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HOUSE OF COMMONS.

SELECT COMMITTEE

ON

) 5 - EAST INDIA SHIPPING.

\

Wednesday, 1st June, 1814.

Sir RoeERT PEEL, BarT. 1N THE CHAIR.

Mgr. GRANT, as council for the East India agents, opened
the case of the petitioners in support of the bill to the following

qﬁ"ect :

Sir RoBErT PEEL,

If the learned person who opened the case on the other
side * was deeply impressed with the magnitude of the question
before the Committee, much more may I be allowed to feel a
similar impression. I know not, indeed, that I ascribe to
the subject precisely that disastrous species of consequence
which it seems to have assumed in the eyes of my learned
friend ; but I am fully aware of its importance and exten-
and, placed as T am in a situation of professional
e new and painful, I find these doubly

siveness ;
responsibility to m

camp—— .
# Mr. Harrison, counsel for the Thames ship-builders.
B




appalli.ng. I'shall rely, however, on the indulgence of the
Cm.nmzttee mn the remarks I am about to offer to them ; and
.IWJH endeavour in some degree to entitle myself to that
md'ulgenee,—so farat least as I may do so by a sincere attempt
to imitate the example of liberality which has been set by
my learned friends,* both in their able addresses and in the
genera.l conduct of their cause. Whatever professional defe-
rence is due to them, whatever consideration to the parties
:;1};0,1]1 they represent, whatever reverence to those wrl)mm I
gl‘e;;szswi?;exfler‘feehng .of respect and homage to the naval
b ss and glory of f:hls country, it is at least my wish
10 none of these points I may be found wanting.

ap';‘e}:;::;ieozit (‘;l;zr(ﬁlestion, ‘and the grm.md 9n w?ﬁcl.] I
Haf by 1o 1(? 0\;11618 of East Ind.la built sh]ppmg,
N ah very tew words. It is perfectly well
act of the ’26thel gy
P 0 e of; the prfasent reign, ships built in British
the privile ges tha);; ,],ave claimed all, and much more than all,
posed, The prin cfl‘e1 held out to them by the bill now pro-
present subject n‘;;P eti of those acts, as applicable to the
ships built'in t{]e coiy % resolved into two; the first, that
to'this country 1n l;)n.les, Plantations, or territories belonging
with British built Sh.sm, Africa, or Am |
of flie British empii‘lc)j; ?}fea(ilni,ssme i
CATTYIon i rect trade with thiescond, et 1orelan’ Ships may
_ Country, although not admis-
€. .For my present ‘purpose it is
ing' the e two Principles generally, withoyt
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perly so called, or that of the twelfth of Charles the Second,
the privileges conferred on British shipping, or rather (as
that act has it) on English and Irish shipping, are conferred
not on English and Irish built shipping, but simply on English
and Irish owned shipping—on ships, the property, not the
manufacture, of those countries. It wasnot (I think) till the
statute of the 7th and 8th of William the Third, that the pri-
vileges in question were confined to shipping built in this
country as well as owned by its inhabitants.

Now, Sir, so far as these acts are concerned, there can be
no doubt that the India ship owners are fairly entitled to at
least the privileges which the proposed bill would confer upon
them. Even were it possible to consider British India as a
foreign country, she would have the right under those acts of
conveying her own produce in her own ships to the ports of
England. But she is not a foreign country ; it is plain to
reason, it has been clearly decided by our courts of law, and
in fact it is fully admitted by my learned friend, that the
possessions of Great Britain in the llast are colonies within
the meaning of the acts alluded to. So far, therefore, they
have an indisputable claim to much more than this bill pro-
poses to give them ; they may claim what our other colonies
actually enjoy, an admission for their own shipping into the
general trade of the empire. From this privilege the shipping
of British India has notwithstanding been generally excluded,

by a clause in the Register Act of the 26th of the present
reign. By that clause, vessels built in the colonies, islands,

or territories belonging to the King, must obtain certificates
of registry from the colonial governors or commanders in

“chief, and principal officers of the customs. In India, those

departments being filled by persous serving, not immediately
the king, but the East India company, it has hence been
inferred that no certificate of registry can there be granted
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agreeably to the forms prescribed by the act. Thus the act

Y 4 i

soa:‘st h:;i ;:fmgﬁezz :}fei}::izﬁmg thhe ships of India from that
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they have been met on the other side, it may, perhaps, better
befit the Committee to judge than me to say. To do our op-
ponents however no more than justice, whatever may be their
spirit, they do not conceal their object ; they avow a deter-

" mined hostility, not merely against this bill, but against every

admission of the ships of India, in every degree, and under
every modification ; and their learned advocate has not hesi-
tated to avow, in that character, his wish < that the clauses
¢ in the Navigation Acts should be altered to the absolute
¢« exclusion of all India-built ships and vessels from any par-
< ticipation in the privileges of British registry.”

This is the nature of the question, and these the respective
objects of the parties concerned. In further addressing the
Committee on behalf of the India Ship Owners, 1 will ven-
ture first to state the general grounds on which I would rest
the title of my clients to the privileges conferred by this bill,
and most of those grounds it will only be necessary to state
very shortly, because they do not appear disputable ; I will
then proceed to examine, at somewhat greater length, the
objections that have been urged against the policy of con-
ferring the privileges in question ; and, on this part of the
subject, I shall be induced to take some notice of the case, I
will not say made out, but proffered, in evidence by the parties
on the other side.

With respect, Sir, to the general principles on which, as 1
conceive, the Shipping of India is entitled to at least the
privileges intended for them by the proposed bill, they are
principles, some of policy and some of justice, some involving
obligations universal and perpetual, and some which, deriving
their force from circutustances in the present state of t11i11g53
may be considered only as occasional.
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Now, as to the permanent grounds of policy on which we
stand before Parliament in the discussion of this question,
my only difficulty in arguing arises from this, that most of
them are in a manner self-evident. They belong to the num-
ber of those simple, elemental rules on which all policy pro-
ceeds, and the negation of which implies an absurdity ; and
the difficulty is to find still ulterior principles,
still simpler and more obvious, into which
resolved. The burden of proof, in such ¢
who object to the application of the rul
demand an exception.

unless the propriety of th

principles
such rules may be
ases, lies on those
es ; on those who

The general principle must hold,
e deviation can be shewn.

The first of t
colony,

certain]
tiona] g

hese grounds is, Sir, that, if we possess a
Or a distant dependency like British India - (for
¥ this in strictness is not a colony,) it is always ra-
nd wise to avail ourselves of the resources which such
2 CO}O“Y Uy dependency affords. T can produce no proof of
:Ze tj:[}cllplelq prf)po.sitiou as this; but it does not, threfore,
Sl ]'Zzh 785 md}l}Sputable;. because, if the question were
L t{ we s ould.avall ourselves of the colonies we

oo Next question, and 5 question not easily answer-

able, i; :
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fruits of dit I

we obt OI our expenditure ; that

M allvle]t :?;n‘zal'ew‘;zrd for our labour ; and what more va-
n

tering ¢ il 0S¢ countries afford us, than by minis-

great instrum
Power »

£ thig 8 ¢
h
€ first genera) femark applicable t, the subject,

7

a second is, that it becomes doubly expedient to avai]] our-
selves of the supply which a colony affords us of any fya uag]]e
article, when that supply is not 01.1ly advantageous xl'i)mt : ;;
consideration of increased quantity, but. also exce tenk 5
point of quality ; when it makes an accession to ourfs .o: i
resources, no less desirable in respect of value than of extent.

With regard, Sir, to the advantages possessed by the sh}xlpi
built in India, as conveyances for the trade betweelzl‘f a
country and this, I need say the less; b.e.cause all those a1 van-
tages, whatever they are,—the durability of. the wood em;
pl?)yed in the construction of those vesselsf—lts ‘.cota.l want o
all occasion for repairs,—the abundance with Wh1-Ch it may .be
supplied,—the cheapness with \Yhich it is applied to sh;lp;
building purposes,—and the aptitude of the vgssels which i
builds to the purposes of commerce,—.-al-l these c1rcumsta:mes,
I say, appear to have made on the mmd§ of our opponen; z]m
impression even frightfully strong. I car.motf howelv.ef'l,1 tl:aep
pointing out the ungracious nature of the mfelenc.e w 11(é i i
are content to draw from these exaggerated premlses: ..e ‘uza
in array before our eyes these mighty. ]‘GSF)LII‘CGS th;o}\!m 131.0
our lap by the hand of Providence,—this mine of.wea t "‘_j blls
arsenal of strength,—this treasury 'mva]uablea.ndn?exhaustl 1 e;
—the practical conclusion at which they arrive 1s,‘—notdFt1]?e
we should employ these noble means for the support a;:i ¥
extension of our national greatness,—but that we shou 1W1
fully forfeit all those benefits ;—that we should set a sea f)xx
that mine for ever :—that we should l?ury tl.lose ltreasules.
deep in the earth ;—that we should barr.lcade, im the .closest
manner, that arsenal of strength, not against our enemies, bu‘t
against ourselves. Yes! all these benefits are to sleep in thew
places, sacred and wnused, until, by some future change of
fate or disaster of war, they shall fall into the hands of some




8

less calculating, and (give me leave to say) more rational
enemy.

Sir, as to the real nature and extent of the advantages which
are thought so formidable, I believe the truth to be some-
where below the highly-coloured statements of our adversaries.
The great saving in point of expense I take to be less in
the building of the ship, than in the smallness of the subse-
quent repairs.—Undoubtedly, however, considered as an entire

concern, the shipping of Iudia is of a cheaper description
than that afforded by this count

time built of g stronger wood.
stronger 5

ry. It is at the same
—Itis, I say, both cheaper and
and in the same proportion it is more advan-
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the ports of India rather than elsewhere, to be employed in
the trade between India and this country. It will be per-
ceived that I allude to a circumstance at which I have as yet
scarcely glanced ; the circumstance that, in the trade of India
with Europe, India, chiefly, is the exporting country. 1t
must be-the chief exporting country, while the demand for
Indian produce in. Europe greatly exceeds, as probably will
long be the case, the demand for European produce in India.
It must be the chief exporting country, while a constant
remittance of wealth takes place from India to Europe,—of
wealth, I mean, acquired by Europeans in that country ;
for ingvbhat form can that remittance so conveniently be
realized as in the shape of exportable produce useful to the
manufacturer in Europe ? But, on these grounds, nothing can
be more expedient than that the ports of India should be
provided with shipping of their own, applicable to the trade
with Europe.—A trade of export must always begin with the
exporting country.—That must be the commencing point of
each adventure, the outset of commercial circulation ; and, if
the exporting merchant is not allowed every facility for
carrying on the speculation which he originates, if he cannot
command shipping exactly at his pleasure, if he may not

precisely suit the time and mode of his shipments to his own

convenience, he is liable to the most serious difficulty, inter-
ruption, and discouragement.

On this point, Sir, I need not enlarge more than on the
last, because this also seems effectually conceded by the op-
posing party.—-—They have told you in the strongest terms,
that a ship built in India, and engaged by the India Company
fora given number of voyages to commence in England, goes
far to clear herself before she begins the series, by the cargo
she brings in her first passage home. = They have given evep
exaggerated statements of the superiority which, in this

c
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zzifjii?b. -5:1‘?‘2’]3 Sblp possesses over a ship launched in this
y : at 1s this but to admit all I wish; both the

;'act for which I contend, and the explanation of that fact :
stti}:hznzd\;?tage .ofcgn'n'ying on the trade in India—built,:
b n;ture ¢ ea n1eason of that advantage founded in the
bttt e Export tlad‘e.? Had these points indeed
A re,aﬂ ret 15 one particular view in which I should
connecting %hem y 'thenll1pt6d to enlarge on them, I mean, as
‘commercial relat"w t .echang.e recently introduced into our
vate shipping ; l§n§ “{lth India.—By the new Charter, pri-
S if:h: admussible to the trade with that country.—
 of system, it folrfo:f ::i:)?}s] ‘or resorting to this alteration
alteration bl be,re bl certainty of destiny, that the
aUspices possible, i sorted to under the most favourable
of private shippin 108€ reasons, if they prescribe the use
cheapest ang most %:) nn:‘fs't Surely prescribe the use of the
Without whicp the ex‘ Z':‘fﬂt private shipping; a shipping
same form exigt ; &nd?whic}‘:ri(ile from I.ndia cannot in the
a substitute for i » therefore, is not to be deemed

il er shipping, but together with the trade

1t carries on, 4

0, an  entirely v ;
word, if th : ney
rd, if the experiment ig e creation.

failgy, wisely, and completely
Ir, these surel : 7
y are strong y pis
t 43 g reasons for
f(l)l;tllnaune Tesources of India; and i a:ha;:;n% ourselves of
ad ux Stlongly CODﬁrmatc,ry of the rest which "Nould add Q
Bev\:tr)]:agf; 2 ihichd: b spoken, by n(;t being ' that the
Se 3 us ,
: 1an lost, ething to gain f,c ; bee:éﬁ‘:omd
. S

: In one
trying at all, let it be tried

i

11

vent, it will centrein the ships and the ports of foreign Europe,
rather than in the ships and ports of Great Britain. Duties
and restraints and penalties will not prevent this course of
things ; there is no alternative ; none at least, but the em-
ployment of India-built shipping ; there, certainly, we have
a resource. India-built ships, taking into our account their
being on the spot, their durability, the natural connection
between British-India and this country, and the great demand
which this country nray be expected' to furnish for the rude
produce of India,—viewing all these circumstances, I say,
India-built shipping, owned by British subjects, will have a
clear advantage in the remittance trade over the shipping of
foreigners. They will, I doubt not, be the successive compe-
titors of foreigners; at all events they will be their only-
competitors. Indeed, I believe that India-built ships, if
excluded from the trade with this country, will actually enter
into the trade with foreign Europe. They will be sold into
that trade ; perhaps really, perbaps only colourably; and the
exports of India will go with them. Such things have in a
degree taken place as is weil known, and as we shall prove;
and they will undoubtedly take place again. I shall not, sir,
be understood, I hope, as meaning to vindicate the illicit and
clandestine practices to which I have alluded. I will never
stand up to be the champion of such practices. But I am
bound to remark the legislature must undertake all policy
with a calculation of consequences ; and, surely, the opportu-
nities which a measure may afford for malversation or miscon-
duct—the liability to abuse—must enter as one important
element into the grounds of judgment. It matters not what
should be, but what will be the effect. Nor am I sure that,
under such circumstances as I am supposing, it is either just,

or prudent, or generous in a state to reprobate the offence
which. its own mistaken policy has occasioned ;—to drive
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the subject into the toils, and then to condemn him for over-
leaping the barrier.

