common fenfe, I am, therefore, onc of thofe who
were exceedingly furprifed that the right honourable
framer of the new-bill thould fo palpably baye en-
croached upon your privilege in his late harangues,
ag to exhibit a very glowing and highly-cqloured pic-
sure of ghe, inhumanitics, of ,pur countrymen in Ia-
sdia, Fhere is hongur,among thicves: furely it
cagnot be wapting amopg Minifters. Bug 1 {hajl
-hereafter be les jaglined. tp; wonder at any pnwar-

-fpotble attempt gp javade she prerogagives of the
+3hy < ﬁlbje&’

't1]
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fubjeR, fince I Have feen, among youﬁ‘elvcg, foxr
glasing.an invalion of your’s! 2eir

If avarice and rapacity were fubjeéts open to the
eloquence of Mr. Fox, the tortures, the bloodthed
that accompanied them were themes that appertained
folely to Mr. Burke. The right honourable Secre~
tary might inveigh as he pleafed on' the manner in
which the debts dug to the Company had been con-
tratted—but it belonged to the right honourable
Paymafier o expatiate on the feverities neceffary for
extorting payment of them. In fhert, Sir, you
have been fuperfeded in your funétions : The Minif-+
ter, who is foon to unite in his own perfon the rights
of the Company, the powers of the Crown, and
the riches of the Eaft, has begun his career of in-
juftice by excluding you from the path in which you
hoped o have trodden without a rival. He fnatched
from your hands Colonel Bowjour’s Jetter-—He told
the piteous tale of Cheyt Sing, the woes of Afophrul
Dowla, and the misfortunes of his grandmother !,
I wonder you can ever forgive him. To take your
long prepared victim out of your clutches, to go out
of his way, and again®t his own repeated profeffions,
for the fake of abufing the Governor General of

B2 Bengzl,
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Sarioin o 8 aleflim cob forw fknpuinafy, rbwrt
derous difpofition, of whitk tith tisat moment yondad
.prided yourfelf (and with reafon) as the fole difco-
veyét, way x leibd-tfial of youe patience. But fo
dffive you from every firong. hold of your Commit-
teb, 16 leave you nothing but the fiale defence of
Shah Allim, -the expiifion of that virtuous monarch
Coffim AMy, ahd thé defravdation of that difinte-
sefted Plenipoténtiaryy: Omichund, ‘Wwhereon to dréé
your plea of petticipation i thefpoils of Hind¢ftan,
muft enpage your very opponents in your behalf,
They cannot but have beholden with an eye of pity
the fhifts to which you were driven, the diftrefs in
which’ you were involved by the neceffity of a vague

and unisteréRing retvofpection.

To Plinge into the forgotten abyfs of diftant revo-
lotidms, to Yevive the convifted flander of artificial
faininds;-to trehd on the .tdndet ground of injurious
fhodopolics previous w the yesr 1972, (ovith your
Frienid General Swiith-at your elbow) was indeed a bir-
er pill-eboir gilded s it is with five abd eweéiity
thoufand a yekr from Govermmenc to Podrfelf and
your telaeions, ‘you ‘comrived fomehow or orhe¥ o
Fvxllow if < and évennovw chaek & down, it dsnriot

fail,
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faidy 1 think, to xcite a few qualms — for you muk,
agsipwes be apprehenfive that your language and your,
copdutt on former ftruggles with refpe& to India,

thould live in the world’s recollection : that it fhould.
be whifpered how ftrenuous and how loud aa advo-

cate you were in the year 1772 for the chartered

rights of the Eaft-India Company. How you then

reprobated the minifterial iniquity of your nowtno-

ble friend Lord North — How warmly you defended

the innocence of the Company’s fervants of sbas day
~— and how quickly, upon a proper application, px/-

veris exigui jaliu, you can ° 1enounce your priaci-

¢ ples, and eat your words.”

In this fcrmal recaptation of your un-penfioned ha-
bits of thinking and fpeaking, Mr. Woodfall has been
particularly cautious not to omit that you were upon
your legs upwards of two hours. This is a morfel of
mformation for us outof doors only. The members
who retired to dinner when you got up, knew they
had foll two hours of fpare time; and when they
returned, you had not fat down. But as you took
enly fomewhat more than two hours to difgorge all
you had tzken in during three yeats of hard ftudy,
and as in that time you contrived to unfay every thing

that
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that you had been heard to utter on the difcuffion of *
the Regulating At of the 13th of the King, I muft
allow that you performed it with great expedition ;
with an expedition proportioned to the neceffities of
the times, and to the hurry of the whole tranfattion.
‘The fpeech which Mr, Woodfall has made for you in
Tuefday’s Chronicle, deals fo exceedingly in generals,
that I cannot follow up with that accuracy and clofe-
nefs which I am inclined to beftow upon the fubje&
your “ prodigious detail of the conduct of the Com-
pany in Afia, from their firft eftablithment there.”
But I muft be permitted to remark, that it is fome-
what extraordinary to obferve you oftentasioufly
vaunting your late three-years courfe of ftudy, as the
ground of your claim to the attention of the Houfe,
when it is notorious to the moft fuperficial obferver
of your Reports, that every object of enquiry in your
committee, has been religioufly confined to the fingle
period of Mr. Haftings’s adminiftration, and when
it is evident, from the whole tenour of your oration,
that you had been almoft exprefily referred, by a mi-
nifterial mandate, to events antecedent to that ad-
min'ftration. One article was indeed generoufly given
up to you, wherein there was a poffibility of implicat-
ing the Governor General :—a hiftory of that pomp-
ous
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eus non-entity, the mild:ft of Monarchs, that Allum.
His mildnefs however 1 fhall leave in your quiet pof
feflion; for that quality has been feldom difputed to
Monarchs who were without fubje@s. But that
heis ¢ the moft bencficent, humane,” (i. e. mild
once more) “ generous,” (i. e. Zomeficent) ¢ wife,
philofophical,” (wife again) * and religious of men,”
I muft a little conteft with you, notwithftanding
your ingenious reduplication of epithets, Of his
beneficence 1 cannot at once recolle& an inftance,
except a donation (hardly gratuitous) of two lacs of
rupees—and that pertion of his merits you fhould
have left to the panegyric of General Smith. In
wifdom I hold him greatly inferior to the Raja of
Tanjore; for in the choice of fiiends, which is one
great criterion of judgement, the latter has infinitely
the advantage. His religion, as it is that of a Ma-
hometan, is of little confideration in a2 Chiiftian
affembly ; and you had better have given him a good
fhare of morality ; however, I muft acknowledge
to have heard, that his Majefty is famous for copy-
ing the Koran with peculiar neatnefs cf charalter,
and that he is not much interrupted in this auguft
employment by attention to the management of his
£xtenfive empire, and to the welfare of his innume-
.- rable
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#ible fubjets. Between ourfelves, Sir———FHeis a
weak man, Lord Clive gave him the provinces of
Corah and Illahabad, which would afford him a
$andfome maintenance, and were five times as much
as he could ever have acquired in any part of India
without us : and we alfo allowed him twenty-fix lacs
of rupees yearly from Bengal for the fupport of his
dignity. But he was too much of a philofopber to
attach himfelf to the good things of this world, fo
threw himfelf into the arms of his natural, here-
ditary, and conftitutional enemies the Marattas; ceded
€0 them, witbout our confent, the provinces we had
given him, and undertook a chimerical expedition to
Dehli. Are you furprifed that we took thofe provin-
-ces back again, when the King could not, or would
not, keep them ? or that we did not continue him
the fubfidy of twenty-fix lacs of rupees to be lavithed
‘away among Marattas?  Self-prefervation forced
-upon us the condu@ we obferved on that occafion ;
it was warmly approved a¢ bome, by both ends of
the town ; and it certainly has contributed more than
«any other caufe, to keep Bengal ftill in our hands,
-1'hope the new Commiffioners will now afford this
" “great and virtuous Prince fome folid inftance of their
‘compaffion — and that they will reftore  him thofe
b provinces,
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provinces, or fome others in their flead, as well as
his fubfidy—by way of contraft to the meafures of
Mr. Haftings.—In the ¢ Magna Charta of Hindof-
¢ tan,” it would be a miferable overfight to omit the
Great Mogul ; and furely he has a claim upon the
juftice of the ftate, and ftill more upon the gratitude
of individuals, for reftitution of his countries and
revenues.

it does not indeed perfetly meet my comprehen-
fion how you could explain the circumftance of the
Jale of this monarch to Sujah Dowla, nor the fule
of Sujah Dowla 20 bimfelf. No doubt you made
this matter perfectly clear to your fcanty remnant of an
audience, but Mr. Woodfall has funk the particulars,
I know very well, that when his beneficent and
philofophical Majefty ran away, we re-aflumed the
provinces which he chofe to evacuate. I know that
as they were too difficult to be managed by us, we
parted with them for a valuable confideration to Sujah
Dowla; by which means we firengthened our own
frontier againft the Marattas. I know alfo, that
upon various occafions on which we afforded power-
ful military affiftance, or important political fervices
to Sujah Dowla, we endeavoured to balance the ac-
ol count
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count in fome degree, by flipulations for a pecuniary
return.  If, however, that Vifier purchafed bimfif
by any of thofe tranfactions, he certainly thought
himfclf a gainer by the bargain : and as there is evi-
dence before the Seleét Committee, that he lived and
died in perfei? indepenence, it is manifeft that, in this
inftance at leaft, the Company broke through the
fyftem of treachery, difhonefty, and injuftice, with
which you have charged them, by leaving Sujah
Dowla in full and quiet poffefion of himfelf, after
they had thus fold him to himflf.

So you have afferted that ¢ that they fold Ragobato
¢ the Marattas, and the Marattas to Ragoba.” What
a childifh play upon words! Did we not in the fame
manner fell America to France and France to Ame-
rica? What is there in the refolutions refpeting Ra-
goba to juftify fuch indecent puerilities ? Our Bom-
bay Councii had fcen zbat Chief the oftenfible and
the avowed head of the Maratta government.— A
revolution difplaced him, and he threw himfelf un-
der our protection. — It was natural he thould make
Liberal offers for our aid in re-eftablithing his affairs:

it was politically juft that we fhould accept them.
Was
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Was it ever imputed as a crime to the French Court
that King James was received and proteted there
after his abdication? or can it be doubted that he
had bound himfelf to the performance of moft am-
ple conceffions, in cafe of a reftoration through the
means of France ? On that firt treaty with Ragoba
you mean, I prefume, (for I have no data) to ground
the fale of the Marattas to bim; on the treaty of
Poorunder you muft of courfe fix the falz of Ragoba
to the Marattas — But here, a vote of the Houfe of
Commons authorifes the fale, by an approbation of
that treaty. But the fecond and late treaty of peace
which provides a refidence and a flipend in the Ma-
ratta dominions for Ragoba, nearly the fame as was
done by the treaty of Poorunder, has another article,
by which ¢ the Englith and the Pefhwa mutu-
¢ ally agree, that neither will afford any kind
s« of affiftance to the enemics of the other;” and this
inclines you to tremble for the fafety of Ragoba. —
Had you turned to the fixth article of the fume
treaty, you would have feen that Ragoba's quiet
abode, comfortable fupport, and perfett fecurity,
is exprefsly provided for Jy name: and thercfore if
the Pcfhwa, or any of his people, offer any injury
to Ragoba as long as he continues quiet, zbey will

C:2 have
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have infringed the fixth article; and confequently the
fourteenth, on which your objeion is founded, will
have become void of courfe.

The other Rajas and Princes whom the Company
may have Jfold, are all packed up by the dozen of
grofs in Woodfall’s paper, fo that it is not in my
power to go into the merits of each particular bar-
gain : but from the general purport of your fpeech
Iam led to conclude, that let who will have been
guilty of this general auttion, this fale of Hindoftan,
the Crown (or rather the prefent Miniftry) is under-
ftood to have a right to all the benefits of a purcha-
fer. Tam not indeed yet exa&ly clear whether the
prefent poffeffions, territories, and fovereignties be-
Tonging to the Eaft-India Company, be liable to be
ranked among the lots bought, or the lots fold;
but 1 am fure that Government exhibits at once
the moft interefted eagernefs in appropriating the
whole to itfelf, and the moft perfect indifference as
to the validity of the title by which they are now
held. To me it appears very little confonant to juf-
tice, that the Crown fhould profit by the iniquities
of the Company. Nothing can be more evident,
than that the Crown was not concerned in'the acqui-
) 2 JSition
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Jfitisn of the Company’s prefent eftates: on what
plea fhould it now affume them? If there were ra-
pacity, or treachery, or fraud, or barbarity, in the
manner by which they were firft gotten, nothing fhort
of reftitution can repair the mifchief. Is it lefs
rapacious, or treacherous, or barbarous, for a Go-
vernment to feize the property of its own fubjeéls,
guaranteed to them by frequent a&s of its own, than
for thofe fubjets to have originally feized it in the
fame manner from the then lawful owners? Of the
180,000 fyuare miles, which this Bill it to wveft
in the hands of ,...... I know not whom —
much has been granted by public and authoritative
deeds of ceffion to the Eaft-India Company: — and
fuch is indifuputably the tenure of the twenty-four
Pergunnahs near Calcutta, and of the province of
Gauzipoor and Benares. Thefe are held by grant from
the Nabob of Bengal, and the Vizier of Oude, who
were then fovereigns, proprii juris, and competent
to the grant. ‘The Dewanny of Bengal, Bahar, and
Oriffa refts on a very different title, on a firmaun
from the prefent Mogul, whofe power was never ac-
knowledged in any of thofe provinces, and who by

that a@ gave away what he never could have the
fmalleft
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finalleft hope of making his own. The Dewanny
itfelf, confidered as a Mogul eftablithment, con-
fers nothing more than the appointment to colle@ the
revenues for the Emperor’s ufe. The internal
government, the military command, are offices
totally diftinct, and were never, that I know or
fufpe&, granted to the Company at all. Thefe are-
branches of the Nizamut; and a part of them at
Jeaft is ftill exercifed under the name, and on the
authority, of the Soubadar of Bengal. Surely a
Bill brought into Parliament for the exprefs difplay
of national juftice, for the declared purpofe of doing
away former alts of violence and oppreffion, a Bill
which is to benefit both the Company and the Pub.
lic at home, and to be the Magna Charta of Hin-
doftan, fhould have paid fome attention to thefe dif-
ferences in the tenures of the Company’s pofieffions.
A plea of political neceflity may perhaps be- fuffici-
ent to wreft from them the exercife of fovereignty:
but their private property ihould at leaft be invio-
Iate. Even that defpotic monarch, the Vizier of Oude,
did not at once confifcate to his own ufe the nert
colle€tions of all the Jaghires which he took out of
the hand of the Jaghiredars, There is 2 medium for
tyranny itlelf to obferve — and if the Company were

to
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to be deprived of all power, of all credit, of all ex-
iftence abroad, it would at leaft have been decent to
have left them their houfe and warehoufes at home
untouched. A whole province forcibly feized in
Afia would have excited lefs murmur and indigna-
tion, than the burfting of a fingle door in Leadenhall-
ftreet: and though your coufin may hectorand domi-
neer in the palace of the Rajah of Tanjore, I truft
in God that the fag-ends of Mr. Fox’s miniftry will
have the modefty to wait a few months before they
affert their fuperiority over all the dukes and peers of
the realm. It cannot however be doubted, but chat
as foon as this bill is pafled, the very fecretary of a
fecretary, the very deputies of thofe who will then
be the mafters of the Crown with the title of its
fervants, will have more real importance, more
weight, more efficacy in the government of this de-
voted country, than the firft independent members of
the Houfe of Lords.

Much has been faid of the infufficiency of the prefent
Court of Direétors to manage the Company’s affairs;
1 believe it indeed to have been but indifferently ferved
by fome few of them: and the public is at no lofs

10 difcover fomething more than fulpicious traces of
underhand
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waderhand management. But in fac, the objetions,
1 find, went not fo much to the incapacity of the
pesfons, as to the imperfedion of their powers: and |
whink the four and twenty gentlemen of the prefeng
lift might have been as competent to the better di-
rection of the Company’s concerns, as your fixteen
new DireQors, had you but given them the fame
enlarged authority. I would not be perfonal — and
therefore I avoid all comparifon of the prefent objeéts
of preference with the reft of their brethren; asg
Proprietor, however, I have fomething of a plea
for knowledge of their feveral merits, and I own I am
in fome inftances at a lofs to divine the motives foy
their feleGtion. You, Sir, have afcribed much of
¢« the evils which have defolated India, to the fort
¢ of perfons fent out by the Company. Young mea
s¢ without education, and with no other talents thap
¢ fuch as matured to rapacity and barbarity. A
< grey-beaded Englifbman is a phanemenon unknowy
¢ jn India” (Vide Morning Chronicle.) Mr.
Foraby, furely, who has been at Bombay forty-two
years, muft have a wonderfully green old age, if he
be not yet grey. But perhaps the grg-beaded Re-
ceiver in the city is not fatisfied with his prefent
pickings, and this fpeech is preparatory to his Indign

. appointe
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appointment. And why obje&, Sir, to young men?
Is there not fomething to be learnt, is there not fome
apprenticethip neceffary in every fphere of life?
Would you have the trade, and the revenue, and
the government of all our affairs in India turned
over at once to blockheads who have not the fmalleft
idea of the principles of commerce, or of the laws, or
the cuftoms, or the language of the country,
merely becaufe they can difplay a few grey hairs?
Nor do the young men who are ufually fent to India
want education fo much as you would infinuate,
That error perhaps you may have adopted on the
obfervation of fome claffical deficiencies in one of the
luminaries of vour Committee: but He has figured
moft in a military iine ; and few foldiers, you know,
pride themfelves in an attachment to the belles let-
tres. 1 muft beg leave to inform you, Sir, that the
Company’s fervice in Indiais of itfelf a fyftem (ana
no bad one) of education for a man of bufinefs:
and that if you were in habits of converfing with
thofe gentlemen who have come from thence, you
would find them at lealt on a par in liberal and claf-
fical accomplithments with any of their home-bred
neighbours. Let me add, that Mr. Haftings is, in
the firiGeft fenfe of the word, @ Scholar—~That his
v D know-
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knowledge of the Perfian and Hindoftanic dialeéts
is fuperior to that of moft of his countrymen, thar
in fchool proficiency he excelled moft of his contem-
poraries at Weltminfter, and that his ftyle of com-
pofition in his native language is fuch as few writers
by profeflion can emulate. Mr. Roufe, one of your
Committee, who (though he went young to India, and
continued there feveral years) had previoufly received
the beft of educations, will, I doubt not, corroborate
my affertion. * This rapid fucceffion of boys” to
which you impute fo much of our calamities, is
another creature of your own imagination. A mo-
ment’s glance at the printed lifts of the Company's
civil and military fervants at the different prefiden-
cies would have proved the contrary, In Bengal,
exclufive of the Governor General, whofe fervices
are of more than thirty years ftanding, the feniors
on the civil line take ‘date from 1762—at Madras
are feveral who have been there upwards of twenty
five years---at Bombay there are fix whofe refidence
is of thirty years duration. But it fuited the pur-
pofe of the moment that they fhould all be thought
boys---and one of the ufual figures of your rhetoric
made them fo---I with there had been no other un-
qualified affertion! But your doétrine of monope-

lies
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lies (as given away in India,) was equally unwar-
rantable—* A monopoly of opium” you are made
to fay  was fold on the moment of the contrat en-
« tered into for 40,000l the next moment it was fold
¢ for another profit ; and in the courfe of a fhort fin«
¢ gle day, with an almoft equal enormity of advan-
¢ tage, was fent through a variety of hands.”—By
this account here muft have been upwards of five lacks
of rupees, perhaps ten lacks, made at once by the
mere transfer of a contra& from hand to hand; than
which nothing was ever more remote from reafon,
from probability, from fact. The whole of your
information in this bufinefs arifes from the evidence
of Mr. Higginfon given before your Sele@® Commit-
tee, who mentions it as a current repert at Calcutta
that the opium contraét granted to Mr, Sulivan had
been by him difpofed of to another. Mr. Higgin~
fon could not afcertain the #rush of the report ; and
1 have very good grounds for believing it to be falfe.
After all, the monopoly of opium, and fome other
monopolies, muff of neceflity fubfift in fome fhape or
other, as your new Direétors, and new Sub-Direc-
tors, and new Governor General and Council will
find—or the trade will go rapidly to ruin. I do not
indeed pretend to dive into the fyftem by which the

D:2 Defpots
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Defpots of the prefent bill will render their appoint-
ments a benefit to the Proprietors and the Public;
but I am fure if they tamper with the eftablifhed rou-
tine of the trade, if they unhinge the bufinefs of the
inveftment, and try experiments in the commercial
line, asis the fathion in the political, the Company’s
threatened infolvency will exceedingly anticipate the
clofe of their prefent commifiion.

It is curious to obferve the different grounds
on which the prefent bill has been fupported: the
Right Honourable Secretary aimitted that it was a
violation of charter, but pleaded a precedent in the
al of 1773, in thet afl* which you at the time fo
manfully oppofed on the very principle that it was
a violation. You now take the oppofite line, and
deny bis a& (which is a thoufand times more grofily
fubverfive of our rights, than the former was) to be
any vialation at all—You foften it down to ¢ the
« generous modelling of charters that had been
% frictly forfeited for delinquency”—You fay  the _
¢ equity of the prefent bill is unparalielied.” And
you add that * che rights and propersy of the
¢ India Company are fafe as merchants, but theiy
¢ government is juftly taken from them, as incom-

& petent

* Spe Mr. Burke’s fpeeches in the Parliamentary Regifter of 5773,

neinted by Almon.
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* patent politicians,” Fallts are utterly againft you
in the whole of thefe aflertions. The company is
no longer free; its rights no longer fubfift, ecither
to the merchant, to the proprietor, or the politician.
This I undertake to prove. The accurfed alt of
1773 cramped them in all thefe capacities, and the
prefent bill rivets their chains. It is the nature and
effence of commerce to deal more or lefs upon credit.
The merchant who fells upon truft, takes up money
upon bills. His real capital fupplies him with the
means to raife, and authorifes him to ufe a fi¥itions
capital. He borrows money upon the ftrength of
his ftock : and if that ftock be clearly refponfible,
and if his trade be extenfive, his requifitions for a
Joan are almoft fure of fuccefs. Former afts have
deprived the Company of this neceffary refource, of
this refource which is open to every merchant. The
Company cannot borrow but of Parliament. Let its
ftock be ever fo large, let its commerce be ever fo
flourithing, let its affets be ever fo demonftrably
fatisfaltory, it is not permitted to avail itfelf of any
or all of thefe advantages to procure an occafional
fupply of cath. This is the true foundation, Sir, of
all the Company’s calamities. The goods in the
warchoufes muft lie unfold, until the ftated times of

fale
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fale bring together the cuftomary purchafers: 2 glut
of the market, or any other-accidengal caufe, may
occafion a temporary deficiency in the amount of
the fales. But the export trade muft in the mean
tim¢ go on, the current demands muft be difcharged,
the dividends muft be regularly paid. Here credir
would naturally ftep in to their relief. Goods are
not Jofl, merely becaufe they are not fold : though a
man who does not want them, may not chufe to
purchafe them, it is not impoffible but he may lend
money at intereft upon their fecurity. Parliament
has arbitarily locked up that fecurity, has annihilated
that credit: which if it were to apply as a general
law to the tranfaltions of individual merchants,
would moft affuredly bring the whole city of Lon-
don to bankruptcy in fix months. Thus, then, in
this ficft prohibition to borrow money, are contained
the true feeds of the Company’s prefent diftreffes,
the deftruction of their rights in a mercantile capa-
‘city.  As the influcnza of experiment is at this
period particularly epidemic, I with to my foul this
abfurd prohibition were fufpended for a fhort time
by way of trial. The afflux of cath which would
come into the Treafury, would quickly convince
you of the extent, of the fability of the Com-

: Pany’s
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pang’s credit, and fpeak more forcibly to the reud
profperity of their affairs, than a thoufand unfup-
ported affertions in a certain Honfe can depreciste
them. If this clog be deftruftive of the rights of
trade, there are hardfhips no lefs grievous impofed
upon the proprietary. In General Courts was origi-
nally, and by charter, lodged the whole power and
authority of the Company; every holder of gool.
ftock had a right to vote in this affembly, and its
meetings were regulated only by expediency.
Twenty-four perfons were yearly chofen from among
themfelves, to manage the current bufinefs, fubje& at
all times to the controul of the General Court. The
Proprietor of sool. ftock has now no vote; fix
Dire&ors are now elected yearly, inftead of twenty-
four, and for four years inftead of one. No fooner
has a Dire®or carried his ele®tion, than he flies in
the face of his conftituents, holds up the act of
1773 as the bulwark of his quadrennial di&atorfhip,
and perhaps negociates with the Minifter, behind the
fkreen, for the ereftion of 2 new and unconttitu-
tional tyranny on the ruin of the Company’s privi-
leges. Your prefens edi@, which is fo generoufly to
model the charter, will precifely effectuate this falu-

tary purpofe. The General Court will now have
: rO
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no controul whatfoever. It will no lonper cleh is*
own managers; tbey will be no longer chofen from
its own body ; they wiil no longer be refponfible to
it Even the zine fbadows, the make-weights of
the dire&torial office, will be alike indifferent to the
Proprietors’ cenfure and applaufe: They are re-
movable only by their matters, THE MIGHTY
SEVEN. The very books of accounts, fo effential
to the fatisfation of the Proprietor, fo neceffary to
his fecurity, are no more to be open to his infpec-
tion, The report of the Company’s property is to
be made by the Commiffioners, (I cannot bring my-
felf to call them Direffors, till they have made their
triumphal entry into Leadenhall-ftreet) and from
that report there is no appeal. The fervile Proprie~
tor may attend at the Quarterly General Court, like
a ftarved Parifian at the Hotel-de-Ville, gaping for
his annuity, to hear fuch a ftatement of the general
affairs, as his high and mighty Lords the Septemviri
fhall be gracioufly pleafed to honour him withal.
But no queftions—no whifpering—no remonftrances.
¢ Such, as we have laid before you, is the Com-
¢ pany’s altual fitvation; here are axr accounts
¢ according to &t of Parliament, and here is your
s dividend. Pafs your vote of thanks to my Lords
% Com-
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« Commiflioners, and dare no more approach this
¢ place, till this day three months.” A very gemerous
model this ; a very plcafant found to the ears of an
Englithman ! But it is at beft a very accurate fketch
of the fubftance of what will be uttered ex catbedrd
at the new General Courts. As the commercial and
proprietorial rights of the Company have been thus
effentially infringed by former a&s of Parliament,
their political power has been no lefs cautioufly re-
ftrited. The original Regulating A of 1773 en-
joined the Directors of the Eaft India Company to
communicate to his Majefty’s Secretaries of State,
all the information they fhould receive refpecting the
politics of India, and all the orders they meant to
iffie in confequence. The alts of their govern-
ments, the ftate and management of their revenues,
their whole fyftem of adminiftration at large and in
detail, have been regularly fubmitted to the infpec-
tion, and (as may be prefumed from two fingular
nflances of difapprobation to particular paragraphs
in the Company’s propofed letters to Bengal) to
the controul of his Majefty’s Minifters, The Court
of Dire@ors can neither have approved, nor cenfured
any particular meafure of their fervants abroad, can
neither have advifed nor prohibited any plan of policy

E or
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or any al of .government from beme, but in copfpre
mity to minifterial fentiments, but with che implied ape
probation of the cabinet. It fhould feem then that we
muft admit one of the two following prapofitions ;
&itber, that his Majefty’s Minifters, in pot corre@ing
the errors, or reforming the plans of the Company’s
fervants, as laid before them for examination, were
no lefs incompetent politicians than the Court of Di-
reftors; or, that adminiftration, by parpe/ely conceal-
ing its lights and with-holding its corre&ions, paved
the way for-its own vialent aflumption of the power
and patronagre of India, ona plea of the Company’s
imbecility. If the Miniftry could fuggeft no better
mode of action than that fubmitted to them by the
prefent managers, they are alike inadequate to the tryf.
-If their opinions were ftifled, if their advice was
diffembled, and their right of approbation infidi-
oufly proftruted to ferve their own ends, they are
unwortby ¢f it.~—You have taken upon you to prove,
that the India Company have forfeited their charter,
and zherefore that the prefent bill, which is a modi-
fication, & medelliny of that charter, is lenisnt, is ge-
werous, is equisable, beyond parallel. 1 will not afk you
bow the charter has been forfeited, becaufe you will
run over your black catalogue of.rapine, plunder,

robbery,
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bobBery, inhumanity, extortion, injuftice,-opprefe
fibn, and murder —upon which I fhall not join iffue
with you, until evidence be broughtto the bar of
the Moufe. Bat I with to know when, af what fpe»
cified vime, the charter was forfeited ? If previoufly 1o
the year 1773, all your eloquence at that period was
thrown away : your abufe of the noble Lord now in
office for his famous Regulating A&, will be deemed
to have had no'more conne&ion with #ru¢b than with
decency :* your vociferous exclamations againft the
violation of all chartered rights in general, as included
in the violation of this one charter of the Company,
were not only daring and intemperate, but falfe,
Jeandalous, and feditious: your defence of the Com-
pany’s fervants of that day, your pamphlets, your
fpeeches in their behalf, and in that of the great
body they ferved, were mere convenient, catch-penny
contrivances, infidious baits to héok in popularity.
 Regulation” you could then difcover to bet ¢ injuf-
tice” and “ reform” € robbery.” Have words altered
their quality, has negation taken the place of affer-
tion, fince that memorable zra ?—I much fufpeét it.
If you date the Company’s forfeiture of their “charter

* See Mr. Burke’s fpeeches in the year 1773, on the India
Regulating A&—Pubithed by Almon,

‘+ Ditto.
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Subfegaensly to the year 1793, for what purpebersid
you go back into the annals of their. fieft eftablifh-
ment in Afia, and to the treaty of Illahabad? Every
thing, upon your own.principles, was right and juft
and legal up to that year.® < It was meceffity, not
¢ choice, that had involved the Eaft-India Company
¢ in war”—* They bore their own expences, but
shey conquered for the flate,” (i. e.the prefent Miniftry ;
and that part of your fentence hasthe merit of prop-
phecy:) you cannot however deny, that the power
of controul over all the politics of the Company’s
territories abroad has virtually refted with his Ma-
jefty’s Minifters ever fince 1773: fo that zbey feem
implicated in all the caufes of forfeiture from theace
up to the prefent day. But as a happy knack of re-
conciling inconfiftent affcrtions may be onpe indifpen-
fable qualification to a minifterial appointment, I will
admit the do&rine of neceffity, in palliation of your
palpable felf-contradictions : withing at the fame
time that they had been confined to obje@s of Jefs
national magnitude. In your allufion to the Bank, you
ftand, I think, alone, at leaft on the minifterial fide of
the Houfe. Mauch has, no doubt, beep faid and felt
without doors refpe&ting the danger to which the chat-
“er of that foul of the flate would be expofed, if the pre-
fent bill thould afferd fo glaring a precedent{or its vio-

*' # See Mr, Burke’s fpeeches in 1783—Publithed by Almon.
Jation,
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Jation.,But your bappy facility of putting « quetion:is
tafilence all our murmurs, and to calmall our.appre-
henfions. ¢ If the Governors, (fays Woodfall for you)
« if the clerks, or other fervants of the Bank, had mif-
¢ applied the public money; if they had abufed the
< truft repofed in them, if they had almoft brought
< the nation to ruin, would it be unjuft to ufe legif-
¢ lative interference for the public protection 2”—No
furely ; but then you fhould firft bring evidence of
this mifapplication and breach of truft to the bar of
the Houfe: you thould prove not only that the
Bank had done wrong, but that it had poffefied
within itfelf the means of doing right; you fhould
prove that its acts had been 4/ its own, and not
liable to revifion, to reformation, or fuppreffion, by
any fuperior authority; you tfhould prove the fa
both of the Bank’s mifbehaviour, and of the injury
fuftained by the public; you thould preve that your
legiflative interference in behalf of the public would
more than counterbalance the damage. that would
refult to public credit by that very interference.
Now, Sir, permit me the indulgence of a queftion ;
it thall be as fhort as your’s. If the rioters in 1780
had fucceeded in their attack on the Bank ; if in
fpite of all refiftance made by the Dire&ors, a mob
bad broken in and carried off two or three millions

.in
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in hard eath, would the confequent iftrefi'of cHie
Body have juftified the legiflature in violating of
annulling its charter ? Such is exa&tly the diftrefs of
the Bafi-India Company, arifing principally from
the loffes of trade and heavy expences incidental to
the late national war. It wants dothing but 2 little
ready money, which the legiflature will not fuffer it
'to raife upon irs own credit ; it is, therefore, by this
cruel act, laid at the mercy of Parliament, and
Parliament now ufes its power, acquired by a for-
mer ftretch of power, in moft unmercifully abridging
the rights of the Proprietors, and new model-
ling (that 1is, annulling) the eharter.——I am
within bounds when 1 hint at the damage which will
refult to public credit by this bill. Damage has
.aIreaniy refulted. India ftock has fallen twenty per
cent : Bank ftock (the moft folid and the moft un-
fu&uating of all our funds) four per cent—the three
per cents above two. Is not this a clear lofs to the
whole meobied intereft of the nation ? a lofs, which
you can never make up from the revenues of India.
1 repeat what I have faid in another place—that the
produce of our territorial 4cquifitions in Afia can
never be reaiized here but through the medium of
the India trade.  Until you can impert more goods,

) arid
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sod anfure. e fele in Euope, the coustry gentley
gaen may gape for a decreafe of the land-tax, and
she traders may petition for a recal of the ftamps,
but you will not be able to alleviate in the fmalleg
degree the burthen of either. It is demonftrable,
that the Company already import as much merchan-
dize as they can poffibly difpofe of ; and that if mote
were brought to markef, their price would fo excee-
dingly dimibifh, as not only to abforb all the profits
of the trade, but even the capital. Twenty ats ppon
the prefent plan will neither fo much benefit the Pro-
prietors nor the public, as one which wou}d deciftvely
and effefZually eradicate the praltice of fmuggling.
In the article of tea only, the Company is faid to
.be defrauded of 1,000,000 per annum. Hereis a
fubje& for the difplay of patriotifm, for the exercife
of talents. Prevent this fraudulent occupation, and
you will tben have done fomewhat towards deferving
the wonderful falaries which yourfelf and your rce

lations epjoy from the public purfe. o -
You have been pleafed to confider the oppofition
which has been made to the propofed India bill, as
.proceeding rather from an eager defire to overlet the
prefent Miniftry, than from a conviction of the vio-
lence
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lence of the meafure. ¢ to effe& their removal,”
fay you, (I quote from Woodfall) ¢ no means,
*¢ however unjuftifiable, no acts, however unprece-
¢ dented, have been fcrupled to be praifed, or
“¢ left untried.” I moft humbly conceive, Right ho-
nourable Sir, that it is very poffible to oppofe a mi-
nifterial bill in Parliament upon principle, upon
confcience, vpon convition: that it is very decent,
perfe&tly juftifable, and by no means unprecedented,
to prefent an account at the bar, when a matter of
account is to be argued: and ‘that thofe perfons who
think their fortunes or privileges endangered by the
operation of a new bill, are at liberty to publith
their thoughts upon the fubje&, pending the difcuf-
fion of the bill in either houfe. Unjuftifiable means,
and unprecedented afls, 1 take to be fuch as the fol-
Jowing ; an infidious advertifement promifing 1000
guineas for a writer’s place at Bengal — The offer
"of 100l For difcovery of the writer of an incendiary
letter, which moft affuredly was never written—
The induftrious circulation of idle and groundlefs
flories of the Governor General’s death, of his being
crowned king of Bengal, or of his having involved
the nation in a new war— An exclufion of impar-
tlal (or if you will, anti-minifterial) difcuffions on
’ fubj&s



[ 331

fibjefts of natiotal import. tice, from the daily fa-
pers, by money. — By whom, and for what purpofe,
fuch afls have been applied (and the fa@s alluded
to are of the moft open and barefaced notoriety) it
becomes not me to conjeure; but I will whifper in
your ear, that they do not come from the oppofers of
the bill,

As it is perfe@tly underftood, Sir, by the publit,
that in the prefent addrefs I am not guilty of an un-
neceflary, voluntary, or officious prefumption, that
I now write merely in conformity to the known func-
tions of my miffion, and from no perfonal motive
whatever, 1 cannot lay down my pen withour advert-
ing to afew circumftances, which, though not imme-
diately contained in the Jpeech I have juft done my-
felf the honour to difcufs, are yet intimately con-
ne@ted with the fubje&t before us, are of the ut-
moft confequence to my Principal, and are generally
allowed to proceed from you. A moment’s refletion
will inform you that I allude to the eleventh Report
from the Selei Committee. So criminatory a perfor-
mance, fo artfully interwoven with hints of myfteri-
ous concealment, with infinyations of guarded cor~

ruption, with mutilated extracts, and partial deduc-
F tions,
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tions, has not, I believe, been frequently expofed to
public notice. It is not without concern, Sir, that
I have perufed this fingular produ&ion, becaufe, as
you pointedly ftate in the work itfelf, « Myr. Score
s« profeffed bir‘nfelf perfellly uninfirufled upon almoff
<« evcry part of the fubjel.” 1 now again affure you
in the moft folemn manner, that I have never re-
ceived the fmalleft inftruction upon the tranfations
alluded to in your Eleventh Report, and that this
total filence of Mr. Haftings to me on the feveral
articles tbere exhibited, conveys to my mind an irre-
filtible conviétion of his perfect innocence. As you
have obligingly recorded my incapacity to defend my
Principal on points where he never expefted an at-
tack, it would have been worthy of Mr. Burke’s
knozon bumanity to have fornithed the public with at
leaft all thofe flender documents that do fubjif, to
have gcncrouﬂy aflifted my incapacity by the com-
munication of thofe lights which enabled bim to fee
his way fo cfe';\rly through the mift of the prefent
bufinefs, to have publifbed the Appendix togetber with
the Report. At fuch a critical moment to with-hold
fo confiderable and fo neceffary a part of the evi-
dence, for twelve days already, and 1 know not how
muych longer the delay may endure, would in’any
’ other
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other man have been deemed cruel, indelicate, and
unfair. Of circumftances fo infidioully acranged,
fo partially worked up, and fo imperfely dif-
played, men can hardly have the chance of form-
ing 2 liberal, candid, and favourable opinion: that
they are myfterious at beft, that they are fo mfor-
tunately obfcure, as to be incapable of fatisfactory
explanation in their prefent ftate, I readily acknow-
ledge, and I have already acknowledged it to your
Committee; but it is now incumbent on me to an-
nounce, what in jufice you ought to bave an-
nounced in the Report, that Mr, Haftings has in-
formed the Court of Direftors of his readinefs
to anfwer all queftions refpetting his receipt and
difpofal of prefents ¢ wpon bis bonour and upom his
oath” Tt will be too late to read this fix months
hence in your Appendix ; your turn will have been
long ferved, and the prejudice you intended to raifle
will have had full time to operate. But fuch con-
cerns of the Governor General as relate to money,
are out of my department; I can only declare upoa
my confcience and before God, that I kaow his for-
tune in England to be quite incompetent to His rank
in life, that I never knew him to have expended a
fhilling in the purchafe of any corrupt influence =i-

ther
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ther here or abroad —that no grounds have exder
been traced on which te féund a plaufible fd‘picia'n
of any fach erenfaction, snd that I will ftake my life
opon Kis integrity.

I fhall now, Sir, take my leave, with profound
acknowledgements for the very polite and liberal man-
ner in which you were pleafed yeflerday to turn me
out of that moft humane, impartial, juft, and free
affembly, tbe Sele¥ Committee. My intrufion pro-
ceeded from the miftaken notion that 2vur’s was an
open. Committee.

I am, with all refpet,
Right Honourable Sir,
Your moft obedient,
Humble Servant,

JOHN SCOTT.

