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OT HIN G is more fcandalous when the dift his
¥ Junfortunate country atc talked of, than to fay.ofit neigh-
bouss are in 2. worfe condition than ourfelves, Such a confola-
tion is perfefily fimilar to the,comfert which was once offered to
a confised debtar, whe was'defired not to mind his misfortunes,
becaufe an intimate scquaintance; of his, lately convited of a

highway robbery, was.then ordesed for fperdy execution,

It i the great mirfortune. of the French to fuffer for the guiit
of their forgfathers; their liberty is Joft, and their fituation is
beyond the reach of relicf.. But the cafe is widely different with
thepegple. of Grnt-&r‘a‘lig; they are free, and have a right to
expet, nay, fo, réqpirg, that their public concerns fhall be con-
dy@ed.in the manner, mof}, likely to promote their evident pro-
fperity. . If.thisienot doa'e, it is their right to interpofe for the
¢ifmiflien, contropl, .0x even punifiment of Minifters, whefe

nce; of whofe fyxanny, endangered the public happincfs of

;. kingd Milmanage in other ies is no excufe
far mifmanagement in thie, nor can the miferics of any neigh-
bauripg natien ever afford fatisfalion to the benevolent bofom of
an Engliffiman,

JBugghough we haveheard fo much.sbout the diftrefles of other
nitions, if do¢s not, from the condu of auy, if we except only
the ‘geople of France, appesr that our neighbours are really in a
déploable flate. "Teén yesrs arc elapfed fince the conclufion of
the te, peace, and the, Magjlla.Ranfom , is yet unpaid. Nay,
Pg[tlusa ) the creaturg of quphands, thedependent upon our im-
medlate bulnty, .viclates her ticaties with us, and promotes her
awn, patial intgrefty, at the notorious expence of her Proteéter,
eyer the real fituationof our neighbours, therefore, may be,
it.is,ohvjous that they entertaian no very bigh idea of oars, or they
would not thus_hazard & rupture,with us, in the open face of Eus
10ps, Apte.France, fie isa known deceiver in politics, and has
often meditated a.blow againt this kingdom, when fhe herfelf
appeargd to be undone. Who that knows any thing of hiftery, can
bs ignorant hew Lewis theFourteeoth Lept the united univerfe at
bay, ;when ,feemingly totteging on the verge of deftrultion 3 and
found continual refoices within himfelf to baflie the vtmolt ef.
forus ‘of his memina Let us think of thefc thiogs, and.let us
alfo recalledt, that iftwithftanding the prefent imaginary ruin of
the:Freach, they have boen fome time induftriaufly collefting a
fopce at the Iflspd of:Mauritivs, which is probably intended for
& more important, pygpofy than a fettlement on Madagafcar, though
even a fct ent oaadagalcar is a circumftance which we dould
Pprevent by gvery meags in our power, Fortugal above all things
Fequires our, Tanlcp}fi attartion ; their proceedings have of- late
been mi riply injurioys to us ina varicty of ways, and.as un.
aeefully Favourabile toithe trade of ourenemipsy fo that.if we
%\pvld;b: ogain plunged into anather war, there can be ng foun-
datlon for “fuppofing fhe will not tale an aétive part againft us.
gl c:hg@’m of.Europe we ar¢ whelly withoat a friend, but
Tuch as we Wt purchafe.on terms manifeftly prejudicial ; at the
Lazpe time, that difcontent is reging in England, Jreland, and
Awmgsicas thap cur affairs are inan evident ftate of diforder in
the Eaft-Indies, thatpopulation is declining from the infupporta
sble weight of taxes, and the whole fyflem of national refource
greatly impaired, fo.as fo leave us almoft hopelefs in the future
dey of exigence.
. ‘Lhie pi€ture, Mr. Priater, is no flattering reprefentation of our
parative fuperiority in he political ballance of: Europe and
fhovld apjmate.us to the utmoft cxestions, in order, as much as
peffible, to beeame prepared for the hour of calamity,--But in-
ftgad of ‘turning their Jabours to thefe ellential obje@sof national
felicity, the fole fraggle of our Patriots in to harrafs the Admini-
firation ; every truly great principle of public good is facrificed to
perfanal refe , oF i Ged ambition, and inflead of com-
plainipg that Government does no mote fur our prefervation, it is
really furprifiog how, amidit the endbefy wantonnefs of oppofition,
they havg been:able to do fo much.---The whole bufinefs of Pare
liayment is now a private quasrel ubous placesy the Seflions epens,
and the Mirifier is attacked ; the attack produces a defence; the
defence.opens fieth fousces of acqulstion, and the Prorogation ar-
siyes before any thing of confequence tan pofiibly be dont for the
real advantags of the people. \ . N
«From the fpecimens which we have received pf Lord, Nosth's
ebilities Gmoe his appointmeat to the Trealury,iin re-efablithing
an intersourfo with Amerita; in abroyating Parlismentary Pri-
vilegs to the Gervants of Members in cle&ing Keprele s
duripg the petiads of recels, and in regulating the mode of decid-
jng upon contefted Elelions, the moy flattering cunfequences are
to, be expedled; If hio'is only allowed what the Sportfmen term
Suir play, by the Hounds of Qppofition, But if he is to be ruz
drewrt the inftant he fuggefts any meafure for the gencral welfare,
or to be eternally purfued with a peifdnal ury, merely becanfe he
iga Misiffer, it will mot be in his power, it will not be in any
inifter’s power, treated thus unfaitly, 1o retrieve our finances
from confufi An Adminiftration th ufl be, and !
for the fake of aprpofition, may make the. government cautious
not_tagive any new caule of complaint j.yet if, will wholly.inca.
pacitate the fervanta of the Crown,* from’ cffic@aally'eftablithin
the fecutity of the Peoples Aw g v