I may next mention a fifth reason for this measure
~necessarily connected with those I have already enume
although in part flowing out of them.
trade with Europe in India-built vesse
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source afforded in the cases sljpposed ; the greater the average
of the whole tonnage employed in India, the greater w1l.l be
the average of the surplus tonnage applicable to any given
1e s -

exigency.

- The last permanent or standing advantage, .Sir, .of 1t'm?
measure, in point of policy, which I sh.all. mentlon,. is this ;
that the encouragement of the ship-building este-mb'hshments
of India will more and better enable those establishments to
assist our naval achievements, and supply_our naval demands,
in the Indian seas. Sir, the opposite parties cannot deny ;lie
reality of this advantage; for to. shox\.r that' t?le navy‘; ha,
country depends on its mercantile ship-building establish-
ments, is the whole of their case. 1 knf)w 1 may ha?’e occa-
sion to prove that their allegations on this head are gnevous\}(;
exaggerated ; 1 know that they over-state the matte‘l bey}on.
all ;ommou bounds : but no wish to confute: that‘pa_ltof‘t 1eir
case shall blind me to the truth, that the shlp—bmldmg estab-

lishments of a country must necessarily, in a greatfar or‘ J?s
deziee, conduce to its naval strength and glory. It is for t‘IS_
ref:son that the British Legislature h:?s encouraged al}d puc)l-
moted the ship-building interests of this country ;.not, indeed,
in the Navigation Act, properly so called., but in the.subsie—
quent and subsidiary acts. All \-ve ask is, that, W.hll(ti tt]:(e)
general ship-building of the empire E.lt _large c%nf:ilsbl:llfdm
the general naval defence, the ship-building off ;SI - i
may be allowed to contribute to the defence 0l 1 B
ticular wing. We shall, indeed, .shew that. t‘le snppmoi
India has materially concurred in producing those evean S
which have signalized the naval means and prowess of foaat
Britain in the'Eastem ocean. Th.e conveyan.c.e of the fllj]d]an
army to Egypt, the reduction _ot thci Maur?tlu-s g?d {) ava,
these and many other ex.plmts of less 1ll;dxf’111( L?a‘ conse-
quence, but not less collective use, have fully illustrated the
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efficiency of India-built ships, and the nayal imbortance of
the establishments by which they are supplied.

These, Sir, are the more general
which I would rest the vindication ¢
tion: but I have not yet adverted
subject, which were I totally to omit,
1 confess, press on me heavily, L
opening the case on the other s; d};, Wi\sljrzl(j::l-,l;ed fne.nd, in
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protection between the ship-building interests of India and
of England ; whereas the real question appears, from the
whole course of his own arguing, to be, not whether it is
better to protect the English than the Indian ship-builder,
but whether it is better to protect the English ship-builder
in a2 monopoly, than the Indian ship-builder in a competi-
tion. Competition! says my learned friend; deliver me
from such competition!—it will be our ruin: the natural
end of suchcompetition will be, that we shall be beat from the
field, and the cheapest will carry off the market. = Why, Sir,
that is the natural and the proper end of all competition.
1t is the natural end, I say, of all competition; and well is
it for the consumer that it is so. And, surely, if the Indian
builder 1s content to wave all that advantage of competition,
to which, under the Navigation Acts, he has a2 most un-
doubted title—competition in building for the general trade
of the empire—you cannot charge him with any great arro-
gance, with any heinous presumption, when he begs that he
may be allowed to build for that quarter of the empire with
which he is connected : above all, when he begs he may
build for a trade, with respect to which he can in no fair
sense be considered as robbing any man else; since it is
demonstrable, and indeed is virtually admitted, that the
far greater part of the trade for which he would build, if it
does not exist in his shipping, will never have any existence
at all. .

But my learned friend says-—¢ Produce your claims on
s the gratitude of the state; recount the public services
« you have performed!—on us the glory of England de-
pends: we have been to her a nursery of ships and ship-
¢ wrights—we have sexrved our.country;— But who are
¢« you ?”
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I do not mean, Sir, to dispute the services which the ship-
.l).u.ilders of the Thames may have rendered to their country
1t is no part of my case to do so. Long be those services,
Whatever they are, remembered, and may they never be un-
dervalued or decried. But, when ‘my learned friend alleges
the want of such services, on the part of my clients, a: a

ground for the perpetual exclusion of their shipping from this
:gg‘:;‘;yl;ﬂ?](l)flacjzdsjgfc,azz,. tgat thisklang.uage may be well in
el M Y addres, ut, should it b.e adopted by t.he
sed to these parties by the Legis-

lature—a graver, a broader P : .) e g1
banteringl'canm;t OSS.bIeI, amo.re determined piece of stat'e_
g treatlzhesle y ?oncewe. For only observe how, .
Ilistm‘ing e maﬁ . fte‘l sons h you exclu-de. them from mi-
ot theirs N thelengf (;lt .home: 1t 1s you.r act, and
i = i téndnel;im:tmlt themonly partx.zllly : .and
ey LA Dg to you a fuller service, wish-
e }ifn i 118 : epartx?lent, (an'd they are at least
B s :}::f such offers as their opponents), you
and say, < You have not served us

you, and we will not let
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There ‘is, .howe\:er, another ground on which I must beg
leave to present to the committee the clients for whom I
have the honour to plead. My learned friend, at the open-
ing of 'his case, feelingly, (and if I may presume to say so)
very properly declared, that he considered himself as virtually
an advocate for other interests than merely those which he
was specifically retained to defend ;- in fact, for the interests
in general of those who contemplate injury from the present
bill. " 1 certain‘ly._have not the presumption to place myself
on the'still higher pedestal of advocate for the people of
India. DBut this I may say, that the parties for whom I
plead are fairly entitled to be considered as the representa-
tives of that people at the bar of the imperial parliament.
In this question they are identified with that people: they
and that people are one: it is the trade of TaT people in
which the shipping of my clients is intended to be employed ;
it is the surplus produce of TaEIR land and labour which this
shipping is intended to convey to market: it is THEIR coast
which this shipping is intended to relieve, under the pressure
of famine. THEIR interests are, in fact, at stake, and I ask
whether those interests are trifling or insignificant objects i
the eyes of the house of commons. ‘

They are indeed trifling and insignificant objects, if the

"house of commons take the same measure of their importance

which has been taken by some of the persons hostile to this
bill." Tn one of the publications, Sir, which have, with such
industry, been circulated on this occasion, on behalf of the
Thames ship-building, I was much struck with a curious
comparison between the interests respectively at issue. On
the side ‘of the Thames building, it is astonishing what an
army of trades is collected together. The changes are rupg
on all the minutest subdivisions of employment which the de-
mands of a state of refinement and the exquisite improvemeuﬁ
)
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<of mechanical skill have created in this country. Not only
the shipwright, and the joiner, and the caulker, and the
sawyer, and the other ar‘t,i‘san_s,imquiately conected with
ship-building, but the time-glass maker, and broom maker,
and brush maker, and colour maker ; all these, and more,
come flocking, And what, on_the other side, is opposed to
this migbty. host? On the other side, they tell us, 'tl.léfe are
051_1)'\ ““ a few interested individuals.” So accurate, Sir, is the
a{}thmet_ic‘ of selfishness!—A few interested individuals
i;]xty mIHIOI}S of persons ; Wit}i forest_s}rﬁlt' for ship—building,
b lff)?- ):1)]? ivlill:]l:jot permi.t the.m. to hew down : with harbours
ih&ustry.afa)d e iehyin, effset, ou, choals ups with
adéi)ted )t‘o.‘shi‘—g.'[{m'lldx (at l(leefst amqng_so_r?ne. classes of them):
e‘féisin;: w lth };x i mg,lwhwh,you EI‘Ohlb}t them from ex-
ek ot SRerisble produce, which yandeug them Uhe
te]lthem ;Eall Ing : with a .d'em@qd_, for t01111a%e:_ which you
LOndon ki 'not be gratified, unless they will come. to.
s fh fuTrghase.v the magnificent shipping built on the.
y0u rpf s r;;;lii; with ‘a coasting commerce, to which
o e o 1 R IR a0d proper encoyragement of
lose, or must heveo t opg- A} these advantages they must.

ntent to seek them through the unnatural,

ungenial, invidi ;

of garxl?:\’tletzgtous, and, after all, most unsatisfactory channel
strangers, «W;;e’silr’ﬁg\a(}ps:: a=§13‘3‘d38‘2ine. intercourse, with
T8 o2 b s ‘ " L G re“a’t rita.n‘ ) ’ . 7

and act, well would it be for he, M were really. so. to spealk;

or her f; :
these i g h Her Tame 3f she could prove,
A:is'cf;::iﬁﬂ?d PR ta,he ag iﬂSigniﬁcaﬁt‘,a‘s‘isfPréteﬂde'd ‘
Piliﬁt,iﬂto.thf i;sotlltltil l:? fi_“ag(? Which m'y« leatned(lftiﬂﬁli;i-Wpliidi
Parliament will ot -+ ol ¢ but I never can believe that;

pt either the .langgage, itself or, the prin-

m_p}eg which it conveys

1 am afraid
R 0 i
8IS the bounés no?iu:}}:‘ & topic, as this, of being led to, traps-
Dounds '€ Professional . charactey ifx( wh;ch J
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appear. 1 will therefore only take the liberify of adding one
observation further, and it shall be comprized in two Sen=
tences. Itris thiss Sinee the igrant of the recent charter to
the Company, this is the first occasion on which the British
legislature has been called to exercise with an im'“medi‘att? and
visible arm (if T may so phrase it) the paramount sovereignty
it undoubtedly possesses over the péople’in India: let this first
act be one of grace, not of exclusion.

Sir, the considerations which I have hitherto ventured
to suggest to the Committee, as motives for granting

to my clients at least that mieasure of privilege which -

this bill would afford, are founded on circumstances im-
mediately connected with India, and either of a fixed na-
ture, or at all events not likely to change for an indefinite
period. They may, therefore, be regarded as supplying
motives of fixed and constant obligation. But there may be
auxiliary and occasional inducements of great strength for
the adoption of the bill ;—and here it will be guessed that I
allude to a topic on which so much has already been heard ds
to fatigue the Committee, I fear, not a little; I mean the
alleged scarcity of large oak timber in this country, and the
alleged expediency, on that ground, of resorting to India
built vessels as a partial saving for the consumption of oak.
In commenting on this subject, however, 1 beg to Lave it
distinctly understood; that I accept the argument derived
from it only as an auxiliary consideratiomn, and not as by any
means constituting the essence of our case. I will never, so
far as I am concerned, let down the question from that broad
ground of general-policy and justiceon which I have attempted,
however feebly, to place it. Nor do I hesitate to affirm that,
if there were even a superabundance of oak in this country ;
if our plains were covered with forests adapted to naval build-
ing; and as it were imploring for the axe; I should still, ang

with exactly the same confidence in my cause, ask these privi-

- B s TN, am—
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leg;s,for me clients, on the grounds of natural policy, justice
aflt generosity. -But, though I scruple not to say this, I do
n 1 : ’

ot say 1t from any distrust of the point on which I am

gbout entgring. On the contrary, I avow that I shall be
content with no common victor

: y over the case preseqti
my learned friends with respec @e preseuted by
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that case to atoms, I b0 timber: if T cannot rend
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by the industrious selfishness or malice of go‘,'emment—agehts
and contractors. : - ‘

To those, Sir, who rec llect that this' country once
abounded with oak forests, forests many of. which have left
po memorial but maguificent names attached to spots where
scarcely a shrub is now discernible, it surely cannot seem an
extraordinary proposition that oak timber may, in the natural
course of things, become scarcer with the progressive advance- 4
ment of civilization. There was indeed an early period in
the English history, during which our woods were studiously
preserved, but it was with other views than to secure the
supply of an article of use. The policy of the feudal times
was to preserve those woods in a state, not of unimpaired
utility, but of inviolate desolation. 1t was the forest, not the
timber, that was the object of care. The forest supplied both

a convenient obscurity fur those lawless and desultory enter-
prizes which suited the spirit of the times, and a convenient

refuge under the reverses to which such enterprizes were liable.
The love of the chace furnished another motive ; oftener, per-
haps, it only furnished a pretext under which the men in
authority practised the most cruel oppressions on the subject.
This was the first great cause of the decline of timber forests
in England : it became necessary for the peace of society to
get rid of these inconvenient, and often- criminal shades ; and
hence the forest charters were as studiously contended for by
the champions of liberty ‘as the Great Charter itself. The
gradual improvement of manners ar.d arts concurred in pro-
ducing the same effect. Timber became necessary for the con-
struction of habitations more convenient than had before been
in use. Anattention to the pursuits of pasturage was equally
destructive to the forests, from the injury which is always
done by catitle to the‘young trees. Agriculture proved more
hostile, not only by its demand of wood for the impiements of
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tillage, but from its being, as I think Dr. Adam Smith
°bse"VeS,. the direct enemy of forests; The soil on which

, oa.k fourishes is generally, though not universally, the best
soil for W‘heat; and hedge-row timber is peculiarly in’jurious to
thelgl‘o.wmg corn by the dripping in wet \Wea{:her, nd
' nhgland has been her commerce : partly. by it

d artly, its
it:n(lizrzfa?i] \:;?c;d flol- the construction of machiner;) : Pgl'tly}z by
i u}::al for manufactories; partly, by the spiiit of
employ his land 1.: tfl)mpagated, inducing the land-owuer to
inclining the land 1€ mOSt. profitable manner ; partly, by
amount of Proﬁrit 'tOWnel., without reference to the actual
of his capital ; pa:rtlo Sgek fOI'. the quickest possible returns
which it has PI‘Oduc}; :1 y :Zlhe Increased facility of alienation
Property from hang to, and the consequent interchange of
»—a sort of circulation which a

found to undergo with impunity; but,

and almost incredible consumption of
casio

timber estate is seldom

above alj, by the vast

timber which ;
1t has
mercial, ang, event‘;): ned for the purposes of the com-

Country, ly, of the military shipping of the
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and it is, Probable general views of the subject ;

I cont
end, not yny
2 Ulreasonable to argue,—it requires
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» have all combined in what I may,

by a somewhat new application of
the great forests of th by disafforesting. 16 pownt of fact
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o the neighbourl;o ™ the borders of navigable rivers, and

tary Behtions. wik of great towns, into more inlar;d or
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by the consumer; in: proportion-as the progress: of improve-
ment has multiplied the means of interior communication:

These causes might almost be expected to produce;.and
perhaps, under some circumstances, they would have: produced;
a total disappearance of our great timber. There have been
some obstacles. to: that effect, however; and: I will mention
two, or three that have been brought into: notice, either by
the observations of my lea: nedfriend; or by the course: which-
the examination before the committee has: taken..