) LoNpoN,
December 6, 1794,
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P R EF A CE

TO THE

FIRST EDITION,

T H E -controul which the Supreme Coun-
cil of Bengal holds over the other Prefiden-
cies, makes the members of that Government
in fome meafure refponfible for the peace of
India. It will appear very clearly, upon en-
quiry, that the Governor General and Coun-
cil exerted themfelves to the extent of the
powers vefted in them by the Legiflature, to
avert thofe misfortunes which have been ex-
perienced upon the coaft of Coromandel ; but
that a war with a country power fthould have
been commenced with fuch circumftances of
difgrace to our arms, was not apprehended, I
will venture to fay, cither by the Supreme
Councjl or by any man in India,

a2 " Much
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Much pains have been taken in India, 4nd
the fame . efforps will, doubtlefs be!uked in
England, to attribute every nnfortunate event
upon the coaft, to the Mabratta war; which,
by fome in Bengak; asd by moft of the gen-
tlemen in Madras, has been denominated M.
Haftings’s war. The Court of Direftors,
who, perfe@tly acquainted with the eircum-
ftances which led to the war, highly ap-
proved of the conduét which the Gorernor
General took in it, will, doubtlels, do him
the juftice to contradi& this affertion.

In the following fketch I mean’td relate
the events which led to a war which, from
the year 1778, uniformly fuccefsful on our
part, muft have produced an honourable and
advantageous peacc many months ago, if the
invafion of the Carnatic, the defirn&ion of
athird pert of our army, and the expe@ation
of a French armament, had not given frefh
fpirsts to a vanguifhed enemy.

Upon other articles the condu& of the.
Governor General has been groffly mifrepre-
fented : it may not therefore be unacceptable
to his friends, to relate, a8 concifely as the
importance of the fubjelt will a@mit, the
. . ptin-



(v 1
principal tranfadtions in Bengal, from the pe.
riod of his arrival in February, 1772, to the
day of my departure from Bengal the gth of
January, 1781; firlt premifing that 1 will
not advance a fingle fa& which 1 cannot
prove, cither from my own knowledge or
from authentic documents now in my pol-

{effion.

No man has more fcverely {uffered from
unjuft and illiberal infinuations than Mr.
Haflings; nor bas any man lels deferved
them: fince, even in his own juftification,
he has carefully avoided all perfonal reflec-
tions, It is much to be lamented, that the
public has fuffered as well as Mr. Haftings,
by the impreflion which fuch infinuations
d:id at the time make upon the Court of
Dire&ors; for to what other caufe can it
be owing, that, for fo many years, they
with-held their confidence from a man they
once thought fo worthy of it? Confcious of
the reQitude of his own afions, he has
been too little folicitous to flem that tor-
rent of calumny and abufe which his oppo-
nents bave fo liberally beftowed upon him.
It is now high time to refute thefe calum-
nies. 1do mot hefitate to declare, nor am I
3 appre-
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apprehenfive of committing myfelf too far
by fuch a derlaration, that to render our pof-
feffion of Bengal of confequence to the Brir
tith nation, Mr. Haftings muft be fupported,
and with effe@t, both by Government and the
Eaft-India Company. The event will prove
that my judgment has not been warped by
my private affc&tions.

FerPRUTaRY,
17%2.

JOIIN SCOTT.

w %
PREFACEK



PR ETFACE

TO THE

SECOND EDITION,

I N the prefent very critical and important
fituation of the affairs of the Eaft-India Com-
pany, a re-publication of the following Nar-
rative, which has long ago been out of print,
may perhaps not be unacceptable to the
Public, as I have ftudioufly confined myfelf
to a relation of fuch faéts as are of public no-
toricty, or are capable of complete proof
from the records at the India Houfe. It has
been, of late, too much the fafhion to mifre.
prefent the condu& of our countrymen in In-
dia, and to affert that Bengal is going faft to
decay. — I confcientioufly believe that the
merits of the Governor General, and his
Council, from the commencement of the war
in the Carnatic, to the date of the laft dif-

.patches from India, will fecure to them the
applaufe
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spplaufe of the candid and difpaffionate part
of magkind, when the prejudices which haye
been indufirioufly raifed by artful and defign-
ing men fhall ceafe to operate : — and from
every obfervation | was capable of muking
in the courfe of fifteen years refidence in
Bengal, I am convinced that thet country
has very confiderably increafed in population
and manufaQures, from the year 1767 to
1781, although a famine in 1770 {wept away
a third of its inhabitants. Since that period
the Company has been involved in 2 very hp-
zardous and expenfive war; and for a confi-
derable time our army in the Carnatic was
fed as well as paid from Bengal. The afto-
nithing refources of that country, and ¢he
shilitics of the men wha have governed i, e
now generally known and acknowledged;
and however the calamities of war may bave
defolated the Carnatic, it is certain that at
»o period has Bengal enjoyed a greater degree
of internal profperity than during the govern-
ment of Mr. Haftings. "The Narrative is now
continned to the period of the lateft accounts
we have received from India. =~~~

JOHN SCOTT.
LM

UREN Soyarg,
ANo 4y 1784,
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M R. Haftings was appointed by the Court of
DireGtors to fucceed to the Government of Bengal, in
the month of April, 1772, immediately after the
great famine. They were alfo pleafed to inveft him
with fome extraordinary powers, not heretofore veft-
ed in a Governor, from a convition, that if their
affairs there were yet retrievable, Mr. Haftings,
(whofe perfeverance, firmnefs, and integrity, both
in Bengal and Madras had been remarkably con-
fpicuous,) was the moft proper perfon to be em-
ployed in fo arduous an undertaking., It is well
known that the Government of Bengal was from
various caufes at this time reduced to the greatett
diftrefs. The late Governor, though a moft amiable

and refpe&able charatter, poffefled neither the vigour
B or
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orreiviution” whivh his pablicfimien wauired; dod

the Members of his Council fubmittted to the con-
tinuance of evils which they waated either the
power or the inclination to reform. The Company’s
annual * expefices’ in” Beral Confiferably exceeded
their revenues; and although bills had been drawn
upon the Court of DireGtors for more than a mil-
lion fterling in 1770, there ftill remained a bond debt
of arfillién and a half fterfing, due to Individuak
in Bengal. There was a profpect alfo of this bond
debt being monthly increafed to the degree, that the
expences and the inveftment exceeded the actual re-
venues of the provinces. . ) .

So’ fupine a Government muft have funk of itfelf
ir a few years. That this was the real ftate of pub-
lic affairs at Bengal, when Mr. Haftings arrived
there, is known to every man at that time in India,
In April 1772, he Tucceeded to the chair, and, sr-
duous as the tafk of reformation is in all countries,
but more particularly in Bengal, he inftantly began
upon it. The exceffive civil charges in Calcutta
wetre retrenched, unneceffary appointments were abo-
lithed, and that fpirit of extravagance and diffipa-
tion which had pervaded ail ordgrs of men, was fup-
prefidd, both by precept and example.

Nothwithftanding oppofition from many indivi-
duals, Mr. Haftings fteadily purfued his plan of re-
formmation, regardiefs of the perfonal obloquy which
actended i, and in lefs than & month from hie a0-
ceflion to the chair, the face of affairs wis towully’

alteved.
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altered. Every refolution of Government was car-
ried it effet with a promptitude and fpirit which
did honour to its executive members,

The Court of Directors at this time determined
to ftand forth themfelves as Dewans of the provin-
ces, through the agency of their own fervants; and
Mr. Haftings loft no time in carrying orders fo be-
ncficial to the Company into execution. He pro-
ceeded to Moorfhedabad, the refidence of the Nabob
and the native officers of the Government, attended
by three Members of the Board, with an intention
to inveftigate the ftate of the revenues, to reduce
the charges incurred in the colleCtion of them,
and to eftablith provincial Courts of Juftice, which
might prevent thofe atts of oppreffion and arhitrary
power that had hicherto been fo much complain-
ed of.*

Unfortunately for the Company in this, as in
many other inftances, Mr. Haftings had not the
power to carry his whole plan into execution; but
thofe regulations which he did eftablith will ever
remain as the ftrongeft proofs of the extent of his
genius, and of /the laborious attention he paid to
every point which could in the leaft degree contri-
bute to fecure the natives of Bengal in the poficfion
of their property.

# It was 3t this period, that Muny Begum was appointed the
guatdian of the young Nabob, and the Court of Diretors, as foon
as they heard of the appointment, expyeffed their agprobauon of it
in very warm terms,

B2 The
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The fame unremitting attention was paid to

public bufinefs, on his rettirn to Calcutta; and the
Court of Dire&ors were very early in their acknow-
ledgements of Mr. Haftings’s fervices, and of* the
“Bentefirs which were derived from them.
* At the clofe of the year 1772, a new fcene was
opened in Bengal. To the {pirited and decided part
which Mr. Haftings then took in foreign politics,
are the Company and the Britith nation indebted
for the dominions and the extenfive influence which
they now enjoy in Indoftan. To fet this matter in
irs true point of view, and not with a defign to re-
fle& upon the political condu@ of any perfon, it is
neceflary to 1evert to the period of Lord Clive’s go-
‘vernment.

The Eaft-India Company’s affairs were fo tho-
roughly inveftigated by a Committee of the Houfe
of Commons in 1772, whofe proceedings have fince
been made public, that it is needlefs to relate the
fteps by which we have arrived at our prefent
power in India. The Company’s agents in Ben.
gal were inoffenfive and reputable merchants when
they were atracked without provocation, by that
moft defpicable of tyrants, Surajah Dowlah, the
grandfon of an ufurper: They were at firft driven
from their poffeffions, but had afcerwards the good
fortune to fee their perfecutor vanquithed and de-
pofed : His fucceflor, Meer Jaffier, whé owed his
promotion entirely to us, beheld the increafe of
our power with a jealous eye, and cencerted a
fcheme with the Ducch for our deftruftion. The

T . firmnefg
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firmnefs of Colonel Clive defeated the proje&, and
in the fucceeding Government it was neceffary to
depofe the Nabob. A chain of well-known events
brought on a war with the fuccefior, ard his refio-
ration. In one campaign, Coffim Ally was driven
from the provinces. Sujah Dowlah, Nabob of Oude
and Vizier, unprovoked by us, invaded Bahar;
he was defeated, and had thrown himfclf upon our
mercy at the time that Lord Clive returned to
Bengal in 1765; his Lordfhip ditated his own
terms to the King, Sujah Dowlah, and the young
Nabob of Bengal. We had certainly a right to
retain the pofleffion of countries which we had con-
quered in a juft and neceffary war, and Lord Clive
undoubtedly gave the Princes of Indoftan a con-
fpicuous proof of his moderation, when he only
required fifty lacks of rupees from the Vizier as
a compenfation for the reftoration of his country,
and the ceffion of Benares.

By the treaty which his Lordfhip concluded with
the King, he guaranteed to him the pofieffion of
the provinces of Corah and Allahabad, aud engaged
to pay him twenty-fix lacks of rupees annually from
the provinces of Bengal. Perhaps all the objec-
tions to fo fatal a drain of fpecie from Bengal
did not then occur to his Lordfhip, or Patna or
Monghier would have been fixed upon as the place
of his Majefty’s refidence. In this cafe, the evils
which have fince befallen the unhappy monarch
would bave been prevented, and our provinces con-
fiderably benefited, by having the amount of the
tribute annually circulated in them. Siill the con-

dition
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dition implied in the treaty was undoubtedly, that
his Majefty fhould refide under our immediate pro-
teQtion at Allahabad, which he quitred in June,
1771, at the inftigation of the Marattas, who had
eagaged to conduct bhim to Delby; a proje& this
prince had much at heart.

By leaving Allahabad, he quitted our protec~
tion; and Mr. Haftings, who arrived in Bengal
carly in the next yaar, very juftly concluded, that
the firt ufe which the Marattas would make of
thejr royal gueft, would be to extort from him
the provinces of Corah and Allahabad. He had
authentic intelligence foon after, that grants of thefe
provinces were actually made to them and figned
by the King ; and if his Majefty’s commands were
at all events to be obeyed, we might be required
in another year to evacuate Bengal. The danger
that was to be apprehended from having the Ma-
rattas (not at that time broken by inteftine di-
vifions) fo near us was early forefeen, and wifely
guarded againft by an alliance with Sujah Dowlah,
which being concluded on the firm bafis of mutual
intereft, was in no danger of being violated.

It is well known that this Prince had been con-
fidered as a difaffeCted Ally during the govern.
ments of Mr. Verclt and Mr. Cartier. By his
condu& in 1768 he had fo far excited the fuf-
picions of a majarity of the Sele® Committee,
that they deputed * two of their members, and a
gentleman of the Council, to expoftulate and to treag

® eneral Richard Smith, Mr, Cartier, and Mr, Ruffell.
b e with



[ 5]
with him. In Mr. Haftings’s adminiftration he be-
came a moft ufeful and valuable ally.”

When Mr. Haftings fucceeded to the Government,
the province of Bengal had been nearly exhaunfed
of its circulating fpecie, by the annual tribute of
twenty-fix lacks of rupees to the King, by the re-
mittances in filver to China, to Madras, to Bom-
bay, and to Europe ; net a rupee of which evet
returned again; by the total ftop which was put
to the importation of bullion from Europe,
in confequence of the great increafe of our
own inveftment, and the fupplies which were af-
forded to foreign companies, by the fervanmts of
the Company, who had no other means of re-
mitting their fortunes to Europe; the fatal ef-
fe&s of which Mr. Verelt had forefeen, and re-
prefented very fully to the Dire@ors in a feries
of letters which do great honour to his abilities
and forefight.

The regulations which were framed by Mr.
Haftings on his acceffion to the chair, although
they immediately contributed to the happinefs of
the natives, and would in time prove highly bene-
ficial to the Company, were not efficacious to re-
lieve their prefent wants. The diftrefs of the Di-
retors for cath at home was very great; they
had been obliged to have recourfe to Parliament
for affiftance, in confequence of the large drafts
which had been made upon them from Bengal.
Their chief dependance was upon Mr. Hattings
to extricate the Company from their difficulties,

both in Europe and in Afia. Their confidence
was
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was not mifplaced, and their moft fanguine ex-
petations were fully anfwered.  Foreign trade was’
encouraged to a greater degree than had before
been known¥®, and a new commerce, by the way
of Suez, was opened in confequence of the en-
couragement given to it by Mr., Haftings, which
promifed a relief to the languid circulation in Ben-
gal, opened a quick communication with Great
Britain, and has fince been of the mofl effential
advantage to us. Duftucks were abolithed in the
provinces, and every fpecies of undue influence
fupprefled as far as the authority of Government
could fupprefs ir.

The King, as I before obferved, having ceded
Corah and Allahabad to the Marattas, it became
a queftion, whether we fhould tamely permit them
to take pofleffion of thofe provinces with the prof-
pect of Bengal being invaded the following year,
or inftantly fecure them. The latter refolution was
taken, and a member of the Council was deputed
to form an exalt ftatement of their revenues in
May, 1773. The King was at this time a prifoner
at large at Dehly, flighted and defpifed by the Ma-
rattas, who propofed to invade the dominions of Sujah
Dowlah, by the route of Rohilcund. To prevent
this invafion, the firft brigade, confifting of one re-
giment of Europeans, fix battalions of Seapoys,
and twenty picces of cannon, had formed a junétion

* In 1773, Mr. Haltings deputed Mr. George Boyle to Thibet.
He was very hofpitably received by the Grand Lama, where he re-
fided above a year : & communication has fince been kept up between
the two countrics, which is highly advantageous to Bengal, and
promifes to be full more o in future,

with
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with the troops of Sujah Dowlah and the Rohillas,
and were advancing towards che banks of the Gan-
ges, by forced marches. The Marattas, who had
forded that river, recroffed it with precipitation, as
we advanced, were purfued, and prevented from
doing any other damage than the plundering and
burning a few inconfiderable villages in Rohilcund.
When the approach of the rains fwelled the Ganges,
our troops returned to Oude. This expedition laid
the foundation of the Rohilla war, of which I fhall
fpeak more fully hereafter.

Sujah Dowlah had repeatedly and earneftly fo-
licited a perfonal conference with Mr. Hattings, to
which he confented, and met him at Benares, in
September, 1773, a few months after we had taken
pofitffion of Corah and Allahabad.

It was at this time that Mr, Haftings conclu-
ded the treaty of Benares, which in its confequen-
ces was fo extremely beneficial to the Eaft India
Company.

The principal articles were the ceffion of Corah
and Allahabad to the Vizier, the increafe of the
fubfidy, and our engagement to affift him in the con-
queft of Rohilcund.

The nominal revenues of Corah and Allahabad
were twenty-five lacks of rupees per annum;
but the attual calle&ions fell greatly fhort of this
fum : nor could any colle®ions be made without the
affiftance of a ftrong military force. Several dif~
affe®ed Zemindars were to be reduced; and thefe
provinces were feparated from our other poffeffions
by the Zemindary of Cheyt Sing, the Raja of Benares,

" C at
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st that time & tributary ro Siujah Dowlah. M.
Haftings, after the matureht refiétion, confented to
cede thefe countries to Sujih Dowlaly, in confidérd.
tion of his paying fity licks of rupees té the' Com-
pany. ‘This apricle of the treaty-was highly appro-
ved of by the Court of Dire&tors.

We were bound by Lord Clive’s treaty with the

Vizier to affift him with a military force, and he was
to pay thirty thoufand 1upees* a month for a com-
plete brigade ; which was fuppofed to be equivalent
to the additional expence incurred in the fleld,
though it was in fa& very inadequate to it. Mr.
Haftings thought, and with juftice, that Sujah
Dowlah thould pay the whole expence of an army
alting at his requifition, or 2 fum equivalept to ir.
This he confented to, and it was fixed at two lacks
and ten thoufand rupees 2 month.t+ This alteration
was warmly approved by the DireGors.
» Tbearticles by which the Company were engaged
to affift the Vizier in the conqueft of Rohilcund,
however feverely attacked both in Bengal and in
England, may certainly be defended on the fricteft
grounds of policy and juftice.

The Rohillas} were a tribe of Afghan Tartars,
who about twenty-fix years before this time in-
waded and conquered a large and fertile traét of
country ly'mg tb che caftward of the Ganges, boun-

ded
* 3000l, $ as,000l.,

, } Dow's Hiftory of the Declige of the Mogul Empire, gnm
in 1768, p. 37, gives this account of the Rohillas: « Intlu;ear
1444, Ali Mahummud, a Patan ef the Rohilla tribe, & foldler of
forrans, and sative of the mountains of Cabaliftan,’ hguw:ppwt

in
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ded on one fide by the north-eaft frontier of Oude,
and on the nther by what are callel the Cachmere-
hills, which are a continuation of chofe mountains
that feparate Bengal from Thibet. Some of the
original invaders of this country are yet living,
Thc fized inhabitants are Hindoos. The Rohillas
are Muffulmen and foldiers to a man. The reve-
nues were regularly colleCted and divided amongft
the different chiefs, of whom the moft confiderable
were Fyzula Cawn and Hoffez Hamet. The Vizier
had long beheld, with great mortification, the fct-
tlerment of the Rohillas in a dift'i& which had for-
merly been dependant upon Oude; but as our

in arms. He had fome years before come to Dehly, and was enter-
tained in the fervice of Mahummud Shaw, and the command of a
fmall diftri& between Dehly and Lahore was conforred upon him ;
here he entertained all vagrants of his own clan, who came down
in quelt of military fervice from their native mountains; not paying
his rent, Heraind, the Fogedar, to whom he was accountable,
vaifed 15000 men to expel or chafife him ; he was defeated with
gregr flaughter, and thus Ali laid the foundation of the Rohilla
government. Upon this defeat, the Vizier fent 30,000 men under
his fen againlt the rebels. Each fide aveif: to a decifion by battle,
a treaty wys concluded, whereby Ali wasto keep the country before
governed by Hirnind, npon paying the ancient revenues to ‘the
Crawa : no payment was made, and Ali continued to firengthen
himfelf, and ravaged the neighbouring country to fubfift his army :
at laft the monarch himfelf was obliged to take the ficld. Ali fhut
himfelf up in Bangur, whete he was obliged to capitulate. He was
carried a prifoner to Dehly, where he remained fix months; at the
eud of which the Patans not only obtained him his releafe, but the
Feugedarfhip of Sirthind. There he maintained himfclf, and cal-
le&mg his difperfed tnbcs, kcpt poficffion not only of Suhmd but
feveral diftrifls between the riveis, and bevond the Ganges, without
rem:mng one rupee to court.” “i'his happened in 1747,

T C: Govern-
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Bovernmene-lind entermined fo ftrong - Ealouly of
“tils power, ‘previous to Mr. Haftingy's acceffion, afid
had keépraap a correfpondence with the Rohillas, he
had been prevented from fubduirg them ; and itds
Wifo probable that he did not thisk himflf equal to
“the conqueft of the country without our efiiffance.

A bare infppétion of the map will prove of hew
much confequence it was, that the power in pofief~
fion of Rohilcund ﬂmuld be in a ﬁ:nét alliance
with us.

Fhe foil 45 fo fcm!e, that an n.rmy of Magatsas
might fubfift in it for any length of time. It is
full of ftrong forts for the fecurity of plunder; and
from hence, in the courfe of one feafon, their rava-
pes might have beea extended through the dominions
of the Vizier into Bengal. When, therefore, she
Marareas were mafters of the King’s perfon and of
Pebly, and threatened to invade the country of an

- glly, whom by treaty, and from policy we were
bound 1o defend, it was abfolutely neceffary either
to conclude a defenfive alliance with the Rohillgs,
or o take pofieflion of their country.

Many fmail ftares in Europe have been ‘precifely
-In the fame fituation. It was impoffible that they
could remain neuter in our approaching rupture
with the Marattas; and they concluded an a¥iance
with the Vizier and the Company, by which ave
engagod to proted their country from the ravages
of the Marattas; they on their part were to join
us with their forces, and at the conclufion of the
;impargu to pay forty latks of rupees, #s their pko-
portion of the expences of the war.

The
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¢ The Marateas, as I before ohferved, did inwade
-Rohilcund, but we arrived fo opportunely, that
they were obliged to retreat very precipitately. The
+Rohillas, as we advanced, peremptorily refufed to
Join us, and it was propofed to ftorm their camp;
which they prevented, by ferming a juntion when
we were upon the point of carrying this defiga into
execution.*

On the return of our troops to Oude, the Vizier
demanded the ftipulated payment of forty lacks,
which at firft was evaded, and afterwards abfolutely
refufed.

Such was the ftate of this bufinefs when Mr.
Haftings met the Vizier at Bepares. '

That the Rchillas would dread the Vizier’s re-
fentment, for this breach of faith cannot.be doubt-
ed; and that, to gnard chemfelves againft the effeéts
of it, they would apply to the Maratras for affift-
ance was highly probable. In truth they did nego-
ciate with them. I need not mention the many
fhital confequences with which fuch an alliance would
have been attended. Succefs in the Rohilla war ex-
rended and fecured the frontier of an ally; and it
was founded on their breach of a treaty, to which we
were guarantees, and their alliance with his enemies,

‘The advantages which the Eaft-India Company
were to reap from the war, were great indeed : Qur
¢xhaufted provinces were to be relieved from the pay

¥ It wan ot this time that §ir Robert Barker denomindted the Ro-
hellas the moft faithlefs and treacherous of men, and propofed that
ys fhould put the Vizier in pofleflion of their country.

of
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of a third part of our army during the fervice ;
and we were to receive fifty lacks of rupees ac the
conclufion of it.

The danger apprehended from an increafe of the
Vizier's power was merely ideal, as the event has
filly proved. Mr. Haftings, who bad ftudied his
charafter, knew it perfeélly well; but the gentlemen
at home, who had for a long time been alarmed by
accounts of the dangerous ambition and bigh Jpirit of
Sujali Dowlah, decmed every addition which we
thight make to his power a meafure founded upon
wrong policy £, Fortunately, however, for the Com-
pany and the Britilh nation, the man who managed
their political affairs in Bengal, clearly foiefaw, and
fteadily purfued their true intereft.

The Rohilla war commenced in 1774, the con-
queft of the country was effetted in feven montbs,
and an equitable peace was concluded with Fyzula
Cawn, the principal Rohilla chief, which has con-
tinued from that peried uninterrupted.

I fhould exceed the bournds which I have ‘pres
fcribed to myfelf, were I to enter into a detail of
Mr. Haftines’s public proceedings from his return
to Calcutta in September 1773, to the commence-~
ment of the new Government in O&ober 1774,
when his authority was effetually annihilated. But

%* General Righard Smith’s letters to the Sele§t Committee of
Fort William, when he commanded the army, confein flxeng ex-
preffions of fufpicion againft Sujah Dowlah, It has fince been fully
proved, that ‘the Gencral had catlrely miftaken the Vizier's veai
charxBer,’ o ot
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the concurrent teflimony of the Englith gentlemen
then in Bengal, the flourithing ftatc of the Com-
pany’s affairs, the increafe of wealth, and the affec-
tion thewn by the natives to our Government, are
ample proofs that every moment of his time was
employed in purfuing the true interefts of his con-
fticuents.

In the year 1767, I have travelled four hundred
miles through a country very thinly inhabited; the
appearance of an European with his attendants ex-
cited diftruft and apprehenfion, I have travelled
the fame road fince that period; I then found it in
high cultivation. The natives, fecure under the
proteftion of humane and equal laws, were enctreaf-
ing in numbers, and no longer looked upon Englifh-
men as encmies.

It is certain, however clamour may have obfcured
the truth, that the lower ranks of people in no
part of the world live more happily, or are lefs op-
prefied than the natives of Bengal and Bahar., The
abufes which exifted after our acceffion to the
Dewanne, are more to be attributed to a defetive
fyftem of Government, than to the want of inclina-
tion to correct them in the members of adminiftra-
tion; nor could thefe abufes be corre@ed until the
Governor and Council were authorifed to break
through the forms of 3 double Government.

Az Mr. Haftings's acceffion to the chair, he en-
tirely new modelled the public offices, and alloted
w cach its diftin& bufinefs. The mode of colle&t-
ing the revenues, as well as the quantum to be col-

' le@ted,
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Yected, had heretofore been regulated by the Refiffere
of the Durbar .md Mahomed Reza Cawn; it
eve"ufier the cftablifhment of provincial «councils)
Moorfhedabad continued the fear of Government:
Bt when the double Government, as it has been
properly called, was sbblified, Mr. Haftings re.
moved all the native officers of it to Calcueta, and
brought every department of finance inrmediarely
before the Councit, b
His vegulations of the public offices, of the col~
Jeions, ard the wvarious ceconemical reforms,
which, notwithfanding the difficnlties preventing,
and the odium confequent, he had effected in the
fhort fpace of thirty months, added to the fupply
of treafure, which the treaty of Bengal afforded, tad
raifed the reputation of the government of Bengal tor
the highe®t pich, and the Company’s affairs, which,
when he fucceeded to the chair, were thought to be
wretrievable, bore the firongeft afpe&t of affluence
and profperity, The time however was now ¢oine,
when the abilities of the man who had done-fo
much for the Company were to be decried, and Hi¢
charatter expoféd as a fubjet for public derifion.’ «
On the 1 9th of Oftober, General Clavering; Colow
vel Monfon, and Mr. Francis, atvived in Cilcotta;
and with the Gowvernor General und - Mr. - Buwellh
compofed the Supreme-Couneil’ of Inflia. - WeGo-
verameat covhd bdve cominenced under dnofe favour.
sble Gireomftances, Our-tresfiiry was Kilts
srade Bokirified oo o 2preier -degwiedhah ‘hail
bren knows in’Bemghl, - Iadntid ctitmatterol ks Hald
from
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foum. pvery-impolitic reftriction. The reputation of
ouyz, arToR-was great, and the fupply of wealth 1o Greas
Brtain by the inveltment (the only proper mode of
eoriching our native country from India) had ine
creafed.every year fince Mr, Haftings came to the
Government, The Gentlemen who then arrived
from Eagland, had no perfonal conne@ions to
gratify ; they had not been bred up in the Coma
pany’s fervice ; nor had they formed friendthips, to
which a fmall portion of their conftituents’s interefts
might have foinetimes been facrificed ; (human na-
ture will &ill be the fame!) and their own appoint.
ments were {0 ample as to preclude even the temp«
tation to alt from interefted motives. With fuch
advantages, why has it happened that the Britith na-
tion. has not experienced all thofe good effefts
which. the;wildom of the Legiflature predicted when
the Supreme Council of India was eftaolithed ? I
fhall celate facts as they happened, without a wifh
vo refle@ in the fmalleft degree upon two gentle-
men.of great honour and undoubted integrity, wha
are now na more; and who, I think, would have
heartily co-operated with Mr. Haftings, if much
pains had not been taken to deceive them by defign-
ing imen, who unfortunately were but too fuccefs~
ful in 10 perpicious an undertaking,

Although Mr. Haftings received an addition to
his former tisle by the a& which conftituted the Su-
preme.Council, his powers were conficerably cur-
tailed by the iaftmitions of the Court of Directors,
Under thefe circum@ances, he was it firlk undeter=

o D mined,
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mined, whether to refign or ro retain the Gavern-
ment; bur the violent conduét of a decided majo-
rity determined him to remain in the chair at all
events.

The flame of appofition broke out with great via-
Rence at the fecond meeting of the Supreme Counail.
*The Governor General, for the mformation of his
colleagues, drew up a clear and diftinét ftatement of
our political fituation. Our alliance with the Vizier,
the advantages which we had already received, and
might in future expeét to receive fromit. Our al-
Yiances or conne@ions with the native powers in In-
doftan, and every other particular whicn it was pe-
ceflary to communicate to gentlemen vefted wicth fo
high a public truft, and who at the fame time were
fo intirely uninformed with refpe® to a country,
which from that moment they were to govern. To
elucidate fome part of his minutes, Mr. Haftiogs
delivered into the Board feveral extraéts from Mr.,
Middleton’s letters, who had refided for fome months
by his appointmentat the Court of Sujah Dowlah.

A member of the Board immediately propofed
that the Governor General fhould lay before them
the whole correfpondence of Mr. Middleton. This
was fo dire@ an attack upon the honour of Mr,
Haftings, that he abfolutely refufed to comply with
the requifition; and from this moment commenced
the attack upon his former adminiftration.

They began with the Rohilla war, It was a.war,
shey faid, which would bring dithonour upon the
nation. The maney tQ be received, which they de-

“ clared
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clamd would never be paid, was the price of blood,
Oar army was expofed, in the dominions of a trea-
cherous ally, to the moft imminent dangers, and the
majority determined to recall it immediately, pro-
vided .the retreat could be effected with fecurity to
our own troops, though at that time Fyz Ulla ftill
flood our; and by abandoning the Vizier, the fifty
lacks which we were to receive from him would not
have been demandable.

By proceedings thus violent and unjuftifiable, the
grear advantages which have fince accrued to the
Company had nearly been forfeited; butthe earncit-
nefs of the Governor General for a fhort delay 1 the
execution of thefe intemperate orders had fortunate-
ly fome effet. The non-payment of the fubfidy
doe from the Vizier to the Company, was the prin-
cipal caufe affigned for the recall of our army, al-
though the bad policy of advancing our troops be-
yond the Carumnaffa + was warmly nfifted upon at
the fame time. A part of the money due by the
treaty was foon afier paid by the Vizier ; this paye-
ment, as well as that of the remainder, was repre-
fented as the recovery of a defperate debt ; and it
was confidently afferted, that the recovery of fo large
a fum was owing to the firmnefs and refolution of the
majority, though 1t had never been conceived that
he meant to dedut any parc of the paymient. )

Mr. Middleton was 1mmediately recalled fram his
fation ; and Mr. Briftow, the confidential friend of

® That niver divides the province of Bahar from the provinke of

Bnarﬂ.
D2 Mr.,
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wIMp, - Franeineappeinted : Refidbne. at. the: Viziers
cauct, i dis. room, «
" The Governor Grweral’s condudh,in poiats whidh
Aad aiseady been referred to the judgmens of tho
Court of Directors, was feverely avmckeds a moft
melancholy piture was drawn of tho diftrefied .flare
of the provinces; the natives were faid to .groan
ander every fpegies of oppieflion, and even murders
to have been committed with impuoity in our moft
populous cites.

To thofe, who for more than two years had lived
ender # Government, vigorous far beyond what had
ever been known in India, foch a reprefentation ap-
peared extraordinary indeed.~Onr Mr. Hattings's ar-
rival, our dominions and our influence were hound-
ed by the banks of the Carumnaffa. The Company
was finking under the weight of a heavy bond debr,
an expenfive civil eftablithment, and an army which
<oft roore than a million fterling annually, and which
could not with prudence have been confidesably re-
formed. When the majority of the Supreme Coun-
cil affumed the Government, the bond debt wag pe-
diaced, and funds provided for paying off the re-
metader 3 the public difburfements were regujated:;
the.pay of a third of our army was furnifhed by Su-
jah Dowlab ; and by its remaining in Ovde we.had
a profped of fill farther andvantages, whigh were
afrerward realiged.

. Mr, Haftings, feafible of thefe advansgges, gpj
p{ the falichaod of the gloomy prefages of the-ma-

Jority, in bis fparate esters to the Dutlogy, affwred
LY them,
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ehemy that their affairs were at no former peridd in
{o flourithing a fitu:tion ; that they would receiwe a
Jarpe mveftment 5 the bond debt would be paid off,
-snd a large fum retained in the tresfury for emerged-
kies in the courfe of the following feafon.

1. The majority contradicted and ridicuied this re-
prefentation ; but the event has proved that it was
‘not made withoue full confideration ; nor can it be
denied that Mr. Hatftings alone is entitled to the me-
rit of paying off a debt of a million and a half, of
referving an equal fum in the treafury of Bengal, of
fupplying - Madras, Bombay, and China with cafh,
and adding very confiderably to the annual inveft-
ment. His civil regulations in 1772, and his nego-
ciations with Sujah Dowlah in 1773, have, in their
confequences, fixed us fo fecurely in the poffeflion
of Indoftan, from the fource of the Ganges to the
Qcean, notwithftanding the temporary diftrefs under
which we now labour, from Hyder Ally Cawm’s
fuccefles in the Carnatic, that we are in no danger
of a.teverfe of fortune, except from internal diffen-
tions.

In the condemnation of paft meafures, no public
a&of the Governor General’s was pafifed over with-
out a comment. By giving up Corah and Allahabad
4o the Vizier, he fold what was the property of ano-
aher ; by with-helding the tribute which we were by
treaty engaged to pay to the King, he forfeited the ns-
lonal faith ; and even admitting that it would have
"been imprudent to furnith his Majefty with fo large
fom, when he was a prifoner with the Marattas, it
. oughe
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"obght at leaft to have beer referved s a depofic i
Calcutta : Probably the confequences of with-holde
ing foch a fum as a crore of rupees from circulas
tion; when we could hardly find money forour nee
ceffary expences, was not counfidered by the msjoe
rity. However, as the Court of DireQors in the
firft letter which was received from them in 1774,
very highly approved of the fale of Corah, and the
non-payment of the tribute, no farther remarks
were made on Mr. Haftings’s conduét in thefe
points.

I now enter, and I confefs with much regret,
upon the conduét of the majority towards Mr,
Haftings as a private gentleman, in which his ree
puwtation was principally*concerncd. 1 lament fine
cerely that geatlemen of high honour and un-
blemifhed charallers fhould have been fo war-
ped by their prejudices.  But fuch are the fatal fs
folts of party fpirit.

This attack was authorifed by a very impoli-
vic though well-meaning order of the Court of
DireGors ; ¢ That the Supreme Council fhould
* enquire imo paft abufes.” A fimilar onder
Ind-beeon given wo Mr. Haftings on his acceffion
to the ‘Government, and it is now ocedlefs to Jas
ment the fatal confequences which were occas
fioed by an inattenrion to his opiaion upom it
My Haftings had found ic impofibic o dete®
ot td ponifti thefe who had abuled the confir
dence repufed im them. < Much valuable siee
wirlefty and much-odium incurred by. mmngc

flva | Y
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Mir, Verelit and Mr. Cartier were men of honour,
whofe public virtue could not be better proved than
by the very moderate amount of the fortunes which
they brought home with them. From various caufes,
however, the Company’s affairs were in great copfuw
fion ; and the Diretors attributing it to the bad ma-
pagement of their fervants in Bengal, were, with
reafon, anxious to detet thofe who were guilty, and
therefore earneftly preffed Mr. Haftings o come
mence a retrofpe& of their condu@. But when the
Supreme Council arrived in Bengal, our affairs were:
in fo flourithing a ftate, that fuch an order was furely
unneceffary.

I wisi quote Mr. Haftings’s opinion upon this fub-
jett 3 it refles the greateft honour upon him. The
letter from which I have taken the following extrad,
is dated the 11th of November, 1773; and if aot:
received in London beiore the departure of the majo~
rity of the Supreme Council, might have been tranf-
mitted to them very fhortly after.

« AH my letters addreffed to your honourable
“ Court, and to the Selet Committee, repeat the
“ firongeft promtfes of profecuting the inquiries inte
¢ the condut of your fervants, which you had been
% pleafed to commit particularly to my charges
% You will readily believe that I muft have been
“ fincere in thofe declarations, fince it would haver
% argued great indifcretion to have made them, hads
¢ I forefeen my inability to perform them. [ find
¢ myfcf now under the difagreeable neceflity of
% avowing that inahility; atthe fame tiroe that I will

¢ boldly
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% baldly take npow me to affirm, that on whomfos
*.-ever youapight have delegaved that chasge, it wanld
“. have besn fuficicat to ocoupy the entire attention
¥ of thole wha were entrufted with it, and ,eyen
® wigh, all the aids of leifure and authority, wopld
© havé proved insflectual. I dare appeal to the
¢ public records, ® the teftimoay of thole whe
“ have opportynities of koawing me, and.cwen 0
¢ the detail. which the public voice can repeat of the
“ paft afts of this government, that my sime has
“ been neither idly nor ofelefsly employed. Yet fuch
“ are the cares and embarraiments of this various
¢ ftate, that alhough much may be done, much
“ mere, even in matters of moment, muft remain
“ megle@ed. To fele& from the mifcellapgous heap
 which each day’s exigencies prefents to our chaice,
% thafe points on which the general welfare of your
“ affairs moft effentially depends,-to provide expe-
% dients for future advantages, and guard againfk
¢ probable evils, are all that your adminiftratiog.can
¢ faithfully promife to perform for your fervice, with
“ their united labours moft diligently exerted.. They
« gannot Jook back without facrificing the objetts
« of their inmediate. duty, which are.thafe of your
. interefls, to ufelefs refearches, which can produce
% no weal good, and may expofe your affairs .tp.all

* the minous confequences of perfonal malevolence
“ both here.gad at-home.
- %, May 1 be permitted to offer it in alldefc:enec
#. and fubmiffion to.your commands, & my opinion,

. ghat whatover may Bave been the condatt of jadi-
U e Vidmh’
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& vichwls,’ ot even of the colleftive memberd of
“ your former adminiftrations, the blame is ot fo
% much imputable to them a3 to a want of a priaci-
® ple of government adequate to its fubftance, end
¥ & coercive power to enforce it. The extent of
* Bengal and its poffible refources are equal ro thofe
« of moft ftates in Europe, Its difficultics are gresger
% than thofe of any, becaufe it wants both an eRas
* blithed form and powers of government; deriving
* jts actual fupport from the unremitted labours
“ aod perfonal exertions of individuals in power,
“ inftcad of the vital influence which flows throngh
¢ thechannels of a regular conftitution, and impereep-
¢ tibly animates every part of it, Our conftitution
¢ is no where to be traced but in the ancient char-
¢ ters which were framed for the jurifdi¢tion of- your
« tfading fettlements, the fales of your exports, and
< the provifion of your annual inveftments. I need
 not obferve how incompatible thefe muft prove to
¢ the government of a great kingdom, and for the
s¢ prefervation of its riches from private violence, and
* embezzlement.
« Among your fervants, who for a courfe of years
“ have been left at large, in poffeffion of fo tempt-
* ing a depofit, it is not to be wondered at, that
* many have applied it to the advancement of their
® own fortunes; or that thofe who were poffefled of
“ ahilities 1o introduce a fyftem of order, thould
‘¢ have been drawn along by the general current;
4 fince few men are formed with fo large a thave of
« -public vircwe as to {acrifice their mtereft, pence,
E and
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% and focied: feclibgs te it, and 8O the wérk of

% reformatiod-en-thenrfedves, - v 3w 0 e
- & §fhould - not Have prefumed 'eseipatinte’th 3
% fulolt of this nature, althouh By own jaicd-
Porion has made it iy forne meafurt seceffiry § bue
& thas your late-advices have pleen hepes that we
< fhatl fpecdily be furnithed with your inflrofifons
% for eftablithing 2 fyftem of law and potity, which
% we hitherts want, Whenever this work fhall be
% accomplifbed on a foundation of confiftency #nd
# permanency, 1 will venture to foretel, from the
%, knowiedge which I have of the general habits and
“ mangers of your fervants, that you will have as
% fe mflances of licentioufacfs amongft yoor fer-
% .yants as amongft the members of any community
# in the Britith empire.”