The determination with refpe& to-GenérslWarcantsy Mr.
Printer, is univerfally confidered as animportantacquifition in the
favourof Libesty, yetis by no means fo efftnrially kaluable to the
fubje@ as the abrogation of Parlj y:Privilegs intéalis of
debt.---An individual fuffered perhaps vecafionally by General
Warraats, but-theufands were hourly injurcd by the privilege, in
cpfes of debt..--And it is really furprizing, that the prefeat reign
thould be confidered as oppreffive by popular declaimers, fince np
period in our Hiftory can fhew more inflances of, exalted rttention
to the public freedom.---It is fafhionable to celebrate the late
Prince, by way of refle@ing on his fucce@or, butigood and vene.
sable as Gearge the Second 1eally was, weie the Judges made in.
dependent in his time 2---Were General Warrants:pronaunced i)-
I¢gal in his time?e.-Was Parliamentary Privilgge contradted in
his time, or was the Prefsin his tune tolerated with a licence wn-
limited? Our Patrivis will feel the fovce. ofs thefo Qurftions,
whatever Anfwer they may think peper to meke, and [ fhall
have juitice from their heasts, thowgh ther tongues may Eepwuh
me with being a Miniflerial Hireling,

THUR HASLERIG.
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Notes on the “Letter to Printer” (i.e., letter to editor) by Arthur Haslerig, 22 August 1771

1.

This is Arthur, son of Sir Robert and Sarah (Walter) Haslerig, of London. At Robert’s death, he
became 9" Bt. The letter was reprinted in Benjamin Franklin’s newspaper, the Pennsylvania
Gazette, 12 Dec 1771 (as shown here); perhaps also elsewhere, including Boston, where Arthur’s
mother, Lady Sarah, had a house on Milk Street.

As context to the letter, remember that governmental politics in England during the 1760s and
early 1770s were tumultuous for internal as well as external reasons. George Ill succeeded in
1760. He was somewhat at the mercy of on-going contests between Tories and Whigs for the
formation of ministerial governments, with power switching back and forth rather quickly.
Another matter was the Seven Years War, in which Britain finally defeated France, leading to
settlement by the Treaty of Paris in 1763 (followed closely by the Proclamation of 1763). Britain
became the dominant colonial power in North America and in India. During the last years of the
Seven Years War, Britain also tangled with Spain, including an expedition to the Philippines as a
result of which Manila and a seaport were captured and occupied (1762-64) by the British. The
expedition was led by General William Draper and Admiral Samuel Cornish. Having captured a
Spanish galleon and other booty, the British demanded a ransom from Spain. This was probably
motivated mainly as a personal reward for Draper and Cornish, in which London acquiesced
since the ransom could be used to pay expenses as well as personal reward (not uncommon
practice at the time, a sort of official piracy). The ransom was never paid, as Spain refused.
Moreover, there were other and much more pressing matters in ministerial government in
London, so the claim got little attention. But for many people the failure to enforce “the Manilla
ransom” was a serious lapse. In his History of England in the Eighteenth Century (London:
Longmans, Green, 1882, vol. 3, p. 83) William Edward Hartpole Lecky, describing various
proceedings of ministerial governments during the 1760s that were not “fitted to add to their
popularity,” added: “Their tame acquiescence in the Spanish refusal to pay the Manilla Ransom
offended bitterly the national pride.” In the same year that Arthur published his letter, Samuel
Johnson published an essay, “Thoughts on the late Transactions respecting Falkland’s Islands,”
in which he refers to the upset over “the Manilla ransom.”* The episode remained an issue in
domestic politics for some time.

Arthur’s citation of “Portugal, the creature of our hands,” was probably a reference to the fact
that Britain supported Portugal after it won independence from Spain in 1640. This support was
enhanced by the fact that Charles Il had married a member of Portugal’s royal House of
Braganza, Catherine; but the support continued after Charles, mainly because of the continuing
contest between Britain and Spain. No doubt the Portuguese people would (then as now)
object to Arthur’s attribution, “creature of our hands.”

The term “prorogation” refers to the close of business of a parliamentary session before the
term of the parliament had ended. Presumably all business has been finished, so the parliament

! The essay is found in various places in different editions of Johnson’s collected works—e.g., pp. 96-141 of vol. 8 of
The Works of Samuel Johnson, edited by Arthur Murphy (London, 1810).



is “prorogued”; it may be called back into session, however, under certain specified conditions
and rules, until and unless its term ends (i.e., a new election is called for).

Arthur’s apparent defense of Lord North (Frederick North, prime minister since 1770) is
understandable at least in the sense of “give the guy a chance.” Hindsight is unavoidable, of
course; but one could nonetheless argue that it was clear enough by 1771 that Lord North was
not the most adept at dealing with matters of those “rancorous colonists.”
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