The ﬁr_-st— of these is;one-on which great stress has been laidj-
the increased price of timber.. It is maintained, as'a theoretical:
truth, that price must necessarily encourage growth:; that-
demand cannot fail to produce supply; you admit the-demand;-
they argue, and therefore you cannot,. without: absurdity;
deny, the supply..

Now. price or demand may operate in’two ways; it may
promote the planting of timber, and’ it may: promote the’
preservation of growing timber: With respectitoitsioperation
on planting, since the motive. of price is by the very sapposi--
tion to act on the spirit of commerce or gain, it must' be:
perfectly manifest that, if you can shew: a much more gainful
and profitable use of land than by p.\anting'it'with timber, it
will be so used by that:commereial sort of:person: of. whom'
we-are speaking. But it:stands in the clearest way' on thE""
evidence already adduced, that the whole value of an oak:
tree is not sufficient to pay for the appropriation of the good
soil s which - it requires to the. purpose of growing it; the"
reason is; the extreme slowness of 1ts grow.th, particularly i
the early stages.. Thus the demand for oak timber; though

reat, is overborne by the demand for corny or forisome other
article to which the same land, or the same capital may more
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the purposes of common life,

. Case of many manufacty

profitably be applied. With respect, however, to this consi-
deration of demand, it may be proper to make another dis-
tinction. When we say that demand creates supply, we mean,

not merely that the demand of the market cre

ates the supply
of the market, but that the

supply is immediately followed
by a further production of the article with a view to an ex-
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Another way in which the inducement of price or de-mand‘
may be supposed to act 1s by occagiompg th¢ p:‘s.s'crvatwn.ot :
trees already growing.—Most unfortunately, ho.wever, a cir-
cumstance has appeared in the course of the evidence on the
other side, which shews that, however the induce.mcnt of
price may operate to preserve oak timber in general, it ?81]1]0(;
be relied upon for so operating as' to produce large na.z-\'al
timber. This circumstance is, that there is a certain period,
no matter what, in the age of a growing oak tree, at which it
is more profitable, as a maney speculation, to cut the tree
down than to let it stand for naval timber. The Bishop of
Llandaff, I think calculates that, in a view of profit, the
growershould generally cut hisoak downwhen it bec?mes worth
thirty shillings : I -am not sufficiently conversa})t in the sub-
ject to know whether he has here fixed the period com‘ect\y :
but that there is such a period can hardly be doubted. For,
first, a tree grows more rapidly during the middle period of i.ts
growth than afterwards: the contrary has indeed‘ been said
by one witness, but the rest have establishe'd the fact. qu,
while it grows fastest, its size, and therefore its value, may “f—
crease at compound interest. The reason appears from t.lns
simple mathematical principle, that the area of an expandmg
circle increases as the square of its diameter, and, t‘nerefo.re,
taking the height of the tree, for the s.'ake.. of great.err smll]-
Plicit)’, to remain the same, then, while its d13111(:19.1;?1.1«‘1‘;}1.1 l
increase in arithmetical progression, its COIH‘.U-I}‘LS wx’.x H:(‘,l(al.‘;{:
in geometrical progression. Thisf however, is T]“,‘)_ 0*’) htl
supposition, that the diameter increases ‘equa‘ ‘y lflb(;}k\“.l.,
times ; and at one period of the trees growtn,I' ‘laLhCI clicve
5 ‘ so in the latter stages. The rate of in-
it does more; bhut not so in t' o e S .
crease falls off, and the motive for prescr.\'mg the tree .11;
off in the same proport.ion. Another C]l'CUilllfj‘i.al}lC:: which
makes the middle-sized timber more valuable than the larc

ge s,
. qpplicability to so many purposes besides ship-Uuilding;
LS «

E
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- as wellas the greater value of the bark ; and the larger demand
for the tree in consequence. On the whole, so far as the sti-
mulus of price is concerned, the grower will not let his oaks
stand till they become sufficiently large for navy timber; he
will rather give them up to be felled, and lay out the price he
receives for them in some more lucrative manner.. Addnow a
circumstance, already mentioned, that the soil oun which oak
timber grows, is that best adapted for the production of corn,
and ‘then observe the strong inducement operating on the

grower, not only to cut down his woods, but to clear his wood

land and convert it into tillage. The process, as we learn from

Mr. Alexander, (not a peculiarly willing witness, I presume,

fo .S“Ch a point) is easy and attended with little expense. At
& time, then, whey ¢]

¢ demand for corn is so great, that, in
order to sow it, we are blowing up rocks and breaking the
most barrep soils, it ig surely too much to assume that the
Possessor of wood-land wil] always resist the double incentive
of'a Proportionably higher price for his tree,and a more ad-
Va_ntageous employment for his ground,

With :
: ha,Velnlz) respect, Sir, to the consideration of price, I trust T
: W amply shown that navy timber is not likely to be

Produced ip o,
i adequate quantities for the national consump-

There §
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which implies the article to be scarce rather than otherwise. -
Ornamental timber is a luxury, and nothing becomes a Inxury
till it becomes in some degree a rarity. Waving this remark
however, let us see how the prevalence of such a taste will

operate with respect, first to the planting, and nexf to the
preserving of oak timber.

And first, it will undoubtedly induce planting’; but not, in
the same degree, the planting of oak. The oak is indeed one
of the most picturesque of trees, and perhaps is the only tree
picturesque in every stage of its growth ; yet there is some-
thing severe in an unbroken mass of oak; and, what is of
more consequence, the first growth of the tree is remarkably
slow. We must all feel that it will be the natural wish of a
great possessor, planning the future beauty of his domain, to
have his designs realized during his own life,—to see the vi
sions of his taste reduced into actual existence; he will therefore
generally plant wood of other descriptions, and of a speedier
growth. He will prefer such wood for another réason, that
supposing the consideration of profit to mingle at all in his
design, he will rather use that species of wood which may
thrive on the more rude and barren places of his property ;
places, at the same time, not perhaps less susceptible of pic-
turesque beauty for their rudeness, but the contrary.

- In this manner, the taste for ornamental timber does not
greatly promote the plantation of oak : the preservation, on
the other band, of the standing tree, it unquestionably pro-
motes, and promotes but too well. It appears in evidence,
what certainly can require no evidence to make it appear,
that ornamental woods are naturally preserved for an in-
definite period after they have attained their full growth,
How long oak timber may continue to be ornamenta] and
useless, sufficiently appears from the common opinion pe.
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specting the duration of an oak, which, T apprehend, T am

not far wrong in collecting from the couplet in Dryden I
quoted on a former day :

i 3 <

Three centuries he grows, and three he stays
4« = q :

Supreme in state, and in three more decays.”

The tree may, i
a ; .
ay, In fact, stand for ages, most ornamental to

e e e
under it; for, thouoh JEi ?eal‘lulnle, no young trees grow
shar e aptic:;r tc re will Ie'produc.e the_ decayed plant,
worst is, howeve‘r ﬂi)a e and provide against its decay. The
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noble instance of patriotism on the part of our land owners,
and I have no doubt that the present generation is 'fully"
capable of rivaling it; but the splendour of the example

" should not blind our eyes to the real state of the case. An

exhortation to the land owner that he would plant oak timber
from public spirit, is merely ‘a call on him to undergo a
voluntary tax for the sake of the national glory ; and then a
rule prevails here, the force of which will scarcely be denied,
that no permanent system of policy can be erected on a basis
of voluntary taxation. On the contrary, this very remark
leads me to the conclusion, that there cannot be any proper
safeguard for a due supply of naval timber, unless the public
take the concern of providing it into their own hands. This
policy we have at length adopted, and I doubt not that the
royal forests, under the efficient system of regulation and
management recently established, will gradually become an

ample magazine of navy timber, applicable to every emergency.

1 have now stated the presumptive grounds for believing
that large oak timber is scarce in this country. One of my
learned friends, however, was pleased to describe the appre-
hensions that have existed on this point, as purely the effect
of the interested clamour of contractors. 1 should be glad
to know whether we must ascribe to the interested clamour
of contractors, all those legislative or public admissions or
proofs of the growing scarcity of timber which may be scen
in any well digested history of the subject. So early as the
twenty-second year of Edward the 1Vth, the legislature in-
terfered to protect the growth of timber, as an article of
utility. = The enactments of Henry the VIIIth, and Eliza-
beth, to prevent or retard the consumption of the same
article, arve well known. In the reigus of Charles the 114,
and his successor, the strongest apprehensions were enter-
tained-on the subject : hesce the patriotic writings of Evelyn:
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hence, as we may learn from Mr. Derrick’s Memoirs of the
Navy, the extensive use, during these reigns, of foreign tim-
ber.. In'1771, a committee of the house of commons sat on
this subject, and, although they did not report to the house
any opinion, (and it is not difficult to guess the cause of this
delicacy,) they reported evidence, and that evidence is so
pregnant with proofs of g scarcity, that I should have thought
the matter, for that time, beyond all doubt. Then came
the eleventh report of the commissioners of land revenue in
.1792; a document which not only asserts the fact of an exist-
Ing scarcity, but supports that assertion by an accumulated
and most valuable mass of information and argument. To
the same effect js the first report made in June, 1812, of the
1ssioners of woods, forests, and land revenues,
e g cally affirm (page ?4) “‘the increasing scarcity”
o that;; ey €r, and pronounce it to be extren.lely prol?able
R Wy Or no oak. will b? suffered to .remam on private
, ates tj]] they attain the size of large timber.”
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clamour of abundance ? Where were they, did I say ? W}Ey,
Sir, at the head-quarters of their. enemie.s.l They were the
very people that asserted the scarcity of timber; they were,
themselves, the alarmists. I will not go back to the prede-
cessors of these parties, in the year 1680, though then,. as
may be seen in Mr. Derrick, (page 104) the scarcity of tim-
ber was jointly asserted by the commissioners of the navy,
and several of the most eminent private ship-builders. It will
be enough for me to refer to the year 1771. Look at the ev.i-
dence reported by the Committee of the House of Commons in
that year. See there thirty timber-dealers,. all, without an
exception, deposing to the decrease of oak timber, and gene-
rally in the strongest and most terrifying terms. What is
much more, see there ship-builders, builders in the Thames,
builders for the India Company, nay, the heads of these very
yards, which are now before the Committee: Mr. VYells, Mr.
Parry, Mr. Dudman, Mr. Barnard : see these, aT}d others of
the same profession, positively affirming a grievous and
growing scarcity, and giving, especially Mr. Wells, long and
well reasoned opinions on the subject. ?.Next look at the
report of 1792, mark there the Thames bml.ders aga.m.,—.Mr.
Wells and Mr. Barnard,—once more appearing and giving -the
same testimony ; and the commissioners, on their authorl‘ty,
among others, decisively pronouncing the fact qf ftSC&rC.]ty.
Then observe how the very same parties, or their .1mmcd1ate
. R 1S 11
successors, now come forward and say, that all tl | Uf; g'o
for nothing,—that there neither is, nor was, nor (.‘all'l e a
scarcity of timber: that nobody ever asserted a Sca,l.uty but
contractors, and nobody ever believed them but their dupes.

Such, Sir, are the general views and RIcpDRsEaaa Wlt:h
which, as I conceive, we may fairly proceed on the investi-
gation of this subject; with no disposition, certainly, to pre-
jlxdoe the matter of fact on the side of scarcity, and to

ge th
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believe that a scarcily of navy timber‘ 11J1ist at all ‘:-\::(111:.;
exist; but, certainly, with as little inclination to prej tign
the fact in theioppoﬁte way, and to believe that.the no

of a scarcity is at all events to be repelled and derided.
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stuff, it will be seen that the quantity of foreign timber
expended in the yards spoken of in the year 1812, not ouly
exceeded two-thirds of the English timber of the same kind
expended there in the same year, but decidedly exceeded the
whole quantity of English timber in the year betore, and
nearly equalled the whole quantity in the year still preceding.
For the number of loads of foreign timber and kuees in the
years 1810, 1811, and 1812 respectively, was 27,014, 25,522,
and 34.,403. The same account shews that our consumption
(()Jt-‘ foreign timber has immensely increased of late years.
an?}mp;:ewt-?f first five years of the series with the last five ;
timbzr. fo-l 1nd th'flt the average consumption of foreign
Bl T €ach year in th‘e for.mer five was 3901°¢ loads ; the
5 niﬂap?ual consumption in the latter five, 15,135 loads,
T Y four times as largg.. So greatly .do we rely on
reigners for the supply of this 1mportant material ; but this
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will  first consider, not. their direct allegations, whatever
they are, as to the question of scarcity or no scarcity ; but
their assertions, or distinct admissions, of facts or principles

consistent with our view of this subject, and affording ground

for those general presumptions respecting it, on which I have

already touched. Their testimony, as to the fact of scarcity,

T will notice afterwards,

Their first admission, tending to make the opinion of
scarcity at least highly probable, is that of an erroneous in-
crease during late years, in the price of oak timber. To
disembarrass and simplify this matter as much as possible,
we must direct our attention, not 1o the price of the load of
timber delivered in the yard ; for this includes the expences of
felling, carriage, and other items; but to the price .of the
standing tree, as purchased by the timber dealer from the
grower. The most particular account on this head is given
by a witness not at all unfavourably disposed to the parties
petitioning against the Bill; I mean Mr. James Alexander,
who says (page 156) ¢ Twenty years ago we could buy tim-
“ ber from 50s. to /. 10s. per load, on the stubb, top, bark,
¢ and every thing. I have been giving since four times that
4 mo"ne_y,‘ or at least from 12/. to 13/. upon the same fa;m,
‘““ and for the same species of timber.” Therefore tunber
should have arisen to between three and four times its former
price ;. and the witness admitted very distinctly, though not
very freely, that this encrease was to be ascribed to §l1e great
demand for the article. In fact, price is the proper criterion
of the ratio between demand and supply ; and the unnatural
advancement of it proves that the supply is wholly unequal

to the demand. _

Our opponents, however, do not admit this truth without
2 qualification, on which they lay a great stress : they allege
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ﬂ_lat the price of timber, though it has risen prodigiously,
has not increased faster than the prices of other commodities
];t has risen only with the general scale of money value.
Sﬁ)m_é of the witqesses said this, and one of my learned
fnendg used tl.xe same argument: he told us, that within his
Z;‘:; T‘;sf“;(itlon,l (and.I do T?Ot blame him for referring to
eXpL:cte 4 wisum points Stl‘l.Ct evidence is hardly to be
sone a s’im'l e.?”;fl other articles for the table had under-
;’llat he h dla;r ncrease of price with timber. He told us
had at anit} i’nown. the quartern loaf at sixpence; that he