What impreffion this folid and eonelufive reafon-
iog of the Governor General made upon the Court
of Direftorsis not known ; but the Eaft-India Com-
pasy would have feh the good effefts of it moftfen-
fibly, if, ia confequence of this opinion, the Ceurt
of Dire&tors bad new-modelled their inftra&ions,

» The difagreement in the Supteme Couacil became
she,goncial fubje@ls of converfation in India. New
hapes and fears were excited in all—every former
tranfaltion of Government was harfhly cenfured—
and-¢hie majority publicly declared, thetehey expetied
My, Haftings wounld be difmiffed with difgraee ffom
his fiation, ad foon as their eeprefbntations artived'in

+¥iticn every aft of Government” wiiel -¢0dld be
alibuted to Mr. Haftings had been canvafled, his
private
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privaté charaller was attacked, and the man who had
€illed the mofl important ftations in India with an uns
blgmithed reputation, who might with eafe have ac-
quanglaged a fortune of twoe hundred thoufand paunds,
during the many years that he was refident x the
Coust of Meer Jaffier, but whey it is well known,
sturned to bis native country without a compérency,
was publicly accufed of the moft flagrant a&ls of ra-
pacity and extortion, and of having amaffed a fot.
sune of four hundred thoufand pounds in little mors
then two years.

Ta thofe who are acquainted with the moderation
of Mr, Haftings’s charaer, with his negle& of his
private intereft, this. accufation appeared as abfurd
as it was il] founded; but the proof was at hand,
and Nundcomar flepped forth to fuppo re whar
they had advancet. It would indeed have beén a
<ryel circumftance if the oath of Nundcomar had
operated ta the difadvantage even of a rman as bad a8
bimfelf ; but that iz fhould bave had the leaft weight
in the accufation of a charatter o refpectable, ahd
fo firmly cftablithed 88 the Governor General’s; wilt
hardly be credied when the fpirit of parey hat fub-
fided : yet agertain it is, that vpon the affertion of
thie wraich, the mpjority fixed Mr. Haftings's foi-
tune at forry dacks of rupees.

» To gendlemen at all converfant in the affairs of
Bengal, she charadter of Nundcomar was well known,
Mr. Haftings had employed him on his firftaarrival
by the exprefs order of the Diretors, to wham ke
hedexplaised bis fentiments of the man werp Frecly.

Ez He
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M in faft Eoretsld ‘wo'thém the part Nundcome
woisld aft, if‘ever he-had an opporwanity. Cupturg
Swinton, 3 his evidence hefore u Gommittee of ohé
Howdé of Comrmens, declared thar Nuadeomar had
Biéne repeatedly guiley «of forgery; swd for thiscrime
Yesfuffered death in Auguft 17744 whether flridtly
legally has beew queltioned, but ‘there never was a
doubt of the faft of his being perjured, nor of -the
mjority knowing he was fo, whien they accepted ‘his
fervice in acevfing Mr. Haftings.

"This man, before he was committed to cuftody,
bat'opened what may properly be ealled an infor-
mation office in Calcorta. It was well known, that
be wis countemanced by the mmjority. I am very
¢lear that neither General Clavering nor Colonel Mon.
fon were aware of the dangerous ufe to which he
wosld apply the power which he had acquited ; bus
eergain it i cthat the maft hberal encauragement wus
given toinformers of every denotimnation Ly the ra-
jority. Agcufations as abfurd as smprobable were
hourly received againft the Governor General 5 but
dithough divefted- of all power, althoogh Nundco-
Mar wes poficfied of the means of proving his guilt,
hadhe really been gilty, afterthe fulleft inquiry, with
rewardy 'offered onsthe one hand and punithments de-
nounced onthe other, in order toprecite the avidanco
which he wamed'ro eriminste the Geskmor Geoeral,
nothing appeared that refle@ted tither apors iy tiow
noyr or his iptegrity ; unlefs it could ke deemed o
seime to receive from the Nabob 2 certain fixed fum
fot his expences during his refidence.at Moopfsods.
bad, in conformity to the cuftoms of the country

and
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ad to the examples which had been fet him by his
predecefiors, Lord Clive, Mr. Verelft, apd - M,
Cugtier. It was acknowledged by Sir George Wombp
well in the General Court in 1776, that she allow-
ance was to be taken, ard thar'if he had given the
Company credit for it, he might have charged themr
theexpences of his progrefs : this allowance had been
fettled by Lord Clive in lieu of purveyance. *

Let it for a moment be fuppofed that Mr. Haf-
tings had accumulated the large fortune which the
majority fuppofed him to be poffeflfed of, Was it
made at the expence of the Eaft-India Company—
had he added to the weight of their bonded debt—
had he involved them in dangerous or expenfive alli~
ances—had he negleted to make the neceflary remit~
tances of cafh to our other Prefidencies, or to China
w0t had he diminithed the annual inveftment to Eu-
rope—there might have been fome excufe for inquis
ring into the amount of his private fortune, and how
he amaffed it. But when this inquiry commenced,
the Company’s bond debt of a million and an half
was paying off ; fupplies had been fent to China, Fort
St. George, and Bombay ; two additional thips, the
Anfon, and the Northumberland, had been taken
wpin Calouta. So much was the inveftment in-
creafed; and the death of Sujah Dowlah gave us a
profpel of a &ill fargher addition to our power, out
ifuonce, and our refources.

® General Smith muft know this flate of the falt to be corvell ;
and he knows that He himfelf never paffed through Moorfredabad
without receiting a camplimentasy prefent, agreeable tp the cufiors

of the pouatsy, .
However,
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However, I will take upon me to affirm, t{;“
when the smount of the Governor General’s pri-
vate fortuhe is known, it will appear t :bemgﬁ;
modetite tnan in England to be greatly inadeguare
cithér’ to thé leagth or to the importance of ,his
fervices.

PDuring thefe violent attacks upon the charaeg
of Mr. Haftings, all public bufinels was fufpended.
Fhe inferior fcrvants of the Company were divided
into parties, and after the example of the Prefidency,
each Provincial Council had its majority, and mina.
rity. Expenfive profecutions were commenced in
the Supreme Courts of Judicature againft the Gover.
por General of India, who was relu&tantly obliged,
in vindication of his own honour, to bear a part in
this difgraceful fcene. At a time when our domi-
nions and our influence were fo greatly increafed, at
a time when the gentlemen of Bumbay had com-
menced a war againft the Marattas, at a time when,
the ateention of every member of the Board fhould
Bave been entirely employed in the confideration of
the great palitical queftions which were before them
—at this time, the Governor General and Councﬂ
were attending as evidences or parties in a Court
of laws Mr. Haftings in his own defence, and, the
gentlemen of the majority, ag guardians of tl%s
serefts of the Eaft-India Co;npany to cnmmat&
the man who had fo cﬂ‘ehnaﬂy ferved his confh-
twents.

S ilstary were the regulilidhs which ‘Mr}

Haftings had “etablifhed; fo ﬁrmly wa§ ‘thé g¢ V?&ﬁ}

mdst fixed in ol ies “pares, that nofth?: di
ek
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thele ﬁn’ha'ppy diffentions, our affairs were a nqQ for-
mér period in fo flourithing a fitwation; and in the
couife of the years 1775 and 1776, every pramife
which the Govemor General had made fo the Court
&f Ditectors was amply fulfilled. Wether this profe”
perity was owing to Mr. Hafting’s regulations, and
the political connections which he formed previons
to the 19th of October 1774, or to the abilitles and
exertions of the Sipreme Council fince that period,
cah at once be determined by an examination of the
Company’s records.

A treaty highly advantageous to the Company
was concluded with Afoph ul Dowlah, by which
the fovercignty of Benares, with all the rights and
powers annexed to i, was transferred to us, and a
nett revenue of twenty-four lacks of rupees acquired.
The continuance of a brigade in the Vizier’s domi.
nions was another article of the treaty, and the fub-
fidy fixed at two lacks and fixty thoufand rupees a
month. Let not the Governor General be deprived
of the merit of thefe important acquifitions, The
majority would never have agreed to advance our
troops beyond the bounds of the Carumnaffa; they
even were anxious to recal them immediately, and
were only prevented from a&ually doing fo, by the
earnelt oppofition of Mr. Haftings. In either cafe,
the death of Svjah Dowlah would have been at-
tended with no advantages to the Company. The
provinces of Oude, Corah, and Allahabad would
have been torn by civil wars, and muft, in the end,
have deen fubdued, cither by Nuzeph Cawh or the
Maratcas.

In
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In Septeguber, 1776, Colonel Mowgn died. Mg

man was gore ready to do juitice to that gentleman’s _
abiligies Mr. Haflings, or more fincerely la-
menged the unhappy prejudices which he imbibed
on his firft arrival in Bengal. Bred a foldier, and
having ferved iith diftinguithed reputation in India,
he was admitably calculated for the command of our
army in Bengal; to which had he fortunately been
appointed, and confined to his profeflional duties, the
Company would have experienced the good efe
feCts of his return to India in a very feafible
degree.

At this period too we received advice of the ex-
traordinarty revolution at Madras. The Supreme
Council were upaoimous in their opiniog of the
meaiures to be taken upon fo critical an occafion,
and of the powers whih Lord Pigot claimed, as
Prefident of a Council in which he had only a calt-
ing voice when the numbers were equal. That the
powers of a Governor in India are very inadequate
to the dignity of his ftation, and to the reffonfibi-
lity annexed to it, 1s beyond a doubt. T his was Mr.
Hafjings’s opinion, and he exprefled it very freely
1o the Court of DireQors, in the letter of which 1
bave alrealy given an extra&: but until thofe powers
are enlarggd, a Gavernor, with a majority agairift
hin, muft be a meer cypher. The Gavernor Ge-
neral had only t upon him to break up the
Council, when the majorfty had called Nundcomar
before them, for the exiraardinary purpofe of pre-

-
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ferring a criminal accufation againft their Prefident,
and the firlt Britith fubject in India. For this finall
exertion of authotity he was {everely reprimanded by
the Court of Direftors, and plainly informed, that
he had no diftin® authority annexed to his flation,
but that all the powers of government were vefted
in a majority of the Board. Could the Govemor
General allow, that 2 law which was to bind him,
was not of force when applied to the Govertor of 2
fubordmane prefidency ? The Court of Direfors’
fentiments on this fubje@ were of fufficient force to
determine the Supreme Council, had the reference
made to them by the gentlemen of Fort. St. Grorge
been : a ponnt of difficulty.

ft wa$ neceflary to mention this unhappy bufinefs,
becaufe Mr. Stracton has publifhed fome partial
extrafts of a private letter, which he received from
the Governor General immediately after that revo-
lutidn, from which it might appear that he was in-
tereﬁed in the difpute, although he had not the
fmalfeff § perfonal concern in it. To thofe who
have feen the whole letter, this explanaton is un-
neceflary.

By the arders of the Company, wifely framed
with a vnew to cotnply with Afiatic cuftoms, all po-
litical negocuuons are conduéted through the chan-
vel of the Q‘}ovemors of the different prefidencies. A
naciye of Indla’can’ have no idea of a participation
of RoWer, 2 and he very naturally concludes chat 2

ix esther abfolute, or has no power in the
ﬂ'ate aver whith he prefides.
F When
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‘When the conneion of this government with
Sujsh Dowlah was ‘ more clofely cemented, M.
Haflings thonght proper to appoint Mr. Nathaniel
Middieton his privaie agent at the oourt of that
prince. When the Supreme Councit was divided
into two diftin@ parties, Mr. Middleton was recalled,
and Mr, Briftow, the confudential friend of Mr,
Francis, appointed in bis room.

By this ficp the annihilacion of the Governor Ge-
neral’s political influence was completely protlaimed
to ecvery power in Indoftan. While Mr. Briftow
remained at Lucknow, Mr. Haftings could enly be
looked upon as the conftrained initrument of an
authority raifed upon the ruin of his own. This
evident truth will not be difputed by any man who
bas ferved in Indiay from the period of Colonel
Moofon’s death to the'time of Mr. Middleton’s re-
appointment to the Vizier’s court, the attentien of
every man from Calcutta to Dehly was fixed upon
this fingle point, as the criterion by which he was
to judge, whether Mr. Haftings meant to retain or
to give up the government. I do not reft the pro-
priety of this meafure upon the obligation which
Mr. Hattings lay under, of doing an aét of juftice to
an.individual who had fuffered feverely for bis at.
tachmest to him. But I'infift upon it, that the pub.
lic fervice could not be carried on with effe@, while
#n opinign prevailed in Oude, rhat Mr. Haftings
was upon the ‘poiat of quitting, ‘the chair; and fich
would have been the conclyfion had Mrmknﬁow
been permitted to remain there. Ee was kouws, %

be
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be the confidential friend of Mr. Francis; and how-
ever Mr. Haftings might have approved of his con-
duct,- he could not give a perfon fo fituated his en-
tire confidence, even admitting it poffible to anfwer
the other obje®ions, which I will venture to affirm
are not to be controverted.

The Governor General furely fhould not be ex-
petted to condu& the complicated affairs of an ex-
tenfive empire, where our countrymen bear fo very
fmail 2 proportion in point of numbers to the na-
tives, upon principles fo different from thofe upon
which all countries are regulated, and fo totally dif-
ferent from thofe by which the late majority profef-
fedly a®*d. The late Mr. Playdell was deprived
of the office of fuperintendant of the police (which
was immediately given to the brother-in-law of Mr!
Francis) for his aivity in prefenting an addrefs to
the chief juftice that was obnoxious to the majority*.
Mr. Playdell complained bicterly of the ill ufage
which he had received, but it was obferved in reply,
that what had happened to him, was the chance of
the worthieft men in England upon every change in
adminiftration, and that no wife government would
ever employ men in offices of truft under them, of
of whofe attachment they were not very well affured.

* Writs had been attempted to be taken out, which would Rave
reached every part of Bengal and brought nstives to Calcuttas
the Court gefufed them. This moderation and juftice procured
them an addyefs of tha?ks from the different fors of inhabitants at

Caloutta,
Fa This
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death; M, Haftings propalcd to obtain the fulleft
information of the flate of the country, that the re-
venues might be fized upan an equitable {cale: to
affit him in the laborious tatk which ke had im-
pofed upon himfelf, he had fixed ypon two gentle-
men of diftinguithed abilities and irrepraachable
charaters, whofe proceedings were to bave been
laid before the Coupcil at large, in whom was
vefted the power and decifion upon every point.
Much valpable information was procured and tranf-
mitted to the Courstof Direors in confequence of
this inveftigation, both as to the ftate of the country
and its population and refources; but at that time
it really. appeared fufficient to blaft every fcheme,
however beneficial, that it was propofed by Mr.
Haftings : The minority queftioned its legality; and
General Clavering denominated it a trick to extort
money from the Zemindars for the benefit of Mr.
Haftings and his friends.

The 1at material a& of Mr. Haftings’s a,dmsz-
teation, previous to the death of General Claycrmg,
was, the increafe of our military eftablifament; a
meafure which has been attended with infinite ad-
vantages to the public and to individuals, and has
effeCtually fecured the continuaace of aur influence
in the exxnfive dominions of the Vizier. To fet
this matter in a glear point of view, and to free it
from the falfe lights which may be throwsn upon it,
1 will briefly selate the fieps which.Jed to & ,.
+. Sujah Dowlsh died in Febsuary 1775 His eldeft
. o, Afolph u} Dowlab, was declared she beir of his
: father’s
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father’s domuuons, but hé’ owed" his Peac.:cablc'fuc-
teffion to the Mufnud to the prcfence df our army.
!ntngne! were itimediately formed agamﬁ him; and
in his troops, mutinous and difaffe@ed, weére many
officers in the intereft of his competitors. The Vi-
zier, juftly alarmed for his perfonal fafety, which
had frequently been endangered, difbanded the moft
torbulent of his bartalions, and applied to the Su-
preme Council for Britith officers to difcipline thofe
which he retained in his fervice. In conlequednce of
this requifition, nine captains and thirty fubalterns
were appointed to his fervice, and were to receive
the pay of the rank next above that which they held
in Bengal. No funds were fixed for the payment of
thefe officers, or of the troops which they were to
command ; fo that, in faét, this new eftablithment
was {ubje& to alt thofe inconveniencies which it was
meant to redrefs.

A General fpirit of mutiny broke out amongft the
Vizier’s troops immediately after the arrival of our
officers; this in fome batalions was carried to the moft
alarming lengths. Many officers were feized, con-
fined, and threatened to be put to death. The florm
at length fubfided. The principal mutineers weré
punithed, and difcipline was in fome meafure re<
flored.  Many however were the difadvantages
which our fervice fuftained by this eftablifhtment.
The emotuments were fo confiderable to thofe who
had the good fortune to be appointed to the Vizier's
fervice, that it created a general fpirit of' dlfcontent‘

amonght our officers in Bengaly and trifling as dié
cftablith-
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eftablithment was in point of numbers, the expence
of it {o far exceeded all bounds, that the Vizier was
unable to keep it up, and to difcharge his debt to the
Company. Certainly a fervice in which the emolu-
ments to individuals fo far exceeded thofe in our own,
required fome regulations. Mr. Haftings had feen
the bad effecs of a fimilar eftablithment in the Car-
natic, and the Company at this moment moft feverely
feel it: upon Colonel Monfon’s death he propofed a
remedy for them.

On the principle that our interefts and the Vizier’s
were thus clofcly conneéted, Mr. Haftings brought
his plan before the Board, which was, that three re-
giments of horfe, three companies of artillery, and
nine battalions of Sepoys, fhould be added to owur
eftablithments, and with this addition of force we
were to prote¢t the Vizier’s dominions. The difci-
plined corps in his fervice were to form this body ;
and to fix them more firmly in our fervice, they were
to take their tour of duty in our provinces, and to be
fubjec to the fame regulations with refped to pay as
the ret of our army. The Vizier was to appro-

. priate certain fixed funds for the payment of thefe
troops, fo that this important addition to our army
was made without the fmalleft expence to the Eaft-
India Company.

Benefigial as this plan muft appear, and to which
only one objetion could be urged, the difficulty of
procuring the Vizier’s affent to it, it was vehemently

oppoled, Mr Francis contended, that all military
arraggements lhonld originate with the Commander

i
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jn Chict, altsough shis was evidontly a grest polisit
cal vegrolationsof the higheft vonfequence, The Ge-
neral'sibjedtions weve numerons, ‘Tae Vizier's con-
fent wws sbrained through the agency of Mn Mid-
dleton ; the plan was foon afeer carvied into exocu~
tion, and has fo completely anfwered every good end
which was propofed by it, that even thaie gentlemea
who loft confiderably by the slteration, have beed
candid endugh 10 declare, that fo a& of Mr. Hafs
tings’s admuniftration redounds more to his honaur
or t the Company’s advantage, than this cfablifh-
meit, formed againft the opinion of the Commander
in Chief, and the oppofition of Mr. Fraacis.

‘Tbe provinces of Oude, Corah, Allahabad, Re-
hitcund, and the Doab, have been prote@ed, the
revenues have been collefted, and the troops have
been regularly paid from the day this eftablih-
ment took place; and in the year ¥780, the ge-
nertl relief of the army was effeGeds by winch
thefe new batwalions were brought ‘mre oor proe
vinces, and relieved by an equal aumber from
Béngal, .

In Auguft 17%7, General Claveriay dind. A vise
whofd charafier muft be always confidered with v
fpedt, a3 his errors arofe from s'goed primciple, the
batréd of corruption. He cemainly broghe with
him 'to Bengal a rovred prejadive aguindt theCom-
pariy’s felvints in genersl, and ¢ wery wajutc onk
egavft Mr. Fliffimgs - paviictier, The Couy of
WireGiors by thelt® inftruibos, invwhivhy: from she
b&! motivés,  thej’ mem % roview of yeitstreife

actions,
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actioms; opened foc-wide a-field for impefition;. that
the@eneral’s prefudices. were @ill more confirmed by
the imprabable tales which were hourly brought to
hiow.” The viclence of the majority abfolutely
created a party, where otherwife there would have
been none. .

Mcr. Haflings, through the whole courfe of his
public life, had given the ftrongeft proofs of his in.
tegrity and difintereftednefs ; Sir John Clavering’s
has never been queftioned; had fome pains therefore
been taken to unite fuch refpetable charaéters, the
intention of the Legiflature in forming the Supreme
Council would have been effc@tually anfwered ; but
as it was, the firft impreffions which the General re-
ceived, from a certain perfeverance in his temper,
grew firanger every day, and the intereft of the Eaft
India Company unhappily fuffered by it.

I'do pot mean to infer that no abules exifted in
Bengal: when the Supreme Council arrived there.
Let it be confidered that Mr. Haftings was the Pre-
fident of a Conncil, in which he had a cafting voice
only when the numbers were equal, confequently
that he.would fometimes be abliged to, accommodate
his.opinion to the fenfe of the m.jority of his Ceun-
cil; but it is a certain truth, ghat whilft he had the
lead, he did more to reform abules than any other
man would have doneor attempted: The eftabhih~
ment .of the Supreme Council was calculated for
completing his plans of reformation, a work in which
he.wonbd moft cordially have taken the lead; but

unﬁrtnmly .be was obhged ta give up that time,
which
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which might have been fo valuably employed for the
publicfervice, to the juRificdtion of paft, and fuccefsful
meafures, and even to the defence of his private
charagter.

Paffing over common occurrences, I come to that
period 1n which arofe the prefent expenfive (though
when Mr. Haftings’s fclfeme prevailed, fuccefsful)
war with the Marattas, It has been induftrioufly
endeavoured to impute the origin as well as the pro-
grefs of this war to Mr. Haftings. The Court of
Direftors are pofleffed of the fulleft evidence to the
contrary ; and both living teftimony, and authentic
documents prove, that its origin is not owing to him,
and that the continuation of it is the effe® of ne-
ceffity.

It will he proper to take up this important fubje®
from the firft conne@ion of the Bombay Council with
Ragonath Row, otherwife called Ragobah.

" Although the nominal fovereignty of the Maratta
ftate was m a Raja, the real adminiftration of govern-
ment, as well as the power inherent to it, was poffefled
by a Bramin family, under the title of Pathwa, or
Chancellor ; and this authority was fo fixed in them,
that it became hereditary ; and in cafe of infancy,
the State was governed by a Regent, who was gene-
rally the neareft in blood. Narrein Row, the laft
Pathwa, died, leaving no children; and Ragobah,
‘who was his uncle, became Pafhwa. During an
expedition, which carried him to a diftance from his
@ apital, tthouhcﬂ{conﬁﬁmg of Bramins) difpofitfied
'ﬁsm, giving dor that the widow of Navrein was with
child,
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child, and accufing him of having afaffinated his
nephew. The firft of thefe fafts was doubtful, the
latey moft probably falfe, he having been in confine-
ment for a long time before that event, without any
communication with the confpirators. Soon after it
was given out that the widow of Narrein was de-
livered of a fon; and Nana, with Saccaram, and
others of the Bramin Council, afting, as they al-
ledged, in fupport of the infant, drove Ragobah
from Poona, and reduced him to fuch diftrefs, that he
applied for affiftance to the Prefidency of Bombay,

Not relying folely on the juftice of his caufe, the
more readily to obtain aflitance, he offered to make
fome very valuable ceflions of territory to the Eaft-
India Company. A treaty was concluded, by which
we engaged to aflift him with a military force; and
an army from Bombay took the field under the com-
mand of Colonel Keating; whether our forces, in
conjunction with Ragobah’s would have condudled
him in triumph to Poona is uncertain, but it can
hardly be doubted that a few fpirited operations
would have been produétive of an advantageous peace
with the mipifterial party, both for the Company
and for Ragonaut Row.

Intelligence of the tranfactions at Bombay, was
received at Calcutta a few months after the firft
meesing of the Supreme Council, whofe autho-
rity having been rtorally difregarded, cither
from inadvertence ar defign, produced very ferious
confequences. The treaty with Ragobah having
been congluded without the fan&ion of the Governo

G2 Genera
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General and'Council, wis dilavoded ; and un ofer
of rank (Licutédant Colortel Upton) was depored 1o
Poor'w, with infiructions to corchude a peace ugon
fimoft uny terms, with the miniffers who were” de-
notninated the ruling members of the Mararta ftude
dnd the Englith arhy was ordesed to triarch back.

8o glaring a condemnation of paft: nieafirres, and
fo pointed an interference in their affairs, naturally
terded to deftroy the influence of the gentlemen of
Bombay, upon the Malabar coaft ; while it provoked
their paffions and excited their refentments. Under
thefe circumftances, a2 co-operstion with Colonel
Upton ctould notbe expe@ed. It had been fortunate
if, from that moment, the Guvernment of Bonbay
had been fixed upon a plan of the moft rigid cecono-
my; and their troeps had bten confined to the de-
fence of Bombay, the cattle of Surat, and the ifland
of Salfette,

M. Hatftings, although be joined with the other
members in difapptoving the conduct of the Prefi-
dency of Bombay, thought chat there might exift
circumPtances which fhould prevent the retarn of the
army, bot h¢ was over.ruled, and the moderation of
our demands was attributed very naturally, by the
Myraties, to 2 want of abitity to carry on the war.
Colonél Upton was five months on his journey to
Poona. Fle was cidated with preat difrefped by the
Moaratea Clifefs through whofe countries he paffed.
‘The Minifters; on hiy arrival, tompliined bitterly of
©ur interferenpe il their family difputesy and were
fohigh in thel? detands, infiting cven upon th re-

- Mo¥ition of Seifetre, that Colonel Upton broke off the

Ay nego.
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t¥potiatden ; 4nd by his Brft dilpatches to Caloutra,
it was fuppofed thir the war would be condnued.
Bytihis was g meretrick of the Minifters, who were
‘anxious for an accommodation; and on the firft of
Msreh, 1776, a treaty of peace was figned by Colonel
Upton, on the part of our government ; and pn theit
fide was authenticated, by the feal of the Pathwa, an
infant of about twecycars old, and by the fignature of
his two Minifters, Sacaram Bappoo and Nana Fur.
nefe. By one article of the treaty, a provifion wis
made for the fubfiftence of Ragobah, their late com-
petitor, on condition of his refiding in the heart of the
Maratra dominions, with a guard appointed by the
Minifters themfclves, for his ftate and fecurity, Ths
claufe, as might reafonably be expeQed, defeated the
intention of the treaty, fince it left Ragobah at the
mercy of hs enemies, without any pledg= or engage-
ment for his fafety. The confequence was, that
he fled to Bombay, and claimed the proteftion of that
Government for the fecurity of his parfon.

The Minifters exclaimed againft this prote&ion;
and muotuval complaints of the violation of this
treaty were made by them and the Bombay Couacil.
About the Month of May, 1777, the Chevalier St
Lubin made his appearance at Poona, in the public
charatber of a Minifter from the Court of France.
He was received with great honour, and in a Hrtle
time writien engagements were mutually inzerchanged
between him and Nana Furnefe, by which he pro-
mifed to bring a regiment of Europeans, with mili-
tary ftores-to Poena, for the fervice of the Maratta
flate, Intelligence of this treasy, az frft doubred,

was
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was foon confirmed by authorities of unqueftionabld
credit, and by a feries of falts of public notoriety,
It had been always the Governar General’s opiniony
that this was the only way by which the French could
hope to regain their confequence in India, -or to affedt
ours; and he reafonably expected, that the Prefi-
deney of Bombay, which was more immediately in-
.terefted in the effe@s of fuch a conne&ion, would *
take fome fteps to render it abortive. This was by
no meaas difficult.  The Maratta army under Hurry
Punt Furkia, was at that time engaged in an une-
qual war with Hyder Ally. The Minifters quarrel-
ling among themfelves, poffefled little authority, and
were dependent for that little upon their own vaf-
fals. The Prefidency of Bombay had long fhewn
an impatience to revive the caufe of Ragobah ; and
the {lighteft moyements made by them in his favour
would have proved fufficient to overthrow the fee-
ble power which they had to contend with, and ¢o.
eftablith their own influence in the Maratta ftate on
its ruins. But Mr. Haftings, thar he might leave
no means untried to avoid a rupture with the Ma-
rattas, and to counteraét the French infiuence at
Poona, formed a treaty, which he meant fhould
retnedy all the defe@s of that concluded by Colone}
Upton; every article of which, at that time remained
unexecuted. This treaty was laid before the Board
# Calcurta, with a very long explanatory minute,
on the 23d of Janvary, 1778, and will, if read with
the atwention it deferves, entirely exculpate the Go-
vérpor General from the fmalleft fufpicion of a de-.
fité e involve the Eaft-Icdia Company in a war with

- ¢ 4 thg
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the Marattas. On the 2gth of January, whilft this
minute lay for confideration, a letter was received
from Bombay, dated the 12th of December, 1777,
informing the Supreme Council that a propofal had
been fecretly made to the Governor and Council,
through their agent at Poona, by a party which had
been formed againft Nana Furnefe, confifting of Sa-
caram Bappoo, who had figned the treaty, and other *
confiderable men, with a potent Raja, Tuckajee
Holkar, to affitt them in the defign of reinftating
Ragobah in the chief adminiftration of the Maratta
ftate ; and that they had agreed to join in it, re-
quiring only, as a preliminary condition, a writ-
ten applicaton to the fame effet, under the
hands and feals of the confederates. They excufed
themfelves for having fo far engaged, without the
previous authority of the Supreme Council, by the
obvious necefity of an immediate decifion ; and they
requefted their acquiefcence and affiftance in it. On
the receipt of this letter, the Governor General and
Counci! refolved to ratify what they had done, to
authorize them to proceed, and to fend them an extra.
otdinary fupply of ten lacks of rupees for the under-
taking. It was alfo refolved, to affift them in the
execution of their plan with a military force.

In forming thefe refolutions the majority of the
Supreme Council were fivayed by the following con-
fiderations.

1ft. In the event of a rupture with France, which
was daily apprehended, the connettion formed by
Nana Furnefe with St. Lubin, and the engagement
which he had entered into to land a regiment of Eu-

ropeans



[ 563

sopeans wich tuilitary Rores at Poom, mighe, if canv
ried into cHe@, be produdtive of the moft dinges
rous confcqucnccs to the Company’s influence, and
their poffeffions in India. This conld be prevented
only by tle removal of the party fo clofely connc&ed
with our natural enemy, and thetefore this was an
obje&t of the firlt impoitance ; and Ragoenaut Row
*was the infirusicat for this pupof. Mr. Haftings
bad no predile&ion for this Chief, noris it poffible
to attribute his conduct to any interefted view.

2dly, Authorifing the gentlemen of Bombay te
take part with Ragobah, was a ftri® compliance
with the orders of tae Court of Dire@ors contained
in the following paragraph of their general letter of
the sth of Februwry 1777.

« His (Ragobah’s) pretenfions to the fupreme’
« authority, either in his awn right, or as guardian
« to the infant Palhwa, appear to us better founded
* than thofe of his competitors; and therefore, if
¢« the conditions of the treaty of Poona have not
¢ been ftrictly fulfilled on the part of the Marat-
« tas, and if, from any circumftances, you fhall
« deem it expedient, we fhall have no objeftion to,
¢ an alliance with Ragobah, on the terms agmed
¢ upon beywaen him and thg Governor and Countil
« of Bombay.”

3dly, The reftoration of Ragonant Rmv would
have been attended by an acceffion of territory upan
the Malabar coaft to the ampunt of the annual ex.
pepces of the Prefidency of Bombay; by wh;ch.
mcaps no farther drains wopld have been made fm

our treafyry in Bengal. .
. 4thly,
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4thly, The refioration of Ragobah was not a
bregch of the treaty of Poons, becaufe that tresty
way, fgoed by Saccayam Bappao and Nana Furnefe
only; and Saccaram, the firft Minifter in sank, with
the principal officers of the Maratrg flate, joined in
the propofal to the gentlemen of Bombay, for his
retuwrn 10 Poors.

My, Francis and Mr. Wheler, however, firenue
oufly oppofed the meafure, on varions grounds; and
amongft others, becaufe it was in difobedience ta the
order of the Court of Direors.

L ayaft hete interrupt my narrative, to obferve in
what view, the DireGors confidered the conduct of the
fovernor General in this inftance.

About the 2gth of July, 1778, the Court of Direc-
torsreceived difpatches bath from Bombay and Ben-
gal,.in which they were informed of the plan propofed
to the Prefidency of Bombay, by the opponents of
Nagp Furnefe, of the fap&ion given to it by the
Governor General and Council, and of their refolu-
tion to afkf& them with money and a confiderable re-
inforcemens, in order the more eflettually to carry it
into execytion, and to fupport them in the confe-
quences of it.  Thefe advices the Court of Directors
thought of fuch great importance, that on the 29th
of Auguft 1778, Colonel Capper was applied to by
the Sclet Committee of the Court of Diretors, to
carry a packct to Bombay, of the greateft nacionsl
importance. He accordingly left London the sft of
Scﬁcmbera and by the letters which he braught,
both the géatlemen of Bengal and Bombay had the
fatisfaltion to receive the fulleft approbation of the

H Direftors,
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Direftors, who expr‘efs very ftrong anxiety for Ra-
gobah’s reftoration, and the overthrow of that party
at Poona in alliance with the French. The 6irf} fhip
of the feafon brought out a complete approbation
to Mr. Haftings, for the part which he had aed in
this important bufinefs.#

On the 23d of February, 1778, orders were iffucd
for forming a detachment of fix battalions of Se-
ﬁ.ys, one company of native artijlery, with a regu-

proportion of field artillery, to which were after-
wards added the firft yegiment of cavalry and five
hundred of the Vizier’s Candahar horfe. Colonel
Leflie was appointed to command this force, and or-
dered to march direftly to Bombay by the fhorteft
route he thould judge moft praéticable, and for the
fequel of his operations, he was to obey the orders
of the Prefident and Council of Bombay. This-de-
tachment crofied the Jumma the latter end of May,
with flight and ineffeCtual oppofition from Ballajee
Pundit, the chief of the Maratta territories de-
pendent upon Culpee. In the mean time the defign
which had furnithed the occafion of this expedition
was fuffered to fleep at Bombay, the violent ardour
of that Prefidency for the caufe of Ragonaut Row
ceafing with the removal of the bar which had been
faid on thie profecution of it, It produced however
the principal effe@ts intended by the promotess of it,
Thefe fuddenly affembling their forces on the 3othof
March, deprived Nana Furnefe of his authority, and
invefted Moraba Furnef¢ with it in his figad. This
gfy revolutinn. without hlmsllhcd_ of cgm;gﬂ, proved

1 Vel Jeters wats, 4perored by bis Majeltyte difinjer, o
i
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the extreme weaknefs of the Maratta government,
and the great facility with which the plan, offered to
the Prefidency of Bombay, might have been executed
in its full extent, had they immediately engaged 1n it,
When the gentlemen of Bombay firft heard of Colone}
Leflie’s march, they ordered him to halt and a
days after, they fent him an order to profecute his
march, but without any object defcribed, or plan of
operations propofed, or thought on: tlins abandoned
by the Prefidency of Bombay, Mr. k.. .ngs had re-
courfe to other means which were moie w....n the
compafs of his own direction, and for . hich h. had
in fome degrec made a provifon a corfinirie e ture
before, on the prefumption of the uti'it, o. whik
it might prove in the event of a raupture with the
Marattas.

When the Supreme Council devers wed to fend a
detach%uent to the other fide cf Indwa, the Grvernog
General applied to the Raja of Berar to grant hus
permiffion for its free march through h.s terin it es,
with fuch affiftance as it might require 07 hc way,
He received an immediate anfwer to his apphication
on fuch terms as he withed, and the Raja at the fame
time fent a perfon to the banks of the Nurbudda,
which bpunds his dominions to the north, with g
ftore of grain for the fubfitence of the detachment,
and orders to attend it through his country, of
which he advifed Colonel I.eflie, inviung him tp
take that rowte, and affuring him of his moft friegds
ly reception. . )

* ‘T*he nominal Sovereign of the Maratta flate, who
had lasgusthed in honourable confinement at Smrarah,
‘ H2 “Rajah
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Rajaki- Rios ‘Reajeh, died in December, 1997 He
Tefe fio*chiRbth, and Mooddjet Boufls, Rajih of
Butay, hud ehe fuiréft prevdhfions to the faccefon,
Moinpia St lincal deftent frodr the ancient flock,
"6 the afbpted on of Sehoo Rajuk, the predecefior
o Rum Rejuh, though deptived of bis right by the
artifited of -Ballajee, 'who wis the Paltawa, when
Sahoo Rijeh died. Mr. Haftings fedged Mocdajee
Bo6N t& be & proper perfon to fopply the place of
Ragobeh, in the plan offered to the Suprenre Councit
for overtirning the French influence at Poona, He
pofieflod wealth; power, and a territery extending
from the borders of Bengal almoft o Peona. Ra-
pobah had neivher wealth nor power, nor had-he in-
fluence 1o fupply the want of thefe requifite$, ex-
cept what might arife from the Prefidency-of Bom-
day wking an afive pare in his faveur, 20d it did
not then appear that they took any. M. Huftings
wifhed and cxpe@ed the propefal of 2n illiante to
sume fiom Moodajee, and he had depuded his
Vackdel o hint for that purpefe, a-man of-under-
Rending, and well inftrufted ; tut it nowbecime ne-

teflary to take 2 more-aflive and dytermined part.
+ 'On the ‘sth of July, 1778, advicis, deemed wor-
thy of ceadis, were ‘received from Caity that war
had been.declared bertveer Geeat Britain and France;
@t Parisiot the 18th, and in Londos on the 36th
of March. The deftination of Coumt d*Eftaing’s
flest was not then koown. It was very mrural!y
fuppoﬁ:d to be intended againft Bombay, and the
" St advicss which were received from Enghiod
cendedl fill more firongly to confirm this fuppoftdion,
The
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The Chevalier St. Lubia was known to be fif at
Poona, and to hold frequent cooferences with the
mminifters of the Pathwa., The Supreme Council,
regardiefs of all perfonal confequences, determined
ioftantly to take pofieffion of all the French fettle-
ments in Bengal, and of the thips in the river* At
the fame time, they earneftly recommended to the
Prefidency of Fort St. George, to commence the
fiege of Pondichersy immediately, and if poffible to
fecure the friendfhip of Hyder Ally Cawn. It was
alfo refolved to enter into a negociation with Moeda-
jee, on the grounds which I have mentioned obove.
Mr. Elliot was deputed on this fervice. At
Cuttack he overtook Mr, Chevalier, the Governor
of Chandernagore, who had efcaped from that place,
and was fo far in his way to Pondicherry. Mr.
Elliot had the addrefs to perfuade Moodajee’s
Deputy at that place, to confent to his apprebend-
Ing Mr. Chevalier; which he did, and fent him a
prifoner to Fort William. By his papers, the rc-
ality of the French fcheme againtt us was fully evin-
ted. He then proceeded towards Naigpore, the
capital of Berat : the whole fervice could net have
afforded an agent more proper for fuch an entbaffay,
and Mr. Haftings’s hopes were proportiomably
raifed, but as fuddenly blafted by the untimely death
of that very valuable young man, about a fortmight

aftet ‘he had Jeft Cuttack. It is more than’prdbable

* The Gowr Geaeral and Council took goﬂ'eﬁ'xon of gl! the
French fertlements and dhteir fhips in the river of Bcngﬂ, ip confes
quence of the private advices nanfmntcd to ﬂtm pom’ Cairo by
M, Baldwin, .

that
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that if Mr, Elliot had arrived at Naigpore, an alli.
ance of the moft beneficial confequence to the Eaft~
India Company would have been concluded with
the Rajah of Berar. .

Colonel Leflie, when Mr. Elliot died, had advan-
ced but 120 miles from Calpee, having employed
fo much of his time in fettling the family difpures
of the Buudella Chiefs. He was recalled from his
command on the 7th of O&ober ; but by his death,
Coleonel Goddard had fucceeded to it before the let-
ter reached the camp.