' 1¢r period known it at one shilling and eleven

pence ; that is, near L :

- 3 ea,l]y four tlme s . .
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the value of money. The only faithful test must be sought
in the value of that commodity, whatever it is, ‘which forms
the staff of life to the labouring classes of society: in this

country, that commodity is wheat. My learned friend,
therefore, is much more fortunate in the second test to

~ which he resorts, the price of the quartern loaf. 1n applying

this test, however, he has not taken into his account another
principle, of such importance, I humbly submit, that to
overlook it is to nullify the test after all. The quartern
loaf, he justly remarked, has occasionally varied to four
times its value; but he wilt surely not deny that this varia-
tion marks the difference between a year of abundance and a
year of extreme dearth. Sixpence was the price in a season
of plenty, and it never, I believe, rose to one shilling and
eleven pence, except in periods of excessive scarcity, like
that in the year 1801. In applying, however, the market
prices of any commodity, but especially of bread, as a crite-
rio.n of tbe depreciation of money, we must take its average,
not its occasional prices. The very same cause which makes
the average price the best guide, makes the fluctuating or
occasional price one of the worst. Bread is the essential
article of food to the far larger part of the community, and
by these it is purchased in exchange for their labour. Tt
bears, therefore, on an average, a pretty fixed proportion to

" the labourer’s average daily want of food, and to his average

daily powers of labouring ; both which may be considered as
given quantities. But this is only true on an average; for
the very circumstance of the article being so essential, and
almost indispensable, makes the demand for it, in cases of a
failure of crop, so violent, that the price rises beyond all pro-
portion to the deficiency. A failure to the amount of half the
ordinary crop of wheat is, I think, computed by Gregory King
to raise the market priceof the remainder no less than 450 'pe'r
cent. ; and smaller failures operate -similarly, according ‘to
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their extent, Prices. so unnaturally raised can evidently

furaish no fa.u' measure either of the depreciation of money,
or of any thing else,
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constant; but, from 1791 to 1795, the price of timber delj
vered in the yards undoubtedly increased: and it méy:be
inferred that the price of standing timber did the same. I

think myself therefore moderate in assuming, that the ave-

rage price of oak timber, in the 23 years from 1767 to 1789,

was about 50 shillings per load, round measure. Now what

it was in the 7. years from 1804 to 1810, I do not precisely

know : but, if the price in 1812 was between 12 and 13

pounds; I might surely fix the average price during those 7

years at 10 pounds. I have, indeed, no doubt that it was at:
least as much; yet to exclude all possibility of cavil, I will
call it 8 pounds, or 160 shillings. Therefore, from the period

of 23 years, ending with 1789, to the period of 7 years, .
ending with 1810, the price had increased from 56 shillings
to 160 shillings ; that is, while wheat rose as from 11 to 20,
timber rose as from 63 to 20; or if you please, as from
11 to 35} ; an increuse prodigiously greater. .

Possibly, Sir, it may be said that Mr. Arthur 'Yf)ung,.
who certainly had, in the work referred to,'the partxc.ular‘
ebject of discrediting the report of the Bullion: Committee
in 1810, wrote under a strong bias of mind, and was there-
fore led to diminish as much as possible the advancement in
the average price of wheat. I know not.that this f:harge
could be brought against Mr. Young wnth. the sh‘ghtest»'
justice ; but concede it to be true, and the objector sfull»_not.
be relieved from his difficulty. For Mr. Young. e%dnuts 1.nto
his graduated table of prices various'commod.ltles besx.des
wheat, and most of them turn out to support his conclusion
very fairly ; but it is remarkable that, when he comes to
timber, he finds the advance of price here to be so greatly,
beyond his general scale, that he is obliged to.abando.n the
article altogether, and, as a reason, to throw himself, in ex-,

press terms, on that very scarcity for which 1 contend. -
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will give you his own words (page 107) “¢ There is nothing
“suxptising in the great rise that has taken place in the
" priceofall sorts of timber; while the quantity for the supply,
‘,‘ eSpe.cially of oak, has lessened so considerably the demanl
“has increased ;, therefore 7 rise, however great, can render

s t{zzs artz'clc: an exception to the princiﬁle already adduced.”
This quotation I conclusive
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have risen out of all proportion to the supply, but to have
so far outgrown it that even the intervention of hitherto un-
used helps cannot restore matters to a level. I have here
assumed, I confess, thatsome little remission_latterly in the
price of timber has not arisen from any addition to the
ordinary supply. I have assumed this for two plain reasons :
—first, because that slight fall of price was not contempo-
raneous with the opening of the greater part of the new
sources of supply, nor followed it soon ; secondly, because,
however these witnesses we have heard may vaunt their
new sources of supply, the clear bearing of their whole evi-
dence is, that there has recently been some abatement in the
demand for timber, and that it is to this circumstance solely,
and not to the augmented stock of the article, that the slight
reduction in its market value is to be ascribed:

On this head, Sir, I will add no more. There is 4 second
assertion or admission on the part of the witnesses,—I should
rather call it a set of admissions,—to which I would request
the attention of the Committee:—

Mr. William Driver states (in page 165) that ¢ an oak-
““ tree will never pay for standing after it is seventy or eighty
“ years old,” (which is the very earliest age that it can enter
mto any metings of large timber) unless indeed.there sho.uld
be subsequently a very considerable increase in the.prlce.
The exception T will beg to notice presently ; but, in the
mean time, let it stand thus, that, in the view of profit, or
with reference to the accumulation of money at compound
interest, no grower of timber will c.aaterz's partbus let an oak of
forty feet (round measure) grow till it becomes sixty. The
same statement is, i1 substance, made or admitted by
seven witnessess besides Mr. W. Driver ; by Mr. James Alex. |
ander (page 159,) by Mr. John Morice (page 172,) by Mr:

¢
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Kershaw (page 195,) by Mr. A. Driver (page 218,) by Mor.

Richardson (pages 944, 247 ;) by Mr, Preston (page 254) and
by M. Castledine (page 300.) \

All fix the increase of profit on
the

standing os oy i
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alreadyrealized ;—the case of a demand for timber outrunning

“the supply; and the parties who, on the strength of this prin-

ciple, infer that the growers, have in fact spared their growing
trees, and that they have been reasonably and naturally led to

‘do so, those parties, I say, do virtually allow that, under the

circumstances of the country, it has been reasonable and
natural to expect a progressive dearth of great timber. Thus
they establish in the course of their argument the very
position which that argument is intended to discredit, and
male good their premises only by destroying their conclusion

Without reference, however, to the inconsistency of these
parties, I do believe it possible (and I think my cause so
strong that I am not aware of a single concealment respecting
it of which I should be guilty ;) I do believe it possible that
the expectation of a still rising market has really tended to
spare our growing timber rather than otherwise. Yet 1 do not
at all think that the effect of such an expectation has beéen
considerable ; I have no idea that it could be considerable ; but
one decisive reason why I do not think it has, is the proved
fact that there has been a prodigious drvain on our growing and
middle sized timber.—In proportion to its naturally greater
quantity, the middie sized has suffered at least as greata
stress of consumption as the large, and the future resource
has been cut off as fast as the present. There can be no
stronger proof of this than the testimony given by more than
one of the witnessess, who state the late demand for the smaller
sized timber to have been so great, that some failure in the
supply of foreign wood of that description has actually caused
the large oak of this country to be cut down for the purposes
of common carpentry.

With the admission, Sir, on which T have commented as to
the advantage of cutting down growing timber, I would beg
leave to associate others, made by the same body of witnesses,
and tending to establish the same conclusions. That the soil



. land worth more than 14s. an acre.”

adapted for the growing of wheat is also that on which a
plantation of o ak will thrive, and that a good soil will not pay
for being appropriated to such a purpose, are propositions
distinctly in evidence. ¢ Qak land” (says Mr. W. Driver in
page 164) “is generally wheat land.” The same judgment 13
given (in page 157) by Mr. Alexander : (in page 170) by Mr.
Morice : and, with some little qualification, (in page 224)
by Mr. Abraham Driver, Again Mr. Abraham Driver in-
forms us (in Page 228) that < land of 20s. an acre is too
good for planting ;” and his opinion is confirmed by Mr.
Harvey (in Page 320) who sdys that he < would not plant
The result seems to be
ﬂljclt i‘t is scarcely worth while to plant an oak on the ounly
soil on which it will grow.

These connected acknowledgments and admissions, Sir,
appear adequately to establish those general principles and
Pre§umptio;1s which I ventured to lay before you on this
Z‘;bjtict. hThey sufficiently shew what inducement the planter
n oalie;a a;s to plant oak, and W.hat inducement the grower
Tk nosw 0 I?reserve his pl.ants till they sh.all be fully grown.
e pfoceed to notu;e the more direct allegations of

: 3¢S as to the question of scarcity or no scarcity.
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I do not wonder that such a difference of opinion between
these two persons should be laid hold of by those who find
the testimony of both somewhat inconvenient. Nor is it
necessarily my province to reconcile the variance. Yet I
would suggest that, in such a case as this, the great question is
rather respecting the averments of these gentlemen as to the
past and present state of things than respecting their opinions
as to the future. ~ Whether a witness thinks an immediate or
an eventual scarcity to be apprehended, partly depends on
this other point, whether he thinks the greatest strain of
consumption has been on the large or the middle sized timber.
—Now, when the quesion is thus stated, it is evident that
two witnesses may differ in their views of it without any very
grievous contradiction ; for they may agree that both species
of timber have sustained a greater or less’ drain ; and they

may agree in their general inference, that, one way or the
other, scarcity is to be apprehended in future.

But the chief weight of my learned friend’s hand has fallen
on Mr. Morice. Mr. Morice, is, it seems, a contractor.
He is in the habit of contracting to furnish government with
supplies of timber; and it is therefore his interest to propa-
gate a belief of the scarcity of timber, in order that he may
procure better terms from government when he makes his
new contract. It is somewhere implied, if I mistake not, in
the evidence, that of Mr. Morice has also another in-~
terest’ on the same'side. The private ship-builders on the
Thames are his great competitors in the purchase of large
timber, and he is therefore interested in driving them from the
market by removing the ship-building which employs them
to India. 'Thus he has two distinct interests impelling him
in the same dirvection ; the one, as bound by a subsisting cop-
tract ; the other, as acandidate for a future contract, But
surely it may. be perceived that these two interests aye iy a
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sense convertible, and that they in fact balance an.d destroy
i - each other. As a candidate for a future contract, it may be
‘ ’ the interest of Mr. Morice to proclaim a scarcity of timber,
’ that he may obtain better terms from government; but, ‘as

| bound by a subsisting contract, it is his interest to pro-
. g - claim an abundance of timber, that he may obtain better
| terms from the timber grower or the middle man. As bound
by a subsisting contract, it may be the interest of 1\-.11‘.

i Morice to remove the competition of the Thames s]nP“
’ builders from himselfin the purchase of timber, in order thai:
[ the market may not be at their mercy ; but, as a candidate fo.l
a future contract, it is his interest to admit that to competi-
tion, not against himself but against government, in ordG‘l‘ tl'la(':
themarketmay notbeat the mercy ofgovernment. Thus, during

his present contract, these two interests are opposed, wHT
when that conty

_ act expires, they mutually change sides, and
| are opposed still, [t follows that the witness might be per-

fectly impartial, ang such, I submit, is the impression that
would naturally result from 4 perusal of his evidence. It 1is

1 fa“'v’ clear, and intelligent . and, in the statement of facts,
'l €qually free frop,
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nature. But the interest of the timber-dea_lers 1s scar&;ely less
-strollg' As purchasers of timber, .they are mtereste:ff 1;} bzat-
ing down the notion of a s.cau.:lty. As sellers 'ob ttu?h er,
iugeed, their interests might incline the other Wayl, u,-de;:e’
being closely and essentially connected, f.or SO .t. 1e evi G
distinctly shews them to be, with the Shlp-bl]lld@l‘; O-T'd-
river, they are deeply interested in preserving t.he uilding
of Indiamen to their customers. They are, in fact, one
and the same party.

Any particular instances of a bias on- the min(‘ié of ::ihes;en :1;;
nesses I forbear to quote. At the same time, Iob.scn.re ‘ts‘(;l i
of it in some of them, that I cleem' myself jus 11 e ‘;
glancing at the circumstance thus ‘.cransxently,:and 1}1t eavi ag_
it to the recollection of the Committee to verify i dne%e
tive my censure. I charge nothing worse than biasand p

judice ; but these I do charge. The Committee Wil.l recollect
.{)L; wh;t painful examination some of the most important

parts of this case were extracted ; by exall]illaﬁoll.]’dl f\(:::ifesii',
more skilful than any that Imyself.could haw.e_ap;:;lle i 13 e-,
Sir, after ail, we find that these witnesses assferf;f je ﬁrﬁd thim
l.eln;ptory conclusions on th.e loosest grounds ; 1 1:16 I ol

5 s i . in the detail what they have boldly it
ptteting away’fm find that, where particular observation 1s
in the mass; 1f we

W p 1t D1 .lnber
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' : 1iding along a pleasure-g : :
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ituations will ever be the ‘a the
SulCh y n ample knowledge 18 required of the e mand afd
where a

lv of the country in general, men who CO“.ﬁdently afﬁ:‘“
s A ill always meet the other, are instantly after-
byl ‘l‘;l | to acknowledge themselves totally unac-
warfls ciom‘}zle be;th' if we find that, where much l.oca\ dis-
qu’illlillii(ti;vl: is] 1-equi;'ed, witnesses who deny a scarcity after-
criming
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wards paraphrase this denial by asserting a growing scarcity
in the only counties which they know, and great plenty in
counties of which they admit that they know nothing ;—then,
certainly, we become distinctly aware with what abatements
e must read the testimony of these gentlemen, however
plausible, and however wel] intentioned.