Colonel Goddard immediately profecuted his
march to the banks of the Nerbudda, and was
emhpowered, on his arrival there, to treat with
Moodajce. He deputed his interpreter to the Court
of that Prince ; who, in his letter to Mr. Haftings,
after the death of Mr. Elliot, had defired the nego-
ciation might be transferred to his fecretary ; and
had exprefled the firongeft inclination to bring 1t to
a conclufion,

A fecond, and unexpeted revolution was effeGed
at Poona on the 16th of June, and Moraba Furnefe
was imprifoned, with his principal adhereats. Mo-
raba, before his imprifonment, had made propofals
to the Prefidency of Bombay, who bad refolved to
conduft Ragobah with an army to Poona; a.gir-
cumftance well known o Moodajee, who, in confe-
quence of i, declined the alliance which was pro-
pofed 1o him, deeming Ragobah’s interefis incom~
plitible:wich his own : but with very gordial )profef-
fickd of - frictidfhip for the Eoglith nation, whiclrhe

3 evinced,
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evinced, by furnifhing Colonel Goddard with cafh,
provifions, and draft cattle for his artillery. Colo-~
nel Goddard advanced towards Poona by quick
matches,

I have already obferved that the Bombay gentle-
men had reaffumed their defign in favour of Rago-
bah. The period at which they reaffumed it was
unfavourable; Ragobah’s principal adherents were
confined, and Colonel Goddard, whofe army would
by its prefence have infured fuccefs, was at a con-
fiderable diftance. I with to relate fa&s, and not
to comment upon them. On the 23d of November
the Bombay army, confifting of one hundred and
forty-three artillery, five hundred and forty-cight
European infantry, two thoufand two hundred and
feventy Sepoys, and five hundred Lafcars, was
tranfported to the Continent. Ou the 23d of De-
cember, they afcended the Gauts, and marched to-
wards Poona, and on the gth of January it was de-
termined to retreat, on account of a fcarcity of
provifions, although they had a fupply for eighteen
days, and there was butr one fhort day’s march to
Poona. So much alarmed had the minifters been
for the event, that, by their agent at Bombay, thep
had offered frefh terms to the Governor before the
army advanced. The commanding officer, Colonel
Cockburn, when confulted, faid, that be had not a
doubt of the army’s marching to Poona, but that
our troops had not been ufed to retreac.  Hawever,
the refolution was aot to be altered. The army was
formed into three divifions, encumbergd with bag-

838%
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gage, and moyed off by nighe. They were attacked,
by numerqus bodies of Marattas, but defeqde&
themflves with the vtmoft hrayery, and fuftained a
lofs comparatively fmall, if the length of the action
and the numbers of the foe are confidered. In the
evening of that day, application was_mgde to Nana
and Sindis, for an updifiurbed retrest of the army
to Bombay ; this was granted, upon the humiliating
terms, that Salcot, and every other acquifition by
the Bombay Government fince the time of Mahde-
row, fhould be given up, and that orders fhould be
fent 1o Colonel Goddard, to return with his army to
Bengal. It is true the Committee * who governed
that stmy, gave an exprefs declaration, in writing,
that they had not the power to bind the Supremg
Council to the ohfervance of thefe terms, and the
Maratta Chiefs know it wasfo. .

By this fagal check the honour of the Britith arms
was tacnifhed, the caufe of Ragobah Row given up;
and, had the treaty been valid, all our conquefts
uvpon the Malabar coafts ceded to the Marattas,
That the corps which took the ficld from Bombay,
was firong enough to refit. the united force of the

empire, is beyond 3 doybt; thar it was able
to ducmouns every obftrucion which the fuddcniy.
colleed army of the Marattas gould have thrown
in jtg way,ds highly prabable, (fince two of our

+ ¥ The Council of Bombay, on the 4th of Noverber, “lppointd
Mr. Cardge, Colote! Egetton, and Mr. Moy, s Comnttieres va
cardy theit plag inso expeuticns dhis wes cplled thoPasns Commit-
we. Mr, Motyn died during the expsdition.

~
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battalion with four field pieces, in February,
1780, put twenty thoufand of ther beft ttoops
under Madajee Sindia to the rout) but that by wait-
ing for the junltion of General Goddard's army,
every paffibility of a failure would have been avoid-
ed, canpot be difputed.

Colonel Goddard, when he was about three hun-
dred miles from Surat, and the fame diftance from
Poona, received an order from the Poona Commite
tee to return to Bengal, without any notice being
taken of the difafter, and retreat of the Bombay
army ; after mature reflection, he determin:d, not-
withftanding this order, to advance towards Sutat.
On his march, a Vackeel from the]Maratta minifters
arrived in his camp, with a copy of the convention.
Colonel Goddard denied that the Cormirtee had
any authority over him, and faid that he was direc-
ted to march to Bombay for the fecurity of the Com=
pany’s pofleflions againft the defigns of the Fienck,
and that he fhould profecute his march. He effec~
ted his arrival at Surat on the 18th of Febroary,
1779

Sit Eyre Coote arrived in Bengal on the 27th of
March, 1779; the Supreme Couricil was thert com-
plete, and the Governor General at the firft affembly
of the Board, although they had not received a foll
account of the tranfations at Bombay, propofed
that we thould, if poffible, conclude a lafting peace
with the Marattas, upon the terms of Colonel Up-
ton’s treaty, His propofal was unanimoufly agreed
to, and Colotiel Goddard appointed the misifter of
this Government. ° - ‘
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The Supreme Council were,as upanimous iu‘di{a..
vowing the convention of Worgaum, concluded by
the Poona Committed ; but, anxious for peace with
the Maratias, and on a fuppefition that the gentle-
men of Bombay might not heartily co operate with
them, Colonel Goddard was inftruéked to ufe his
utmoft endeavours to effe@® a reconciliation. All
thefe refolutions were moved by the Governor Ge-
neral ; no member of the Board propofed ‘to avow
the convention of Worgaum ; upon what grounds
therefore hath Mr. Haftings fingly been charged as
the author of the fecond Maratta war ?

Colonel, now General, Goddard, w hen he had re-
ceived his inflruftions, communicated his appaint-
~ment to the minifters at Poona ; and they deputed a
Vackeel to negotiate a treaty of peace with him.
Before this Vackeel argived at Surat, Ragobah had
mece his efcape from the officers of Sindia, who had
charge of his perfon, and were conveying him to a
place of copfinement. He fled to Surat, and Gene-
ral Goddard agreed to give him perfonal protettion ;
informing the minjfters at Paona of this unexpetted
event. The Vackeel arrived at Syrat — rceewcd our
propofals—returned to Poona, and .pmm:fcd to
fovward a categorical anfwer in three weeks, After
fome delays, dyring which time General Goddard
received intelligence that the minifters wgre nego-
tisfing a treary, with Hyder Ally, and making every
rpreparation fos war, the,Vackeel returned to, Surat,
with the poly tergs op which ghe Mam;tas would

epnfent to a peace.  Thele were, that e @pplgi cede
Salferee
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Salferte o, thew, and deliver up the perfon of Rago-
bah Row; Thus were the efforts of the Supreme
Council difappointed. Can this difappointment be
attributed to a want of zeal for an accommedation,
either-in the Governor General or General God-
dard ?

General Goddard at the fame time received intel-
ligence, that an alliance had been concluded at
Poona, berween Hyder Ally, the Marattas, Nizam
Ally Cawn, and Moodajee Boofla. By the principal
article of it, the Marattas, under Madajee Sindia
and Tukajee Holkar, were o a& againft General
Goddard in Guzzerat ; Hyder Ally was to invade
the Carnatic; the Nizam the Northern Circars, and
Moodajee Boofla, Bengal, The truth of this iatel-
ligence has fince been fatally confirmed. The Ni-
zam, the projeftor of the treaty, acted the part
which he did, in revenge; for the Prefidency of Fort
St. George having concluded an alliance with his
brother, Bazakt Jung, by which they acquired pof-
fefion of the Guntoor Circar; and Hyder Ally
Cawn very ftrongly exprefied nis difgait at our ac-
quifition of that Circar. This bufinefs will doubt-
Jefs be fully inveftigated ; and it is foreign from my
fubje& to take any farther notice of it here. Moo-
dajee Boofla was very unwillingly drawn in to take a
part againt us. Of this there cannot be a doubr,
as be regularly kept the Governor General informed
of the defigns which were formed againtt us, and
purpofely delayed *be march of his army uptil the
feafon of a&tion fhould i:cpaﬁ, with the hope that

2 in
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in the 1aft uins cur differences with the Mirateas
would huvé'beén accorhmodated. “The Nizami has
hitherto been inaive, though the original projector
of the confideracy.

“The army at Sorat was firengthened by detach-
ments from Bombay and Fort St. George , and Ge-
neral Goddard was furnithed with difcretional orders,
fhould the téeaty with the Marattas prove abortive.
He took the field i1 December, 17793 and foon af-
ter concluded a treaty with Futty Sing Guicawar, by
which the extenlive province of Guzzerat was equal-
Iy divided between the Eaft-India Company and him,
He immediately advanced towards Ahmedabad, the
capital of that part of Guzzerac which was in the

fleflion of the Marattas. This place our troeps
tovk by florm; a conqueft which added greatly to
the fplehdour of our arms. In three months he en-
tirely fubdued the whole province. Madajee Sindia,
‘who had afftmbled the Maratta forces, was marche
" ing with an intent to reclieve Ahmedabad, not fup-
pofing that we fhould fo foon be in pofleffion of it.
General Goddard, leaving a garrifon in this place,
_ advanced towards the Maratta army to offer them
batdde ; which, notwithftanding their great foperién-
ty of numbers, and the unfortunate event of the
Bombay expedrion, which muft pavorslly have
efated them, their General declined opon évery oc-
cafion.

. 'So anxidus wes General Goddard, knowing the
§[°°d confequénce of engaging the Muranta army,
; od the 2d 6F April, 1485, ke Rfe his artty on

their
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- sbeir; groundy and advanced to ftorm ghe ememy’s
gamp at the head of two hundred Europeans, ten
gompanies of grenadier Sepoys, three battalians
of Sepoys, two twelve and ten fix-pounders, with
the firft regiment of Cavalry and the Candahar horfe;
with this force, fo greatly inferior to the troops that
revreated before the Maratta army the preceding year,
he advanced, paffed their principal guards, and in-
ftaatly attacked the main body drawn up ready to
receive hum, Our artillery did great execution
amongft their numerous cavalry, and in an hour
from the commencement of the ation they retreated,
after a confiderable lofs ; nor did a fingle horfeman
appear to moleft our army in its return to camp.
Every alion of this campaign was equally glorious
to our arms. Captain John Campbell, of the Ben-
gal eftablithmene, was detached with a foraging
party to a confiderable diftance from their camp ;
and on his return with a large convoy of provifions,
he was attacked by Sindia at the head of twenty
thoufand men, the flowes of the Maratta army,
Captain Campbell formed his detachment, confifting
of two battalions of Sepoys, and four field pieces,
to the beft advantage, repulfed the Marattas, who
Joft between five and fix hundred men, many of
whom were killed by the fire of the flank compa-
nies of our line. Captain Campbell, after this re-
markable ation, joined General Goddard *withour
the lofs of a man, or of any part of his convoy.
Licutengnt Welth, of the Bengal eftablifhment,
was detached by General Goddard on the ?')di of

: ~
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My, to farprize a body of fit thoufasd Marattas §
Jis force conited of the firft regiment of cavalry
and & bateslion of Sepoys. Licutcnapt Welhh,
whien he *had performed half his march, found, by
salculating the time which remained, that if he
waited for his infantry, be fhounld not arrive beforg
day break in the enemy’s camp, He therefore came
to the fpirited refolution of advancing at the head of
the cavalry only ; with this force he entered the Ma
Tatra cawp, and feized the enemy’s cannon, which he
wrned upon them in thew flight, The rout was ge.
weral, The commanding officer and a grest number
of the Mo-ar x5 vere killed ; and the aptillery, bazar,
ammunition, &c. fell into qur hands., No victory
could be more decifive ; and this officer had the good
fortune foon after to get poffeffion of two forts, which
Jutirely completed the conqueft of Guzzera.

Mijor Forbes, of the Bengal eftablithment, at the
heard of two battalions of Sepoys, effeGually fur-
prized and routed a body of 7000 Marattas, and with
This a&tion clefed the campaign of 1780, both par-
ties retiring to winter quarters for the rainy feafon,
General :Godderd commenced the prefent campaigy
bjthe conqueft of the important fort of Baffein, angd
by u detifive viGory over the Maratta army, which
had bren fent to yeliewe the place, The Marartas
thensfidves deeply feel the lofs of this impercant for-
arefs, which they had esken from the Portugueke ak
ora fiege of twoyears,.

“mEmeyw revurndo the tranfaGlions-in Bengal, whene
Whe'meafures propafed by Mr. Haftings were attend-
ad with the moft brilliant advantages.

‘When
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When the Governor General found, by Geueral
Goddard’s difpatches, that we had no hopek of ea
accommodation with the Marattas, he cencluded
that the only mode of bringing them ia one came
paign to reafonable terms would be by attacking
them in every quarter 3 for this purpofe he entered
igto a treaty with the Rana of Gobhid, an indepen-
dent prince, whofe country had been invaded by
‘them. Mr. Haftingss motives for entering iato this
alliance were, to diftrefs the Marattas, by making a
confiderable diverfion in one of their beft provinces,
in conjuttion with the Rana’s forces, and, if poffible,
to acquire pofleflion of the important fortrefs of Guz-
lier. Buthe had another view, which would effe&ual-
1y have humbled the Marattas, and in which he muft
have fucceeded, if the diftra&ted ftate of ovr Govern-
ment, and the continual reports of his difmiffion
from his ftation, had not deterred the Rajahs depen-
dent ypon them from entering into a clofer connec-
tion with us. )
, The principal revenues and refources of the Maw
rattas arife from the annual tribute paid to them by
she Rajahs of Oudepore, Joudpore, Zeynagur, Bo-
poul, Narva, Bundlecund, &c. &c. Thefe Princes,
whe take every opportunity of evading their pay-
ments, had now a fair opportunity of fhaking off
their dependance, And had the Government of Ben-
gal been at liberty to have exerred itfelf at this time,
or had not an idea of a ehange of men and meafurss
ushappily been induftrioufly propagated throyghoat
. ‘Indoftan,
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Yndoftan, the Mararta war would have been concla.
ded upon opr gwn terms masy months ago. )

I will now proceed to relate the’ important confe-
quences, which were produced by our alliance with
the Rana of Gohid, fmall as his dominions may be,
‘When the treaty was concluded, the Marattas werg
in poffefion of she beft part of his country, Major
Popham, at the head of 2000 Sepoys, 40 Evropean
artillery, a body of 120 horfe, and 4 field piccgs,
fix-poypnders, marched to bis affiftance. With this
lhutle army, he in a few months drove the Marattas
out of the Rana’s country, purfued them, and en-
tirely conquered one of their provinces, producing
ar annual revenue of fix lacks of rupegs. In the
coyrfe of this fervice he took feveral forts, beat up
the Maratta camp; nor were all the efforts of above
15,000 Marattas able to oppofe the fuccefs of his
gallant littde army.  The moft important achion ftijl
rgmajos $o be relaed. When Major Popham’s de-
tachment had cantoned for the rains, Mr. Haftings-
peopoled to bim to make an attempt upon Gualier,
He kagw this place to be fo ftrong, that it never
could be saken by regular approaches; and he kpew
tq0. that the enemy, confident in the natural frength
of the plage, would be more liable to be furprized.
The importance of the conqueft may be well con-
ceived whep it is_known, that by all ranks of men
in al] ages, this place has been denominated, The
impregnable Fortrefs of Gualier. As fuch, Colonel

JA2ew fpeaks of it in feveral parts of his Hiltory of
Iadoftan,
., In
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In a country where we retain our authotity, By"
an opinion whick the natives have, pot only of our
fuperiot genius for war, but alfo our good fottune,
fuch a ¢onquedt, at fuch a time, would be equal 1o
the inoft decifive vitory in the field. I believe there
was 1iot 2 man in Bengal who differed in opinion
with' Mr. Haltings as to the importance of this place;
but I well remember when the treaty with the Rana
of Gohid was concluded, the impofiibility of our
getting poficffion of Gualier was frequently mens
tioned. Major Popham, who by the furprize of this
plice, has acquired immortal honour in India, had
the good fortune to reccive fome impbrtant in-
formatton from a party of Mewattes, who  had
found means to enter the place by night at diffe-
rent times.

He employed fpies to examine the place wheré
thtfe men had entered, and from their report con-
ceived the defign to be pofiible  In compliance with
Mt. Haltings’s repeated folicitations, and guided by
his 6wn judgment, he made every preparation for
the attempt with the utmoft fecrefy, only two perfons
béing privy to it. The aight before the executiof
of it, he wrote to the Governor General, informed
himm that the atterhpt was to be made early the nest
morning, and ke hoped in cafe of failure, that Mr,
Haftings would do him the juftice to fay, it wuse
at his defire that he had undertaken an enterprize,
whiich, if it failed, would be denominated rath sed
impsaticable; if it focceeded, would redound-ws
much to the honour of the Governor Genetal, -by

’ K whofe
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whofe advice it was undertaken, a3 of thofe by whom
it was cecuted. The foccefs was ‘equal to the -
sit and pradence of the alion ; it was talen on the
4th of Aunguft, 1780, and thiat with the trifling lofs of
20 Sepoys wounded. .

It is impoffible to defcribé she defpondengy of,
the Mamttas upen this important event, The whele
dountry adjoiniag to Gualier was immediately eva-
cuated by their traops, and our military, reputation
proportiondbly raifed. T his was the favourable mo-
shent for us, and if Mr. Flaftings conld have pro-
feed by it, as he withed w0 have done, the power
of ‘the Marattas in India_ would have funk at once.
M. Haftings, previous to the cpture of Guafier,
katd propofed te form a frong detachment in- Gohid,
for the purpofe of advancing into the province of
Malwa, the country of Sindia, the Maratta general.
Ju this the Governor General was over ruled; al-
shough he had every reaton to believe, thatin the
conda® of that branch of adminiftration he was to
meet with 80 oppofition. If the detachment had been
formed, as Mr. Haftings had propofed, the capture
of Gualier enfured us the utmoft fuccefs in its ope-
rarions.

General Goddard had esrncitly prefied the Go-
verdor Gepetral and Council to 1nvade the province
of Matwe;, which would have diverted the attention
ofSindiu from Guezerat; and one campaign wéuld
have Bhiftied the war with honour and advantage on
ourfide. An event which no Member of the Board
mere’ carnelly wilhed to fbe accomplithed then

s, - Mr,

-
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Mr, !ilkhing!";‘ paticularly as Hyder Ally Cawn
bad, it July, 1780, invaded the Carnatic, where
dur fortes were utterly unprepared to receive
Rim.
On the 1gth of September an exprefs arvived in
Calcutta from the Secret Committee of Fort St
Gedrge, informing the Supreme Council that the
fidwer of their army had been cut off or taken pri-
foners by Hyder Ally, and that Sir He@or Munro,
with the part of the forces under his command, had
getreuted'to the mount with the lofs of his baggage
and parr of his artillery. This inteligence was ag-
companied by advice that a confiderable French 8w,
with land forces on board, were on their way to
India.

This important intelligence left little room fog,
deliberation, and at the firft meeting of the Board,
the Governor General propofed that Sir Eyre Coote
thould be requefted to take the command of the army,
at Madras. That a reinforcement of Europesns
fhould be fent to the coafl by fea, with a fupply of
fifteen lacks of rupees ; and thac a large detachment
of Sepoys fhould be formed to march to the Car~
natic as foon as the feafon would permut. That an
inftant offer of peace fhould be made to the Marattas
upon terms {o advantageous to them, as almoft to
enfure their acceptance of them. The feafon was
fo far advapced that the embarkation of teoops
would be attended with difficulty and danger. Bug
the Goveraor General, juftly confidering that every

K2 rifque
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-fifqee was“tb e run, wheit probibly the véry
- exiftenee of the Company would depend upon theéir
arrival, defpifed every inferiar confideration. Mr.
Francis oppofed the embarkation of the troops,*and
“would only agree to feven lack of rupees being fent
from Bengal. However, all thefe motions were'¢ar-
cried by the majority: and Sir Eyre Coote, with fix
hundred and forty Europeans, fifteen lacks of* ru-
.pees, and a great fupply of provifions arrived at
*Madras, in lefs than two months, computed from
the return of the army under Sir He&or Munro, at
. the monnt on the 14th of September, to the arrival
.of the laft thip of the fleet, the Duke of Kingfton,
at Fort 5t. George, on the sth of November. It
will undoubtedly refle@ great honour upos Mr,
Haftings and Sir Eyre Coote, that they had fpirit
enough to afford fuch extraordinary aids to the Pre-
fidency of Fort St. George, at a feafon in which the
navigation from Bengal to Madras had hitherto been
'« interdicted on account of the dangers which attend-
ed it
I have related as briefly and as clearly as I-was
. able, the rife and progrefs of the Maratta war, from
the 12th of December, 1777, to the clofe of the
year 1780. Upon what ground or fuggeftion “this
war cah be areributed to Mr. Haftings, let every man
" judge whoreads this account.
The occafion of the war was planned and executed
withéut the kaowledge or previous confure of the

° Governor Generaly who had another participation in
ik it
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Y than by 'providing, by an extraordinary exers
for she' fupport of the meafures undertaken by the
Prefidency of Bombay if they fucceeded, and for its
yprefervation if they failed. The Court of Direftors
dave warmly approved of the exertions made by the
Government of Bengal. Coloacl Goddard arrived
deafonaoly for the prefervation of Bombay, and.for
the redemption of the national bonour, which ad
without it been irretrievably loft. Qur fucceffes in
every part, after the Marattas had rejected all sea-
fopable terms of accommodation, gave the Governor
General the ftrongeft hopes of fpeedily terminating
it by fuch advantages as thould have amply recom-
penfed the Company for the expences which bad.-at-
tended it, and the calamities with which it had
commenced. In the midft of our fuccefles, another
und more interefling occalion called for the exertion
of the Government of Bengal. The prefervation of
.Fort St. George depended upon their refolutions.
The misfortunes upon the coaft cannot be attributed
to Mr. Haftings. If the general opinion is to have
weight, the javafion of the Carnatic might have
been prevented by the aflembly of our army in the
month of June. If the confeffion of the Nizam to
Mr. Holland may be credited, (and it is confirmed
by the evidence of the moft public notoriety) that
invafion was the fole effet of a confederacy formed
at-his infligation, and diQated by his refentments of
the infringements made by the Sele® Commistde of
Fort St, George on his rights obmined by the
treaty:
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freaty fubBitiry- bétween hind and-Yhe Compiny, swff
his uatural appechenfion of hoftifities, mm:ded{vy‘
ﬂ\ugwetmm ageinfl him, -

*When M Halting propofed wmnduae 8 tresty
of pehct with che Muarsttas, he recomniewded to the'
Poard 1o form thé treaty in Calewttr, to fend it cxdv
coted by the Supreme Comncil, to Meodajee Boofls,
the Rajsh of Bersr, 'who had repeacedly offered hiny:
{ft1f 3¢ medintor between ‘our Government and ‘the:
Mardttas. This treaty was rejedied, and the rexfon
was obeious; Hyder Ally Cawn had cue off a thind
of our arary. He had taken Arcot, when he wad’
prociaimed Nabob &f the Carnatic.  He had bosft-
cd, that he would prevent -the Englith army from
moving frony the Mount, and that he was to be joim..
ed in a month by gooo French regulars from the
Iitands, when he would commence the fiege of Fort
St George. The French fleet, fix fil of the fine and
five frigates, appeared on the coaft of Coromandet.
Under thefe circumftances, the Marartas deeming-outt
fitvation 2 defperate one, rejelted all tremty, except
upoh the moft difgrateful terms ssus,

" $ir Eyre Coote tok the ficld on the dgd of Jani
ry, 1781 Ob his ‘march & Pbndichery, be ro-
pearediy-fferod biattle 1o Hyder Afly Chwrn,

His demcignenté were upon all occafions fisteefss
fut, wigaimitobery fuperiority of numbers. ‘T army
under 1t cématanit vias the-fineft that ever took the

" Geld S Fudik; fe ‘poine: of difcipline snd’pinsibers,
and complerely! prewided with artiflery and militaty

m ‘rbcmmmuguto revenge-the haté de -
feat
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feat and .defmuflion. of their companions, The
Fxtqch Hext, aftex appearing of Madras, on the
ngth of January, went off witheut even makmg an
aptpmpt to_ deftroy, the fhips in that rvad, in which
they mufl baye fucceeded. The Sect had not 2 fine
gl foldier on board, except their marines, and on &
report that Sir Edward Hughes was returning érom
ﬁﬂmbay za the coaft of Coromandel, quitted the coaft
oy the 16th of February, and returned to the iflands,
In 4dditios 20 the army under the command of Sit
Eyre Coote, Colonel Pearfe was advancing from
Bgogal with ten batealions of Sepoys and twenty
pigces of camon, This force would arrive in
she ncighbourhood of Madras in the month of
June,

The Marartas at the commencement of this cam-
paign, had been defeated in a general action by Ge»
neral Goddard, who the day after took the fore of
Bafiein. Licutenant Colonel Camac, adyvancing at
the head of twelve battalions of Sepoys to the proe
vince of Malwa, has had the gocd fortune to gaina
complete viftory againft an army of 30,000 men,
copmanded by Sindia in perfon, the effe@ of whict
muft be greatly beneficial to General Goddard’s de-
figns. Gualier was garrifoned by our traops, and
by that means a fafe communication was preferved
with the dominions of our ally the Vizier. Our
fo;qs in Bepgal were fo. fationed, as to prevgat

all-danger faamp ap iavafion, fhould it be atgempted.
Thefe favourable. ciscumbignces make an hoogutable
peass wish the Marartas s probable evept. .

t 2 In
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In this reyiew of the rife and progrels of the Mag,
vatta war, let it be rcmecreg; that the mgn‘;ﬁg
,of marching an army acrofs India, was n

gén@oép?:cﬁdency of Bofnb%x in the execution og
their original plan, but to fupport them in the cgn-
s of it to ug, and to prote&t the interefts” of
the Eaft-India Company from the effe@s of a ¢on*

pection well known to bg formed between the rulif
member of rhe Maratta flate and the avowed agent
of the King of France. General Goddard very oﬁ-
tunely arrived at Surag, for the prefervation pf
bay, The Governor General, uf,o faw in as
ftrong a light as any other mewber of the Board, the
difadyantages even of a fuccefsful war with the M’
rattas, (however great the neceflity might Be of re-
tricving our mulitary reputation) fhould the 3Pe,r§:
tions be continued beyond one campaign, opofed
% them the moft equitable terms of peace ; and i
Jetter which he himfelf drew up to the Commitiet at
Bombay, the Supreme Council ablerve, « 'Hi%’mg
« given full powers to Colonel Goddard to nego-
¢ ciatg and conclude a pgace with the Marattas, we
« have only to repeat, that we look to the iffue
“ of that commiffion as our primary obje@, and the
“ germination of all our political views on your fide
“ of India, if it prove fuccelsful” To Colond
Gogddagd, ;the Board obferve, * Dur firft defire i§' to

« obtain peage.” ‘ . ‘

v . When Raggnraut Row had efcaped from Madzjee
Sundia, qpd had jgined Genecel Goddard, wha cop-

feated to give i perlonal protedian, ¢ Supréme
gixe ip pelpns! groieiohy fhe Suprges

(34 »
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Cooncil spprove of its being continued to him, pro-
vided -he fhall « not attempt to defear the effedt of
« your gcgohauons, to which you are to give yout
“ ¢ntir¢ attention without regard to any other confi-
% deration.” ‘With fuch proofs of Mr.*Haftings’s
fincere difpofition to accommodate our differences
with the Marattas, what are the grounds to fuppofe
he wag Jefs inclined to a pacification than Mr. Fran-
cis, ‘ot.any other member of the Board ¢ The Go-
yérnor General was not at all involved in the difgrace
which the geatlemen of Bombay had incurred by
their ill-timed expedition ; on the contrary, the
Coyrt of Dire@ors had conveyed to him, by an ex-
prefs over land, their apprabation of the part which
he had taken in their affairs. The anfwer of the
Peona Durbar to our propofals was conveyed in few
words. * They would only confent to a peact on
¢ thefe conditions: That we fhould give up the per-
s fon of Ragobah, and cede the ifland of Salfette tg
# them,” Was it even propofed by any member of
thé Supreme Council to purchafe a peace by fuch
conceffions 2 It was not. The war was therefore a
war of neceflity on our part ; and from this moment
it ought to have been profecuted wich the utmoft vi-
gous. Thwarted and oppofed as the Gavernor Ge-
nesal was, the brilliant fucceffes which have attgnded
our srms will fully prove what our Government
when ynited may be capable of,

That T might not break in upon the narrative of
the Maratea war, I have paffed over the other tranf-

-alions of Goverament .during that period. The
. . L refolution
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refolution fo commence hoftilities apainft the French,
on the 7¢h of July, 1778, before any regular advices
of a supture had been reccived from England, re-
fle@s honour upon every meniber of the Supreme
€ouncil i proportionto the refponfibility which éach
§neurred by fo fprrited a meafure.  The celerity with
which two fhips of 40 guns ecach were fitred out,
and joined Sir Edward Vernon before Pondicherry,
srriving there againft the mosfoon, in leis rien two
months from the day when they were ardered to be
equipped, the plan formed for the defemce of the
river, when the deftination of the Toulon fleet was
upknown, the reinforcements ordered to be traifed fur
the army, the difpefision, of our forces, and theé of-
jembly of the mukitia, are fubftantial proofs of the
attention of the Governor General and Council to
the prelervation of the valuable empire committed
to their charge, and the fpirit which animated afl
#anks of men living under their Goverament,

Why the French miffed fo favourable an opporta-
mty of astacking us on the Malabar coat we know
net, ‘but it would have been & wery poor fatisfadtion
w0 his country if Ms. Haflings bad flopped the
mareh of the army deftined for the prolervation of
Bombay, at fo ¢ricigal a period, either ob sccount
of the expence attending it, of t0 add &ill weore
the fecurity of Bengal, already well fecured,if shat
place. bad.heen attacked the foliawing .yewr. The
ma;orky of the fupreme Cougciltherafure dewevmtined
at this time, that theiz army thondd advance ; snd
the Governor General had she fimangeft and - beft
. T fouade

d
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founded expeétations of carrving the projefted sili-
anog with Moodajee Boofla into execurtion ; which
was intended effeGually to preclude the French nation
from tetritorial pofleffions 1n every part of India.

The semporary agreement between the Governor
General and Mr, Francis, and the extraordinary
event it produced, are falls, the elucidation of which
is difagreeable. Certain it is fome agreement was
made as to the comdo® of the war, as certain that
Mr. Hattings, as well before asin the meetings whick
he¢ had with Mr, Francis, infifled, that as the whole
refponfibility of the war with the Marattas was, by
Mrs. Frencis and Mr. Wheler, thtown upon him,
bhe thould have the entire conduét of it, and as cer-
tain that the perfons in Mr. Haftings's confidence
underftood that was agreed to.

The Governor General’s plan for carrying on the
war was confeffedly the beft that could have been
propofed. The operations of a fmall army the laft
campaign had put us in pofleflion of an extenfive
couiiity, had confiderably added to our military re-
putation ; and during the rains, that very feafon id
which Mr. Francis contended nothing could be done,
Majer Popham teok the imiportant fostrefs of Gua-
Jier, By Mr. Francie’s oppofition to the Govemor
Geneeal's piin, our arthy, which was formied the laft
eanpaign, was diftrefled for' pdy; and continued” in-
ative, when icmight' have nioved withf greateffet ¢
that apmy which asuft have (b comipletely divided the
fovces and the aneavion of the Marattas, astd madé
w-fuceefsful in-every gdarcet,

) L2 The
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The plan -which Mr. Haftings propofed Yor-ir-
rying on the Maratta war exaftly correfponded with
onc drawn up by an extelitnt officer; Lieutenamt-
, Colonel Upton, of whom Mr. Francis himfelf bad
thclughcﬁ: opwion. This gentlsmah had-traveiled
to Poona by land, and his fentiments were certataly
a firong confirmation of the propricty of the Gover-
nor General’s propofitions. The great expences of
the war are doubtlefs to be lambated ; but there ure
feafons when gteat expences are abfolutely neciffaty ;
sor cana Government, like ours, hope to be feeiire,
if in time of war we areé contented to guard ot fron-
tier fonly This we muft do at a confiderable
_expencé, and with the lofs of rcputation sbut
by invading the ‘dominions of oor enemies,
we. have kept them at home, we haye deprived
shem . of refources for carrying .on the war, we
.hav; infufed’ fuch a degree of fpirit into the mative
$roops in our fervice, Yhat they dook upon themfelves
as invincible when headed by Britfh officers joand
the conguefts which_we have made would have

. amply repaid us for all our.expences, .had the laba<
gon of the C,a;mcw taken place.
. Tbc Gaverpor General “wopld have had wo @iffi-
cpl:y in extending the influence :of the Compeny
shrough all the Souptries, now dependent [apionsthe
Marattas, if the fative powers of India had disd the
{amg opinipn',of the confinuance efyhiy, anthority,
% was umciﬁlly' ¢heertained of hig fapexior ahifitics
and gond fgﬁ% + But usforqunseely, Me:s Hafle
tinos. norwithfundine hiz "’Mm cptd he-

veg
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wer cfaccthcd'c ideas which had fo generally been

senpeived fram Renares to Debly, and in the  Decan,
of his Jpeedy removal from the Govcrnmenc of
Bengal.

Before Sir Eyre Coote’s arrival, it was univerfally
given out by the friends of Mr. Francis, that he
would undoubtedly take a decided part againft Mr,
Haitings. Thefe declarations fo often repeated,
made a deep impreffion upon our aflies, and were
atrended with very ferious confequences. 1 will
menrion one that immediately occurs to me.

When our military eftablifament was confiderably
increafed, in confequence of the war with France,
Mr. Haftings though§ it reafonable that Cheyt Sing,
the Raja of Benares, and a vaffal of the Company,
fhould pay a proportion of an expence incurred for
our common defence. This he fixed at five lacks of
rupees per annum,-and the Raja was with fome dif-
ficulty prevailed npon-o advancé this fum, but'he
pofitively refufed to continue the payment beyond
the firtt year; and in this refolution he was con-
firmed by a knowledge of Mr. Franciss fentiments,
who difapproved of any compulfion being ufed for
the comtinuance of the payment. The intrigues of
the Raja’s Vackeel in Calcutta, previous to the Gene-
ral’s arrival, were very well known ; but as Sir Eére
€oaate. fupporzed the authority of the Governor Ge-
neral, the Raja was obliged, not only to pay five
lacks of rupses for another year, but in addition tor
i, the expences incusred: by- the march of two bat-

¢alions to Benare rﬁ'ﬁw thie purpofe of enforting the

o N - Paymcn'x
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payment, if he fhould continue obftinate. If the
Rajah had not reccived the moft pofitve aflurances
from his agent at Calcurta, that Mr. Francis was
on the point of fucceeding to the Government, he
nover wduld have reduced Mr. Halings to’ the ne-
ceffiry of taking fo viclent 2 meafure, for the fup~
pert of his own autharity and the Conpany’s in-
torefts,

. If tha expelation of a change in Bengal had been
produflive of no efleds more detrimental to the pub-
lic fefvice tham the contemptible oppofitien of the
Raja of Benaves, it had been fortunate; buc inde-
peadent of the givat relaxation of Government in
ous-gwa provinces, which was, and always muft be
the confequence of it, fuch an expectation very effen-
tislly interfered with the only plan by which the
Marauts war could be broughe to a fpeedy and fuc-
cafsful termination. The Rajas of Jaynagur, Narva,
Bundlecund, 8c. were all, 1 can affirm from the
beft authority, eager to throw off their dependence
upon the Marattas ; the flighteft affiftance from us
would have enabled them to doit. The fuccefsful
operations-of Major Popham’s little army 4as very
proliably produced this effec, if a peace is ot yer
coaciuded, .

Our palitical influence was exstended immediately
uptn. Mr. Haftings’s acceflion to the chair, Everp
power in India has an agent in Calcutta; angd thefe
men regnlardy wanfitic to their printipals the ingelli-_
gence of the day. Infinenced by the mtdhgence
thus sevsived, shéy Kave univerfally dreaded, sod
‘W Ms. Haﬁhgs's removal, and have ‘bccn

deterred
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déterred from taking part with fo unfleady a Goo
vernment.

Mr. Francis will excufe me for obferving that he
is refponfible for the fatal confequence which follow-
ed, from the opinion of a change in the Govern-
ment being fo univerfal. The paragraphs of the
general letters, from the direCtion which reflefted
moft {everely upon Mr. Haftings, were induftriontly
circulated ; Mr. Fiancis, in the moft unreferved
manner, exprefled his certainty of fucceeding’ him
in a few meonths, nor could all the efforts of Mr.
Middleton at Lucknow, or Mr. Graham at Benares,
obviate the bad effetts which fuch pofitive declars-
tions produced throughout Indoftan. I affem, no.
thing can be fo detrimental to the interefts of the
Britifh nation in India, as a divided or vnfettled ad-
miniftration in Bengal; and whatever fyftem tive
Court of Diredters may adept in future, or whom-
ever they may think proper to employ, they ought
0 give the ruling members every public fupport in
their power. The hands of Government fhould be
ftrengthened by every poffible means. Profperity
attended the confidence which they placed in Mr.
Haftiags ; and reverfe of fortune, the diminution, ot
more properly the annihilation of his authority.

1 now beg leave to offer a few remarks upon the
frate of our affairs in India.

Qur fituation is indecd fo very alarming, that
there are many mea who will believe, and memy
more who will affeét to belicve them irretrievable y X -
muft confefs that it will reguire all the abiHtics, die
integrity, and the firmaefs of the Governer Gcner;zll,‘

wit
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with cvery piofibie degree. of {uppert that ‘can be
given from home, to reftore Bengal to its former
profperitys; but thae Mr, Haftings willefie® this, if
he-is treated with that confidence which his great
apd important fervices entitle bim &p cxpc&,*lthave
ot the fmalieft doubt,

What was.our itustion in Bengal, when Mx,
Xaftings-arrived there in 1772 ; and what is it at
this time? To bying this fubjeét. ro one point of
view, 1 muft recapitulate what Lhave already ob-
ferved. At the former period,. the Company’s debe
at intereft was above one lundred and cwenty lacks.
The Coust of Directors. the feafon before had
‘een drawn upon for one hundred and twenty lacks.
“There was no profpeét of providing future inveft-
ments but by.an iacreafe of the bond debt, as oqur
civil and military expences, were barely defrayed by
the annual revenues. In one year only what a
change was cffeéted. The alliance with Sujah Dosw-
Jah brought fuch an ample fupply of treafure into
Bengsl, that every fervice was fully provided for,
and the bond-debt reduced. Until this period, our
foreign conneltions only ferved to accelerate the ruin
of oue provinces, by draining them of the litdcfpecic
that remained in them. N
* No one good effe€t was experienced from our. al-
liance with Sujak Dowlah, before Mr. Haftinga's
aceeffion to the. ehairs an eptire brigade keps at

s Allahabed, which was paid by the expartation of

tfilver from Bengal, was a ruin, .