I1 will not rest here, Sir; I will shew that six out of the
t C oL U
welve timber-dealers or surveyors, called by my learned

friends, actually established that fact of scarcity which they
were summoned to disprove.

Great reliance has be
en placed op . - St
mony to the fact, that 3 their consenting testi

of timber, Most f tl there is in reality no scarcity
make that averment . inly were not slow to
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general assertions to a tangible form. Now, Sir, on the general
effect of their testimony when thus tried, I have already said
something. But let us see what we can ascertain of thejr
notions respecting scarcity. T will cite their very words.

Mr. Abraham Driver. Question.—< Will timber of that
age (from 40 to 50 years growth) come inte use during the
next ten years, in the same proportion as the same description
of timber has been cut in the last ten years? Answer. < I
think in the last ten years there has been an extraordinary fall
of timber, and I am not sure that it will.” Page 217.

Mr. Richardson, who speaks only of the home counties,
says, (p. 244) ¢ there is now a great deal of young timber
that, at a future period, will be fit for the supply.” Q. When
will that young timber become large?” A. < In twenty or
five and twenty years.” Q. << And, during the interval before
it comes into use, there will continue to be a decline of large
timber in those counties ?” 4. ¢ Of large timber certainly.”
This, it will be perceived, is the very same opinion that has
drawn on Mr. Morice the pointed, but surely, ineffectual
severity of my learned friend.

Mpr. Preston, who also speaks of the home counties, having
no personal knowledge of the rest, and roundly asserts thzft
there is no scarcity at all, existing or to be apprehen-de(?, is
asked, * Do you think the quantity which will EReLs into
use during the next twenty or five and twenty years will be
adequate to supply the place of that which has been taken for
the last fifteen years?” 4. < Not in those counties, perhaps ;

not so soon as five and twenty years.”

Mr. Read. Q. ¢« 1 understand you to be of opinion, then,

that, in consequence of the great demand for large timber, the
H
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?ualcliflty <.)f large timber in those counties you have inentioned
has dimini; ' '
] nished of late years ?” 4. ¢ As it has in every other
gat’ﬁ; seventy-fours have been built in great numbers.”
Co.me ainél supposing the demand to continue for six years to
16 at the same rate that it has been fo
‘conceive that the decline in the
would goon?” 4.,
seventy-fours for th
SIX years, the Jarge

I 8ix years past, you
¢ S quantity of large timber
I think if they were to continue building

€ next six years as they have for the last
timber would declipe,» Page 308.

Now, Sir .
Willian; F;])l;- a d.d g four witnesses I have named to Moy.
openly disa nel‘ and Mr. Morice, whom my learned friend
_ vows, and then we actually have, as I said, six of

of twelve, most fu(li; iy supply or survey of timber, out
admitting that the Y, though not without great reluctance,
nount Ofpcresent SUpply of this country is not equal
sustained, onsumption whicl it has of late years

: ons . g lurther ; and on meeting some
Sitive anq 5 C:,:S]:tt have been made in evidence, with a po-
Particulars of the 0. 5 contradiction. I will not now detail the
s subject ; byt itppOSIte evidence which we shall adduce on
Sort of cOntl‘adictio:n:y be‘weu to state, as a specimen of the
.Bucklebury and D; Whichy allude, that, in the parishes of
fromsixteen to eiﬂhtetnm.gton’ where Mr. Major Bull talks of
X}euilall Prove thbe nunrllltgou??nd loads of ship-building timber,

=& d e I, from an actual survey, to be barely
.y erin 0ilg‘l‘lteen loads.* In the same manner,
a yor forgy thous ough forest, which Myr. Bull stated at
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the means of making any thing like a general survey of the
‘whole timber in the kingdom ; yet, what we shall establish from
actual survey will, I trust,-be considered as most decisive. It
will not only completely overthrow the vague, conjectural
estimates brought before the committee (I do not doubt,
with great reliance on their truth) by M. Buil; but, by the
shock it gives to the authority of this gentleman, who, it will
be remembered, was one.of the principal witnesses on the
other side, and whose testimony was referred to with peculiar
emphasis by Mr. Adolphus, will serve to illustrate the facility
with wlich biassed minds may indulge in the most extravagant
and fallacious conjectures, under the name of calculations;
and the vast uncertainty of the grounds on which the case of
the petitioners against this bill has been so confidently erected.
Then, when you further take into the account all the general
reasonings, or unwilling admissions, which, even unassisted

by positive contradiction, seem thoroughly to-impeach the
evidence that has been adduced on the topic under consi-

deration, you will have a complete view of one part of our
case ; and, I cannot doubt, will be satisfied that the alleged
danger of an increasing scarcity of British oak timber is not

founded in idle alarm or interested clamour.

Perhaps, before I wholly quit this head of observation, I
ought to notice some ingenious calculations—so they have
justly been styled—given to the committee by the younger
Mr. Alexander. The apparent object of those calculations
was to shew, that all other calculations, representing the
planting and preservation of timber as a speculation of very
doubtful advantage, are founded in utter fallacy. ~And thus
far my learned friend appears to agree with his wiFness; for
he designated all such computations of distant Proﬁt ?md 1955
as fopperies, amusing to boys, but incapable of. practical ap-
plication. After this, however, I was not A 11‘tt1e surprised
that my learned friend should enter on a vindication of this
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same Falculation of young Mr. Alexander. I say. I was much
s‘u; pdnsed, after-hearing the calculations of Dr. Price ridi-
culed, as fopperies fit only for the entertainment of a school-

F)oy, t(? hear the calculations of a youth of nineteen extolled
for their accuracy and importance.

Mr. s i
l‘_[' Adolphus. T did not state such calculations to be fop-
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- The question respecting timber, as applied to our present

discussions, is two-fold—Is there a scarcity ? Is this the re-
medy ? That there is a scarcity, T have already attempted to

shew ; it now remains to be shewn both from the evidence on

the minutes, and from that which will be adduced on our

side, that the use of India built shipping will act as a va- -
luable remedy :—The evil has been considered; we must now

consider the proposed cure,

It appears to me, I confess, that an infinite deal of confu-
sion has been introduced into the disqussion of this subject,
not here, but elsewhere, for want of a due understanding with
regard to the nature of the remedy required. 'There seems to
be a sort of oscillation of mind between the notions of dimi-
nishing the consumption of timber by using little, and encou-
raging the production of it by using much. Men appear not
to have settled on which of these plans they .would have us
proceed, whether on that of husbanding the stock on hand,
or of promoting the growth of a fresh stock. This sort of con-
fused reference to two opposite remedies is not confined to the
present subject. Instances of it seem frequently to occur; as in
the act of the 27th, Eliz. C. 11. S. 4. which enjoins the obser-
vance of fast-days (or, as they are called, fish-days) for the
utterance and expense of fish, and for the sparing of flesh ;
plainly meaning at one and the same time to encourage the
one species of commodity by expending it, and the other by
sparing it.

If, in the case before us, I might, without presumption, at-
tempt to disentangle this perplexity, I should say, What is the
nature of the evil complained of ? One part of it is, that the
full sized timber is expended too fast, and thus the immediate
succession, the succession which would otherwise diffuse itself
over the few years immediately to come, too 1‘apidly dimi-
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H;Snl:ﬁf. | Another r'nember of the same evil is an excessive ex-
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the expense of that which is next coming forward. Even so
far as they simply spare the consumption of navy timber,
they make the production of such timber less an object than
before, and therefore supply the owner of a growing tree with
a fresh incentive to cut it down before it attains its full size.—
But, as far as they spare the large timber by a direct substitu-
tion of the smaller, they doubly produce the same effect; they
increase the motives to fell the growing tree, not only rela-
tively, butabsolutely ; there is not only less inducement to let
it stand, but a new positive inducement to cut it down. In
each way, therefore, they more or less favour the immediate
succession of large timber by diminishing the future re-
source. If, indeed, the use of any of these substitutes should
become permanent (though, employed as they have been from
pure necessity, they can hardly be considered as improve-
ments 10 themselves) then, no doubt, the demand for large
and crooked timber would to a certain extent be permanently
diminished ; but in the same degree, the drain on our middle
sized timber must be permanently increased, and the demand
for large timber, though diminished, might thus be as hard

to meet as before.

Hence we may perhaps infer, what must be the nature
of the remedies most eligible in the present evil. Iam indeed
sensible that I perhaps state the matter a little too theoreti-
cally ; but speculation, even when too theoretical, may not

be useless in affording a general idea of the practice to be pur-
sued. The evil, as I have said, is threefold; the waste of large

timber, the waste of growing timber, and the want of planting.

In strictness, the remedy should be threefold also; but, as to
planting, I think we may leave that out of the question,
In the first place, the inducement to ‘plant is already go
small, that some little further discouragement by a-bridging
the general demand for timber, will hardly be felt. Byt in
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Suppose the whole building for ‘the India trade of this
ceuntry to be transferred to India. And let us see what
species of our oak timber will be spared.

The average tonnageemployed by the India C ompany, taking
both the regular and the extra shipping, I reckon at 950 tons
to each vessel. This is the result of several calculations, with
the detail of which it cannot be necessary to trouble the Com-
mittee ; but which any person may verify by calculating for
himself. Now a vessel of 950 tons, I apprehend, exactly gives
us the medium between the smaller and the larger scantling of -
ship-building timber. The removal of ship-building of this
rate, will about equally spare our timber, both of the large and
the middle size ; both that which is fit for building ships of
1200 or 1400 tons, and that which is used in constructing 650,

750, and 800 ton vessels, and which would become navy tim-
ber in a few years, if it were permitted to stand.

I believe that I may go one step further, and say, that the
introduction of India-built vessels will not only spare both
the growing and the large timber, but will, on the whole,
spare the growing rather than the large. And this it ought
to do, in order to fulfil, individually and by itself, the condi-

tions of a perfect remedy.

Sir, the reasons which induce me so to think, (and I shall
have occasion to mention them hereafter,) are these :—

What arrangements the India Company may chuse to
adopt, with regard to the building of their ships, in the event
of this bill becoming a law, T am ignorant. But the mattey
is open to conjecture ; and I, for one, cannot help conjec-
turing that, in the event supposed, the building of the Comny.

pany’s large ships would not entirely, perhaps not iy any
X
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-Ver.f great degree, be transferred from the Thames to the
stron:lybim sel til E.'St, the. HeRFymatives jwhich the most
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" Thirdly, one great advantage of the leak-built vessel—her
cheapness—Is ‘partly lost' on the Company. The ship, in-
deed, goes far to clear herself by her first passage from India
to England ; but it has appeared with tolerable distinctness
in evidence, that this is an advantage, not so much to the
Company as to the ship-owner in India. Then, as to her
subsequent life, the advzntage consists in her durability. But
this advantage is little or none to the Company, while they
persist in their present system of taking up their ships only
for a given number of voyages, and such a body of men are
scarcely likely to introduce a change into any material part
of their commercial system. ..

On these grounds, but chiefly on the first, it seems tome a -
probable conjecture that, even in the event of the passing of

this bill, the Company will build at least as much in England
as in India; and that thus the bill will furnish a remedy for
the scarcity of timber, exactly and immediately applicable to
the disease, by sparing the growing timber still more than
that of full growth.

Sir, what other remedies may be devised suitable tothis evil,
it is not my proviuce to enquire. But I would subnnt it to
the feeling and reason of every man, whether the system at pre-
sent existing, can, on any po sible ground, be _justiﬁeé, ' since
that system meets the evil only by immense imports of timber
from abroad. On the consistency with which such a
system can be supported by the opposers of this bill, I may
hereafter say more. But on no principle whatever can it be
reckoned in itself an advantage, that our naval bui]ding
should to so great a degree be placed at the mercy of foreign
supplieS- I certainly am not aware of agy 'inconsistency, on
my own part, when I say that: for I have yet to leary that
British India is a foreign country. I here touch on this sub-

ject, however, in a somewhat different view.
& 2
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some views, a foreign country, subject to all the combined
, - if - - .
i ' 11 unforeseen vicissitude.
disadvantages of distance and :

Ina directing your attention, Sir, to the object‘ion concemfnlg
our ship-building establishments, before I consider that which
relates to the Navigation Acts, I may perhaps be thought to
invert the natural order of discussion. It may be thouggt
that the objection in poiat of principle, sh.ould have been s el
to precede that which is rather an objection as to th;: practz(:':
effect of the measure. I will therefore state wlpr I 13;7? t;l)]li:
ferred the arrangement in question. l\Iy reason la.s‘,lmp 5t ,m;
that the ruin with which ourship-building estabh.sln‘nlelf i-( ]
said to be threatened by the measure }mdf-er CO\lSl\() e:a 1th ;
has not only been held up as itself constituting a su \s az(; i
and leading ground of objection, but'has been emg ogress :
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zst]zltbl,ishments, it might more j.ust'ly be apen :;) ihz‘z;eln;i:nltiiz
tion. In the same manner, it 18 possﬂ?l? za ki
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~‘f¥tt‘€1' treating of these three objections, T will presume to
| subvjoin a few words respecting a fourth, the consideration of
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operation of this bill. The third. is, that all this ruin will
be followed by the emigration of our- shipwrights, With S
whole art and secret of which they are masters, to foreign
shores, possibly to exert that ar\t in eventual hostility against
ourselves. , b

After the length at which I have already troubled the
Committee on the subject of oak timber, they will, Iam
sure,v give me credit for not intending to dilate on the first of
the three heads of inquiry that I have named. It may suffice
here to observe, that no man can seriously apprehend the
evil denounced, who recollects that measures have been
adopted, and are already in ex“ecution, for completely. and
finally delivering the public from a dependence on pnva'fe
supplies of navy timber. When those measures becomeifuhy
mature and effsctive, it is evident that even a total disap-

pearance of all the private timber in the country, however
much to be lamented on other accounts, could form no

Ire 1 ion relati - paval interests.
feature in any question relating to our naval

All that I shall further offer as to this first point, W.lll
consist in an appeal to the parties opp051te1 01; theb.conts.ls-
g ing. with which the objection
tency and harmony of reasoning, \flth whic o ‘]ﬂ B
in question 1s urged. They surely forget that, if t e nar
. our large oak timber will discourage
ing of the market for our large oak tim

i reservi . e importation of foreign
the planting and preserving of it, th P Rl s

timber, and especially such vast ix.nportatloniai for domestic
taken place, by inevitably narrowing thicTuat eA [
timber, must take a full slla:'fa- of the.l_)lflme.' 1‘15 \;- 1’ ,“

I before asked, becomes of that pitying regard for 1Ihe

: : wer when the witnesses, one after ano-
domestic timber-grower, when. the w .

ther, have told the Committee that we do rely on such

foreion importation, that we must vely on it, and that the
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nlOl‘ 4 ' : - - 2 e o
€ We encourage it the more we minister to the welfare of

the ship building establishments of this country ?
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therrfhages Monck.—Does it stand on the evidence that
€ Das been a large importation of foreign oak timber ?

Mr. Grant.—Certainly, Sir.
ment (in page $92,)
there is oral evidence
on foreign Importatio
tities
from

: There is not only a docu-
Wthh. fully establishes that fact ; but
shewmg that the navy is dependent
. s t0 an extent far be r
2 3 : : yond the quan
imediately intended for naval purposes. For it appears

bage 243 that g Aiiris 'z i
foreign wood for the pul:~y g o the ordinary supply of

Occasions the convers; P(;ses of common carpentry, instantly
{ rsion of |gpo :
c r ~ S
dinate uses, and thus gtq g¢ navy timber to those subo:

rvesg .
Ves the navy of o part of its accus-

tomed reg

OUrce, Tt 3

we rely s, we doubly re] foreign imports:
Y on them, fipgt o y on foreig

ol r . 3 > -
being exhauste in ship-y :Fl)d?ve'ltll]g our naval timber from
: ding, and then for preventing it
u -
'Poses far more ignoble.

_ of t :
the latityge wi he: Subject, Sir,

it is curi to observe
. th which the curious

ipolicy e 8¢, 1t 1s said, your native oak !
nursing your native oak!
% we are to encourage? Only
Dantzic delea:]S\Vél"“l\lexllel fir! Riga fir!
eals ! alltzic. Memel deals ! Narva deals !
, oak!|  QOak from Virginia!
azils | i Oak from Albania ! Mahogany from

0

BEth Amiew o °2¥ nothj

merjc g of > m

Sulq 1y, an colonies, X th Blipglicaidrom our own

Strog e able gravel O\It is really strange that men
Q .
Precation of g v amalgamate these facts witl a

€l = .
M0CE on foreign, or even distant,

65

aid, for the provision of our navy.: Why, Sir, dt the worst; "
might it not be better to draw the manufactured ship from'
a dependency of our own, than the raw material from twenty
foreigners ? But this is arguing with them, and in this place
I do not intend to argue with them. I am only stopping to
admire that consistent, that enlightened, that discriminating;
patriotism, which; by foreign means colonial, and by native
means foreign. I am stopping to admire that happy jus@—
ness of reasoning and of  feeling in whose apprehension’every
country under heaven appears to be British, except British’’
India. ) ' ) wild

Sir, I will now proceed to that which is the more ix.hpor—
tant part of this objection: I mean the effect which, as it is
contended, this bill will produce on the building the
river Thames, and the consequent injury to the ship-building
establishments for the public service. The argument has®
been stated, give mefeave to say, with convenient indistinct-
ness. So far as it is intelligible to me, it appears to branch
itself into these three propositions: The well-being of the
King's ship-building yards depends on the well-being of .the
private ship-building yards on the Thames: The ?vell-'bel'ng
of the private yards on the Thames depends on their building
for the trade with India: This bill will deprive those y'(-lr(%s
of the building for. the trade with India. Thus, then, it is
maintained, 'tl;at the bill will remove that building to Indxa.;
that the removal of that building will be the ruin of ‘Fhe pri-
vate yards; and that the ruin of the private ye'n‘ds will dra?V
after it the ruin of the King’s yards, and, in eftect, the anni-
hilation of our naval means at home.

In examining these propositions, I will reverse their order,
{or the sake of avoiding repetition. T will first consider, whe- .
ther there is really reason to believe that the yards of the

K
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case, it will be for the Committee to Judge. I certainly
assert 1it. ‘

My second argument is derived from a document already

before the House of Commons, and which I will briefly
describe. :

Something, Sir, has been said, respecting the effect of peace
on the building in the River; and a witness was asked, whe-
. ther, after the termination of the American war, the private
yards exhibited such a scene of destitution and desolation as
at present. If, indeed, the principal dependence of those
yards has been on the India trade, they were not likely to
exhibit such a picture of distress, on the pacification with
America; for that pacification shortly succeeded the passing
of the commutation-act, a measure which greatly increased the
amount of the India Company’s tonnage, and which was adopt-
ed ata time when theybuilt almost exclusively on the Thames.
If, indeed, we examine the return of the ships launched on the
Thames for the India trade, (given in page 78 of the evidence)
we shall perceive a sensible increase of bui!ding about the
period to which I refer: particularly, let me direct you to. the
years 1786 and 1787, three and four years after the Ainei‘icaiil
peace. The number of Indiamen launched on the River, in
those two years together, was 21, or considerably xiioi*e than
the average annual building, according to the parties 9PPO-
site, even after every allowance for the increase of late years in
the size of the shii::s. At the same time, the average size of
these ships was greater than had before been einployed: for du-
ring the ten years preceding, only one Indiaman had been
launched, of so many as 900 tons, and she was only 919 ;
whereas, in the two years I am speaking of, thers weye
launched, one ship of 961 tons, one of 1021, alicl three of
nearly 1200. Never, never, therefore, were the private yards




68

less likely to be destitute, than in those two years; provided

always, it be true, that their chic
i ki 5 1eir chief de - ; .
building of Indiamen. ef dependence has been on the

: I£, the ] |
n, Sir, T should produce evidence that, in the early

art o 4
fhat pfeg:)ed?’ e:}:ewﬁzz’ ?nql from.the American peace down to
tution not ver (ﬁff Ef anl‘Ight.S were in a state of desti-
evidence shoulc)lftuf erel?ct from their present state ;—if that
Sumption, or loos(an 1(]): to b?, not matter of inference, or pre-
ment, presented to onear;ag, but a formal al.ld solemn .docu—
ocument shoulq 4 of the Houses of Parliament ;—if that
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cged dependence of the Thames yards on the
of Indiamen.

building
And yet) Sir, to

. such a doc ' oo .
you. Ttjg . ) ument I would now beg to refer

the 934 e 17810n presented to the House of Commons on
nal, vol, 49, p’ 6567, a:}d to be ‘found on the Commons’ Jour-
€lployeq iy ti]e pr.iv the petitioners were the shipwrights
A t]?ee yards of' Great Britain ; particularly
een engaged in build: me_tropohs. They state, that, having
haq been reduced t g for the navy during the war, they
t 1L Brayey, of en§1)1§ ST Leme difficulty since the privation of
yment ; that there seemed, at that time,

put to ship-building ; and that many
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be Shipwrighyy o o0 0 SIOV, that the chief

as not on the India building, but

those in
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on the employment for the public service. It was the loss of

this resource that occasioned their extreme wretchedness and
that application for relief which their distresses provoked.

My third head of remarks, Sir, as to the alleged depen-
pence of the private yards on the India building, shall be
founded on the abstract account given in page 16 of the mi-
nutes of evidence,* a paper, of which much has been said in the
course of this Enquiry ; and on which, indeed, the greatest
stress seems to be laid by our opponents, by whom it was
produced. :

That abstract professes to state the number of ships annu-
ally built in the yards on the Thames, first for the India
trade, and then for other trades, during the twenty years from
1795 to 1814, both inclusive. 1t also divides these twenty
years into two terms of ten each, and averages the annual
building for the India trade, during the first term, and during
the second. The view with which this paper is exhibited, I
presume to be two-fold. First, it seems intended to shew,
how large a proportion of the building on the river Thames
has, in ordinary times, been for the trade with India: this is
meant to be collected from the first ten years of the account,
during w hich the building of Indiamen was brisk on the Ri’v.er.
Secondly, it 18 apparently designed to shew the decrease which
the average annual building of Indiamen on the Tham'es !ms
undergone, since the introduction of Indian—bu,il.t shlppllng
into the trade between India and Europe. This is to be in-
ferred from a comparison of the first period of ten years with
the second. In the latter view, I have'at present no concern
with this account; my object, now, is only to consider how far
it conveys a fair impression of the degree in which the building
of the private yards has been for the India trade.

Sce Appendix, Abstract D.
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reflect on the variety and capricious nature of the ‘casualties
to which ships afloat are liable, we must surely see that the
building for that number could not possibly find its levei in so
short a period. I mean to say, that an establishment of 100
ships might be kept up accurately for an indefinite time, aud
yet that, dividing that time into successive terms of ten years,
the quantity of building from one term to another might vary
immensely.

To shew how much uncertainty attends such averages, to
shew how greatly a little variation of the premises may alter

our conclusions, I will mention one or two calculations I have

made out of the same sources as this extract, (namely, the
account in page 78,) only changing the ten years taken.
Suppose we choose the ten years ending with the year 1795.
During those ten years, the building of Indiamen belonged
almost exclusively to the Thames ; and, therefore, if we are
to believe the petitioners against the bill, the average building
ought to have been seven ships a year. But, uufortunatel.y, it
happens that, during the whole of those ten years, on]y thirty-
nine ships were built, which does not average quite fou_r.
Again, that there has latterly been a decrease of Il.ldla
building on the Thames, I admit; but, to shew how little
reliance can be placed on that sort of graduated scale of de-
clension which this abstract exhibits, suppose that, instead of
stopping with the year 1814, or rather 1813, (for thé R
year, not being completed, ought never to have been included
at all,) we take the ten years ending wi.th the yes'n‘ 18,11.
During those ten years, forty ships were built, averaging four
a yearty And what now, if we were to compare these t’t"l? years
endingat 1811, with the ten years I before took, em‘hng at
1795 Inda ships were not admitted to reg.istry dur{'ng the
term ending with 1795 ; they were so adxm-tted during the
term ending with 1811. Yet the number built in the former

»
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term' did not equal the number built in the latter, being as
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cidental or temporary causes, more ships were built in that
time than could be considered as the natural number ; more,
therefore, than could justly be made a measure of expectation
of employment, on the part of the Thames builders. If ofher
causes afterwards arose to make the whole building for the
India Company as great in the second period of ten years as
in the first, (and I will decidedly prove in the sequel that they
did not) or if causes should arise hereafter to increase the
building for the Company, still those subsequent causes
could not be calculated on in averaging the building of the
first period ; and, looking to that period alone, a few words
will make it plain that the average building which then took
place ought to have been regarded as too great to furnish a

fair standard.

For, first, during a part of this former period, that is, till
the year 1796, a shipping system prevailed at the India
House, which was about that year abandoned. This is
clearly stated in the evidence before the Committee. Ac-
cording to the old system, the ships of the Company were
taken up only for four voyages; on the change of system, the
number was altered to six: but, the fewer voyages each ship
goes, the more ships will be required to carry on a given
amount of trade. By the new system, two ships perform
the old system would bave required
r the old system, the
and consequently the
ter than necessary.

twelve voyages ; whereas,
three. Hence it is plain that, unde
tonnage kept afloat by the Company,
building to maintain that tonnage, was grea

too great for another reason : by the old
system, the ship OWNErs who furnished the Company With

shipping, had what was called a perpetuity of bottom; that
when an Indiaman was lost or worn out; the owner was

That tonnage was

18,

entitled to lay down the keel of a new Indiaman in her room.
L
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ﬁz'qﬁzz(c)i’egerk 5 th'e C{’mpany’s C.Onllmittee of shipping,
: aghto this point. He distinctly described the
practice, and admitted its tendency to swell the C )
tonnage unnecessarily ; but,’ - - theiCompany™
2 y 5 but, on his re-examination, he said
that, though the owner of alost or wor T
refusal of building a new ost or worn-out ship had the first
not in fact builtb il one on her bottom, the new one was
doubt that this it Co‘npaﬂy required it. I have no
that, from the i11§;§1]the i but T am equally counfident
owners could not failcg3 which, under such a system, the ship-
never applied for ¢l 0 command at the India-House, they
order to set this msttne.Cessary permission in vain ; and, n
tefer the Committe er beyond controversy, suffer me to
House of Ot ‘e't(.) 8:. document long since before the
Fhe Committee ofOlSlS' it is a written statement presented to
01773, by My Snec}fecy on the state of the India Company
of the Compal; i O(Ag.rass‘, the able and intelligent surveyor
makes No, 5 Ofytls shipping. The statement in question
Commitee. Thie 1e Appendix to the Fifth Report of that
one in which My Iéassage to W.hich I beg your attention, 1s
“ from the oreat - Snodgrass distinctly asserts, First, that
*“"the owners llu.mb.er, opulence, and various interests, of
s s of shi :
(i they, by those mé)apmg’ due ceconomy is prevented, and
freight, but are PO:S, are not only enabled to obtain high
. ZlS}econd, The admi;sio2zs 2:316% to the necessary controul.—
< Slzaizrl’?ce than are ncedﬁu";;;pl"yment (Z"many more ships in
P that, whereag th a the trade. And.he proceeds
RE ctual tonnage then in the Com-
S than 63,000 tons, the number
e than 35,000,

EViC g
€.Was not Jeg

i
dutired wag N0 mor

A :
Now this System lagt
e

€ abhgtr : Sty
the S\f':\a(-:t under Qon-s-:(ll gl Within the first period taken in
buildy, dl}]g I that cration.—It could not fail to affect

g Period.

0 <
W not i ¢ When 1t was abolished, the

O under :
dergo a reduction.—And the

-~

set aside as a guide o

7f)
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Thames builders .could not .fail to know all this; in fact,
they knew it well. It is, therefore, gquite unfair now to
quote the average building during the period in question, as
a just measure of their expectations at the time, and their
disappointment in the sequel.