- o & very coafiderable fum was faved by the redue-
tion of the ftipends paid to the Nabob and his
"o minifters.
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mintfets, In this particular, where the interelt of
the Compaty: vhas concerned, Mr, Hafiogs paid 2
Potneett artention to the orders of, the Court of Dj-
3oy, At the feafon when the Supeere Counnil
afrived, our inveftment was fo confidershly increafs
e, that twd extra fhips, the Anfon and the Negy-
thumberiaad, were fent home, The following yese
we obtzined a clesr additional yevemue of sweuty-
four lecks from Bendres, and the expence.of at loalt
a thisd of our army was defrayed by the Vizier.
Thele beneficial advantages are the refult of M.
HMaltiags’s treaty of 1773 ;5 a trenty which.the majp-
rity of the Supreme Council decried in all its pars
the firk month of their arrival. Ching, Bombsy,
and ‘Madras, have beem fupplied with troafure 1o &
veéry confiderable amount; and the aonual inyeft-
thene from 1774 to 1779, was confiderably abovga
thillion ferling each year. The bond-debt was ip-
tirely paid off, and a large balaace of cafh w qpr
tredfarys 1 had forget to mention the ereclion of
public granaries, by which the return of faming,
whiclt fo depopulated that country, is totally pre-
vinted,
™ A feries of events which I hawe already relatpd
Pisupht op the Mavatta war; a.wm in Europe
obliged us to iucreafe our mehirary eftablibment
wery cosfiderably, to provide 2 marine force, to re-
inforce Sir Edward Vernon, and for the defence pf
wheaiver, -Thefcexertions were attendod with adds-
Sional expance, bat they were. abfojurcly neceffayy,
and have been fully approved of ,ak heine. Jhe
Frehithy-tontrary o ‘their uiial :policy, mjded she
) M fairelt

.’ l‘i »y
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fairet opportunity which they ever could have had
to regatn dheir influence in India. Why they weie
fo remifs we know not; but what would Mr. Hif-
tings Have deferved, had he taken no fteps to coun-
“tera their intrigues at Poona, and in confequéence
of them, two regiments and a hundred French offi-
‘ters had landed at Choule. When our fucceffes
againft the Marattas gave us every reafon to expeét
an honourable peace, the Carnatic was invaded.
‘This was a frefh demand upomn Bengal for men,
money, and provifions. The exertions of the Gover-
nor General and Sir Eyre Coote, have faved Fort St.
George. Afier fo many great drains from our trea-
fury, afrer fupporting an expenfive war againft the
Murattas, and affording Bombay fuch effc&ual
-affiftance in cath, provifions, and ftores, after dou-
bling our inveflment for many years, that debt
which, when Mr. Haftings came to the chair, was
above one hundred and twenty lacks, was, on the
s5th of December laft, only fixty-fix lacks of cur-
yent rupees, and we had eighry-eight lacks of goods
in the Company’s warchoufes.

I have already ftated my reafons for fuppefing
that we are now at peace with the Maratras, An
sccommodation with Hyder Ally, or his entire
overthrow, muft foon follow. When thefe events
have tzken place, our militiry eftabithment may be
¢onfiderably reduced; she Prefidency of Bduibay
wuft fupport fud* expences from the fevenues arifing
from theit Tace acquifitions, The Carnatic tanot
recover ftfelf for many years. Befbre ity jnvafion,
“the country was almoft rutnca and ehie Natsob cither

wanted,
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~ wanted, or pretended to wanr, maney for his private
Lxpences. .

The Govetnment of Bengal muft fupply Bombay
and Madras with cafh, as it has conftantly done,
if their own refources are inadequate to their dif-
burtements. And from the revenues of Bengal muft
the inrereft of their bond debts be paid. This I
contend can eafily be done, if fome care is taken to
prevent Bengal trom being unneceflarily diained of
its fpecie, and if foieign trade is properiv epcog-
raged. To effet the:e points, the Court of Direg-
tors muft fix upon fome equitable mode, by which
the prjvate fortunes of their fervants can be remitted
to England. At prefent they are under an abfpluse
neceflity cither of fending their fortunes home ia
cath, which 1s ruinous to Bengal, or of lending theje
money to foreigners, by which means the Company’s
fales in England muft be effentially injured.

If foreigners fhould once be under the neceffity of
bringing bullion to Bengal to purchafe cargoes, fuch
a flow of treafure to our exhaufted provinces would
amply compenfate for a trifling diminution of the
public fales in England; and if the Company’s fer-
vants are reftriCted from lending money to foreigners,
they muft either bring bullion to Bengal, or relin-
quith the trade altogether. I can fay, from my own
knowledge, that it is from neceffity, not chaice, the
Campany’s fervants fupply them with cath. But 3p
equitable mode of remittance once fixed by the Di-
retors, difmiffion from the fervice thould be the pu-
pitbment.of any man who fhould lend maoacy ta fo-

Jeigpers or to foreign companies,
M2 Perhaps
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Petiapu theé Coure of Diredtors” do not hnow the-
ex:ent to which this trade is carried on. Four Por
nigoefe Thigs Wave filed from Bengat this year. [
camitto Lifbon in bre of them. Her cargo whd va-
Ited at five lacks of rupees. The othera-wete fill
niore valuable. Some of thefe fhips were talten up
in India; the ¢aprainsand owners botrowed as much
money as they wanted to purchafe both fhips andear
goes, on the following terms : — The lenders to re-
cefve 12 per cent. intereft, and two fhillings for cach
turtent rupée at Lifbon, three months after the arri-
val of the thip. Prcjudicial as this trade may appear
to the Duectors, it is not half fo ruinous to Bengul ag
the rcmittance of fortunes in filver would be. The
Durch and Danith Companies, as well as individuals
of both nations, ‘have borrowed large fums left year,
and the feafon preceding, upon the termis abave nien-
tioned.

" The trade to Suez thould, if poffible, be again

“opened ; it is advantageous to Bengal in every paint

“of view, and can never interfere with the Company’s
fales in England. Mir, Hathings deferves the highett
¢rudit for Kie encouragement of this trade, and for
his attempts vo eftablith 2 regular communication
with our natve coudtry by this route. We owe the
¢arly cap ture of Pondicherry entirely to it.

I own 1 déepart from the line of my prefefion
when [ prefume to hazard opinions upon commercial
fabjes ; but.ss I have been Afteen years in Bengal,

‘st have net lseen an untoncerned {peftator of she
vatisus cthanges which have Mappened in thae sime,
: 4 nay
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Tmay be rxeufed for declwring.my featiments npop a
{uljet of fuch impartance.

Arts, agriculture, and gommerce, have grcasi!.i,n;- .
cpeafed Gace my firlt arrival in Indja. Theriches of
Bepgal are its manofaures. For them there will
always be a market; and while we increafe in popu-
latjon, we muft increafe our manufaltures. Mr.
Haltiags, it muft be recollefted, fucceeded o the
Goverpment at a moft unfavourable period. The
fofs by the dreadiul famine of 1770 has been ¢ftj-
mated at fuur milhions of people; and from my own
oblyrvations in various parts of Bengal, 1 do nor
think this an exaggerated account. .

However I may be miftaken whben I fpeak of wade,
I will venture to affirin, that our affairs in Bengal
are much more alarming in appearance than 1
reality,

Let us fuppofe that by the time the war in India
isat an end, and a general peace has been eftablifhed
in Europe, the bond debt in Bepgal amounts 19 200
lacks of rupees *. Thisis notp Jargea fum as was in
fa@ owing when Mr. Haftings came to the chair.
‘The bond debt was then 120, and the Dureétors had
been drawn upon for above 100 lacks of rupees only
the feafon befure. I hope it will be recollected that
this great debt was contralted in times of the moft
profound pesce ; and the greateft part of it even before

* ] cannot aveid dcfiring the attention of the public to this patt of
my Narrative. ‘It was wiitten en my paflage from Benga] to Libon
fn r985. What { have vercuged to foretel, hosin a great meafure
happenett —~ We have peaee in lodsa, 2pd pur boud dehtan Beogal 1
19 dachs.

the
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the famine. - Diesdfil as was that calamity, ics effells
were more {cvcrcly felt after Mr, Haftings’s acceffion
to the Goverrithent than at the time it h-ppened It
is a fA8Y"that the colletions in the year of the famine,
and ‘thie year afier, were higher than in either of the
two preceding ones.

The intereft of 200 lacks of rupees will be 16
lacks a year. All our eftablithments upon a peace
will be confiderably reduced ; and if the Governor
General is properly fupported, the Government of
Bengal will acquire a'vigour, to the want of which,
and not to. the Maratta war, we owe our prefent
misfortuness

To pay the intereft of this debt, let us examine
our funds, and compare them with thofe of 1772.
¥ will fuppofe the atual collettions from Bengal,
Bahar, and Orixa, to be only what they were at that
period.

‘The favings under the different heads of tribute to
the King, ftipends to the Nabob, his minifters and
dependants, are at leaft 5o lacks of rupees a year.,

The Vizier pays 70 lacks of rupees annually to-
svards our military expences, )

We fhall receive annually from Cheyt Sing, 24
facks of rupees.

When our dominions and our influence, at leaft
an influence advantageous to the Company, were
bounded by.the, banks of the Carumnafla, our mili-
tary expences were 10§ lacks of rupees 2 year.

» “Bur conne&ion with Oude, now {o profitable, was

a ot difadvantageous one before Mr. Haftings ar-

*nyed in Bengal. To the Company it was ruinous,
although
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although it anfwered the intercﬁed purpofes of cer-
tain individuals perfeQly well.

“Can one good reafon be gwcn for the very curious
depuration to Sujali Dowlah in 1768, aguinft the
opinion of Mr. Verelft, at that time the Governor
of Bengal ? or for keeping the third brigade at Alla-
habad until the middle of the year 1769, at the
Corhpany’s expence ?

The tranfactions of that period are worthy the
public attention —1I may enlarge upon them here-
after.

At a peace our military expences can and will be
reduced to 110 lacks of rupees a year.,

The interef}t of our debr, fuppofing it 200 lacks,
will be 16 lacks a year.

When Mr. Haftings came to the Government,
the Company owed fomething more than 120
lacks,

Upon comparing thé accounts of 1771, and they
are applicable to a former period, with thofe at a fo-
‘much-wifhed-for peace, the balance will be 133
lacks a year in favour of the Company, as appears
by the following ftatement :

ExPENCES in 1771. )
-Rupees.
Military, — - el -_ - 10§
Jntereft of bond debt, — — - 10
Paid in tribute, tipends, &c. but retrenched } 5'0
by Mr. Haftings, - —

Total =~ 165

IXPENCES
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* Creilht ih favour of the Company
Diffeteditd of difborlements, — 2 X" ‘39
Paid by the Vizier, — — «— " ‘40
By'tHe Raja of Benares, —=  w= "9y

' Total, — 133
el

While arts, manufalures, apd gommerce, ane
encouraged in Bengal; while the natives coatinee
happysunder our Gavernment, and artached .t 2s
the great body of the peopls are; while popplatian
increafes, ss it has done.the laft fewen yaars; Bengel
mufy be a moft valuslile counuy o Gueat.Britain;
but it can only yield its oribuge by the increafs of the
annual inveftment,

Me. Haftuigs has been very feverely charged with
difobedience of orders—Upon this fubjed | muft
add a few wards. I do not meap to juftify the
Goveraor Geoeral's copdu@ by pleading pregedent
for 4t, yet I'qm reduced 1o the ifagreeable ngcaflity
of contraling jt with the condud of, his prede-
m POWWBETWL .
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I affirm that it had long been reported, Mr.
Haftings was to be difmiffed the fervice, that Mr.
Francis was to fucceed him; and the reinftatement
of Mefls, Briftow, Fowke, and Mahomed Reza
Cawn, were conne&ted with Mr. Francis’s acceffion'
to the Government, This report, circulated for
months throughout Indoftan, obliged Mr. Hattings
to adopt meafures which were by no means agree-
able to the natural humanity of his temper, or to
that regard to the juft claims of individuals which
he is known to poffefs. He affigned his reafons to
the Directors for keeping them out of office, and if
they were not approved, he of courfe expeéted to be
difmiffed from the fervice. To thofe who ferved in
India I appeal, whether it is not abfolutely neceflary
to ftrengthen the hands of Government by every
poffible means, and to imprefs the natives with 4n
idea of its ftability ; That the reinftatement of Mr.
Briftow, Mr. Fowke, and Mahomed Reza Cawn,would.
have had 1 contrary effe& is univerfally known.
When General Richard Smith was Commander in

Chief of the Company’s forces in Bengal, and third
member of the Secret Committee and the Council,
he wrote the following letter to the Secret Com-
mittee, 24th November 1767, and forced M,
Verelft to do an ad of greater feverity than Mry
Haftings was ever guilty of in the whole courfe of
his political life. I muft affirm bere, that the Eaft-
India Company was faddled with the expence of an
eftablithment of a Supreme Court of Judicature, in
confequence of the difcuffions which this famous

Jetter produced.
N ¢ The
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* Thie nanue of the istelligence tranfmitend frdm
< Caleutsa so Sujah Dowlak is withaut limits,. Fhe
< Nabob iasdmoft as well acquainted with the Par-
“ linthentany. proceedings a8 ¥ am; how fax the im»
“f partance and dignity of ¢he Cempany, snd the
“ weight and influence of adminifiration is leffened
¢ sn his efteem by foch commuaication, may be eafily
« conceived. Whilft 2 Vackeel is fo ready and fo
“ fure ¢ ghannel to sommunicate intedligence, few
% men will be found fo hardy as to maintaina direét
“ correfpondence with the Nabob; but these is a
‘ man who has obliquely offered fo great an infult
% to sur Prefidmt, that was I prefent at the Board, I
“ would move foi the exerticn of our authority to
« its utmoft extent to free the fectlement from fo
¢ dangerous an inhabitant; I mean Mr. Bolts ; and
< the inclofed copy of a letter to Mr, Zenil, swhere
« he afferts an ablolute falfehood, which tends to
o leffen shas offontial digmty and ue.sffary infuence of
¢ sur Prefident, is furcly deferving of your fevereft
“ refentment.”

1 approve highly of General Richard Smith’s ar-
guments ; if he had known hew the afential dignity
and mecelffary influence of Mr. Hafings, would have
bpen sffeted by carrying the Dwellor’s ecders into
execution refpefting Mr. Briftow, he wouwld upon
his own principles have concurred in the difobedience
of them, had he been & member of the Supreme
Counil in Decemnber, 1779, -

Three-poor Avmenians, the tradiag agents of Mi.
Bolts, & keea watler himielf, who perhaps wanted

to
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to cotse In for forhe ‘Thate of the Aunter of Oudé
and Benaves,- wege afterwards feizéd, and tréated
with too much rigour. Moft men in Bengal attri-
butedGeneral Smith’s condu® to private motives.
It is ftricly juftifiable upon public grounds; how-
ever'l muft add in this place, and I can prove it,
that dur conne@ion with Sujah Dowlah gt that time
was ruinous to the Eaf-India Company, in as great
a degree as it was advantageous to a few individuals
in power.

The Dire&ors” moft pofitive orders have been re-
peatedly difobeyed or evaded during my refidence
in Bengal. Two very particular inftances 1 will
now mention,

As foon as the Court of Directors were informed
of the falt monopoly of 1765, they fent pofitive
orders to Bengal to abolifh it immediately on the re-
ceipt of their letter. In defiance of this order, the
mdnopoly was continued almoft two years longer,
and the profits arifing from it were divided amongft
the members of the Council, General Richard Smith
{Commander in Chief at that time) and the prin-
cipal civil and military fervants in Bengal.

The Direttors had pofitively prohibited their fer-
vants in Bengal from drawing upon them except for
a certain amount, and a rate of exchange much
more favourable than the prefent. Yet by a refolu-
tion of the Council, in O&ober, 1569, bills were
drawn upon them at a very unfavourable exchange
for the Company, to the amount of one million and
ﬁ!ty thoufand pounds fterling. I affirm that three-

N2 fourths
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fouirths of the money paid into the treafury in Cal-
cutts might Have been borrowed upon bend uatil the
Direétors’ pleafure was known.

Let thefe inftances of difobedience be compared
with the charges brought againft Mr, Haftings.

I will here quote General Richard Smith’s fenti-
ments upon the fubjeét of difobedience of orders.

In his minute of the 25th of September, 1769,
when he propofed opening the Company’s treafury,
end to grant bills upon the Direftors, bhe fays,
¢¢ Alchongh the Court of Diretors’ orders are firong
¢ in prohibition, yet I think we fhall be fully war-
f ranted to deviate from thofe orders, and I do not
¢ think I fhould perform my duty to the Company
*¢ as a member of their adminiftration, if I did not
¢ enter this my opinion upon the public records,”

Upon another occafion, 24th November, 1767,
General Richard Smith writes to the Secret Com-
mittee, whofe orders he was bound to obey in the
fame degree as Mr. Haftings is thoie of the Direc.
tors. “ My zea] for the welfare of the flate | ferve
« would, on occafions of great emergenty, induce
# me not only to hazard my commiffion, but even
¢ fubje@ my life and honour to the fentence of a
¢ general court-martial, rather than the pudlic fervice
« (hould fuffer by delay. Whenever I a& confrary
$¢ g0 their orders, it is not that I entertain the moft
e« diftunt idea of difobedience or indepewdonce, but
* from a convifkion that ut bis difience from the Pre-
% fidency, their vrders and the welfare ¢f the fate may
¥ bappen, they kave bappenedy 1o be incompatidles axd
- s wheneyer
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8¢ aubenewey: 1 Jake upon me to devials from Heeiy qrdenss
“ d.is not frow independent authority, I prefume, fecayfe
 Iknow I am totally refponfible to them for fych a
“ deviation.” .. :

This is the language of a fenfible man. Itis magly
language. It is the language of Mr. Hattings ; bur
in the Governor General’s cafe, the arguments operate
with ten-fold force, when we confider the fituations
of Mr. Haflings and General Richard Smith ; the
former could only receive anfwers from dis fuperiprs
in fiftecn or cighteen months, the latter in as many
days.

I will now mention a few effential points in which
Mr. Haftings pointedly obeyed the orders of the
Directors. He employed Nuadcomar by their
orders.

He reduced the Nabob’s ftipend from thirty-two
to fixteen lacks of rupees. He abolifhed nominal
penfions to a large amount, He fufpended Maho-
med Reza Cawn from his office; he brought him to
a trial before the Council for his former condud;
and to the juftice, the impartiality, and the attention
of Mr. Haftings, Mahomed Reza Cawn has always
declared, he was indebted for his life, which the
villany of Nundcomar would have deprived him of.
In November, 1773, Mr. Haftings received the
thanks of the Direftors for his great attention to
their orders, and for his other eminent fervices.

Soon after the majority of the Supreme Council ar-
tived in Bengal, they afferted that Mr. Haflings had
made 4o lacks of rupees, or 400,000l from the

; Fevenues
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revenues of Bengad, in lefs.than. three years, The
defpictble chatafier of the man on whofe infdrma-
tion ehis decleration was prounded, the well-known
moderatian of Mr, Haftings, his active and vigorous
admimiftration, the ftate of his private fortune at
that time, or at prefent, which any man may know
that choofes to inquite, are folid proofs of the falfity
and the folly of this affertion. Are the great fervants
of the Company who preceded Mr. Haftings in high
ftations, although not in the chair, willing to put
their integrity to this teft; will they declare the
amount of their private fortunes?

1 do affirm, that if public and repeatedly af-
ferted declarations have any weight, the amount of
the private fortunes of three gentlemen, of high
ftation, who left Bengal in the courfe of the year
1769, or in January 1770, equalled the amount of all
the private fortunes that have been accumulated du-
ring Mr. Haftings’s government of ten years, from
the revenues of Bengal, Bahar, and Orixa, by the
civil and military fervants of the Company.

If we were to judge from vague reports, what
charafter could be fheltered from calumny. I can
recolled perfetly well, that in the year 17768 and
1769, it was univerfally faid m Bengal, that a mint
was eftablifhed at Allahabad ; that the good rupees,
which were fo abfurdly fent from Bengal and Bahar
to that place, were all recoined into bafe rupees;
called Vizierys that our troops fultamed zvery heavy
lofs by being obliged to receive their pay im this-bafe
moucy. ‘That twenty-fix lacks of ficca rupees were

annually
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gimually, font from Bengal, for the payment of the
Kiog'a:ributey but that bis Majefty actually seceiwed
i, dn avigiory pupegss and that a very confiderabie
fhane of the profits arifing from this coinage, which
was fad;to be uuautherized by the Governor and
Council, centered in the Commander in Chief, Ge-
reral Richard Smith. I¢ does not, however, follow,
that this was the fat, I have been long enough in
Ind.a to know, that men who are deprived of thé
opportunity of making money themfelves, aze very
apt to exaggerate when they ftate the advantages of
their fuperiors. It is very poffible to inveftigate this
matter thoroughly; and I muft ebferve, that Mr.
Haftings has been accufed of peculation upon much
more flender ground.

Ubpon the fubje& of prefents received, which was
onc of the modes by which Mr. Haftings was ac-
cufed of hariag made the enormous fum of 400,000l
k fhall make but one obfervation :—That, upon &
reference to the Governor General’s Durbar charges,
it will be found he bhas brought to the Company’s
ceedit the foms which he received, and has drawn
the amount of the prefents he made from the Trea-
fury. This rule was obferved, I believe, by his pre-
deceflors. In the Confultations of the 8th of De-
cember; 3769, and fince printed in the Reports of
the Secret Committee of 1973, I find, that General
Riohard Smith made the Mogul, Shaw Allum, a
prefent to the .amount of 2000l. fterling, wher bis
DMajefty boxeured him with a vifit to Sujrh Dowlah,
Bulwant Sing, and a ficing of et ceteras, Prefen;s,

or
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for which he rpeceived from the Company one sk,
twenty-fous vhoufand fix hunderd and fix Sogaut
rupess, or 16,0001, flerling. 1 do ndt fee the pre-
fents whick he received in return, brought to account;
but if the invariable cuftom and ufage of the coun
try at that time to men of high rank and flation was
difpenfed with, out of delicacy to his feclings, and he
received no prefents from the King, Sujah Dowlah,
&c. his liberality was a very unneceflary wafte of the
public moaey. ,

The execution of Nundcomar has been again
brought forward. The ingenious Englifb writer of
A Letter from Calcutta has, without any foundation,
quoted the moft refpe@able authority for calling his
death 2 murder. My obfervations upon it will be
very fhort. o

Nundcomar was employed by Mr. Haftings, on
bis firft arrival in Bengal, at the exprefs defire of the
Court of Diteftors. Mr. Haftings’s choice of the
man excited very general furprife, as the caufe was
not: kaown., Nundcomar’s villany was deteted in
the affair of Mahomed Reza Cawn, and Mr. Haf.
tings ceafed to employ him. On the arrival of the
Supreme Council he gave in the carious information
which ] have already meptioned. It is remarkable,
that when Jord Clive and the Secret Commitiee
of 1763, were invefied with all inquifitorial powers,
Nuedoomar gave in an informatien agindk M. John
Johaftan and ather fervants of the Company, fimilac
to that which he afterwards gave in againft Mr,
Haflings, and upon, 2 fol] enguiry, .the isformation

. was
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was found to be void of the fimallet foundation. M,
Haltitigs commericed a profecution againft him. Tt
majority,” and’ Mr. jofeph Fowke, vifited him in
confiiement; an attention which, of courfe, ars
tralted the notice of every man in Indoftan, and in-
ductd Nundcomar to fuppofe that he thould be pro-

te@ed at all events by the Supreme Council,
I now come to the forgery. 1In 1762, a Gentoy
was condemned to be hanged for this crime. The
fentence was refpited; and his Majefty was pleafed to
pardon the criminal ; but1 believe it was underftood
that the royal mercy would never again be extended
to a fimilat offender. Be that as it may, Nudcomar,
when he committed a forgery rhany years after this
period, accompanied with the moft aggravating cir-
cumftances, well knew the confequerice if he thould
be detefted. A lawyer, in 1972, was faid, and truly,
I believe, to have received ten thoufand rupees for
fuppreffing his knowledge of the affair. Nundcomar
was well acquainted with the nature of our laws, He
had had a hundred caufes before the Mayor’s Court at
different times. Before his profecutor complained,
he offered to fettle the affuir for fifty thoufand rupees.
He repeated the offer after Nundcomar was in jail,
Was Nundcomar’s refafal fuppofed to be the refult
of tonftidus innocence ?  Was there a man in Bengal
queftioned the fairnefs of his trial, or the characters
of the juryfnen who found him guilty?  Was he not
univerfally deemed the moft unprincipled of all the
intriguing natives of Bengal? I am not an advocate
for the judges; but ae a mott illiberal and unjuft
O motive
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Cy . D .
mative has been affigned for their condudt, and their
defire to fereen Mr. Haflings from the efefts of his
information, I mult affert, and Ido it in the moft
folemn manner, that Mr. Haftings was not concerned,
cither dire&tly or indireitly, in the apprebenfion, the
trial; or the execution, ef Nundcomar.

The judges might have refpited the executioa of

the festence; I with with ali my heart they had ;
but fomething may be urged in their favour upoa this
head, It was the firlt grand caufe that came before
them. ‘I was at Berhampore, about 100 miles from
Calcutta, at the sime of Nundcomar’s trial and exe-
cution. It was the common fubject of converfation
amongft men of all ranks. I have heard the fen-
timents of feveral natives, then, and fince upon
it. At the time, they very generally obferved, that
Nundcomir, though he was undoubtedly guilty, was
too rich a man to be hanged; and fince his death, it
was faid, he depended upon the interference of the
Supreme Council, or he would have compromifed the
affair before his trial.  Might not the judges be fup-
pofed ta have afted as they did, from a defire 10 jm~
prefs the natives with an idea of the juflice and the im-
partiality of the Supreme Court? Would pot the
fame fet of men, who think Mr. Hhaftings capable of
fo villapBus an a&ion as influencing the judges of
the Su Court of Judicature, or thofe judges
of being i ced upon fuch an occalion; would
they not hdve concluded that Nundcowar, if his
execution had been refpited, had obtained that favour”
By tmproper means ?

Ia
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In this review of the tranfactions in Bengal, I have
avoided as much as poffible every expreflion which
may ‘be fappoled to convey a perfonal refle®tion. It
is from neceffity, not from inclination, that I have
been obliged to contrat his condué with any man’s.
However ftrong the provocation may have been, Mr.,
Haltings has upon all occafions attended folely to his
owrr juftification. It has been the fate of the Gover-
nor ‘General, whofe liberality of fentiment gan only
be equalled by his moderation, or rather by his con-
tempe of money, to be engaged in a perpetual courfe
of party contention. No man could lefs meric fuch
afate. With integrity that has defended him againft
the moft tempting offers of private advantage,
with 'sbilities and application that have furmounted
greateft difficulties, he has been reduced to the
painful neceffity of defending himfelf from the excra-
ordinary charges of private rapacity, and a want of
zeal for the intereft of his employers. To the firft I
fhall only obferve, that he has now been almoft ten
years at the head of the adminiftration in Bengal, a
period much more than fufficient to anfwer the pri-
vate views of any man, if to accumulate money was
his object. To the laft, I fhall oppofe the very flou-
rithing flate in which the Supreme Council found
Bengal, and in which it continued, until foreign
wars, and what is ftill worfe, a continued oppofition
to the Gowernor General, exhaufted our treafury, and
dimithed or almoft annihilated the neceflary power of
Government,

Oz POST-
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P O ST 8 CURIZPT

.

T HE arival of the Belmont emables me
to carry on this review to the 31ft of May laft,

The Nizam remained ina&ive. In the latter
end of April he expreffed his withes to join ns in
an alkance againft Hyder Ally Cawn, On this
account Mr. Holland remained at Hyderabad, al-
though he had intended to quit it on accoynt of his
health. The Nizam’s condu& is politic. Hyder
afpiied to the fubathip of the Decan, and had ap-
plied to the King for funnuds, through Nuzeph
Cawn.

The engagement with the Rajah of Berar pro-
mifes to be followed with the moft important and
beneficial effcéls. Colonel Pearfe, in his march
through Cuttac, received every affiflance he ftood
in need of from the Naib of that province, and his
camp was amply fupplied with provifions. It is
fuppofed he would be joined at Ellore by 2000
of the Berar horle ; the remainder of that army was
pn its return to Na:gpoorc, except that part of it
which was to aft in conjup&ion with our forces
agam& Gurampadela, It is impoffible to detail the
vegoeiation which brought on this agreemgnt, but
jt scflells .greac honopy wpon Mr. Hallings, Mr.
Whe!er, who entitely concurred in opinion with
“him, and Mr. Anderfon, through whofe agency it
“Was concluded. No chout, as has beep reprefented,
R was



[ 10 ]

was ecither given or promifed, and our fuperiori-
ty appeared through the whole courie of the nego-
ciation.® -

On the fame day, the 2d of April, ao agreement
was figned between the ambaffador of the Nabab of
Arcot, and the Supreme Council on the part of the
Company. By this agreement, the wholc revenues
of the Carnatic are appropriated for the fervices of
the war. Credit being given to she Nabob’s credis
tors for the aCtual collettions from thofe diftricts
which had been previoufly affigned to them. The
utility of this agreement will forcibly ftrike every
impartial perfon,

Lieutenant-colonel Camac’s night attack on the
camp of Madjec Sindia, was attended with very fa.
vourable confequences. Many of the chiefs who
were compelled to join him, had come over to us;
and an overture for a pacification had fecretly been
made by Sindia himfelf. His army was difperfed,
except about 7000 horfe under Ambajee Punt, which
were furprifed and totally defeated by Captain Bruce,
the officer who had fo great a fhare in takeig the
fortrefs of Gualier. Thefe fucceffes and the alliance
with Moodajee Boofla gave us the faireft hopes of a
{peedv accommodation with the Marattas, and their
jun&tion with us againft Hyder Ally Cawn; events

* Many fevere friCtures have been paffed upon Mr. Haftiags for
this agreement : but the men beff acquainted with Indias affans,
who have no mtercft ia traducing his chacadler, give him great c1edig
for breaking the grand confedeiacy formed againft us, and fecuring
LColonel Pearfe’s march, ap the trifing expence of fixteen lacks of

Fopess which
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which Mr, Haftings moft anxioufly withes to ac-
complifh.

Previncial courts of juftice bad been eftablifhed,
qgreeahly to the Governor General’s plan, and acon-
wrou} velted in the chief juftice. The Company and
the natives, after fix mouths experience, have feafibly
{dt the good effeéts of this regulation. To the for-
mer it is & very confiderable faving; to the latter jt
hus infured an impartial, and not an expenfive diftri-
bution of juftice.

The former mode of colleing the revenues has
been abalifhed. An increafe of 39 lacks or 390,000}
is expefled from this regulation, which is Mr, Hafl-
tingss pian, formed in 1773, and the propriety of
it confirmed by eight years experience of the former
defeltive fyftem. *

" The tevenuc from falt will be 30 lacks of rupees
or goq,c0cl. fierling this year.4 The gentleman Mr.
Haftings has placed at the head of this bafinefs,
whofe abilities and integrity have never been exceed-
ed in Bengal, has made this declaration, and the an-
thority is inconteftible; fo that the additional re.
fources from the revenues of Bengal may fairly be
eftimated for this year at 690,000l

“The cargo of the Belmont is vlued at 16§ lacks,
or 163,000l prime coft; the Neptune, which was
obliged to rveturn to Bengal, had 14% lacks, br
145,004, on boaed ;' and there remained in the Com-
pany’s warehonfes in Bengal, geods to the amvount of
59 Tacks, ot $90,e00l,

?"Z'kelm&adnwmﬁmehem;hquum

!ucrufed to 590,000k in 5782, .
t The
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The inveftment for 1781-2 is fixed at go lacks,
or §oo,dool. and ‘was providing when the Belmont
fatléd ; fo that for the fhips of this feafon there will
be goods to the amount of 1,600,000l. in Bengal.

The Company’s difpatches by the Belmont will
prove what exertions the government of Bengal is
capable of when unanimity reigns in its councils.

On the 6th of July, Sir Eyre Coote gained 2 deci-
five viory over the army of Hyder Ally Cawn, and
in the following month he was joined by the Bengal
detachment, under the command of Colonel Pearfe.

CONTINUATION.

The campaign of 1781, upon the coaft of Coroman.
del was uniformly fuccefsful on our part. Hyder
Ally was defeated by Sir Eyre Coote in Auguft and
September, the important fortrefs of Negapatnam
was taken in November, and Trincomale in the
following month. It is no part of my prefent plan
to, enter into a particular detail of the operations of
our army in the Carnatic. — Sir Eyre Coote received
in the courfe of the campaign the moft ample fup-
plies of money and provifions from Bengal, and he
asrributed his fuccefs, in a great meafure, to tke un-
wearied exertions of the Governor Ceneral and Coun«
cil, for the fupport of the Prefidency of Fort St.
George, and the army uader his command.

. ln the month of April 1785, Mr, Hallings cats
ried intu effe@ a plan which he bad proje&ed .ﬁame

time before, for colle@ing the revenues of Ben
apd Bahar, The interference of Europeans in the
interior parts of Bengal, and the various abufes hefe-
tofore
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tofore alledged to have been committed by natives
in the fervice of Englith gentlemen were effeually
prevented.  Every encouragement was held oyt 10
the Zemfndars and farmers to induce them to artend
to the cultivation and improvement of their feveral
Zemindaries and farms ; and a deduiion was allow-
ed to fuch of them as fhould pay their rents at Cal-
cucta, (the Sudder.) The plan itfelf is in f2& merely
reverting to the fyftem of colle@ting the revenues as
eftablithed and praftifed when the Mogul empire
was in its vigour. The three great, points which
Mr. Haftings had in view, have been moft com-
pletely anfwered by the new fyftem, — Firft, The
cafe and happinefs of the native landbolders and
farmers : — Second, A rcirenchment in the expence
of colle@ing the revenues:— And third, An in-
creafe in the amount colleed. The a&ual regeipts for
the year 1781 exceeded the receipts of the preceding
year in the fum of three hundred thoufand poupds.¥
Another very confiderable branch of the Compagy’s

revenue in Bengal, was increafed, by Mr, Hgﬁmgg
to the fum of five hundred and feventy thoufand

€ The Sclplt Committee made a report upon this plan in themgoth
of May 1782, before it was poiliole that its effeéls could be known.
It is fomething fingular that they thould condemn Mr. Hattings ‘T
the report alluded to, far taking the colfefliods’ from 'Ruropéihs,
and putting them imo the hands of the natives, burin ehe cele..
teated Ninth Bepare of the Sele@ Commitce, publithed the fol-
dowing year, the Government of Bengal js hlaq;gd for depriying
ths natives of gvery office of honour and !malummt, which ate
A&a‘ © b veited n the hands Of Enropeans.

pounds,
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pounds, and in his opinion is capable of flill far-
ther “improverient.  Tn order to make this part of
m§ narrative perfeftly intelfigible, I will ftace the
difftrent alterations which have taken place in the
ménagement of the falt revenue. It has been proved
by incontrovertible evidence on a former oecalion,
that'th¢ manufalture of falt has invariably been a
monopoly, either for the advantage of the fate, or
for that of individuals. This was the cafe long be-
fore the Englith pofieffed power in Bengal. Lord
Clive eftabirfhed the monopoly for the benefit of the
Coripahy’s fervants, referving a duty to the Com-
pany producing about one hundred and twenty thou-
fand paunds a year. This fcheme was difapproved
of in England, and perhaps with reafon. The trade
in fal¢ was ordered to be laid open, and a trifling duty
to be collefted upon it. The confequence of this
fcheme was, that this trade fell into the hands of
wealthy individuals, and the duties fell confiderably
fhort of the moderate fum the Court of Directors had
ordered to be colleéted. When Mr. Haftings fuc-
ceeded to the goverament, he propofed, and it was
determined to fccure the manufaGure of falt for
the ufe of the Company, The {cheme anfwered in
fome degree ; but after the eftablifhment of the Su-
preme Council and the unfortunate diffentions which
divided the Members, this branch of the revenue had
dwindied to 3 mere triflc.

In 17680 Mr. Haftings brought forward a fcheme
for managing the falt revenue, which was adopted at
bis {eparate refponfibility, and it has anfwered moft

. P com-
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¢ompletely. It is a well known fa&, that the na-
tives do not pay more for the falt they eat now, than
they did in former years, and prohibiting the im-
portation of foreign falt into Bengal, is univerfalty
allowed to be a falutary and a wife regulation ; and
to this too, in fome degree, it is owing that the re-
venue upon falt has been fo exceedingly produive
in the two laft years, When the importation of falc
was permitted, it occafioned a confiderable drain of
fpecne from Bengal. The moft accurate and authen-
tic accounts that I have been able to procure of the
returns made from Bengal by the importers of
foreign falt are, that every native merchant bringing
foreign falt to Calcutta, expended a fourth part of
the produce of his cargoe in coarfe piece goods, and
that the remaining three parts were aCually catried
from Bengal in fpecie *, As it is certain the Com-
pany may manufacture falt to a much greater extent
than they now do, if there was an encreafed demand
for it, it was furely a politic and a wife meafure to
prohibic the importation of falt from the Maratta
countries, or the Northern Circars. Many People,
uninformed upon this fubjet, may fuppofe that the
monopoly of falt is carried to a much greater length
than it really is; but it is a monopoly only in the
firft inftance, for the monopoly of the falt is Himited
to the manufacture, and the native merchants, who
purchafe it from the Company on the fpot where it
is manufa&urcd may difpofe of it as they pleafe

» 'I‘hu drain may beﬁuly conpnud at ten dacks of rapees & yeary
) ’ through-
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throughout the provinces, wikhout being fubjeét to
any exaltions whatever. The prefent plan differs moft
effentially from that eftablithed by Lord Clive,
There are no European agents difperfed throughfthe
interior parts of Bengal, to difpofe of falt, either on
the Company’s account or for the benefit of indi-
viduals. The operation is fimple and eafy. The
advantage arifes to the Company from the fale of the
falt in the firft inftance, they do not interfere with the
fair commercial profit of the merchant, who buys it
from them; and it is undoubtedly true, that although
the Company clears five hundred and feventy thouf-
and pounds by the plan, the mechanic and hufband-
man pays no more now for the falt he confumes than
he did in former years. The refources of Bengal
were increafed above one million frerling in the year
1782, from this fcheme, the new mode of colletting
the revenues, and the redu&ion in the firlt coft of the
inveftment.

Another branch of revenue, for which the Com-
pany is indebted to Mr. Haflings, arifes from
the monopoly of opium; and this revenue will
be confiderably encreafed in confequence of the
late treaty wich Holland, which fecures to us a fice
trade to the eaftward of Bengal. Opium has always
been a monopoly in the fi-ft inftance ; that is, a con-
fiderable fum of money muft be advanced to the
cultivator of the land which produces the poppy ;
and it requires, on the partof the perfon who makes
the advances, the utmoft attention, to preveat the
opium being debafed before it is packed up for fale,
When the country government was in its vigour,

P2 opium
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opium w1s a monqpoly iu the hands of fome vse of
the meft capital native merchants, ahefc intereft 1t
was to feod it good and unadubicrated to the fea
pors of Bengal, for the foreign markets. It often

. heppened, that the menopolift warcanted it not only
good, but that it dhouvld keep for a certaia ume;
uoder this fancton the trade was carried on formerly,
and prodaced 11ch returns in gold, and other articles
of meickandize, into Bengal.

When the Enghith acquired pofliffion of the Du-
annec, the trade in opium was nominally laid open,
though in fa& the monopoly was, in a great mea-
iuce, confined to our faltoy at Patsa. The opium,
bowever, w as much debafed from 1765 to 1773, and
the trade confiderably diminmifhed 1a confequence.
in 1772, when Mr. Haftings came to the govern~
ment of Bengal, he fecured a proportion of this
trade for the Company, In 1773, the monopoly
was taken into the Company’s hands, and became a
branch of their revenues, In 1775, it was.debated
by the Supreme Council, whether the trade fthould
be laid open ormot ?  General Clavering concerred
to opinion with Mr, Haftings, that the manufaure
of opium muft be, what it ever had been, a mono-
poly,* All Britifh fubjeéts and natives were invited

to

* The refletion of the Seleft Commuttee on this declaration of
{General Clavermg, 1s unfounded and unjuft, They fay it fhews the
General’s opinion of the wretched fate of the country. By no means,

s It was to prevent adulteration, and the loft of a valuable branch of
export trade that oprum had been a monopoly under the native
2 Subadarsg

vu
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to fend in propafals for furnithing the Company wich
opium ; aod Mr. Richard Griffith, whofe terms were
the doweft, obrained the contra&t. Mr, Mackenzie
fucceeded Mr. Guifiith in 1777, and held the cone
tract till 1781, on terms fomething more favourable
for .the Company than the former gentleman had
agreed 1o ; and upon the fame terms that it had been
granted to Mr. Mackenzie in 1777, it was granted to
Mr. Sulivan in 1781.  This is the plain and fimple
ftate of atranfaction which has been moft thamefully
and indecently mifreprefented. The Supreme Coune
cil, who had every means of information before
them, dectermined, in 1775, that opium muft be a
monopoly as it always had been; Mr. Francis
thought very properly, that it would bz impolitic to
give this contraét on too low terms, becaufe it was
liable to abufes ; and on the equitable terms fettled
by Mr. Haftings, General Clavering, Coloneli Mon-
fon, Mr. Barwell, and Mr. Francis, has it continued
from 1775 to the prefent time. It produces to the
Company about eighty theufand pounds a year, and
will certainly be mauch more produitive, as the de-
mand for opium will increafe confiderably, which

Subadars ; and it would not have been in the power of any govern-
ment whatever to have prevented adulteration, had the monopoly
been abolifhed. The opium of Ghauzipire being manufaftured
with lefs care than the Patna opium, fetches an inferior price in all
foreign markets. It is the duty of Government to fee that the
cultivator of the poppy gets a fair and equitable price for his labour §
and this was a found argument urged by Mr. Franeis aganft vefilng
, the contra® in the hands of the Company’s feivants at Patna, whe

were the proper checks upon the contraZtor.
muft
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muft of courfe increafe the price of it. I know of
no monopolies in Bengal but thofe of falt and opiums
if they are abolithed, the Company will lofe a revenue
of feven hundred thoufand pounds a year, which in
all probability is by this time increafed to a million 5
and I defy any man living to affign a fingle reafon
for the abolition of thefe monopolies, or to prove
that falt and opium can be manufattured, except by
the Company, or by individuals who are able to make
very large advances of cafh to the manufatturers,
and who confequently will divide that profit amongft
themfclves, which is now fecured to the Company,
and makes a very confiderable branch of their re-
venues.¥

In the month of July 1781, Mr. Haftings lefe
Calcutta ; in order t vific the dominions of the Na-
bob Vizier of Oude. The infurre@ion at Benares,

# I wiil fuppofe for a moment, that the ungenerous and the une
worthy modes praftifed by the enemies of Mr. Haftings to decry his
eharabler, were retorted by him upon his opponents, what would
then he his refletions, or the refleftions of his friends, upon the
following tranfaftion, I leave the world to gpefs. When the trade
in opium was nominally laid open, it was undoubtedly a monopoly
in the hands of the Chief and Comncil of Patna. Inthe month of
July, sy82, when Mr. Robert Gregory was shairman of the Court
of Direftors, aletter was written by the Court to the Governor Ge-
meral and Council, in which they exprefled their difpleafure at their
condud, in granting the opium contra to Mr. Sulivan; they ex-
preficd their withes that that, and all ether monopolies, might be
abolithed ; and they direfted, that Mr. Robert Gregory’s fon fhould
fuceeed to the Chieffhp of Patna, though he was a younger fervant
than any onc of the gentlemen who compofed the Council at that
place.

fcems
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feems now fo generally underftood, that I fhall fay
very little upon the fubjet. But I defire'to fubmit
the following ftriking facts to the confideration of
the public:

1ft, That Bulwant Sing, the father of Cheyt Sing,
had hehaved fo treacheroufly to us in the war with
Sujah Dowlah, that the Governor and Council or-
dered him to be difpoffefled of the Zemindary of
Benares in 1765, though it was afterwards judged
prudent to continue him in the management of that
country.

2d, That no inftance has ever yet been pro-
duced of fervices rendered to our nation by Bulwant
Sing.

3d, That Lord Clive proteted him from the
vengeance of Sujéh Dowlah, and fecured to hin a
degree of independence which he never before pof-
feffed.

4th, That upon the death of Bulwant Sing, Cheyt
Sing, his fon, by a woman of a very low caft, was
continued in the Zemindary, through our influence
with the Vizier, although by Colonel Harper’s ac-
count it appears, that Mehipnarain, the prelent
Zemindar, ought by the Hindoo laws to have fuc-
ceeded Bulwant Sing.

sth, That Mr. Haftings in 1772, procured from
the Vizier a confirmation of Cheyt Sing and his
pofterity in the Zemindary of Benares, of which
Bulwant Sing had only been the aumli, or col-
Jsélor.

6th, That
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6th, That by ghe , freaty of Lucknow, concluded
in 1775, the jovmgmy of Benares and Ghauzrporq,
with all the powers and rights annexed to it, was
transferred from the Vizier to the Eaft-India
Ccmpany

7th, That the Supreme Council yielded to Cheyt
8ing the Cutwallee and the Mint, and treated him
with the utmoft indulgence, and flipulated that no
demands fhould be made uponkim on account of
his annusl reveaue beyond the fum ftipulated.

8th, That when the war with France broke
out, Cheyt Sing was’ called upon to contribute his
proportion to the additional expence which the
Company, bis Sovereign, would incur. That he was
ordered to maintain three battalions of Sepoys, and
the expence fixed at five lacks of rupees a year.

gth, That the propriety of this demand was de-
bated in the Supreme Council, and that Mr. Haftings
infifted upon it we had never yielded to Cheyt Sing
that right, which every goveinment inberently pd’ﬁ:,
to compel all its dependencies to contribute by exiraors
dinary fupplics, to the relicf of extraordinary emer-
geucies.

1oth, That Colonel Harper has proved it to have
been the cuftom of the Zemindar of Benares, to fur-
nith his guota of treops to bis Sovereign, when he was
at war. Thit he gave this in evidence to the Se-
Ir& Cornmittee in 1781, long after it was known
in Engfand, that the Supreme Council, as rcprcfm-
in the Sovereign, had compelled Cheyt Smg, by

_military
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wilitary force, to furnith his guata of #rosps duting
the war. .

a1th, That in 1779, and 1780, the Supreme
Cotincil compelled Cheyt Sing to pay five lacks
each year—that the attention of the Court of Direc-
tors and his Majefty’s Minifters was particularly
called to the fubje&, becaufe it was mentioned
in the general letters of three fucceffive years, but
that no mark of difapprobation whatever was ex-
prefied, cither by his Majefty’s Minifters, or the
Coaurt of Diretors.

tath, That when Sir Eyre Coote was on the
point of embarking for the coaft, in O&ober 1780,
when it was uncertain whether or not Bengal would
be invaded by the Marattas, and every exertion on
our part was neceffary, to preferve the finking in-
terefts of the Company, he laid before the Supreme
Ceuncil, his plan for covering Bengal and its depen-
dencies from the expected attack of our enemies,

13th, That for the general defence, he propofed
Cheyt Sing’s cavalry fhould in this critical hour be
put under our orders, to which the Board wnani-
moufly agreed,

14th, T hat Cheyt Sing evaded this demand after
promifing compliance, precifely in the fame manner
as hie had evaded the payment of the money, after
politively promifing te pay it.

35th, That Cheyt Sing never difputed the right
of his Sovereign to demand military aid from him,
but that ‘e theltered himfelf under the plea of po-
verty, which was notorioufly untrae.

Q. 16th, That
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16th, That t¥e difaffeérion of Cheyt Sing was ap:
parent to every gentleman who pafied through
Benares and Ghauzipore for two years before his re-
volt. 'That the infolence of his peaple was a perpe-
tual fource of complaint, and that Mr. Fowke, when
refident, profeffed his inability to procure redrefs
from Cheyt Sing, for injuries offered by his men
to Englith gentlemen paffing through the country
to Oude,

17th, That Cheyt Sing had laid in a very great
fupply of military ftores of all kinds; that he kept
up a communication with the different difcontented
Zemindars of Bahar and Oude, and had determined
to throw off his allegiance to the Company, on the
firft favourable opportunity.

18th, That Mr. Haftings never did commuiucate
to Cheyt Sing his defign of fining him forty or fifty
Iacks of rupees. That the anfwer returned by
Cheyt Sing to the Governor General’s letter, was
infolent and unfatisfaltory, and will be pronoun-
ced {fo by every man converfant in the Perfian lan-

()

gu:gch, That Mr. Haftings, by fecuring the perfon
of the Raja, aled in perfe@ conformity to the ouft
toms of Indoftan, and that every thing which fub«
fequently happened, is chiefly imputable té the T e
human maffactes of our treops.

eoth, That Cheyt Sing was a wesk, headﬂrmg.
pnd violent yousg man. That he kepe very ow
¢ampany, wax3ddicted to liquor and’ thofe plcidimes
i which the meft Qbanduncd people of Indoftan
v iny
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only indulge themfelves, and to diffipation of every
kind. That he was not efteemd by the reputable
inhabitants of Benares, and was undoubtedly both
avaricious and rapacious,

21ft, That the very great additional eafe and fe-
curity which he enjoyed as the fubjeét of the Eaft
India Company, from what he or his father had
known under Sujah Dowlah, inftead of infpiring him
with fentiments of gratitude, induced him to wifh
to throw off his dependence altogether, and in this
he was undoubtedly encouraged by the means of vul-
gar men, who were his conftant companions.

I believe the faéts which I have ftated will be very
generally admicted, and I certainly mean to appeal
to the knowledge of gentlemen of all defcriptions,
who have been of late years either in Oude or Be-
nares, whether what I have faid of Cheyt Sing, is
not agreeable to the generally received qpinion
of his charalter in thofe countries. The other
fafts can be proved from the records at the India
Houfe.

A few days after Mr. Haftings retreated from
Benares to Chanar, he was joined by the Vizier, and
to the unmeaning declamation which I have heard
of late, I fhall merely reply, that if the Vizier had
felt the Britith influence fo exceedingly diftrefling
and even intolerable, he had the faireft opportunity
io the world of emancipating himfelf from it for
cver, and at leaft of totally anaihilating our power
in Oude. He might have joined Cheyt Sing, sad
our defiru&ion would bave been almoft inevitable.

Q2 s
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So fat, howtidk, ‘font doing’ this, he> performed
‘the ‘té%t eféncit fetvices, and’ afrer concluding a
‘ned tredty ‘with the ‘Govertor Genéral, he'retursed
to Lutkhow, perfectly fatisfied with the interview.

"Ftie' rdbeftion of Cheyt Sing was efectually quetied
in the month of Oftober, and'Mr. Haftings resmaln-
ed at Chanar with a view of fettling with the Vi-
zier’s Minifter the difordered flate of the govern-
“ment of Oude. A plain relation of the events which
reduced the dominion of the Vizier to the diftrefs
from which they are now recovered, will effeGtually
clear Mr. Haftings from the charge of being the
author of thofe diftreffes.

' When Sujsh Dowlah died, in February 1473,
‘the Majority of the Supreme Council determined,
contrary to the opinion of Mr. Hattings, that ‘we
thould cnter into a new treaty with his fuceefor,
which was concluded the following May. By this
treat}', the Vizier, in a great meafure, forfeited his
independence. He ceded Benares to the Englith,

and he agreed to an increafe of fubfidy for their
troops ftationed in his country. Mt. Haftings, at the
ftime, acknowledged the importance of thefe advan-
tagcs to the Laft India Company, but foretold, that
in'their confequences they would réduce the Vizier to
‘a flate of diftrefs and infignificance. ¥n the month of
Decernber’ following, the Vizict applied for Britith
oﬁccrs to comtifand his troops. Thefe were fetit by
ﬂle Supreme Council, and Various appointments to
oﬁ'ioes in Qude Were made In the courfe of* the next
year, by the' Sufiréme Council, fo that in fact, the

govern-
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government of- Qude, may with fome propriety, be
faid to have been condu&ed by the Eaglith Gentle-
amen, from the time the Britith officers were difperfed
through his country, and a civil eftablithment fixed at
his capital. In July 1797, Mr. Haftings regulated
the military eftablithment of the Vizier, by putting
the battalions under Britith officers upon the fame
footing as to pay and allowances with thofe in Bengal,
and this was undoubtedly a very great relief to the
Vizier, and a very neceffary regulation for our own
fervice. In November 1379, the Vizier found the
eftablithment -of Englith officers, which he had fo-
licited himfelf, intolerably burthenfome to him; and
he wrote that very pathetic letter which Lord Sand-
wich quoted in one Houfe, Mr. Fox in another,
the Sele®t Committee in the 11th Report, Mr.,
Debrett in the publication he calls a Report, and
every news-paper editor in England, to his readers,
on account, I fuppofe, of the figurative expreffion
¢¢ When the knife has penetrated to the bone.”

It was abfolutely impoffible at that time to recall
the officers, and to difband the battalions ferving in
QOude, The country muft and would have been in-
invaded by the Seiks, Nuzeph Cawn, and the Ma-
rattas; but Mr. Haftings very readily allowed the
jutice of the Vizier’s complaints, and with truth
webfecved, that he was not refponfible for the diftreffed
fate of Oude. The treaty of Benares was his treaty;
that left the Vizier’s father in perfet pofleffion of
independence, and ¢ was againft any infringement
. of -that tregty, when Sujah Dowlahdied, One of the

firft
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foft articles jof gee sreaty concludad besween My,
HMafiings and she Vizies was, that all the Brisifh
officess in his Excellency’s fervice, fiould be recalled,
s0d shiasome; Of our brigades only, asfettled hy the
treaty with his father, fhould be flatioped in Kis
cauptry, pnd paid by him. If the Vizier thould in
forure apply for, farther military afliftance, it was to
be granted to him, Every caufe of difcoatent beiag
removed by this arrangement, the Vizier setursed o
his capital ; but as that part of the treaty which re-
fps@ed the Nabob Fyzulla Cawa, has been the fub-
je& of mych enquiy here, as well 4s the cafe of the
Regyms, I fball relate the faQs as they really exift,
being gonvinced that Mr. Haflings’s condu®t will
necd no farther juftification. The late Vizier con~
chuded an agreement with Fyzulla Cawn, in O&ober
1774y.by which the latter was fecured in the poflef-
fion of a Jaghire producing about fourteen lacks of
rupees a year. e was to be obedient to the Vizier,
and to join him with 2 or 3000 horfe and foot when
be galled upon him. Colonel Champion fanétioned
this agyeement by his fignasure. In 3778, the Vizinr
made, great camplaints of the condu@ of Eyzullp
Cawn. A geatleman was, deputed to eaquire into
the .trukly of shefe complaints, dod his report was
highly .favourable to Eyzulla Cawn, by whefe ex+
prefs defire the Company became guarantees of the
treasy. ; Io O8&obar 1780, after the ipwafion of he
Carnatic, when Sir Eye Coote formed his plan fac
thegdefence of Bengal ,aod Oude, be propofed shat
Fyaulia Cawn fhould futhith & bedy of gooo hatle,

. . agree-
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agreeably to treaty, to join the Vizier's army,” This
requeft was not complied with by Eyzulla Cawa, dnd.
there were other complainty againft him preferred by
the Vizier. Mr. Haftings confented to withdraw the
guardntee in September 1781, but expreflly provided
that no injury fhould be offered to Fyzulla €awn,
and he atually refufed every folicitation in the fol-
lowing year from the Vizier, to permit him to refume
Fyzulla Cawn’s Jaghire, and to pay the amount in
money. The reports relative to Fyzulla Cawn being
very different, the Vizier, at the defire of the Ge-
vetnor General, deputed Major Palmer to him in
Janvary 1783, who concluded an agreement with
him on the part of the Vizier, in the following moath,
by which every poffibility of future difpute was
avoided, as the Vizier agreed, under the guarantee of
the Company, to the execution of a new treaty, which
freed Fyzulla Cawn from every obligation to furnifh
military affiftance, or any other aid whatever to the
Vizier.

The following facts, authenticated as well as the
foregoing, from the records of the Eaft India Com-
pany, will fully juftify Mr. Haftings far not inter-
fering in the cafe of the Begum.

1ft. That on the death of Sujah Dowlah, the
Begum, his wife became pofiefled of all his tea-
fures, '

2d, That Mr. Brifow the Englith refident inOuge;
reprefented to her that thefe treaftwes were the
treafures of the State; and the property of~the So-

vereign her fon, o Ths
) 3d. at
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3d, That he complained to the Board of the con-
duét of the Begum and ber eunucks, who denied to
fubmit to the Vizier’s authority, and beat and abufed
the officers of his government.

4th, That the Begum confented to pay thirty
lacks of rupees to her for, to be fecured in the quiet
pofleffion of all the treafures of his father, and that
the Vizier was compelled to fubmit to this agree-
ment, Mr. Briftow being the guarantee of it.

sth, That Mr. Briftow obferved to the Supreme
Council in July 1776, that the Begum could claim
no proteétion from this guarantee, having herfelf in-
fringed the conditions of the treaty.

6th, That Mr. Briftow made repeated complaints
to the Begum of the redellions condu(t of the eunuchs,
that he prefled her on the part of the Vizier, to fur-
render her jaghires, and to receive the amount in
money, obferving that two rulers were too many
for one_ country.

7th, That the extraordinary conduct of the Begum
was noticed by the Members of the Supreme Coun~
cil, and in particular by Mr. Francis.

8th, That the Begum and her eunuchs excited a
revolt in Oude, when the infurreGion happened at
Benares, is proved beyond a doubt.

gth, That Mr. Haftings canfeated to aHow the-
Vizier to reclaim the treafures of his father, and to
pay his mother the amount of her jaghire in future

in money, as Mr. Briftow had propofed he ihotud
do in 1776,

1oth, Tha;;
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toth, That ho violence of any kind was evér
offered to the Begum or her fervants, or any onre
man put todeath. That fhe furrendered the treafores
of the ftate by agreement, and has remained unmoleft-
ed at Fyzabad, treated with every mark of refpe&.

11th, That thefe treafures were paid by the Vizier
in liquidation of the debts of the Eaft-India Com-
pany, and that no bad confequence whatever has or
can refult to the Britith interefts in India, from the
condu& of the Governor General and Council upon
this occafion.

T have been more particular in ftating thofée oc-
currences, becaufe much pains have been taken in
this country to impre(s the public with an opinion,
that Mr. Haftings has fotfeited our national charafter
for moderation, juftice, and good faith, in thefe
mftances, and that he had encouraged a fon to
plunder his mother in 2 moft inhuman mannet. I
am pofitive I have ftated the fa&ls correftly; and
I am not at all apprehenfive that Mr. Haftings’s
charater will fuffer in the opinion of any uhpreju-
diced man for the part he has taken, in compel-
ling the Begum to relinquith the treafures of the ftate,

Thefe are the moft material occurrences of 1781,
in India — but I cannot avoid jdining with Generil
Richard Smith, in applauding the wife and fpirited
condutt of Lord Notth, and his Majefty’s Miniftérs
of that day, who at a time of general diftrefs, equip-
ped fo very confiderable a reinforcement for the
prefervation of our poffeffions in the Eaft Indies.
In juftice to Mr. Sultvan, and the late Sir Williath
James, cheir greae ex;{rtians at this period ouﬁ?:
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alfo to be mengioned; the wife policy of writing
fuch letters to Bengal, as terided to imprefs she
different powaers of India with an idea of the fla~
bility of the men who were to fave India, if it
could be faved, appears in a wery firong point of
view, when contrafted with the miferable policy which
obtained when Mr. Gregory and Sir Henry Fletcher
came into office.

It is impoffible to continue this narrative without
ftating the effect which the change of Minifters, in
1782, had upon our affairs in India in the courfe
of that year. Whatever part Lord North may have
formerly or latterly taken with refpect to Mr., Haf-
tings, it is certain, that from 1780 to the time his
Lordbhip refigned, he gave him very cordial fup-
port. For my part, I do not fee how the Carnatic
could have been relieved, or the operations of Go-
vernment in India carried on at that moft critical
period, if Mr. Haftings’s removal had been hourly
cxpefted. Lard North was undoubtedly convinced
that a ftable government was neceflary, and thag
faftions in our councils abroad had been as deftruc-
tive there, as he at that time contended, they had
been in England. I believe the adminiftration of
this country had not been changed many days, be-
fore Mr, Burke very publicly declared, that Mr.
Haftings and Mr. Macpherfon were to be remov-
ed :~and a refolution that the Direttors ought to
remove the Governor General, pafied in May 1982,
A majority qf three in the Courc of Dire@ors did,
ia Odober, ageee to Mr. Haftings’s removat ; but
®. majority of fix to one in a General Court pre-
' vented

‘. -
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vented it* -The firft bufinefs attended to at the
India Houfe, after Mr. Gregory and Sir Henry
Flegcher became the leading men, was to examine
every alt of Mr, Haftings's government; not fo
much with an intention of corre@ing evils, according
to my judgment, as with a view of finding fome
tranfattion to condemn. I have feen many of the
letters written at that period, in the Reports of the
Sele& Committee, and upon my word, the fatt ap-
pears to be perfectly as I have ftated it. The ad-
vices received from India at this time were, that a
French armament had arrived, that the Carnatic was
in the utmoft danger, that every cffort that pof
fibly could be made for its relief from Bengal had
been made, and that prodigious fupplies were daily go-
ing round. Advices were alfo received at this time,
that the plan formed by Mr. Haftings for detaching
Madajee Sindia from Guazerat, by invading his do-
minions, had effeCtually anfwered. That a feparate
peace with Sindia, and a total ceflation of hoftilities
with the Marattas had beea the confequences of it.
A reafonable man would kave fuppofed, that Mr.
Gregory and Sir Henry Fletcher, with thefe fadts
before them, might have followed the example fet
them by Mr. Sulivan and Sir William James, that-
they might have commended the zeal and exertions:
of the Governor Geaeral andCouncil in thefe inftances
at Jeaft : —butl have never been able to difcover a-
fingle lineof approbation conveyed toMr. Hattings.
for any one a&, from the day Mr. Gregory became:
Chairmantothedayof Sir Henry Fletcher’s refignazion,
lotelligence of the change of Admipiftration i

: R 2 England
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Tnglomd arvidodc at Bombay- in Auguft,” and at
Madies and Bengal in: Scptember 1782,  Phis was
seomepanied with pofinve affurances, that Mr. Haf-
tings wonld be immediately ramoved, wad the cfiéls
pf+fisch affarances were inflansly perceived. The
-Blarstea megodiation remaived fufpended, and the
government of Indla loft half 1tg mpour.  Fortunate-
ly, however, early in the month of December, Mr.,
Haftings was informed of the cordml fupport whick
ke had received from his geasrous dnd independent
gonftituents s the Maratta peace was very foon afeer
fully and finally concluded, sad the government of
Bangal again acquired a:.degres of vigour and ftabi-
%ey. I Bope I fhall not be theught to affirm too
rmuch, when ¥ declare it to be my opinion, that
Great Britain owes its preforvation of Indie te the
interfesence of the Court of Preprivtors in favous of
Mr. Hoaftingsy betaufe, though very werthy- men
may differ asto the degroo of merit to whioh be is
farly emided; it will hardly be faid by anp
man who is sequbinted with the genius and temper
of the natives of Indie, that a2 new Goverhir e
neral, arrivisg in Bengal when the Marasta treaty
was {O far advancdd; could Hawe concluded thae
tresty at-the vime it wis concluded, or have taifed

the'fupplics for Tepporting the-war in the-Camitic:
The priftiput weeass of 1982, i India, wete, von-
tinving: the. moR- liberal 2nd efféCtust fopplies:in
money and jroviflons from Betgal, 1a the Cardigic
sod ro Bombgy-fecuringa very large invefimeritat 2
* sWtluced price froien Betigal: for the Enghfie’ mnidlet,
fipplyibe Chimw- with tho mems of ~$ouding the
Compapy’s
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Chmpany’s fips, by configning opius- o vher Saer-
argows, relieving Fort Marlboroughy increafing, she
revenues of Bengel without oppreffion, and prefesvisig
otr ewn revenues in perfe® wanquillity. -

In the month of March, 1783, the Greyhoupd
packet arrived in Bengal from England. The Ge-
nerel letter contained the fentiments of a majorsity. of
the Court of DireQors on Mr. Haftings’s condu& at
Benares, with a declaration that fuch further reiplu-
tions as the DireQlors might come to, would be fent
by a fucure difpasch to Bengal. This letter naturally
tended to weaken the authority of the Supseme
Gouncil. The fubje& was fo violently agitated in
this eountry, thet the private lerters fent by the
Greyhound, generally predited the recall and the
difgrace of the Governor General and Mr, Wheler.
Bug 1 forbear to dwell upon this fubjed, becaufe I
traft it is now perfe@ly underfiood by all defcrip-
tions of-wen, that the Supreme Council ought to.be
fepported from home, or the members who compole
i¢ immediately recalled. Lord North will do Mr.
Hiaftings the juftice to declare, rhat he has invariably
wld this Jenguage.

- I bave pow given a fummary- accomnt of the
tranfadtions in Bengal, to the period of our Jatelt dif-
paehes from Calcutta, It has been afferted by ghe
anther of the Ninth Report of the Select Committee,.
that the natives of Bengal are reduced to the loweft de-
goee of depreflion and mifery. A very long diffesea-
tion upon the trade of Bengal is alfo contained iy the
fame Report, However refpe@able thet authoricys
aay be da:mcd, 1 have pot the leaft feruple of come

mitting
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micting myfelf to. prove, that fince Bengal was vnder
the Britith government, it never enjoyed fo great g
degree of incernal profperity as it does at the prefent
moment. That Bengal has increafed its population
very confiderably in every year fince Mr. Haftings
came to the government. That the manufactures
have been greatly increafed in point of quantity, and
are fill more improved in quality, in the ten laft years,
and in particular, the inveftments for the laft three
years are of a very fuperior quality to any fince the
Company acquired the Duannce. 1 have takep pains
to afcertain thefe facts from the frft authorities in
London ; and from thefe authorities I can alio affirm,
that raw filk is now provided in fuch quanuties in
Bengal, and fo excellent in its kind, and in the im-
proved mode of winding it, that the importation of
raw filk from Italy has decreafed very confiderably
in the two laft years; and, in all probability, Bengal
will in future entirely fupply this vajuable material
for our manufattures in Great Britain. The cultuse,
of indigo is now carried to a confiderable extent in
Bengal, and will increafe every ycar as the demand
for it increafes.* It has been afferted in the Ninth,
Report, that there is, in fact, nq trade in Bengal,
except that of the Company’s inveftment from fe-
venue. No affertion can be morguntrue. The fack
is, that for the laft ghrec years, a number of fhips

* This is 2 new article of commerce from Bengal, and the ndi
imported from thehee, §s of the very firft quahity.  Let Mr. Burke

. mﬁmaf:?xcm Whmﬁzﬁew
an ement our ﬂzﬂl_ﬂ'ﬂdﬂ; m ﬂel" s
foramsly imported M’ggah e sow export bath m‘&"& gheay
TIBLYUES

have
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have arrived in Bengat from Denmark and Portugal.
Thefe fhips have procured very rich cargoes, withoot
the fmalleft difficulty ; and their whole amount niay
be eftimated at one million fterling in each year, at
the leaft. This fa& is capable of proof. If the
inland trade and the exports to the Gulphs have fallen
off of late years, nothing can be more unjuft than to
impute this decline to the oppreffions of the Englith.
Are we accountable for the confufions which have
prevailed for many years in Perfia, for the depreda-
tions committed by Nadir Shaw in Indoftan, or the
total deftru&tion of the Mogul Empire? All thefe
events happened before we were known in India, ex-
cept in the charater of merchants. At what period of
the hiftory of Bengal has that country enjoyed fo
long a peace as fince we acquired poffeffion of the
Duannee ? Under the dominion of the native princes,
fcarcely a year paffed without an invafion of fome
part of the province, or in which feveral were not
put to death, either for being engaged in actual re-
bellion, or from an apprehenfion of their diaffe&tion
to the defpot in office. 1 do not know a fingle i«
ftance of 2 native of India being put to death, except
by a regular and legal fentence, fince we became the
fovereigns of Bengal. Let the mild eondut of the
Englilh be compared with the inbuman cruelties
perpetrated by the Dutch and the Portuguefe, in their
progrefs to empire in Afia, and we fhall be lefs in-
clined to vilify thofe of our countrymen who haye
diftinguithed themfelves in Indoftan. When I heard
a celebrated and illuftrious officer declaim, in general

terms,
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crme, Without fpeifying the musders, mmaflaomed,
monopolios, sad ppprefions which have been voim-
micted in fndls, T wan jeclined 4o Dediove char e
fmeagt, 3 im his Amwerican manifeflo, % w fpeak
dagiers, but to ufe sope,” I deelare again, woft fo-
detmaly, that neither murders nor maflberes hawe
bepa committed by the Englith in Bengal: opprefs
Bome moy have been exercifed in thar coumtry s in
every oifer, but thefo have been greasty exaggeravdd
indensd; snd the omly monopolies exifting are thofe
of fajs and opium, whick, without oppreffion, pro-
duee an immenfe reveoue o the Eaft-Iodis Com-
pany. A very ingenious member of the Houfe
of Commons has fixed the sumber of people
who groen under every fpecies of mifery and up-
prefion in Iodia, at thirty millions;* and this
mifery he flates t0 be bmought upon them by the
Englith. As to the number of inkabitents it Ben-
gal, Bahar, and our part of Orifla, they nmay be
eftimated, I think, at twelve mitlions, bedaufe thefe
counsries may now be fairly fuppofed te have recower.
ed from the depopulation occafioned by the femine
of 1770 I buve norz doube myfelf, but thee che
inhabitants of Beagal will be dovbled in a very few
years, 0 Bomly convingett am I thae the people-of
our provinoes fuffer neither depreffion nor mifery,

» The late Attogney General mn%u&mbly
thay & churver was wax and parchment, to the h‘l’l’“
ads bi arsy, aviliops of poople. Bun tlie WCM

& wi
*.‘.“,,.:ﬁ:%::? ey o o ok poery ”&aeren.
Th
c
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The inhabitents -of Benares and Ghauzipore, un<
der-the fovereignty of the Copany, may be efti-
mated-ae-two miflions of people.. They are neither
rack-rented; ‘nor difturbed in their pofleflions. The
whele country has worn the face of tranquillity and
prefperity from the time of Cheyt Sing’s expul-
fion. The provinces of Oude, Corsh, Allaha-
bad, and Rohilcund, contain, I imngine, about eight
millions of people. Wehave fo far interfered in the
goversment of thefe countries, fince the aceeffion of
the- prefent fovereign, that we fhould undoubtedly
be refponfible for the happinefs of the natives ; and [
have never yet heard that they were reduced to a ftate
of depreffion and mifery. The perfonal diftrefs of the
Vizier avofe, as Mr. Haftings foretold, from our exaét~
ing very great conceflions in territory and money from
him in 1775. However it will hardly bedifputed,
that eéh the death of his father, the Vizier owed his
life to the prefence of our army; and that we have
preferved his dominions from falling into that ftate
of canfufion, anarchy, and diftrefs to which the-fine
countriés about Lahore and Dehly have been fubject
for the Iaft thirty years, Admitting that our pro-
vinces, and thofe of our ally, contsin twenty-two
milions of people,-I.am confident that by far the
great¢lt number. would lament any revolution, by
which they would revert to the ftate they were in
beﬁre we acquired an influence in India. I am
equally confident soo, .that. the bulk af the inhabi-
tahts"of ng’countty "upon earth, enjoy a greater de-
grce mﬁuc&%happimﬁ,;thm she: Jower ranks of

S men
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men in Bepgal, The Northern Circars, which are
under the goveramept of Fert St George, have
been wnipvaded during the lgte war; ner have I
heagd it aflerted, that complaings of oppreffian have
been veceived from the Zemindags of thele diftriGis.
The balances due ta the Campany are doubtlefs very
confiderable 3 byt we have not the leaft reafon to fup-
pofe that inhuman means will be reforted to in order
to recover them. The Carnatic has been defolated
by a long and crugl war. Somg parts of it, however,
were in fuch a ftate as to afford a revenue to the Com-
pany ; and as there was not an enemy in the couatry
w hen the laft accoynts lcft India, we may reafonably
hope that the diftrefles of the natives bave been con-
fiderably alleviated. The countries to the fouthward
of the Coleroon, were campletely protected ; and, as
well as Tanjore, entirely exempted from the calami-
ties of war, asappears by Lord Macartney’s letter of
March#; fp thet the ppymber of inhabitants in the
KCircars, the Carhatic, and Tanjore, amount te feven
millions. I dq nat know what autherity Mr, Barke
has to pronouace ,thas the thirty milligns 1 have eau-
merated, greap under every fpecies of oppreffion
and mifery. 1 have the utmoft refpe@t for the abili-
ties, the ingenuity, and the invention of that geatle-
man ; but I can now apd then oppofe a faft 0 a
Sourith,

¥ We have received advices from Mairas of the 8th of Scptem-
ber, and from Bengal of the 6th of Auguff, face this Narative
avent to ghe prefs. Al wes peacean India, exceps with Tippeo Baib,
and we were negotiating a treaty with him. In the mean time we
Nk chrceactivics meady to adk sgainkt different pacts of his dbmhinions,

fhoyld he refufe to accede to reafpnable terms 3 and all the Freach
troops had quitted hus ftandard.

Having
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Having concifely related the principal évents which
have occurred in India during Mr. Haftings’s admi-
niftration, I cannot conclude this narrative without
taking notice of the late extraordinary proceedings
in this country relative to the Governor General and
the Eaft India Company.

Some time before the rlfe of the laft feffion of
Parliament, a Committee of Proprietors waited upon
Lord North and Mr. Fox, the Minifters of that
day, in order to explain their fentiments of the con-
dué&t of Mr. Haftings, who had in the moft explicit
and manly terms, called upon the Court of Direc-
tors, and his Majefty’s Minifters, either to fupport
or to remove him. The Minifters, though thus ear-
neftly called upon, fuffered the feffion to pafs over
without bringing any propofition before Pailiament.
Mr. Haftings had informed his conftituents, that the
revenues of Bengal were increafed a million fterling,
and that peace would be fhortly concluded with the
Marattas. Perhaps his Majefty’s Minifters confiding
in this declaration, were lefs anxious to pufh forward
the violent meafures which they have fince produced 5
but they were willing, at the fame time, that the
actual government of India fhould be as much de-
graded as poffible; for on the laft day of the laft
feffion, Mr. Burke moved, (and Lord North feconded
the motion,) for certain papers to be laid before the
Houfe at their meeting, relative to tranfaltions of
the year 1775. What renders this matter the mare
curioys is, that the papers moved for had all been
perufed in 1776 by Lord North, who then wifhed
to remove Mr. Haftings, becaufe certain charges

Sz were
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were exhibited againft him which were never attemp.
ted to be praved 3 and at that time too, Mr. Buske’s
friends ané patrons were his moft ftrenuous defender.s
In thecourfe of the fummer, two packets arrived from
India $ they brought a confirmation of the Maratta
peace, and the moft fatisfaltory accounts of our af-
fairs in Bengal and 1ts dependencies. It appeared
al{o that, that every effort had been made by the
Supreme Council for the fupport of the Brituth in-
wreft 1 every other quarter of India.. A few days
previous to the meeting of Parliamnent, the Court of
Proprietors, aflembled, and voted, with one diffenting
voice, the thanks of the Company to Mr. Haftings
and his Council, for their great exertions in the pub-
lic fervice, and a requeft that Mr. Haftings would
not quit his government until peace was fully re-
ftored.

Mr. Fox, on the firft day of the feflion, ‘gave no-
tice, that in 2 week he would move for leave to bring
in a bill to regulate our Governments in India. His
{peech on the day he opened his plan, was indeed a
moft extraordinary one. — It will be fufficient to fay,
that every charge brought againft Mr. Haftings on
that day, has been often refuted. Lord North was
not then prefent, or he would have corrected feveral
of his honourable colleague’s mifreprefentations. I
forbear to detail the progrefs of a bill which, I be-
lieve, is now univerfally reprobated without doors :
— Suffice 1t to fay, that in fo far as Mr, Haftinge is
concerned, Mr. Fox adopred 4ll the ‘prejudices of his
moft inveterate enemies. Some miftakes perhaps he

was led into by mifinformation. In particular, Sir
Henry
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Henry Fletcher hazarded an affertion, for which
-there was not the fmalleft foundation in fa&, The
honourable Baronet furely could not do it in brder
to give Mr. Fox an opportunity of founding the
praifes of Lord Macartney, or of going out of his
‘way to gratify the friends of the late Lord Pigor,
by wantonly traducing the charaCter of Mr. Haf-
tings. ‘The fallacy of Mr. Fox’s reafoning becomes
more and more apparent to the public every hour.
He pretends to adopt Mr. Burke’s pretended idea,
that thirty millions of people are opprefled by the
Englith in India. This cannot be his real opinion;
if it was, would he have fuffered the laft feffion to
pafs over, though called upon by Mr. Haftings,
without doing or attempting any thing ? Mr, Fux
has never ventured to argue upon the attual ftate of
India, when the lateft advices came from thence : on
the contrary, he dwelt upon tranfa@ions which hap-
pened fourteen, twelve, and ten years ago. Mr.
Burke acted with lefs confiftency ; for he oppofed the
Regulating A& of 1773, and was then the aflerter
of the Cempany’s rights, and the defender of the
chara&ers of the Company’s fervants,

Perhaps it will not be very becoming in me to
make any obfervations on the capacity of the Direc-
tor, nominated by Mr. Fox for the future Govern-
ment of India. The noble Lord at the head of the
Seven, is univerfally allowed to be a moft amiable
and virtuous charalter, But to be at the head of
fuch a commiffion, requires a thorough knowledge
of India, and the firiGteft impartiality. Thac the

noble Lord is totally deficiens in thefe requifites,
muft
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muft be clear to every one who heard bis Losdhip
read one lester, dated in Bengal in 1369, and ano-
ther.in 17735, ftating abufes or oppreffions in the cal~
leCtion of the revenues, and arguing from thofe do-
cuments in favour of Mr. Fox’s bill. The mode of
colle&ting the revenues has been totally aliered fince
thofe periods. 1 fhould fcarcely fuppofe that the
four Diretors, whofe names are inferted after the
noble Earl’s, have had either opportunity or inclina-
tion to ftudy the affairs of India, as they muft be fiu-
died by any man or body of men who mean to govern
that country for the advantage of this. Mr. Gre-
gory and Sir Henry Fletcher have beea concerned
undoubtedly for fome years in the affuirs of India,
The former was many years a free merchant in
Calcutta ; the latter has been ftveral voyages as a
Mate or a Capuain of an Indiaman; yet, with all
due deference to the fplendid abilities of both thefe
gentlemen, I am yetto learn what particular fervices
were performed by “icher of them, as Chairman of
the Court of Direiors, India has, undoubtedly,
bren faved by the excrrions of Mr. Hagings, the
Supreme Council, Sir Eyre Coote, &c. abroad; and
by the affiftance afforded tu them from home in
Lord Nor:l’s adminiftration, at the requifition of
Mr. Sulivan and Sir William James, not merely ia
the reinforcements fent to India, but in that corgdial
and fieady fupport and confidence, which fhould
fubfift between tne governmenr of Great Britain and
its dependencies in India at ell umes, but more
particularly in the hour of difficulty and diirefs.
It would lead me from the proper fubjet of this
review,
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review, was I to infert the remarks that muft natue
rally cecutr to every man, who refletts upon the
mean and unworthy acts which- have been practifed
for fome time paft, to injure Mr, Haftings in the
public opinion, The Reports of a Committee have
been fold as pamphlets, unacccompanied by vouch-
ers or explanations. What is called the Eleventh
Report of the Sele& Committee, was fent under a
blank cover to feveral noble Lords, while the bilt
was depending. This Report contained feveral
ftriCtures on thefe letters which Mr. Haftings had
written to the Court of DireGtors. In one of them
he had inclofed an account of fums received by him
as prelents, amounting to two hundred thoufand
pounds, and carried to the Company’s credit. The
Eleventh Report does not contain any copy of thefe
letters, or of this account, though wonderful inge-
nuity is difplayed by the compiler of it, in pointing
out certain inconfiftencies, which muft remain un-
explained for the prefent; but I am fure no man
lving, who reads the Eleventh Report, will con-
ceive that the following paragraph was contained in
Mr. Haftings’s letter to the Direftors of the 16th
of December, 1782: «If I appear in any unfa-
¢ vourable light by thefe tranfattions, I refign the
¢ common and legal fecurity of thofe who commit
# crimes or errors. I am ready ta anfwer any par-
¢ ticular queftion that may be put againft myfelf
¢ upon honour, or upon oath.” I am fo confident
that Mr. Hattings will be able to explain fully and
fatisfattorily his reafons for concealing for a time,

from
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from:whom' the feveral fums alludéd to were receiv.
ed, that I eanipfily with he may be publicly called.
upori tb rehisf evtiry minute ciroumftante attending
the receipt of each feparate article in the account;
fuch an order, I truft, has already been fent to him.
It would have been candid, therefore, in the comie
pider of .the pamphlet, entiled the Eleventh Re»
part, ¥f he had waited for the arrival of the exd
planation ; but if he really thought he had'canght
the Governor General at a difsdvantage, it woullf
have been juft' and honeft in him, when he was
commemmg upon letter, to have inferted either the
letter entite, or at leaft the Wwery material pmgrapb
which I have quoted. ¢

A man of plain undeiftanding might be ied to
fuppofe, from the ungenerous, paltry, and unfair
prattices, which all men have noticed for thefe two
years paft, that to a party in this ‘country, the re<
moval of Mr. Haftings from the govetnment ‘of
Bengal, was of infinitely more confequence than the
prefervation of our Indian empire. Whether th the
public mesfures of one fet of men, or to the intem<
perate oppefition of another fet of men, we may at-
tribue the lofs of Amcrica, I cdmot determine ; bue
I beliewe upon my conicience, that the violent bill,
propofed and fuppertcd by parties formerly fo hoftile
to éach other, would ha@emm of our poﬂi:f'
fions in Indaftan, bad it paffed into a law.