I may add, as another circumstance which swells the
quantity of building during the period taken, what Mr.
Morice of the India House tells us, (in page 332 ;) that n

the year 1796 the Company disposed of six or seven of their -

large ships to government : this alone would account for a
year’s building, according to the pretended annual average of

seven ships.

So much only shall T now say on the abstract which has

been brought forward with such confidence.—1 shall again
have to notice it. on another subject.—At present, my argu-
ment is that, considered as affording a view of the quantity
of reliance which the Thames builders might naturally and
reasonably have placed during the last ten yeans on building
for the India trade, it is most unfair and deceptive. The
average building for that trade which this abstract exhibits;
was greater than those persons had a right to calculate upon;
and, even if it had not been so, the abstract does not enable us

to judge what proportion the employment furnished Fhem by
the India building might be computed to bear to f:hen' whole
employment, for it leaves out of sight the puilding for the
navy. Totally omitting one main branch of their erf!ployment,
and giving a greatly magniﬁed‘ view of another—it must be
f no authority whatever.

to a fourth head of observation

I now proceed, SiTs
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| respecting the importance of the India building to the private
Il yards on the Thames. |

Accounts have been laid before the Committee, stating
glle }mmber of Wm:kmen employed in the principal yards on
£ our. pay fdays n each year since 1804. It has, however,

| b;een ObJeCted.that this document furnishes no accurate idea
zu;}: ql;antlty Of. work done in those yards, because a
| betwe;r (; _:}ne“ IT“ght.have been employed and paid off
“[ 158 Pay-days, in which case they would not appear on
I 5 i:CfHOift the accounts ; besides, the employment of repair-
| hat;x s eS I‘.e;,ture fles11ltoFy, and, so far therefore as the
| | digiously fromnllj oyed in repairs, their numbers may vary pro-
| | b 1 1, inT}?'I?thb-to .month. Whatever justice there
that,a.vemged ik mlb 0 J?Ctlon, there surely can be no doubt

i year to year, the .number of the men must
€ rough notion of the quantity of employment, and

498, 1-n fact acknowledged by one of the witnesses in page

Now, §;p
kel :genbll‘: Tfrorx} these accounts, and from accounts that
Tepaired ingtll::r;rilrr:;i s:;,tmgdthe num}aer of ships built and
two abstract ) bai yards respectively, we have prepared
Minutes, s, which we ~shal} ask leave to enter on your
oy y "chose abstracts it will appear that, taking the
yards which have confessedly built the most for the

hdiap ty |

ade, I mean : o ol
Brent ang Messrs. Wigram and Co. and Messrs.
does not gt )]

n. the Contray
ig

the nu.mber of workmen employed by them

Valt}lf with their building for the India trade,
Y‘,)ei:aﬂa:rerage number of workmen in Messys.
g 546, we find 738 employed in

1
Y ‘auncheq but one Indiaman.
£€ number employ

8Tam’s yarq

the year

In the same
ed by Messrs. Brent and Co.

» Page G4—and Abstract W, in the Appendix

7

being 392, we find in 1809 no fewer than 582 ; which not only
greatly exceeds the average, but exceeds the number in any
other year, and this though in 1809 they had not a single
Indiaman building.

In connexion with this remark, I would offer another on
the same subject, the number of workmen.—The average
number of Indiamen built annually in former times, is pre-
tended to have been seven.—Now -t stands on evidence that
the number of shipwrights on the river, mainly dependent as
this body of men is represented to- be on the building of In-
diamen, is about 4,000 or 4,500.—Again it stands on evidence
that the number of shipwrights employed in building a 1,200
ton ship is about thirty. Therefore, if we suppose that all the
seven ships built in a year are of that size, and further that

‘each costs a year in building, we shall have 210 shipwrights
perpetually employed in building Indiamen.—That is; out of
4,000 persons said to be dependent on the India building.
only 210 are actually employed in that occupation. '

Sir, thisis the result of a rough calculation ; but I have as-
certziined it,by a much more minute process, to be a very near
approximation to the truth.—It is founded, however, on
this false assumption, that the building of Indiamen on the

river ought to average seven a year.

If we take 20 years from 1785.to 1804, both inclusive,

we shall find the annual average is only 6.—And 1f we reckon,
which was in fact the case, the whole number built to
have been 123, and the tons 121,755, and, in order to build

this number, if we allow 14 months to the completion of g

1,200 ton vessel, it will appear by a calculation, €xact, I
pelieve, but which I should despair of rendering intelligible
through the medium of an'oral statement, that 178 ship-
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only cursorily. My learned friend said nothing of them :—the
abstract which has entered so much into consideration, says
nothing of them ;—the argument which that abstract implies,
and which my learned frieads. enforced, refers to the building,
and to the building exclusively.—The whole case on the other

x\_rrights would be constantly kept employed.*  The asser-
tlon§, sir, which I am opposing, really become ludicrous—
178 Is the utmost number.—That is, of 4,000 shipwrights on ‘ |
the river, not a twenty-second part are engaged in the build- |

ing for '
t;)g boljijglilsghf]d.laltrade’ e?nd i o s gravely assured s "j side is, that the building of large Indiamen is necessary to
» SRS ARt hic grand. resontes of the J the maintenance of the establishments on the Thames,—and,

in meeting that case, the main pillar of which is the building,
we surely contend against it most decisively, when we shew
that, from this building, the trade bave derived a compara-
tively trifling proportion of their employment.

whole 4,000.

: em‘;tﬁedre?sl‘dfot'o "th.e artificers, other than shipwﬁghts,
bion of  the l.'Wa}d{"g the construction and con.lple— )

view of this S]];P’ 1t 1s scarcely necessary, in a national

can be Pl‘etenilu IJeCt’ to_saY B single syllable.—It never

that these tradese(f—I behev? 1t.neyer ha's beel? PLEtERgSS” as the information before us W

Present question,flnz ?;l“:,et:]m.%lhge :.Lal;(l_llr:;:ﬁ ps;::t:isf g:: been given to the Committee, nor havle we been able to ex-

comes of the India bujjq; v et kof ,these that ma | tract, in cros_s—examination, any thing like 2 complet(? j&nd sa-

be wanted for the b]} e Hh Tmm i ' b ; ! ﬂ 3 | tisfactory account of the proportion, between repairing and

at the shortest p Pt‘f. ic service, Wllll not always be procure | e e of employmernt.

Persons must do ice. Tt ne.ver will be. dreat.ne;d tl‘lat. these

starve, Howen a resource in the India building or must

 that they do Zsz’el,f we are to compute these also, .reco.llect |
employed in buildisceed t.he number of regular slnpwughts Ay, Smith—S

g a ship, and consequently that these too | point.

amount but o 17g -
Mr. Grant.—Some of the witnesses have spoken to it, cer-

an be more preposterous than to pretend e
y ainly.

to say as much on this subject

I am disposed, however,
ill allow.—Sir, there has not

Sir Charles Monck.—I think it stands on the minutes.

ome of the witnesses have spoken to the

Nothing then ¢
that the removal

among the shipwrj :;lf the Iud:la building can occas.ion ruin
to the repairing ng ts on the river.—I say of the building ; as
Spgak,\The c‘;se now not that I am in strictness bound to
bm\ding, A o tbe other side stands mainly on the

¢ repairs ; the repairs have been introduced

£
TWent i N
d""\de(\ ¥ yearsis 940 monkhs which d
5 : AT . 120 = v b
ch divided by 14 is 5~ or 17, Then 121,755

ne W oy
}f“\ in '\c;\r sives for the AVeraee quant;
] npw“%‘\&s;“’ at the rate of P quantity of tons constantly building 7,103

Lo shipwri
Ostapt employ abo‘ﬁwl:ghts to 1,200 tons, makes the number of

you to says that it net-

; _ , e | understood
Sir Charles Monck hief, nor had you been

ther appeared in the examination 11.1 c
able to extract 1t in cross-exalnlnatlon.

¢ —J was going to explain that, though it had
of the examinations, yet there had

such a definite, complete, general ac-

Mr. Gran
been mentioned in some

been given nothing like



(Mr. Jordan, in page 420)

count of the quantity of repairing on the river, and especially

dur g the ten years which the parties opposite have chosen
for their standard, as to make it possible to strike a general

aV-el'.age of the proportion between the building and the re-
lpa‘lrm_g. Oris witness (in page 374) states that, in a particu-
t‘;ly_ard, the amount of the repairing has been much greater
th:nlat::afte;f tF]e building ; but l?e confines that statement to
sy years. qu 0thers (in pages 363 and 249) speak
ully ; but only one even of these, it will be observed,

- i speaks of the repairing of Indiamen
;:plz)t?:*stmol:jz:-s,o far as C(')uld be judged, from his evidence, the
b t’o theal;;?ll;?stabhshment of Indiamen, would be about

o W ~

decidedly o consiz]l::-;[(:ll rath'er n;me.T—That theyﬁwould be
thing in the s y more, t ere: is, I am -con dent, no-
Bl o 4 idence to -make us believe ; and, if there were, 1
485t nat thfe question would be materially affected, for,
S the India Company are concerned, even should the

hames shy s Sl
bable thatlfos be superseded by India-built ships, it is pro-

the l‘iVer .
. . sllt 18 true that the India-built vessel wants few re-
she belope 1€ cannot do absolutely without them ; and, if

) 8 t ;
likely tha: st s Company, I have before shewn it to be

he will u - o .
ndergo her repairs in this country.

However, Sir, T will

batlae ing to emplol;hllated by this bill : supposing, then,
thr ® With the builg; .;On an average, an equal number of
TOWn out of atss €, the whole number of shipwrights
00—let yg call Eh:z'n Would only amount to 356 out of
i’fg.e only one-tenth pa;t to avoid cavil, 400 ; and still you
of them affected by a bill, which (it

“Eﬂded) ;
will oeegg;
510N the destruction of them all.

me quantity of repairs will always take place on
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The argument would scarcely be weaker to any practical
purpose, if, instead of taking the four thousand men employed
in the river generally, we were to select the average number
employed in the seven yards in which the Indiamen have
usually been built. ILeave out the present year, and the two
preceding years, as years of comparatively slack work, and
take the five years before ; during those five years, as may
be-collected from the evidence (page 399), the shipwrights
employed in the seven yards average at 1145 per annum,
which is more than three times as great as 356, the whole
number that could be employed in the work of building and
repairing Indiamen.

So much, Sir, for the argument drawn from the number of
hands. As a fifth head of remark on this subject, T will direct

you to an abstract we shall lay on the table of the Committee, -

made up from several accounts already on the minutes, and
stating the number of ships and tons built on the Thames,
from 1794 to 1813, both inclusive, for the East India Com-
pany, and for Government respectively, by Messrs. Wigram,
Barnard, Brent, Pitcher, and Dudman.* :

I should first mention, Sir, that, out of exactly ninety-eight
nched on the Thames for the Company since 1794,
the gentlemen whom I have named have built no fewer than
ninety-five. We have no account stating by whom fhe re-
maining three were built; though, from the orz:l evidence,
they appear to have been built by Mr. l\/Iest-aer._ Those three
we should have included in this comparative abstract, had
the documents enabled us to do so. But the omission of
three can make no sensible difference.

ships lat

The first remark resulting from this statement 1s, that, of

—— TN e Ho - 4 3 ‘ o
¥ See Mioutes of Evidence, page 659, and Abstract V, 10 Appendix.
M
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all the persons who are deprecating before this Committee the
loss of the building of Indiamen; (page 343,) but a small mi-
nority have had any concern in that building at all. No fewer
than twenty-two yards are here complaining of the decline of the
Th'ames building, in consequence of the admission of Indiu-
built ships; and it now appears that sizvfeen out of the
twenty-two have no connexion with the question whatsoever.
Incﬁz;gzxi ;?esf)nti that even the few who alone have built
Sy we’ i lllb n?uch morefor Government. Theabstract
i ok 11 submit to the Committee will shew that,
§ these twenty years, there were built in the five yards it
comprizes, '
]IT‘Z:: gle Company, 95 ships, measuring 97,789 tons.
overnment, 167 ships, measuring 119,415 tons.

buiél);ﬁezl;e the yards of Messrs. Wigram and Co. which have
I t00'etlly-a-s much for the Company as all the other ya}*ds
Withinbthe]il' ; and even of jchese we shall find that they built,
ime under consideration,
1'1;01' the Cqmpally, 42 ships and 44,018 tons.
or Government, 55 shi ps and 45,644 tons.

Surel ir. i
Yol Ix}ﬂ;f;:;slgetl]ql‘]‘ef;ién where the building for the trade
POint—where it ic a\ero Up as the main, and almost the only
that building will answor g1, o ioicd, thet nofhing but
Plaining__51q wher >Wer the purpose of the parties com-
brought fopwar q “'3 .the decrease of that building has been
Quite clear of o1y nzi' 1tself o most serious independent evil,
Jnent on the other s'\l(fn of repairs—it must be no mean argu-
(;{,1}, SiX have heep en? tlo sheu:' that, out of twenty-two yards,
1SSe, only three o1 fo‘::i]ed in b}lilding at all—that, even of
bave built to any extent—and that

l;u;have built a decidedly greater amount
88 Service than for that of the Com Pa,l'jyn

e
':);hose three or fo
\\age for the Ki

|
|
]
|
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But, having (as 1 trust) completely got rid of the subject of
building, I, perbaps, should do well to say somet:hiugr of
vepairing ; and here, as I have before said, the information is
so loose and imperfect that nothing like a satisfactory conclu-
sion can be drawn.