THE ENI
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TO THPF

RIGHT HONOURABLE

EDMUND BURKE

SIR,

WHEN I did myfelf the honour to addrefs
you, in reply to your fpeech of the ift of De-
cember, I could not venture to make ufe of any
other authority than Mr. Woodfall, who, as far as
he went, was a faithful reporter. Your publither,
Mr. Dodfley, has now favoured the world with 2
corretted copy of what fell from you on that day,
in the Houfe of Commons. You will not, I am
fure, Sir, contend, that the fpeech as it is now

B pub-
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publithed 7+ precifely "the*fame 23 yoa delivered.
I was one of the very few 'who puid the wmoft
attention to you, and I do aot feruple to affert,
that it your clofet you have omitted fome, and
embellifhed other parts of your declamatory ha-
rangue. I take it, however, as it flands; nordo
1 hefirate to pronounce it to be, an artful, though
2 grofs and glaring mifreprefentation of all the
eyents that have happeded in India from the pear
1756 to the prefent time.,

' 1 fincerely believe the public to-be moft hear-
tily tired of us both. Perhaps, neither your
Speech, nor'my Anfwer to. it, may be read by
twenty Members of ¢ither Houfe of Parliament:
but if it fhould be my good fortune, by a Plain
reciral of fafls, to remove prejudices which. your
fpeech is exprefsly calculated to saile, from the
obfcureft individual in Epgland, I thall think my-
felf amply sepaid for the trouble and cxpena at-
tending this letter, o

You fet ot with declaring, that-che Company’s
fervants have @id o ruined'every Prince in lodia
’ with
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with whem. they have been conne@ed; and you
< fwyy*“<3n Bongal, Surajah Dowlah was {old to Meer
- ®Jaflier.” Upor my word, Sir, defirous as I am
20 wvoid overy harfh-and offenfive expreffion, and
¢o confine myfelf ftrittly to fals, I can fcarcely
- seftrain myfelf within che bounds of decency, when
& comment upon this part of your publication.
Are you, or your party, really defirous of incurring
the odium you formerly attempted to throw upon
Lord North and his Adherents? Are you willing
to have it faid, that it is your pratice to ¢ eat
“ your words, and to renounce your principles #”
Why, Sir, did you not bring this charge for-
avsrd when the late Lord Clive was living? If
Surgjah Dowlah was fold to Meer Jaffier, Lord
IClive was the falefman ; and General Burgoyne,
in the year 1773, did prefer a charge fomething
fimilar to this again@t that Great Man. Were your
flathes of oratory, your burfts of indignation
then, the mere effe@s of party fpirit? Can you
forget the terms you ufed at that period ; how
you accufed Lord North of Robbery and Injuftice ;
how cloquently you defended the caufe of the
Company, and the charatters of their injured
B & far-
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fervanes? ‘Fske care, Sir, thag the, people of
England, gulled, deceived, and cheated .as they
have been, do not turn with duguft and abhor-
rence from men, who fquebhle ,or umite, who
abufe or flatter, who profecute or defend, who
threaten to impeach, or condefcend to coalefce, as
convenioncy and felf-intereft may diflate. To
all that you have faid of the abufes exifting io
India, previous to the year .1773, I thall merely
refer my readers to the debates of that year, and
leave them to form their own opinion of your pa~
triotifm, your juftice, or your confifiency.

I fhall now, Sir, proceed to reply to fuch parts
of your declamation, as rtelate to occurrences
which have happened fince the year 1773; and
the firft charge is, Mr. Haflings’s treatment of
Shaw Allum. Te this I fha]l oppofe a base re-
Jarion of falts. The Moguyl empire was sotally
deftroyed very long indeed before we acquired
any power in India. Soon after the death of Au-
rengezebe, the Nabobs of the diftant provinees
threw off all dependance upon, the Mogul. The'"
invafion of Nadir Shah, totally deftrqyed the .

v {mall
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flaall ‘réminant of authority and power which the
fovercign of Dehly pofiefled. So weak and fesh
ble waus the force of the Mogul in the year 1747,
that his Vizier had not Rrength enough to expel
the natién of the Rohillas, as you call them, but
a tribe of Afghan Tartars, or Freebooters, as they
undoubredly were, from the country called Ro-
bifcund. The father and grandfather of the pre-
fént Mogul were inhumanly murdered, and bis
life was preferved only by flight. He wandered
for feveral years through the upper parts of In-
doftan, in a ftate of indigence and oblcurity, and
in the year 1760, at the head of a banditti, he
invaded Bengal, being then called the Shah Zada or
Prince. Sujah Dowlah, after he had protected
Coffim Ally Cawn in 1764, promifed to fupporc
Shaw AHum : he made ufe of his authority to
forward his own views ; but being defeated, and
having loft his own country, the Mogul applied
to us for protetion, and in 1765, when his caufe
was abfolutely defperate, Lord Clive affigned to
him the countries of Corah and Allahabad for his
fupport; to which he added twenty-fix lacks of
Sicea rupees from che revenues of Bengal. Iafk

you
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you fesioufly, Bir, whether ur éondu@ & ¥
Mogul was not generous beyond exkmgple, as will
23 20 Sujah Dowlah ? I refer you'ro the ferters bf
your friend, Genéral Smith, written aftet he cmhe
to the command of the army in Bengal, for kis
opinion of the ceffions we made, ztid -the little
benefit we reccived in return. From z+6% o
1770 ‘the Mogul continued at Allahabad, His
wibute was fairly and honéuribly peid by the
Company. For three years, 1 believe, it pafied to
the Mogu! through the hands of Geheral Smith;
and he will reply to the rumour which was dir-
Zulated in India, that in his mint he recoined the
rupees fent from Bengal, before thty were paid
into the Mogul’s exchequer.

Shaw Allum had quitted Alahabad, and
thrown himfelf into the arms of the Mardttas,
neatly a year before Mr. Haltings drrived in Ben-
gal. He was in fa@ a2 prifoner with thein, and
bas centinued a prifoner ever fince. ‘To the Ma-
" rattas he configried ovet the provinces’ of Tdrah
“#d ANababad. Would you, Bit, as 2 politichn,
~under tht Eircumitances which 1 have mventoned,

cither
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sither bave remitted a tribute from the revenugs
&f Bengal, or have permitted the Maratras to talge
pofieflion of Corah and Allahabad, . which we had
exprefsly affigned over to the Mogul for the fup-
port of his dignity ? As well may you accufe the
Britith nation of injuftice, or our moft gracious
Sovercign of ufurpation, becaufe the defcendants
of James the Second do not enjoy the imperial
crown of Great Britain, as fet up the right of
the Mogutl to the Empire of Indoftan at this mo-
ment. Iavow, that the Mogul Empire did not
exift for years before we acquired power in In«
dia, and that to agitate the {ubject of the right
by which we poflefs Bengal, is the grofleft abfur-
dity. I moft fincerely pity the misfortunes of
the Mogul ; but we have nothing to anfwer for
on that head. I lament that Patna or Monghier
was not fixed upon as the place of his refidence ;
but read the opinion of Lord Clive, General
Carnac, or General Smith, on the charalter of
the. Mogul, and fee how widely different their
> fentiments are from yours. They have defcribed .
bim as a man. whom graticude could nat bind g
that his heart ‘was fet ypon a foolith proje& of
4 going
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going to Pehly, in which neicher from prudeses
wor policy ebild the Gotnpany foppore hiss.
Of o Kttle avail did 28e Maruttas deem- the’
royal -grant of -the provinces of Corsh und Alla.
habatt, that by the late treaty of peace, the Vi-
gier i3 fecured in the quiet pofieffion of them.
Yoir apoftrophe to the Speaker was 4l placed.
This i, indeed, an 2ge of wonders, in which the
Miniflry you oppofed, or, as Lord Narth faid,
yout intemperate Oppofition, diffevered : and
roined  the Britith ‘empire. But though the
Mogs! Empire was ruined before you or théj
Speaker were born, the rwin of the Britith Em-'
pitt miay be dated from the period when -you
commeneed the advocate of one of owr contcnd-
ing faions. . s
S ’ - s
The next charge is, that the grand fahefivas, *
Mr. Haftings, without a pretence of quarrel, fold
tht whole nation of the Rohillas. This #s in
every particular untrue, There was -d- phetente
of quirtel. Sir Robert Barker thought {o. From .
hin ¥ame the fift propofition for the: Rohilla
war{ and the cavle was, 5 direlt breack of a
trety
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topety; 4o which -he, on the part of the Englith,,
was guaraptee. The Rohillas were not a naﬁon,;
bat-a ¢ribe of Frecbaoters, whom the delcendants;
of Tamerlanc withed to expel from ¢he couatry
they had conquered in 1747, but had not feree
cnough to accomplith it. Every circumftance at-
tendiog she Rohilla war, was knowa it England
in 4474, and every fat which happened ia the
courfe of it, moft grofsly exaggerated. When
the fa@s wers freth in the minds of men, the,
fubje was agitated here; every power of the
gowernment was then ufed to remove Mr. Haf-
tings, for his thare in that war; but your fricads:
affifted to piefeive him from the venpeance of
Logd.Narth, and the miniftets of that day : and
fhall your Oratory be now employed vo revive
Accufations long fince refuted, aad long finse

forgonen

Your obfervations on the late tieaty with the
Marattas are moft exrsaordinary indeed, and dif-
play cicher a tatal ignorance of the vasious events
which happened in Jndia previous to it, or whag
is_warlg, ap aldolyte inteatiop to deceive end
midead,

C Your
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Your gbjeCtions to the Maragta treaty are,
firlt, ¥hat-we gave up our allies, Futty Sing, Gui-
sowar, and the Rana of Gohud; fecondly, that
wé forfook Ragonaut Row, and delivered him
.over to his enemies ; thirdly, that we agreed in
fitore fot to protect the fubjets of the Marastas;
aid fourthly, that we withed to conclude an al-
Hanee, offenfive and defenfive, with the Marastas,
againtt Hyder Ally, on very unjuftifiable terms.
Will you be pleafed to recolled, Sir, that
your honourable friend’s intimate acquaintance,
Lord Macartney, and his Council, had applied tp
the Marattas for peace upon apy terms; thas the
Court of Diretors had thewn an equal degree of
anxiety upon the fubje&t; that the prooceedings in
.England tended in fike manner to convince the
. Marattas we muft accept of their terms; and
that Mr. Haflings, who had to negociate upder
all thefe diladvantages, has concluded a peace
which is honourable and advantageous in every

. point of view. Iavow, that your objections are
frivolous and abfurd in the higheft degree. No
peace could have been concluded,, unlefs we
wodld ‘have codf:‘qtcglto place Fuuty, Sing and

S o Rago-
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Ragonaut Row in the firuation they were in pre-
vious to the commencement of hoftilities. Furty
Sing is fatisfied ; Ragonaut Row’s perfon is per-
fe&tly fecure, and an honourable provifion is made
for his fubfiftence. I attribute the fecond Ma-
ratta war to Ragonaut Row’s refiding in Bombay
after the treaty of Poorunder; and if the Englith
continued to proteét him, this peace, like the
laft, would be a truce for a few months only,
Another caufe of difpute with the Marattas is
effeCtually removed by our confenting not to af-
ford fhelter to their renters or fubje&s, who
fhould fly to us for prote&tion againft their go-
vernment, The Maratta ftates contain various
pretenders to offices of trutt and power. Is it
the intereft of the Englith to preferve peace with
the Marattas, or to interfere in all their domeftic
fquabbles ? If the former, this article was both
wife and neceffary.

I muft beg, Sir, to defcribe particularly the
treatment which the Rana of Gohud has received
from us, Heis one of very many independent
Rajahs, whofe countries border upon the Ma-

) Ca2 ratta
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rwqdqmmms; and in the yeur »yyq;, the Ba-
had muded the ptovince of Gohud. The
Raq apghed to Mr. Haftings for foppore; and
#s the Goyernor General conceived chat a diver-
fiop in the neighbourhood of Malwa, might draw
h{qdap: Sindia from Gu#zerat, be ‘eoncluded
a wmeaty with him upon certain conditions.
In coofequence of this treaty, Major Popham
matched to the Rana’s affitance, whofe country
was almotl entirely in the poffcfion of the Ma-
ragtas. He drove them out in a few months,
apd conguered from them a diftrid, produting
fix lacks of rupees a year. In Auguft, 1480, he
topk what, till that moment, was called the im-
pregnable fortrefs of Gualier. On our part,-eWery
cogdition of the treaty with thé Rana was moft
forupulonfly fulfiled: but we neither reeeived
the.money, provifions, nor troops, which he had
ftipulated to furnith, There was nor the fnaflelt
gayfe of complaint from him of a breach of trea-
ty, il after the takjng of Gualier, Thiy was to
bs.giveo up to him, Sir Eyre Coote thought it
veould by zm'udcnt to pelerve it for fome time in

pus bands, k& the Bara of Gohud Siwold ‘uog
have
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Jave, ftrength xmugh to keep it. The Rana

appligd for the fort again and agam,’- ::T;;m"e

the frict performance of this amcle, and pro-
mifed, on, his part, o furnifh hxs quo:a of
traops, previens, and moncy, "if the fort
was delivered to him. Mr. Haﬁmgs and’ the
Supreme Council did deliver it to him in March

1781, and thus was every ftipulation on our
parc moft faithfully performed. What return
did we meet? Nor only were we difapéoin?cd
in the fupplies which we were attually to re-
ceive by treaty, but the Rana was detedted’ in
holding & fecret correfpondence with Madajee
Sindia. His breach of treaty, duplicity, and
treachery, were proved beyond the poffibility of
# doubr, On the other hand, we performed
every engagement we bad entered into with a
sigid exa&nefs. Let me afk you, right honour-
able Sir, whether, under thefe circumftances,
Mz, Haftjngs’s conduct was not juftifiable? For
pogof aof the fa@s I have ftated, I refer you
ta the records at the India Houfe, and to Co-
lopel Muip’s coerefpondence with the Governor

G&MW and Council, from "April to O&ober,
1781,



[ 4]
1981, I declare. moft foleninly, ¢hat I could
not hiweconceived it poffible for any mdh o
have made the remarks which you “have made
upon the late Maratta™ pedce, if I had'tor my-
folf heard your confiftent friend, Mr. Fox, affert,
in the momh of May, 1782, that no peace
could be a bad one for this country ; and, in
feven months after, was a witnefs of his junc-
ture with your old ememy, Lord North, for the
exprefs purpofe of turning our the men who
preferved all that remains of our Empire. My,
Haftings, an unconnefted individual, cannot ex-
pedt juftice or common decenicy from fuch men,
Was it difhonourable in the king ef France to
refufe the Pretender an afylum in his dominions ¥
Yet, Lewis XIV. acknowledged the Pretender
as King of Great.Britain, upon the death of
James 1, We have not deferred Ragosaut
Row. We have ftipulated for an honourable’
provifion for him, if he.chufes to accept it} of
which there is nodouht; if he does aot, we are:
engaged, uot ta, permit him 80 remain in say of
opr fettgments, Fudy Sing is placed 3a the’
fame fimation he-was'in at the treaty of Poors’
C under,

. -
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under. 1 Upon the whole, Sir,’ the more. the
terms of the. late Muratta treaty are confidered,
the more will Mr Hatflings sppear entided ‘0
the thanks of his conflituents and his counwry
for having concluded it. I wonder you smitted
Sir Henry Fletcher’s objeftion. The worthy
baronet lamented the ceffion of Broach, and in-
creafed the value of that place from three, to
fixteen lacks of rupees. Mr. Dodfley will profic
by. this hint, I hope, in the next edition of
your {peech.

In my laft letter to you I have fully re-
futed your affertion, as to the rapid fuceeffion
of boys who govern India, In the civil and
nilitary fervice of the Company in Bengal,
there are fome who have ferved above thirty
yeass, fome from twenty-five to thirty, more
from twenty to twenty-five: The eldeft major
ia Bengal has besn. twenty years; the eldeft
caprain fixteen years in the fervice; and in the
civil line, the genteman who will fucceed o
the firt vagancy in the Board of Trade west
out a writer in 1763, it onc and twenty years

ago.



[ %]

sgo. At Mxdeny' asd Bmbay the rife - ORY
flowee¢ und" this ‘iz foficient ‘to* proke yolr W
fer¥iolt wot €0 heve' the fmallet foundistion -in
wad, 1 wifh té deit 'in fals, t Phedse wy
Ainds snd my* honoer Yor € trach of wry
sftvtions; Yeaving the credit of fine writing %
the: Slowdry Mr, Borke,

Eqodity unjuft and ontrde is your affertion,
vhat * Our conqueft, after twenty years, is as
“ crude as it was the firft day.® & bave
ereffed {chools, we bave built brnidges, we bave
made high roads, and we Aave cut new navi-
gations. Here, Sir, T oppoft fafts to affentions.
The foandation in Calcutte, fo far from being
s paliry one, hes raiféd che Enghfh hame through-
out Indoftan, and was an wundertaking worthy
the man to whom we owe a tranflanon of
she code of Gentoo laws, and the publication
of.-a Bengal grammar. The high roud from
Cakutta vo Chunat, 458 thiles, thrcupgh the
bifly'‘@hich boutd Bengal to the Weftward, was
& mak beneficial work, and ‘is eomplercly ex-
waréd, The -+t /fiom Calddtea to the Sale

4 Water
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‘Winee* Eike Jeiy-facibitated the ialnd navige-
tibn, has increafed the trdde of Calcurta, sad
bas sedwced the priceof fuel above twenty ped
cent. - ‘Thele, Sir, are fome of the many im-
provements: which have taken place in Me
Maflingy’s adminiftration.  Lands have bemn
cleared, new manufactures have been eftablithed,
and old ones improved to a great degree fince
he fucceeded to the government, and I beg to afk
you, Sif, if any man living could have taken
more pains to encourage trade than Mr. Haf-
tings bas done? To him we owe it, that the
communieation by the way of Suez with Eu-
rope was opened, and to the fhort-fighted po-
licy of fome of your friends, that it is now
flapped up. To himi we owe a communicstion
being eftablithed with Thibet, h.ghly advan-
tageous to Bengal.

No place npon the globe has been fo greatly
improved in the laft ten years as Calcutta, and
the country about it; the trade of Bengal m
general has increafed, gnd is ingrealing ; - patts,
of the country which it was formerly unfafe so-
D pafs

/s
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pafs through, atemow inhigh culinasion, apd #he
inhabitants in a fiate of civilization very. different
indeed from what they .wierc whea your driend
General Smith was in Beagal, who fromythe wery
fhort time he remained there, and she very large
fortune be brought away, may anfwer the animased
defcription you have given, “ of rapid fucceffion,
¢ enormous fortunes, birds of pteyand pafiage;”
&c. &c, &c.

For Heaven’s fake, Sir, point out the wretch,
¢ who has torn the cloth from the loom, or
¢ wrefted the fcanty portion of rice and falt from
*¢ the peafant of Beagal, or wrung from him the
% opiom in which he forgot his oppreflions and
# his opprefior.” I thank my God I know no
Englithman who has been guilty of fuch attro-
tious afts. It was my wnhappy lot to be in Ben-
gal in 1770, when a third of its inhabitants were
fwept away by & dréadful famine; but collec-
tively, and” individuaily, by wvoluntary fubferip-
tions from all ranks of Europeans, we did our
utmoft to avert the miferable effeéts which atten-
ded that faral calamicy : thoufarids were fed every
. day
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day in the garrifon of Monghier, where 1 wae
¢hen- doing duty, by the officers and foldiers,
The fame at Patna, Moorfhedabad, and Calcutta,
It was to the impoffibility of procuring rice, and
»ot to an infenfihility to the diftreffes of our fellow-
oreatures, that we mouft attribute the lofs of fo
many kives. The. Abbe Raynal can hardly dif-
pute the palm of invention with you, but in the
pathetic you have no cqual,

You have {aid, Sir, that * our Indian Govern-

* ment is, in its beft ftate, a grievance,” If you
mean to apply this to its influence over, or oppref-
fion of the natives of India, ] totally differ with
you. If you mean to apply it to this country,
the affertion is abfurd. Since the acquifition of
Bengal, the cuftoms, &c. paid by the Company
to the State, have increafed from feven to thirteen
hundred thoufand poupnds a year, Our exports to
India have increafed in the fame proportion; and
inftead of fending from thsee to five huadred thoue
fand pounds in bullion annually from this country
to Afia, we have aGually brought above three mil-
lions fterling into the kingdom in the laft twenty
D> years,
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yeaps,  §.agree -mof, hearsily . with -you and Mr.
Faxa that.she fudden acquifition of smealih in India
is highlp improper sbat the evil does not-eaift a
piglent,, M. Haftings has been Governoror
Governor Geaeral of Bengat for tweive years;
will you, right honourable Sir, be fo.good ta
point oyt fix perfons wha have returned to this
country,in that period, .wwish fortunes fuddenly
acquired ! I know but of. two, the ome, Mr.
Farrer, a gentleman of the law; the other, M jor
Webber, the aid-de-camp of Sir John Ciavering,
who was appointed to the command of a regi-
ment of horfe in the Vizier's fervice, and com-
mandant of the garrifon of Allahabad, where he
had a fdir and an honourable opportunity of ac-
quiring a handfome independence in two years.
A gentleman who deals fo much in cxaggcnfién
as you do, can only be refuted by an appéal ta
fa@ts. You fay, fortunes have been fuddenly ac-
quired in Bengal ; I affert that it is not true, that
the fa has been notorioufly otherwife fince Mr.
Haftings fucceeded to the government. I yon
will go farther back, indeed, I readily grant
you that fome very glaring inftances are to be

found
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found, of men-who acquired larpe fortones in a
fhort time, and no oneanare glaring than the eafe
of your friend, .Generdl Stnich, who arrived in
Bengal in May 1765, quitted it in December
¥769 ; and fince his return to England, has been
eminenly confpicuous as a man of the very firlt
world,. A few, and a vety few more of us,
have been ambitious to get into Parliament apon
any terms, or to become rembers of the gambling
clubs in St. James’e-fi~er; but in general, Sir,
the gentlemen v ho have ferved their country in
India, are men of as firit honour, and as exam-
plary charalters in every refpect, as any fet of
med whatever. Let me repeat it agaih, ‘that the
people of England who have been fo gulled, de-
deited, and cheated by pretended patriots, and
political adventurers, will not fuppofe us to be
the infernal monfters you reprefent us, without
full enquiry ; and no man wifhes more earneftly
thin I do for fuch an enquiry. Hitherro Mr.
Haftings has not been treated with common jufs
tice, common decency, or common honefty, by
his difappointed opponents. .

1 would
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I would beg leave to refer you, and eny gentle.
man who may do me the honour to sead this letter,
to the sarrative which I have lately publithed for
a.foll, and complete anlwer to every thing you
haye faid relative to the Begums, of Oude, Cheyx
Sing, and Fyzolla Cawn, The India Bill was un.
daubtedly. aa obje of the utmoft impartance 0
your perty; if it had pafied, Lord North and Mr.
Fox wauld have been, what fome of you fay they
ought to be, ¢ The fole Rulers of this Country.’
No wonder, therefore, that you hazarded a few
bold affertions 1a order to carry fo great a pointy
but that you fhould deliberately fit down in your
glofes o prepare for the pre(s, much that you did
fay, and much that [ avew, you did aac Gy, daes,
I confefs, aftonifh me. Perhaps, afier all, Mr,
Podfey has publifbed without your auchority ; if
fo, I hope you will call bim to an accoyat for
girculating fo grofs a libel in your name. Is your
charader fo very high in the werld, that My
Redflcy can exped it to bear down truth, reafon,
and, common feafe by mere words? Or, can he
fuppofe thas | will fuffer fuch grofs mifreprefens
tations to remain uncontradicted ? .

The
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~The revenue of Bemdres was paid up to the
month of February 1783, when the Surprize
pecker failed in April laft, and there was no rea-
fon te believe it would fall in arrears in future:
The country has not been in confufion, mor are
the people undone; and your remarks that no
Muffulman magiftrate ever entered Benares under
the Perfian or Tartar conquerors, is moft aflured-
ly unfounded. The Cutwallee of Benares was
ever poffefled by Sujah Dowlah, and the magif~
trate was a Muflulman. Nay more; when we
yiclded the Cutwallee to Cheyt Sing, he a&tually
continued a Muflulman chief magiftrate in the
city of Benares. I will tell you farther, Sir, that
almoft all Cheyt Sing’s favorites, and the compa-«
nions of his loofer hours, were Muffulmen, and
in many of the contumacious aéls which brought
on his ruin, he was direCted by the advice of a
Muflulman, Goolam Hofitin Cawn.  So far from
the people being undone, we know that the coun-
¢ry never was in a higher ftate of cultivation than
in three months after the expulfion of Cheyt Sing;
and the accounts from Bengal as late as the gth
of Auguft laft, not only prove the provinces of
Bengal,
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Bengal, Bahar, Benires, Oude, and Rohifcund, to
be in perfedt tranquillity, bur they a&tually vont
vey to us the molt unequivbcdl predf of “the
opinion which the Governor General and Courit¥
entertain of the flability of the government,
and the continuance of the Maratta peace. Som¥
regiments have been difbanded, and all the regi-
ments in our fervice are reduced from one thow:
fand to feven hundred and eighty, rank and fite, -

You fay, Sir, that Licutenant-colonel Hanniy,
Mr. Middleton, and Mr. Johnfon, were accufed of
the groffeft pecalations. Upon my word, I cannot
fnd’ apon any records of the Company, or from
ptivate advices, that there is the fmalleft founda<
tion for'this affertion. Lieutenant-cotonel Han-
pay entered into the fervice of the Eaft-India
Company with the rank of Captain in 1964. He
had diftinguithed himfelf during the laft war in
Germany, and was much efteemed by the laté'
Marquis of Granby. He was eighteen year$ i’
the Company”s fervice, and having corimanded

a very ftrong detachment in Oude, from 1777
) %
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to 1782, it may be fuppofed without any reflec-
tion upon the charalter of Lieutenant-colonel
Hanoay, that, as well as Major Webber, he had
hoaourably #cquired a handfome fortune. I never
heard it furmifed, that he was accufed of pecula-
tion. The corps which he commanded, with all
the native corps, ferving under Britith officers in
Oude, were reformed by the Vizier's defire; but
the Vizier himfelf, fecing the abfolute neceflity of
keeping up a ftrong military force in Ghauzipore,
again applied to the Supreme Council for affiftances
and Colonel Hannay would have returned there,
but, as you obferve, in this inftance with truth,
« he was prevented by death.” Mr. Middicton
and Mr, Johnfon were recalled, bLecaufe the
Supreme Council thought they had not exerted
themfclves to receive the ballances due to the
Company from the Vizier, and Mr. Johnfop’s
tranfaltions with Gopaul Dofs, a Benares banker,
were alfo difapproved of; but I cannot find a
ﬂladov'v of evidence to prove, that they have ever
been accufed of the ¢ grofleft peculations.”*

E You

* Is it poffible, Sir, for eny man to read that part of your

fpeech in which you fo politely mention ¢ Hanuay, Middleton,
and
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You have the means to be well informed of thf
actual ftate of the Carnatic, and of Tanjorc. Iﬂmll
not venture to difpute any thing you may aﬂ't;v_t
relative to the differences which have unhappily
fublifted between the Nabob of Arcot, and the
Raja of Tanjore; bur I will prefume to affert,
Sir, that ftanding as you de, fo conneéted as you
are, with the profcled agent of the Raja of
Taan)rc, the public ought to receive any thing
you may fay relative to him, with doubt, and
diftruft. Is it not true, that you have yourfelf

applied to a late chairman of the Court of Direc-
tors (Mr, Sulivan) on the bufinefs of the Raja of

and Johnfon,” without adverting to your own charalter as a
public man, and comparing it with the copdut of Mr. Haftings.
The Governor General appoiated two gentlemen to Oudes, 1
whom he had a confidence. He thought they had been deficient
in their publie duty, and he recalled them. (Licutcnant-colonel
Hanuaxy was removed becauft his corps was difbanded.) You
came into office, and found two of the clerks removed on frong
fofisicidn of delinquéncy. Without previous concert with any
ane, you toek tpon youtfelf to reftore thofe men to their offices.
After fuch an inflance of folly and imprudence, (to give it no
harfher epithets) fhall you ftand forth, and accufe Mr. Haftings
of an istention to fereen dohnquents. ¢ Well, .indeed, may I
exclum with my countryman, Sir Richaid Hilly = Mutate
Nomine, dete Fabula narratur,

Tanjore ;
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Tanjore ; and is it not fair to fuppofe, that in the
abfence of your coufin, the Pay Mafter of his
Majefty’s Forces in India, you are the Raja’s
agent in England?

Your remarks upon the mode of letting the
lands in Bengal are fo curious, that I muft beg
leave to call the attention of the public to the
fubje&. In 1772, Mr. Haftings and his Council
farmed out the lands in Bengal upon leafes for five
years, The Court of DireCtors approved the
plan. Lord North, the Minifter of the country,
and an a&ive member of a Secret Committee,
(which you then abnfed, thomgh you now call
their Reports ample and inftructive) reported this
plan, and one for the adminiftration of juftice,
to the Houfe of Commons. Many encomiums
were paffed upon Mr. Haftings sben for the adop-
tion of thefe meafures, and he was appointed the
Governor Genera] of Bengal by Parliament;
yet, in the year 1784, you come gravely forward,
and atk the Houfe of Commons, if you fhall
¥ be believed in relating”—what was a matter of
public notoriety in 1773. For fhame, Sir; do

E 2 ) not
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not artemapt to miflead the nation fo grofsly ; be
affured T will follow you flep by ftep; and I ruft,
that the juftice, the honour, and the good fenfe

of my countrymen, will ditinguifh between truth,
and falfchood,

Mr. Haftings’s banian did rent feveral farms,
and was a confiderable lofer by them. This has
been fully praved; and it is well known that he
was a2 man of very confiderable property, and a
confiderable renter, long before Mr. Haftings
himfelf arrived in Bengal.

I fhall not follow you, Sir, through a rhap-
fody of fix pages upan the miferable ftate of the
natives of Bengal, the decay of commerce, and
the bad, and corrupt management of Mr. Haftings
and his Council. The care which Mr. Haftings
has taken to preferve that part of the Britith em-
pire, entrufted to him, is as confpicuous as the
fattious attempts of a fet of defperate, and aban-
doned mock patriots in this country, to tarnith the
glory of Great Britain, and to abufe every man of
merit, in every department, civil and military. It

will
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wilt be a Tuficieat anfwer to all your illiberal
reflections, to affert, that from the year 1778, to
the month of December 1782, above fix millions
ferling hes been remitted from Bengal, to Ma-
dras, and Bombay, in money, provifions, and
military ftores. That a peace was concluded
with the Marattas at a moft critical moment,
upon honourable and advantageous terias; that in
this time of general. diftrefs, the provinces of
Bengal, Bahar, and its dependencies, were kept
in perfect tranquillity ; the invefiment con'inued,
and our refources increafed above a million fter-
ling. Fxamine any gentleman, of any pary,
who has returned from India in the laft two years,
and he will tell you, that the exertions of the Su-
preme Council have been wonderful ; and that if
-a man of inferior genius, intrepidity, or refource
to Mr. Hattings, had prefided in Bengal, India
would have been loft.

I now come to a part of your publication
which I am fure is foifted in by yourflf, or Mr.
Dodfley. You never fpoke the following words

in the Houfe of Commons: * attend, 1 pray you,
¢ to
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® to the profperity of Benficld, Haftings, and
t others of that fort.” For fhame, Sir, pre-
ferve a little decency; Benfield, as you call
him, and Mr. William Burke (for I will not fol-
low your example) have taken oppofite fides in
the difputes of the Carnatic. The one is faid to
be deeply involved with the Nabob Mahomed
Ally; the other avowedly pofiefles the Tanjore
agency. I never faw Mr. Benfield ; I know no-
thing of his caufe. Mr. Haftings is “as uncon-
nefted with him, as he is with Mr. William Burke.
Both parties may be men of honour; but as you
kave an interefted enmity to Mr. Benfield, why
would you introduce his name with Mr. Haftings 3
Your noble friend, Lord North, patronized Mr.
Benfield openly, and avowedly. He is faid, God
knows with what truth, to have given his Lord-
#hip feven votes in this “ beft Houfe of Com-
““mons,” as you now call it; though two years
ago you declared, thar it would fupport Lord
Notth, as long’ as his Lordthip « could find
¢money to bribe gentlemen to fay they believed
“ him.” And what, Sir, is the profpérity of Mr.
Haftings ? He is at this moment the Jegal Gover-
por General .of Beagal; and he will treat with
s contempt
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gontetpt your poor attempts to injure him in the
public opireie.  {r he ¢ has nal apy orwnities
¢ of heaping up immen« we lth, e has beep
lefs prudent than your fiiend, Mi, "wwill, or his
late mafter, Lord Folland ; for lis fortune is
moderate indeed, and it is ufing too firong an
expreflion to fay, ‘¢ that the fortunes of hundreds
¢ have depended upon his fmiles or his frowns,”
becaufe not One Hundred gentlemen in the civil and
military fervice have acquired fortunes in Bengal
during his long adminiftration. The reft of this
paragraph is indecent, beyond any thing I ever
read in my life. Mr. Haftings is ot Joaded wich
the execraticns of the natives of India; the Direc-
tors have ceafed to cen‘fure him, and (o far from be-
ing ftruck or blaftcd with a refolution of the Houfe
Commons, he knows, in common with every loyal
fubje&t of England, that a refolution of the Houfe
of Commons is not the law of the land, though,
perhaps, he may deem it of more confequence,
than he would the refolution of a fer of drupken
porters, which was the conftitutional expreffion

of your laft Speaker.*
1 obferye
* That my readers may form a proper 1dca how far Mr. Burke
33 caleulated to be one of Mr. Haflings’s judges, 1 thall copy
whag
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1 obfErvr, Sir, that you are ju vhe hiibir-bF
ailerting wilat & oot fridly true, s6d shen yo
argie from your afiertion as if it werd marter
of faft. ‘For inflance, you make Mr. Haltings
fay,' " that he is incumbered with twd hondred
# and> &ty young gentledien, fome of thém of
« the beft familids,” #nd you offd, v e fiis

sbax he. has given to the public, calmly and ‘Welitkrarely, as 3ls
own wopds, uniefs the fpeacls itfelf is 2 forgery of Mr. Daiflesis.
Page =9 and So, ¢ Autend, I pray you, to the ﬁtnmon and prof-
& perity of Benfield, Haffings,” and othert of that fort. I'he
Iaft of ghefis hyps been treated by the Company with an afpexicy
of rcprchenﬁop which has no parallel, They lament ¢ ‘ku the
power “of dlfpoﬁng'of their property, in perpetuity, !houh X}
inta.fgth hands,” - Vet for fourtcen years, with littld invervup-
tion, he has governed all chsir afizirs, of evqry, ﬂefcnpuonb {gﬂ;
ansbféltre fvay. He has had, himfelf, the means of heaping up
e wealth, and during that” whole périod; the forvanes ‘of
bundrgds have gependpd on his {milep and frowns He hipfalf
tells ot Yz 1s ncumbered with two hundred and fifty youn

fentlaics,” fohe oF thems of the bell 'Tamilies i England, 4N of
whom, aim ab returnig v kth xa# farsingd to Barope a ahe primg
of Hife. He has, then, two hundred and fifty of your children,
as his hoftages, for your good behaviour ; and loaded for years,
as he has been, with the exchratidas of the patives, with-the
cenfiges of the Courz of Direllorsy and:ftruck and bla#fd with
refolttions of this Houfc, he fill maintains the moft’ defpotie
power'&¥ef kiown in Fadia, He dokrimestf-with an ovérbearipg
fwpy Butheedfiemblics of his,protopded matters ; apd it is thoughty,
in.a degree, rafh to venture to name his offeaces in this Houfe,

aven aF groupds of a legiflative remedy.” r .
< then,
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“ then, (He hundred _and fifty of your chddfcn
« as his hoflages for, your gopd | behaviour :* qu
attepd, | pray. you, to the true and und:fgm{ed
fat., My. Haftings and his Council xnformetL
the; Court of Direftors, in the mouth of May,
1781, that they had abolithed the Provincial
Councils, and recalled the feveral members tp |
Calcutta. Upon this occafion they ftate, * that
¢ the civil ferviee is overloaded, that the civil
“ offices might be reduced to a very fcanty
“ number, were their exigency alonc to deter-
¢ mine the lit of covenanted fervaats, which
s¢ confifts of two hundred and fifty two, and
« many of them of the beft families in En-r
¢ gland, who afpire to the fudden acquifition of
s fortupes, that they may return, and pafs the
« prime of their lives in England, as muli-
¢ tudes have done before them, (Geaeral Smith,
% Mr. Farrer, and Mr, Francis, for inftance.)”

Was not this remonftrance, if I may fo call
it, a proper one® What, Sir, did it tend to
prave? That the Minifters and Direttors at hame
had fo overloaded the civil fervice in Bengal,

F it
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1tmkl bé mekeumm lp-
ponibiit, Vil “time of eﬁoﬁ" ' Begal ‘eiuthe
ﬁ%”iﬂ%)pé, or fell & fﬁnﬁce t the enechition df
ﬁf’dmf in Tndth, M. Htﬁing! "does ot tite,
' that ﬁe is encumbered with two hundred and
L ﬁ&y two young gentlemen,” but, « that there
®'are t#D ‘hundrcd and fifty-two &ivil fcnfants,
«idfuding every rank of them, in "'Bcngal and
% fhat @ fnuch lefs number would Tuffice *for
«*gsnduting the public bufinefs.” But, if you
will' be fo good to examine the printed lifts of
the Company’s fervants, you will find, that sbove
éne hundred and fixty of this number have
beéh more than ten years in Bengai ¢ So muc'h
Sir; for your rapid fucceflion of boys. ©

T cabhot

* Tn osder Sally o difpreve- Mr. Burke’s afesion * of the
“ ripid fuceelfion of buyvin Todia, 1 have coplbd, Fronf the
Compny’n prxnte'(l lifts of cavenanted femmts, the fanding of
one lmnﬂrcd nnd fixty-feven _gcg;kmcn, whe ran newt helow
the gonrd,. of,.Iude, and have beea from twenty-owe to eleven
yeast..in ahe-forvice., -

e ettt o L



‘ J0{‘%:wosmy-v:me year: rank in the fnrvm
of tw!nty years T

Of twelve Jears
Of cleven. i —
weomierly sy red] Sopod r‘ﬂ ;




36 ]

' asd VAR pltr Somoruble fhiondj Mr. Fmy-4clf
1l b By wrivers; O fons ofsmembent of
"esiilitn, he TenotimiPogded thavyest, and how
' #iany ‘Sir Henry Flelcher appointed. - ¥ Jkiow
"mym ‘dhat two Tons of one meinber wens, to
Béngal, us “iters; in the la feafon. Wik fo
notorices, shll, I will add, £ foxndalous 2n ebufe
of the power of patrohkge beforetay. eyesshave
1 not reafon to” rejsice that -the infamous. bill
which was to give Sir Fenry Fletcher $o great
a fhare of powet, has been doft ? « How dif-
ferent was the condutt of Mr. Piwt? He ad-
vifed, and truly toq, what would be of more
confequetite’ than il -the Hoviery fpreches «of all
the orators in this kingdom. Reduce §our efta-
Fﬁﬁmcnts as low as poffible, and make ng un-
neceffafy “appointments, ‘with a view of feeuring
a majonty in Padiathent, - -

Why are the names of Sir Jol¥ 'Clavering
and Colonel Monfon again brought forward? Be
alftred, Sit ey were” highly efitemied By every
. mﬂgébmur’i‘n Indta’s bus that 'their preju-
" dices” wéceivincitt; every man‘eof Bodoar Ia-

‘ mented,

L]



{37 ]

voomoid.. * My, Francis’s plans of ,Micyt" Jyou
Say,s%:make the soft dhining .pagss :of yout, re-
“ port ;. butahet gonddeman will contpws hime
felf with: the degree of . merit to.. whigh be ie
entitled. He dreffed , the materials; whigh, Mr.
Dukarell furpifhed him with. Will yon pstempt
to perfuede me, Sir, that Mr. Francis, who, when
he left Bengal, could do little more than call
for a glafs of wine without an interpreter, could
have formed a plan for colleting the revenues
of Bengal, ia lefs thau two years after his are
rival ? I allow Mr. Francis great merit; but he
will be well content to sank in a clafs far be-
low Mr. Haftiogs, and Mr. Ducarell, You
fay, Mr, Francis “ efcaped with life;” and, in
your fpeech, you made a much ftronger allufion
ve the duel he fought in Bengal; but I moft
heartily agree with your friend, Mr. Fox, that
fuch a fubjett fhould never he brought up at
@ diftant period, by a third perfon.

I am really at & lofs to know what you
mmean, when you affert, that every Britith fob-

jeid wative ia the difcovery of peculatioas, has
€ heen
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"’beehwﬂmmm,-mm

= e, - Fhapéd frorm ‘robarming s — Whifee, of
o B bl violence of fxud, anpkye&’ .
' Moy them, in character a3 well 2 fmne:"
TY tais sccufativn Mr, Gregory, Sir .’ Henry
Pltechier, aid ¢hé Diceors, mofl anfwver; bat
1 detlare to yow, upon my honour, ﬁixr.ihqva
never interfered, dire@ly or indireétly, o pre-
vént' ‘the ‘réturn of atly’ man to India. Ms.
Haftings would néwet forgive me, was 1 1o have
redouti Yo fuch defpitdble, dnd unworthy afls ;
#8t’ can’ ff be a muatter” of the fmalleft combe
qirce’ to 'hiin, i’ shy refpe®, whether Mr,
Going, ‘or M. Gtaht,' the gentiemeén to whom,
a¥ Pfwpptfe,” you 'allude,’ afe reftored o the
fébice with their Yk, ‘of mot. The part that
Thdve dfted witl, ¥ suft, thidld me fom’ the
fuffficiont 'of defoending to “the ptadtice of iteard
shainfRitious ‘acts, in’ oder %o suin the characs
ter of any thun.© I have rsves received an ine
jury’ from My, Goring or Mr. Grant; and I can
afiite pob, Bity ast I never hawe, fo I nilver
Wil wbtempit 4 interfete ‘with their profptits of
régainingt the fervice of the Company ; feferving
RS 1 1o
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to myfelf the liberty of fully and faigly confiden
sng the propriety o impropriety of their ,remrn
to Bengal, if it fhould be left to the determipae
gish of a General Court, where, until you carry
your favourite fcheme of “ Robbery, and Injul
sice,” I fhail continue t0 exercife the privileges
of ap Englithman, t

I am at a lofs how to anfwer your affertion re-
lative to the natives of Bengal, I am informad
that the ficuation of the Rannies of Burdwan,
Ragefhai, and Amboa, are flourithing at this mo-
ment. That they are neither ruined nor beg-
gared, nor afking alms, [ can avow from undoubted.
authority. If you meant to give the Houft accu-
rate information, you would have quoted what Ma-
homed Reza Cawn has repeatedly declared, that
he owed his life to the juftice, the impartiality,
and the patient attention of Mr. Haflings, at a
time when Nundcomar had fuborned evidence
enough to have ruined an hundred men. 1.hope
and truft that Sir Elijah Impey will demand pub-
hc reparation for the indecent refletions which
have been caft upon him.. But I tell you, Sin,

oncg
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once owre, that whether Mymdcomar oughe: o -
have beest hanged or noe, the following falls are
indifpateble s chat he knew forgery to be & capi-
tal crime by that law to which he was amenabde;
fo far back as the year 1764, that no man in
India, of sny party, ever doubted of his guile;
and that Mr. Haftings was not concerned; di«
re@ly or indireftly, in his commitment, his trial,
ar his execution,

As you were foiled in the fhameful attempt
(for I cannot give it a gentler term) to keep M.
Sulivan out of the direftion, you can never mifs
an opportunity of alluding to the opium contra
which his fon enjoys: but here, Sir, I tell you
agdin, that you have yet to prove its having beem
fold at ali by him; and I have proved beyand
contradiction, that he enjoys it upon the fair and
equitable terms at which it was fixed in 1775
by Mr. Haftings, General Clavering, Colonel
Monfon, Mr. Barwell, and Mr. Francis.

You have given us avery falfe defeription of
the Court of Proprictors; and you fay,  thet
¢ the
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“ the agents of the delinquent fervants arg feen,
* marfhalling, and difciplining their forces ip
¢ Leadenhall ftreet, and the prime fpokefmen in
“ all their affembties,”

As you have pronounced Mr. Haftings ta be
the greateft delinquent India ever faw, and asl
have been examined by you as that gentleman’s
avowed agent, I muft be free encugh to tell you,
Sir, that I have never defcended to ufe any une
juftifisble means whatever, in order to procure a
fingle vote. If ever man received that indepen-
dent fupport, from a public affembly, which he
might glory in, Mr. Haftings has received it
from his conftituents. I declare, upon my honour,
that I have never, cither dire@ly or indireétly,
expended a fingle fhilling in procuring a vote;
that I have never promifed even a letter of re-
commendation, by way of inducing any gcnile-
maa to fupport Mr. Haftings ; and you will find,
Sir, that ss Mr. Haftings’s popularity has not
been acquired by bribery, corruption, minifterial
ifluence, or mifreprefentation, it will not be in
the power of any political adventurer, or any

faction, to injure him in the opinion of his fellow
G " fubjelts,
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fub]c&i. As for mykelf, as 1am confcioys ti'u‘t
I have exqemed with fidelity the troft wich which.
1 was honoured, by a man of whofe fnfnd!hxp
it is my pride to boaft, I fhall treat with the con-
tempt it deferves every illiberal reflcétion which
may be thrown upon me, ina place where I have
not the privilege of making a reply.

Your account of the * incorrigible condition
* of the Company,” may be ingenious, though
it has not novelty to recommend it: but I will
take upon me to aflert, that nothing can be more
remote from truth than the defeription js. Let
the world jndge between your relation apd
mine.

« Yoo cpmaitteey of the Houfe of Commops
Fewe appoineed ; the goe in 1780, for one pur-
pofs pnly, to enquirq into the ffate of the judics-
ure i3 Bangal; the other ip 1781, % raquire
ictn the.ganfe of the war in she Carnagie. The
firft | cpmmittee  procured. an q&pﬁw gf its
pawesy . sh followipg efions s apd yoder shpe
m,nﬁna it has producedpolcf-thmelmare-
partso I cannot prefume to fpeak what I think

of
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of pine of thefe reports : but the pamphlets which
Mr. Debrett has publithed, under che title of
the Ninth, and Eleventh Reports of the Seleft
Committee, are the moft infamous, and execrable
Iibels, that were ever impofed upon a deluded
public; and as Lord Thurlow well obferved,
they have been circulated in a manner difgraceful
to the dignity, the juftice, and the honour of the
Britith nation. The other committee made fix re-
ports; two of them on the political tranfactions of
the Supreme Council. In confequence of thefe re-
ports, various refolutions were propofed and car-
ried in a committee of the Houfe of Commons
when twenty-fix members were prefent. One of
thefe refolutions was, * that it was the duty of
« the Court of DireCtors to difmifs thofe fervants
¢ whom the Houfe of Commons had cenfured.”
On the 28th of May, this refolution, not having
been ‘reported, was tefcinded, and the following
fubftituted in its room ; ¢ That it was the dury of
3 the Court of Directors to remove Mr. Haftings
¢ and Mr. Horiby.” Forty-two members wefe
thed in the Houfe 3 and furely, Sir, this willbea
fufficient anfwer to every infinuation of Mr. Haf-

G2 tings’s
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tingss ibflucocy in the Houfe of Commons. Not

a fingle member offered to divide the Houfe, Not

a fingle Member fpoke in his favour.  For God's

fake, then, let us hear no more of the corrupt

iofuence of 1he Gowernor General in the Houfe

of Commoas. This refotution was fent the fol-

lowing day to the India Houfe, where your

party had mony friends. The chairman, Mr,

Gregory, co-operated in bringing forward this

very refolutiony and the deputy, Sir Henry

Fletcher, 2 profeffed party man, was the mouch-

piece of the Rockingham party at the India

“Houfe. On the 18th of June, the Court of
Proprietors came unanimouily to two refolutions,

firictly legal, and founded in reafon, as well as

in juftice: that to remove Mr. Haftings, merely in

compliance with a vote of the Houfe of Com-

mons, would be improper; and, that whatever

refolution’ the Direftors might come to, on a

poiat of fuch importance, thenid be communi-

cited to the Court of Proprictors before it was

carried into effe@. 1 beg to afk you, Sir, if

* thet¥ is any thing Alegal or abfurd in this pro-
-eeditg? The Direlors commtenced an enquiry
" into
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intp the condult of Mr. Haflings, and on dhe
£3d of Ocober, thirteen of them determined fie
fhould be removed, for afts which originated i
their own Court, and had received the approba-
tion of his Majefty’s Minifters, The refolution
for Mr. Haftings’s removal was laid beforé a
General Court. It was ably and fully debated.
Your honourable friend, General Smith, fpoke
for an hour in fupport of it. The proceedings
bave been printed; and I am fure, you will not
get another man in the kingdom to fay, that
the refolution was refcinded without complete
examination. I am weary of refuting fuch pal-
pable abfurdities. Can you conceive, Sir, that
men will fo far fhut their ears, and their eyes,
as to believe, that Mr. Haftings was faved by
the Proprictors, who were formerly in the fer-
yice of the Company ! Confider, I befeech you,
what the fafts are, Some of the DireGtors withed
that the queftion fhould go to a ballot. It was
agreed to inftantly; and feveral gentlemen, who
fpoke in favour of Mr. Haftings, figned the re-
quifition for the ballot. It was taken at the end
of feven days. .Oppofed to Mr. Haftings, were
. thire
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thirteen Directors, the Rockingham party, mi-
nifterial infibence, your friend General Smrﬂi,
and*mmy others, who were gszng for nppomt-
dreifts o Todia; yet with evety exertion, they
Biﬁmed Sevemy-five, In his favour, 1 m

count upon the good offices of your
friend , Lord North, who, I believe, thoug!it
the removal of Mr. Hattings at that moment
would have beecnan a& of madnefs. He was alfo
fupperted by the influence of public opinion, and
by, the induftry of his friends, who were adtive
in refoting the infampus falfehoods hourly circu-
lated to blaft his charaéter. In this they were fo
fugcefsful, that no lefs a number than Four Hun-
gred and Tawenty-cight ballotted in his favanr
many of them, men of the firlt dxﬂ:m&xon in
thip ljpegdom ; and 2 very large majority of theg
indspepdent. in their foctunes, and totglly un-
connpcted with, the politics of India. It would
de. impetiipent in,me to, mention the names of
fewer), gentiemen wha appeared on .hat day, and
Jalinsged  ogenly for Mg Haftings: bor y
may 16y 1B Fs S, that.3 greager spmber
of Muwnbess. of Palipmess, voied for Mr. Haf-

‘s tings's
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In a former part of my letter, [ Nave prowed
haw ¥otally void of foundadion your affertionts,
« that India is governed by a rapid fucceffion of°
 béys® In your g4th page, you foppoR one of
thefe boys to return to this tountry losded wit?
« odium and with riches,” “balf 4'milion" pete
haps.” AsIwith, Fpoffible, fo confilie yoir oo Facty;
I defire you will point out 2 Bnjlenian 43 me, Whi'
has ever retutned irom India with half a mﬂlfob‘
except Lord Clive ? T have heard that your ftiehd,’
Gencral Smith, brought what I 21l ah fiinmehte
ﬁﬁi‘mc home with him, twt Kundred and ﬁft‘f
thoufand paunds; perbzps he never poffeficd R
thc money. Twoor three gentleifien who fatly

hxgh and advantafeous offices in Bengal, 64’
x}xc Kr& acquiifioX of d:’érDehmncé; afe’fbppdfed

to
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to liave apquired very handfome fortunes ; butthey
have been fo long in Eagland, and the {yflerm is
totally changed fince they were abroad, that we
cannot mengion them, or their fortunes, as appli-
cible to the prefent times, with any miose pro-
priety, than the nobl¢ Earl at the head of your
propofed commiflin difplayed, when he resd a
leteer from the intetior parts of Bengal, dated
¥y6g, in order to prove how opprefiively the re-
venues were collefted in 1783. Since the depar-
oure of . Lord Clive from Bengal in 1767, there
have been three Govesnors, Mr. Verelt, Mr.
Carties, and Mr, Haftings. It is remarkable that
the two farmer gentlemen were poorer when they
quitted, than when they fucceeded to the govern-
meat, Neither of .them ever poffeffed one hup-
dred thoufand pounds, nor any thing like it; and
they. are both highly cfleemed for every amiable
and praife-worthy quality : the latter is generally
knowa by the title of the man of Kent, nor do I
holieve he has an epemy in the world, Mr.
Hattings, I affure you, Sir, will be a fortunate
man, if, after filling the government of Bengal
abave twelve years, he can realize one hundred

H thoufand
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thoufand pourids; and yee I.havé not leffened hix
quune by « bribing gemlemen" to fay he was
an honci? man; or 2 good Governor, I‘hame,,x;
is true, been at a canfiderable expence in fending
him early mtelhgencc of every material public
event; and of the pitiful atts made ufe of to
blaft his reputation. But as the expence of
fending difpatches to India has been borne
by Mr, Haftings, and as they were fenp by
his diretions, I lhave a particular pleafure in
aflertings that he has been the means of pus-
ting an early ftop to the calamities of war, and
to the effuflion of blopd, in India. I fear an
account of the peace to India over land. . Mr.
Wraxall wrote to Madras at the fame time : but
as T paid the expence of the exprefs from Vxenna
to Conftantinople, as the Tartars who convcycd
the létters from Conflantinople to Aleppo, and
the Arabs who carried them from ;bcncc acrofs
the Defart to Bufforah, were employed by my
corrcfpondcns, and their drafts for this fcrvxoe.
lbout 200k, were difcharged by me on Mr. Haf-
&ngn accoum‘ ,"and by his due&wns, 1 thmk
i 5uz“l’azr tbat he thould have the credit of Ib

me‘ﬁmnous an act,
With
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With 4 view, I fuppofe, of affixing, in fome
degree, the charge of inconfiftency upon Mr,
Dundas, you fay, * We have not forgot,” and 1
hope he has not forgor, ¢ the clear and forcible
‘ manner in which he ftated that univerfal fyf-
*¢ tematic breach of treaties, which has made the
¢ Britith faith proverbial in the Ealt.” No man,
Sir, attended more diligently to every proceeding
of Parliament, in which Mr. Haftings was con-
cerned, than I have done. 1 think the Fifth and
Sixth Reports of the Secret Committee are fairly
and impartially drawn, (very different indeed from
the infamous libels Mr. Debrett has publifhed;)
but I am free to fay, that in the opinion of much
wvifer men than myfelf, the refolutions which paf-
fed the Houfg of Commons cannot be fairly juf-
tified by apy thing contaiped in thefe Reports.
Upon political points very honourable and honeft
men may differ. Mr. Dundas had certainly con-
ceived upfavourable impreffions of the public
condu@ of Mr, Hattings in fome inftances: ia
others, however, he gaye him great predit, in
particular for his feafopable, wifc, sud fpirited
Pwdw& oq the fislk invafion of the Carnatic, and

wr N H2 in
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'hb Beparfiions Wich* the' Sabakof the Deten.,
WM Dagdds frids vow; thut Mr. Hattingrs hay boy
$o i tBhMfenor of tHematives s Be gives tothin
W trellft of conchiding the Martes peace, and
‘S orntéhing fopphes for dipporting the war in
the Carnatic. Wil you be pleafed, Sir, to mialkie
the wide diftinQion between your conduét and
Wik Bénday's: «— He never pledged Mm@l o
Gd, the Houlk of Commons, and his cowatry,
¢ Plove Mr. Haltings the moft ctorishs delin-
Quiere Todia ¥ver Giw — Hr never queltibned hig
*Riekiity - &b difavowet], in the ot Feldmin
aid public tlunner, overy idex of removing M,
“$a¥ingd upnlany- ocher 'giovnd éhan ‘thet of
‘exglediency «i 7 profefitd & very high opinien
OF his sbilities, Mnd #iveed; that, in many$A-
fHitités, Doty opreat and ‘mgriterions Rrvanic of
the Company; #Houph’ be' conceived (emondosfly
i wwow) that Mr, Hafhings wathed to extend the
ohlity doinidionkin $dis; which'he wittly deem-
- Ul /b Fipripipollicy.  Whethev'the refefibn
* WhicHWER APhodis prbpbRd fa-1yBR %t e
DB P e i¥iags > wis Wife, SrRirmd; o
- Pic] SFTRIREEA Sk noWApIy sk,
New
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wrevonts havo arifey in: India; and every dits
tch from that ceunyry tends to canvince every
an, who isepen to conviSion, shat the removal
Mz, Haftings in 182 would have beep highs
impolitic, 3nd might have been asended with
¢ lofs of India,

Solemnly as you are pledged to prove Mr. Hal-
ngs & moft netorious delinqueat, yszu and your
fiend, Mr. Fox, wese as folemnly engaged to bring
otd North to punifhmens for the calamities he
s brought upon this countsy.  Lst us, for God’s
ake, Sir, hear no more of thefe folemin pledges.
[he nation is difgufted with them. If you caa
xing & charge againft. Mr. Haftings, do it at
mce; and do not<(to uft your own words) treat
him with. uoworthy and illiberal language, beyond
sl example of parkiamentacy liberty,

¥ou .haye faid,. Sir, that Mz, Hatlings dami-
pogss. with .an overbearing fwayg in the affemblies
of his pratended mafters ; and, it is thought, in a
slegree, rath to venture to naove his -effences in the
qug -of Commons. The firlt affertion, I pofi-

tively



[ 5+ )
tively declare to be totally void of foundation,
With regard to the fcond, T anxicufly with to
bear his offences ftated; but you well know, Sir,
¢hat his charaler has been infamoufly and fhame.
fully traduced in the afiembly you mention. I
believe, indeed, fome of his traducers have re-
pented of their rafbnefs; but that Mr. Haftings
has a cotrupt influence in Parliament, that he has
brought in a fingle member, that he is fupported
by any means whatever except fuch as are findly
honourable, by the fuffrages of honeft and inde-
pendent men, I folemnly deny. Sir Thomas
Rumbold was prefent to plead his own caufe, and
I have heard him fpeak to the good fenfe and
fecling of the Honfe with great effe®. But who
bave been the advocawes of Mr. Hailings? Men
entirely unconnetted with him. Men who have
no favours to atk from him, who are_adtuated
wholly by pure and patriotic principles, and who
obferve, witht indignation and regret, the con-
tinued, though upavailing, efforts of interefied
men to blaft his well-carned fame, asd to 1«
move him from his ftation. Will you avow, Sig,
;hac wqu are, qualzﬁed to determine dpon, Mr.
“ . Haftings’s
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Hafings’s offences, as you call them? Can 2y
man be more intercfied in the removal and the
ruin of Mr. Haftings than ‘you are—~folemnly
pledged to prove his delinqueacy, and your
family poffefiing the Tanjore Agency? Can
General Smith be deemed a proper judge upon
the queftion > Is it not a matter of public noto-
riety, that had Mr. Fox’s bill pafied, he wus to
have gone in a high ftation to India? Shall I
prove the truth of this affertion 3 Will the Generai
fay his baggage was not packed up; or, will he
deny, that he has talked of his {peedy departure
from England, not as a fecret, but as a matter of
public notoriety ? If thefe fads are true, fhall
General Smith be deemed an impartial judge upon
the queftion of Mr. Haftings’s removal?

Speaking of Mr. Haftings, ycu fay, ¢ Obfcrve,
¢ Sir, the fpirit of this man, (which if it were
¢ not made manifeft by a thoufand things, and
¢ particularly by his proceedings with regard to
< Lord Macartney,” &c. &c.) Indeed, Sir, it
is rather unfair to offer infinuations of this kind.
What do you mean by Mr. Haftings’s proceedings

’ with
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w¥h rezafd to Lord Macartney? Is it, that b
dilapproved of the écffion of a part of the Carnatic
w Tippoo Saib? Is it, that he oppofed his Lord«
fhip's treatment of the Nabob? or what do you
slffude to? Mr. Haftings and Lord Macartney
have had public differences. The reprefentations
of both parties are at the India Houfe. Let them
be fairly examined ; but for God's fake, Sir, let
geither be condemned by implication. The con-
temptuous expreffions of ¢ this man,” falling
from fo violent a Party Man as Mr. Burke, will
aever injure Mr, Haftings.

In my Letter to Mr. Fox, I have fully explained
Mr. Haftings’s motives and withes, for entering
into an alliance, offenfive and defenfive, with the
Marattas againft Hyder Ally Cawn. You fay,
“ that evafion and fraud were the declared bafis
* of the Maratta treaty,” Attend, I pray you, to
the matter of fa®, In confequence of the treaty
Madajee Sindia wrote to Tippoo Saib, requiring
bim ¢o actede to the terms of it. A genperal
peace in Indin was earneftly withed for; bur if
Tippo Saib determined, in conjundion with his

French
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Ftenclg allxes, to contipue the war, was it $0§

wdé licy in the S em

wile, pglicy i upreme Councxl to multiply

his c:ncmn:sl aqd to attack him in every part,
1 v - - .y ¥

‘Y‘Lt:r’ ;éma;ks on, the propofed partition treaty
arc not warrantcd from the a&tual flate of fadts.
We propofc a treaty of partition—before it is
concluded, we conquer a province. We reafonably
{uypofe, that we have an exclufive right to this
c;_)l}éu'c{t-, and we are not fully informed of the
terms on which it was furiendered to our arms,
We contend very reafopably, that we have an
exclufive right to this province; but of fo much
importance do we deem the treaty of partition to
our exiftence in India, that, to fecure the execution
of it, we are willing to divide this conqueft with
the Marattas. The half of Biddenore would
have remained in our hands; and furely, Sir,
this would have enabled us to offer an equivalent
to Hyet Saib, for any deviation from the afual
terms of the furrender. I am afhamed to reply to
fuch palpable puerilities. Not having the moft
di&ant idea of the pacification in Europe, feeing
that the French were pouring troops every day

into the Carnatic, having authentic intelligence
1 that
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that feveral French and Dutch thips were coming
out to reinforce Munf. Suffrein, was Mz, Haftings,
or was he mot, to take every poffible means to
unteral fo powerful a combination? Your
profeffion, Sir, is talking—Mr. Haftings is the
preferver of an empire.

I folemnly deny that the ¢ Governor General
¢ admits he has not been very delicate with regard
¢ to public faith.” The letter to which you allude
for proof of this affertion, is now before me; but
will any other man fay it can bear fuch a conftruc-
tion? General Clavering, Colonel Monfon, and
Mr. Francis, had cenfured the fale of Corah, the
ftoppage of the’Mogul’s tribute, and the Rohilla
war. Mr. Haftings having formerly anfwered
cach of thefe obje@tions feparately, ftated in this
letter the pecuniary advantages to the Company
from thefe tranfaltions; but, that in any ohe of
them be violated a tteaty, or made fuch an'ad-
muffion, I deny. You reafon ftill more wfairly
{han Mr. Francis. ‘That gentleman faid, th’a
};amphlet he publithed foon after his arrival in

England, that the bond debt, in Bengal, of a
millior
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million fterling, and upwards, was paid off within
a_year after the arrival of General Clavering, Co-
lonel Monfon, and Mr. Francis. Now, Sir, it is
rather hard to abufe Mr. Haftings for providing
the funds by which the debt was liquidated, and
then modeftly to affume the merit of paying it
off. You fay ¢ as to the Marattas, they had
* fo many crofs treaties with the States General of
¢¢ that nation, and with each of the Chiefs, that it
*¢ was notorious, that no one of thefe agreements
« could be kept without grofsly violating the reft.”
Will you be fo good, Sir, to enlighten my under-
ftanding, by informing me, with whom thefe crofs
treaties weremade ? ' We concluded one treaty with
Futty Sing ; another with the Rana of Gohud ;
but I cannot conceive how thefe can be termed
crofs treaties. In the late war with the Marattas,
we werg principals, and not auxiliaries to Rage-
nant Row. Mr, Haftings drew Madajee Sindia
from Guzzerat, by invading Malwa, and by fup-
porting the Rana of Gohud. From an enemy,
Sindia became our inflrument in concluding a

general peace.  You add, « It was obferved that
Iz i
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«if the terins of the feveral treaties had been
¢ kept, two Britith armies would, at one and the
® fame time, have met in the ficld to cut each
¢t gehers throats.” Do you affent to the truth of
this remark ? Never was an affertion more un-
founded ; and I believe it is now made for the firft
time. Mr. Dundas (if he is your authority) faid,
that had the treaty with Moodajee Boofla Jeen con-
cluded by the Supreme Council, in oppofition to
the treaty aually concluded at Bombay, with
Ragenaut Row, two Britith armics might have
met as enemies,

T am very unwilling to follow you again through
the Benares bufinefs. If ever a fubje& was fully
inveftigated, it is this. If ever the fallacious
teafoning of your committee, and of your late
faftion in Leadenhall-ftreet, was expofed, the

-writers of the lerters figned “ DETECTOR,” has
fully refuted every thing you have afferted j—at
préfent you have faid nothing mew. [ afk you
plainly, Sir, if Cheyt Sing did not owe his fhate
of independence, his rank, and his pofieffions

* to the favour of the Englith, His father was, as

Mr.
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Mr. Haftings has flated in his Narrative, a mere
aumil, or colle®or. If you difcredit Mr, Haf-
tings, you will believe Rajah Bulwant Sing. His
own words, on the 21ft of November 1764, to
the Commander in Chief of our army, were, < If
* you, gentlemen, choofe to poficfs yourfelves of
“ Sujah Dowlah’s country, I will agree to hold
€€ the Sircars of Benares and Ghauzipore on the fame
< terms I bold them from Sujab Dowlab.” Thisis
not the propofal of a Zerindar, but of an aumil
or colleCtor. In another propcfal he ftates, that
thefe diftri€ts  have been long under his jurif-
di&tion.” And the fa&t is, that the father of
Cheyt Sing was merely a colletor, removeable at
the pleafure of his mafter.

Ic is rather an unfortunate circumftance for your
honourable friend Mr. Fox, that every thing he
ventured to affert, in order to deceive and miflead
the world, during the progrefs of his India Bill, is
totally unfounded. We have advices from Madras
of thé 8th of September, Lord Macartney is not
fufpended, nor is he in any danger of fharing the
fate of Lord Pigot, There is not an enemy in

the
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_the Carnatic, Tanjore or the northern Ciscarse
Tippoo Saib has exprefled & fincere with for peace,
and be bas fent a Vackeel 0 Mr. Haflings in Cal-
cutta, to negociate and fettle the terms of it. He
bas written to Madajee Sindia on the fame fub-
je&. We have advices from Bengal of the gth of
Auguft. Peace and tranquillity reigned there,
and in Oude. The army was reduced to 2 peace
eftablithment; and retrenchments had been ef-
feCted in every department of the government.
How different the pi¢ure of your honourable
fiiend! How calculated to deccive is Mr,
Burke’s Speech | as Mr. Dodfley is pleafed to call
i,

I hope and truft (and here again I ufe your own
words) you, and the public, will give me ¢redic,
when I faithfully affure you that, jn this teply, I
have not refuted one fourth part of what 1 am
sble to refute. I am, in truth, afraid of fa-
tiguing my readers ; and I know very well, ¢hat
oratprs by profeflion, have talked o often and fo
Jong, they are very ill attended to in the Houfe,
and fearcely thought of out of it. . You have

not
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not been more injurious and unjuft in your reflec
tiotis upon Mr, Faftings, than you were fulfome
in your panegyric upon Mr. Fox. Good God!
to talk of Mr. Fox being a fufferer by popular
delufions! Whether that gentleman authorized
the delufions which were pradtifed upon the pub-
lic during the progrefs of his bill through the
Houfe of Commons, or not, you muft know
bettet than I1do; but read, I pray you, the newf-
papers for November and December; read the
minifterial fpeeches of thofe months, and then tell
me who had recourfe to popular delufions. Was
the publication of the 11th Report of the Select
Committee, without an appendix, done with an
intent to delude the public or not? Was the
publication of a letter from the Vizier to Mr.
Hal¥ings, in 'every newfpaper in England, with
dn omiffion of the date (1779) done with an
ifitent to delude the public or not? Was a fal.
lacious fatement of the Company’s affairs, made
to delude the public or not? Was Sir Henry
Fletsher’s efiertion, that Mr, Haftings had pro-
pofed the fafpenfion of Lord Macartney, imw
tended 1o delude the public or not? Was-his
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filfe fRatement of the value of Breach, intended to
delyde the public or not? A could mention

an Mg -:

a hundred other inflances of arty practifed 1o
bliad, the public, and to hurry thc India Bil
through the feveral branches of thc‘ Legiflature,
before its fatal tandency could be fully difcovered.
This cannot now happen. The Eaft-India Com-
pany and Mr. Haftings have a common caufe with
the people of England. As robbery and in-
juftice were faid by you to be the motive and end
of Lord Noith’s bill of 1773, what will the nation
think of the fcheme of 17837 The Brtith nation
is roufed from its lethargy ; and hawever your
fiinds may fare in the general ftruggle for of-
fices, the India Bulis happily loft for ever.

A ftrunger reading your f{peech, would con-.
clude, from the contemptuous manner in which
you mention the name of the Governor Ge-
neral, when you fpeak of the profperity of
« Benﬁeid, Haftings, and others of that fort,”
that he was fome low fellow, who, by a ftrange
and whimfical turn of fortune, had got poﬁ'clﬁox;
of a very high office in the ftate. If any of

your own Parucular friends come under fuch a
deferip-
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deferiprion, "M, Haftings certainly does not.
He s defcendéd from one of the moft ancient,
and honourable families in this kingdom. He
received the beft of educations at Weftmunfter,
is coterporary with Lord Stormont, and many
ogher verv honorable charadters in the kingdom.
He became a civil fervant of the Company above
thirty-four years ago; has filled feveral very high
and impurbtant ftations in India; and has enjoyed
the firft office in the gift of this country nearly
twelve years. Is it decent, Sir, is it proper, to
fpeak fo contemptuoufly of fuch a man? Or,
admitting, that, in the heat of debate, you had
forgot yourfelf, furely you cannot juftify your
condu®; in coolly and deliberately compofing
fuch contemptible reflections, for the perufal of
the public.

‘I%e opening of your fpeech is grave nnd fo-
Jemn, “We are on a <confpicuous flage, and
* the world marks our demeanour.” I readily
aliow it. The European world has beheld, with
aftshifiment, the trextment which Mr. Haft ngs

$ids “veceived, and the pains which 2 Faftion in
" K this
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this country -has taken to lofe Indin. The ab-
furdity of owr condufk cannot efcape the obfer-
vation of any man of common fenfe, in any quar-
ter of the globe. I copy, fer your inftrution,
the following paragraphs of two letters which I
received from Fort St. George, by the Medea.
The letters are dated the 24 and 6th of Sep-
tember, and were written by an officer who has
ferved the Company fixteen years. He had the
honour to be diftinguithed by that gallant old
general, Sir Eyre Coote, under whofe command
he fetved, upon the coaft, ar the head of one
of the Bengal regiments ; and ¥ can affure you,
Sir, that the writer of the letters never received
a favour from Mr. Haftings in bis Ffe.

# Camp at the Mount, Sc'p;embﬂ‘ 2, 1783,

¢« WE now hear that Mr. Haftings will be
“ficeeeded, or fuperceded, by Leyd Garlifle.
%H I judge aright, Mr. Haftings wes nos fo
< smxiolis to remain Govesnor General, a5 to pro-
« vent his 'enemies from driving him from the
“chaie in difgrace, which, 1 judge, has been
« accomplithed, and thet he may mow return
“ to
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< to England, without being reproached with
“ criminality ; and, as for the fuccefs of his
“ meafures, they will appear in a more favour-
¢ able point of view than was expected, as there
“is a profpelt of a {peedy and general peace in
‘ India, in the accomplithment of which he has
* certainly a very great thare of merit. I believe
¢ the people at home weie fo infatuated as to fup-
¢ pofe that the wars in this country were kept up,
¢ merely from the arbitrary and bafe meafures of
¢« our rulers in India, and that a few inve&ives
¢ thrown gut in the Houfe of Commons, and a
¢ difayowal of the conduct of the Company’s
« fervants, would at once bring about a peace;
¢ bur furely they miftake thefe marters, The
¢ fame over-grown power which attralted the
“ notice, and infpired 'the jealoufy, of the Euro-
*¢ pean nations, had the fame effe® in India.
b Mndéranon and juftice are amiable qualities,
o and thould never be forgotten cither in private
« or public life ; but they almoft ceafe to be vir-
“ tues when exercifed or profeffed in the hour of
“mxsfortunc only. Let us retrieve the honour of

* our arms, whateyer may be the opinion of men
K2 « refpelt-
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¥ refpeting the cal€ of our prtfent traubles;
«and when we have nothing to fear, let ws be
« juft, and even generots,”

(The Crocodile frigite arrived at Madras the
gd of September, She carried wn account of
your coalition with Lord North, and that Mr,
Fox meant to bring forward India affsirs laft
year, and to fend out new men to Bengal.)

“ fth Septethber, 1783,
¢ We are confounded by a variety of regula-
¢ tions, both here and at home, ‘The whole
¢« fyftem is enervated by fuch onfteady mea-
¢ fures, The minds of black‘and white are kept
* in a cantipual flate of fufpenfe; and the bands,
« which formerly united them, are quite unftrung,
« A moft unfortunate period has been chofed for
“ new modeling the affairs of India, The Bews
“ flies sbout, and ebnteading powerd, with gteat
* resfon, fear to negom:c with 2 Govérnment
* qn the eve of its decesfe.”
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If you were to call any gentlemen before you,
who have lately acrived from India, I fancy, Sir,
they would fubfcribe to the juftice of the writer's
fentiments. How repeatedly has Mr. Haflings
called wpon the Government of this country
either to remove or to fupport him! Does any
man living with more fincerely for a decifion than
he does ? Give him but a fair tnal, if you mean
to remove him on rhe ground of delinquency, and
1 afk no more. Prove the expediency of remov-
ing him, and appoint a fucceffor, without the lofs
of a moment ; — but do not continue him in pof-
feffion of the firft office under the Britith empire,
and rail at him in terms which would difgrace an
inhabicane of Billingfgate.

I have now lying before me a large oftavo,
matked ¢ Burke’s Tracls,” and printed by Mr.
Podfley. 1 fiod in fome of thefe tra&s, fen-
timents fo exceedingly different from many parts
of the prefent fpeech, that I am half inclined to
think Mr. Dodfley has borrowed your name to
aid the fale of the rhapfody I have been com-

menting upon, If fo, you will pardon the free-
dom
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dom of my remarks: but if you have ted?fy ané
thorifed Mr. Dodfley to print the ﬁ)eech, if you
avow it to be your own compoﬁmn, I'take upon
me to fay, in the words of Mr. Dallas, that from
fhe firft page to the laft I can detet * infiniyad
% tion without ground, affertion without proof,
> « falls without evidence; language tnwarrant-
* % ably conftrued; unjuft inferences, and unfair
¢ conclufions.”

1 have the honour to be,
SIR,
Your moft obedient
And moft humbie Servant,
JOHN SCOTT.

TRAAASLD! e sgs PITA ABEE a,

v QNN SQUans,
3t vivl Judnsky, £484.
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Being the Fourth Number of the prefent Seffion,

COntaining the Debates in the HousE of Loxr ps on the Eaft-India
Bill; including the Speeches of the LorD CHANCELLOR, the
DukE of RicEMOND, and Lokp LoUuGHBOROUGH, the EARLs
FrrzwitLiaM, DERBY, ARBINGDON, and TEMPLE, LORDS SYDe
NEY and GRANTLEY, &c. together with the celebrated Protefte of
1773, which were alluded to by the DUKE of RicuMoND, slfo
the Petitions from the C1TY of LONDON and the Eat-India Company
to the Houfe of Lords, of
The PARLIAMENTARY REGISTER.

Number LXXXIV. from the lat General Eleétion, and Number

IV. of the prefent Seffion.

Of whom may be had,

The PARLIAMENTARY REGISTER of the laft Parliament,
from the General Eleftion in 1774 to the Diffolution in x 780, in
Seventeen Volumes, price Six Guineas.

The Firft and Second Seffion of the prefent Pacliament, in Eighe
Volumes, Pricg Three Guineas.

The Third (or laft) Seffion of the prefent Parliament, in Three
Velumes, Price 11 4s.  All half-bound and lcttered.

The three preceding Numbers of the prefent Seffion, Price 1s.
each.

% Thofe Gentlemen who want any particular Numbers to
compleat their Setts,, are earncfily defired to order them as fpecdily

as poffible.
IHis Day is publifhed,

Weatly printed in Six Volumes, Price 18s. fewed, .
[A NEW EDITION, confiderably improved and enlarged, in
which is inferted feveral curious Picces, by Lady Craven, the
Marquis of Carmarthen, the Earls of Carlifle, Buchan, Nugent;
the Lords Palmerigne, Mulgiave, Holland ; Sir J. Moore, Right
Hon. C. J. Fox, Right Hon. R. Fitzpatrick, Hon. Temple Lut-
trel, Sir W. Jones, Dr. B. Franklin, J. Wilkes, D. Garrick, R.
B. Sheridan, J. Courtney, W. Hayley, J. S. Hall, C. Anftey,
C. Whitfoord, Sir Charies Hanbury Williams, Mr. Gray, Mr.
Mafon, G. Ellis, R. Cumbeiland, B. Edwards, Capt. E. Thom-

fon, &c. &¢. which were not in a former Edution; together with
feveral
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whole carcfully revifid, grranged, and correfled) of

THE NEW FOUNBLING HOSPIT AL, FQR WIT.
Being & Colloftion of Fugitive Pieces In Pl aa8Verle, not in

any other Colle@ion. D
iz Day are publificd, in two large Folumes, vamo. Price §3.
in bettrds, %

[Wiritten by JOHN ABERCROMRIE; Author of EvEay Maxr
His OWN GARDNER, and ornamented with an Head of the Au-
thor, engrraved, by WALKER,}

THE FROPAGATION and BOTANICAL ARRANGE-

MENTS of PLANTS and TREES, ufeful and ornamental, jproe
r for Cultivation in every Department of Gardening; Nudferics,

g:mutions, and Agriculture. Containing the fulleft Praftical Di-

reftions for rafing all Plants, Trees; Flpwers, Fruits, &g, "now

firk thoroughly explained. 'Together with the completeft fy@erpg-

tic difplay of all the cultivated fpecies, and varieties of plants, &c.

&c. Both berbaceous and &dady kind, hardy sad tender ; all arran-

ged in theix proper genera, or families ; with theiy Botanic, Latin,

And Englifh names; and, in the grtater past, ific defcriptions,

and the natve places of growth ; comprifed m eight divifions,'viz,

Kitchen Gaiden Plants, Anaual wa’

Frait Trees, Green-Houfe
. Foyeft and Orpamental Trees | Hot-Houfe P ‘e
and Shrubs, Plants belonging %o Apricul-
crennidd & Biennial Flower ture. .
- mm’ - . .
‘- Aud under each divtfion, general obfervations on the nature of

h, methods of propagation, cilture, &c of the refpeltive
The whole forming 2 very neceflary and ufeful Companion %
all Gardeners, Nurferymen, Florifts, Botarfifts, Planters, Sced(men,
Farmerg; ansl cyery ooe puy ways copcerncd, cither in the cultivas
iagor cneenamical ufes, Kc. of tht Vegemble Kingdom, ‘-
A NaregTive of the TrANSACTIONS in Bengal during the
tyation bf Mr, Hastives. By Major Juux Scorr.
Secand Editjon, with confidesable Additions. Price as. 6d.
Proceedings st & General Court of Propristors of Eafi-India
"M Pﬁz?e&ing the How. Wasxex Hasvinos, Governer Gene-
. €. %50
An authenvic Account of the Debates In the Houfe of Lords on
the Zaft-India ill, on the gth, 15th, tnd x7th of December; to
which e added, accurate Lifts of the Diwifions.  Pricc as, “Tht
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