I certainly believe that these yards have repaired more for
the Company than for the navy; and, let it be remembered,
a part of the repairing for the Company will at all events
remain: but I am not able to form a precise comparison
between the two. There is, indeed, a document on your
minutes, on which if any reliance is.to be placed, the repairs
of ships of war in the private yards must have been very
considerable. I allude to the account given in page 257 of
the evidence of the expense incurred for repairing ships of
war in the private yards on the Thames in 1805; and the
aggregate amounts to the enormous sum of 446,893/. 15s. 8d.
Now, Sir, with whatever view that account was presented to
the Committee, I have a right to use it in this manner. If
it be meant to illustrate the assistance rendered by the pri-
vate yards to Government, I say, as I did before, tl‘]at, as
serviceable as they have been to Government, so serviceable
must Government have been to them ; and then the docu-
ment helps to prove the importance of th.e Governm(?nt
employment to these parties, who are nearly silent rg:spectmg
the Government employment, and profess to rely al”‘"_)s.t
solely on the trade with India. I certainly do these Pa]l't.lei
no very great injustice, Sir, when I assume that, 1n tz} \131&
the year 1805, they have selected such a year as may gﬁox 'y
fair view of the assistance which they have orduTarzly given 1to
the public service. If they hm‘re actefl thus fairly, thenlt 1e
inference is good, that the public service d'oes en}p]loy them
to a very great extent 1N t.he way of l'eQau'?. ,Ilt they have
not so acted, then it is fitting that the views, W hatever they

_———4’,}
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were, with which the account was exhibited, should be disap-
pointed.

n ,I::iffe’msllréhzzettlgeneralI.V tbe gro'unds on which I venture
A accusto]e iegree in which the merchants’ yards
7 : stomed ’to rely on the employment of the
chieg o;n{))afly.has been greatly exaggerated. 1 have spoken
.Spoke};:lmol?éldlilg{’ because it is that of which they have
ehar Sis tl:e i)(:neldy ic—because I understand them to declare,
the establishment mos, & t-he repairing, which has kept up
ey s. (See Minutes, pages 367, 377.) But I

enough, I trust, of repairing, to shew that, even

including this .
ling this, the exaggeration has been monstrous. Iknow

it has !
1t has been argued that, whatever other employment these

yards may have had, the building of Indiamen has been their
only. stated, steady employment. All the rest has been fluc-
toating, capricious, and liable to interruption. To thos‘e
\;11112 ggeafcc;‘?et the ]is1§ of Ix_ldiamen launched on the Thames,
il yearsa i):al;vlln- which not one was launched, followed

rich, taken together, but three were

launch : _
ed, and instantly after these a year in which the num-

ber la j :

“T launched was se : .
. cventeen, i

Uil by £k 4o » it may not seem very comprehen-

J lo .
uniform. But I cap P Oy“}e.“t can be considered as steady or
that, on an average ?tn;t lfllt has been steady or not. I deny
v b as £Y -
importance assigned to jt cen sufficiently large to have the
employment given to 1 : I deny that any steadiness of
thowsand that work 8 S_hlpwl‘ights, out of three or four
of the slight . the river, can be, in a nati i
ghtest possible m > a national view,
oment. And I submit, that there

can be
No validity i
1t :
SXaggerated. Y ' any inferences built on premises so

1 4o
‘Du'xmmg}t mean to affiry,
the pri a? the India tr‘d(’le

Sir, that in time of peace the

m

ime OE;Y ,n(?t be of greater value to
war. But, even then, it never

\
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" can bear any proportion to that quantity of emp]ovment

which, according to the _representations of the parties them-
selves, is necessary to maintain their establishments. They
say; We must have this quantity of building, or we cannot

reserve our efficiency.” I answer, If we give you all the
building for the India Company’s trade, still, according to the
present size of your establishments, it will not keep youin a
state of efficiency.” With respect to the argument of huma-
nity, I will venture, hereafter, to say something.  We are
now contesting the ground of national advantage.

1 must add, Sir, in further abatement of this'argument

respecting peace, indifferent as it is, that, other things being

equal, the India Company are, on the whole, likely to build

ather less in time of peace than in time of war. The build-

ing for many trades 1s abridged in war. T e trades the u-
are of ships, or by exclusion

selves are abridged by the capt

from countries, before friendly, but now hostile ; and, besides

this, the introduction of prize-ships into the commerce of
the building of trading

the country, operates to diminish
Lol Pl % AT
vessels. It is otherwise with the Company. There are, in-

deed, in their employ two ships captured from the Dutch,
but these bear no proportion to the whole of their shipping.
Then, as to the quantity of their shipping, 1t is not less
in war than in peace, and thus far the building maintains its

But, in addition to this, though their tradc.is the
r ships are not subject to

and, if captured, their place is probably supplied
by new building. Thus, the accidents inseparable from a

state of war, instead of discouraging this trade, and reducing
¢ of the building designed for it, rather tend to
To all which we must add, that the
in time of war, liable to unusual
» being martially equipped, waiting for con-
large fleets. Hence, 2 greater amount of

level.
same, that is no reason why thel

capture 3

the amoun
encrease that amount.
ships of the Company are
delays, from thei
sailing in

VoY, and
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tonnage must be requisite to drive a given amount of trade;
and still more, if, as has sometimes been the case, their ships
are diverted to services directly military, or are disposed of
to Government for-ships of war. For all these reasons, it
appears that the quantity. of building for the Company is

likely to be rather greater during war than during peace;
and the repairing must, therefore, be greater also; and so far
the argument that the builders :
to maintain their establishiment
abated and weakened,

rely on the India employment
$1in time of peace is materially

Here, then, Sir, T close that

part of my subject which
relates to the alle

He ged dependence of the private yards on the

bmldmg and (perhaps I may add) the repairing of Indiamen.

fi etlrustll havg shewn that the nature and degree of that depen-
1ce have heep magnified far beyond the truth.

I Proceed to copg

b ider a proposition which forms another
branch of the same

admiss: argument. That proposition is, that the
will ;:‘Ont(;f India-built shipping into our trade with India
V€ the effect of destrg i ildi i

ng uilding India-

men on the Thims ying the system of building
In this view, I
Committee the
the Minutes,

must onee more request the attention of the
abstract 1y

Tlt, arked D, * in the sixteenth page of
_‘P-I‘Odu.ced to shew th;it -}ser, as I hefore observed, was partly
hag alveady declineq : he €Mployment of the Thames yards
N admiteq 4, thi " Proportion a5 India-built ships have

i inf \ Country ; ang to found on this repre-
Admitteq n fy uizer}:;e’ that, ip Proportion as such ships are
i irl’to“flfmployment on the Thames will pyo-
I annihilatign, In order that the
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abstract might shew all this, it was placed by my learned
friend, Mr. Harrison, in connection and contrast with. other

- accounts, given in pages 13 and 14 of the Minutes, and stating

the number of India-built ships admitted to British registry
since 1793, and of some others admitted to -entry but not to
registry. -Now it appears that the quautxtx of tonnage by
which the Indiamen built on the Thames during the last ten
years fall short of those built during the ten years preceding
is about or nearly equal to the quantity of India-built t(.m—
nace admitted to this country during the twenty years ending
wi?h 1803. Hence my learned friend argues that the '.I‘h]e;mf:i
building has been displaced in proportion as the _Indla;lc :‘;al
shipping has been admitted ; that there has be:en allh- o
transfer of building in that degree; that the loss on this st

of the water has kept exact pace with the gain on the other.

y . Y i ever inﬁerence
BI argument, on the contrary, 18, that, what .V 4
]‘ | issl 1€r, 1S
tl € decrease (030} the one hand al]d adlll]Sblon on the O“ ¥
‘ ‘ fdeCiSiOll whnatever
‘Hi.le anc ‘m no r()und (8) V I
i y 11€, 1 l can ‘()] (2} l ab
Pelfectl o)

in the breast of the committee.

which T would present the matter

g 3 is correct
is this: If the reasoning of my learned Ifuenie:isOdCs wh.ez;
; ., at those
: -al to suppose that, at U Ay H
it would belnatm A aglr)nission S Ihdia Sh']pll):][-]g’ theld
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”]'elifd "o the smallest quantity of Thases bliln theioths
ki . that. as the one class of ships came 11, Fyok
conversley : sb) ’would vo out. Now it happens, as 11 101 1
e to) . e
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VR BRIPAS f-'end that, at those_precxse times whe.
of my learned friend; - ] P adumitted to Tegistry,
largest number of India ships bas been
arg

the greatest quantity of b

b . : ears
This was in the ¥
Thames. This

The first point of view in

uilding has taken place on the
1796 and 1802 ; in 1796,
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seventeen ships were built on the Thames, being ten beyond
th.eir own average, and in the same year fourteen India built
ships were admitted to registry*—in 1802, sizteen ships were
built 911 the Thames,}an'd ten India-built ships were admitted
& r.eg“tf‘y . In no year but these two have more than scven
India ships been admitted to registry, and that only once.—

O[l 5 & - M 3
. the othel‘ hand, in 1795, when only one Indiman was
built, no India ship appears, |

S: ’ ! :
shi “‘lf:'/gjr/es Monck. To what does the time at which the
Ps:built on ithe Thames are entered refer >—to the time

when t SIah olE L B : _ _
hfe order for building was given >—or the time of its
completion ?

Sti{%tﬁe’::fl;l To ‘tl‘le time of launching,- Sir; and this rather
ceive. that they éfgument than otherwise—for we may con-
to take order sent out by the Company to India,
(T b that qQuantity of India-built shipping, must have
B edEbont the sauie ti B cha ol f”f build:
5 many oo, BB ime with the orders for build ing
Cidence (¢ o Off on ip Fhames.. At all events, the coin-
others, b Ocl n‘on.e 1 some msFances, and many 1n
P??Qf that! thepa lcg-ls 16Pﬁ‘&tekdly,) Aaftords us a conclusive
ships 1y such has been 'no systematic use of India-built
theTllE{ldés. ( a] Manner as to supersede the building on
More fully state i [‘ruth 1, as I have stated before, and shall
ct,oxr}e iuadistincflese.“tly, that the India-built ships have
utes fo, the Shipp.l?:(‘:‘lappropriate character ; not as»substi-
S aunched on the Thames.

0 5 [} pUl‘poge - .
Nty ch wiyy Boiiel - laymg
> Bowevey, y this matter
. 3

Wouldg, by way

before the Committee an
at; rest.  Before I state its
0 s

. P‘e_faCe, enter somewhat

* Absuractg B.anq p
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further into the observation which I just now made. So far as
the India-built ships which have hitherto visited this country
have been sold into the general trade of the empire, or have
performed ouly a single voyage, coming with gruff goods,
and returning never more to be heard of, or have been adopted
into the service of government as transports ; so far, I say, as
they have been employed in any of these modes, it is impos-
sible that they should have afféected the building of Indiamen
on the Thames. The simple account of the matter is what I
before had the honor of giving ;—namely, that the trade which
brings the India-built ship to England, is the export trade of
India. It isnot the Company’s trade, it is an addition to the
Company’s trade ; it is.a new creation, not a substitution, nor
occasioning a proportionate defalcation of some other branch

of commerce.

I will not recapitulate the grounds, sir, for these observa-
tions ; but I shall be tempted to: substantiate my statement,
in the fullest manner, by evidence both oral and documen-
e latter head, I may particular]y mention some
extracts which we shall venture to place on your minutes,
from a paper printed, by order of the House of Commons, on
the 3s0th April, 1813. It is a report madg on the'%’cl;
September, 1800, by Mr. Brown, the reporter of externa

7 @ . h t (]
commerce in Bengal. In that paper, Mr. Brown tqkfzs .vEf
the year 1797-8, and the year 1798-9 ;. 1n

the latter of which, British: merchants 1n Ca'lc'u'tta were’ per-=
d to load their own ships, or to make their own eng?ge_
ments for freight to London ; in the former, no such fa(-illltlles
were afforded. The consequexzces were, that, whereai7f in the
former season there was a considerable export of gru gOOds
on private account from the port of Calcutta to the continent

of Europe, and a
England; 10 the latter,

tary. Under th

contiguous periods,

mitte

no shipments took place to the con-

N

S o

very small quantity brought home to
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o 6ccupy . szc‘e fv‘;': lthat the %rade of which we are speaking does

but is a trade e Ot.he.rwlse would be filled by the Company,
separate and distinct, and which, if not afforded the use

of the cheapest
and most conveni D0 :
o e enient shipping, will find its way to

If then such has been the case w
come hoTne merely on private a
entering 1nto the trade betweep t

ith those India-built ships that have
ccount, and without systematically

gl e A ki his country and India, the question
? Of the India-built ships which have

been admitted iti
t .
TSR aﬁ‘?m?n:rrsh Registry, and which have been pompously
I eyt Thamo a complete solution of .the late deficiency of
mes, how many are of the description that I have

mentioned ? or h
! OW many are sy : :
Sl Thdls. o chas could interfere with the building

It is in answer . : ' )
Committee the acctc())u:;e;ebquesnons’ Sir, that we shall submit to the
from the most authenti efore alluded to. It is an account drawn
the Tndia-built ships adc sources, containing a full and exact l;st of all
the year 1794 andpst t.mx_tted t‘o British registry since thAe beginning of
§hips individ:}any hqsalbmg particularly in what manner eacl? of ﬂ:goo
]it w“.l appear that .;)4 f:giingﬁ]ﬁgei?rdisposed of. Irom that aCCOVUIS:

N this country.—That of these BQSh;SZ EZ: }):setn deitted @ity
st, burnt, or captured ;

of which
L £} 3l Werc 1 b
. $ of tep years taken in ptured within the first of the two

_ uld‘ by no possibility affect the buildi period ; consequently
v ing

Second

Penod.—Th on th

0 at t € Tl C 1

Pf Govemment : » of the rest, 10 have been taken ¢ lames in the
Ortugyege S store ship €D 1nto the service

5 have 0Cca-
» and have pot

S‘\Qnall h
J com ow they are employed ; 2

ata _ € to Eng‘

and

Whil, Wterfered jip the ¢ > Merely on Private

C Shly egular ¢ account
SOy 4 have beep ; rade between this coy

i :
nto the S€rvice of the Trdia

And, Sir, were

‘no such int
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I precluded from saying one word more to the Committee, I conceive
that this last fact alone would destroy, root and branch, all the calcu-
lations by which the opposite party have attempted to connect the
decline of the Thames ship building with the admission of India-buile
ships. What does that fact shew ? Reckoned on the 10 years which
compose- the 2d period in the Abstract, the whole number of India-
built ships, introduced into the regular trade with India, averages but
at 1 ship and 2-5ths of a ship a year. Why, Sir, according to their
representations, 7 Indiamen ought on an average to be built on the
Thames annually ; but, within the ten years, only two have been
built annually ; therefore 5 remain to be accounted for; aund they
account for these 5, by talking of India-built ships. But we now
shew, that the India-built ships actually introduced so as to interfere
with the Thames building, have amounted but to 1-2-5ths annually ;
<o that the whole number in each year has averaged at only three and

o fraction ; and then what becomes of the other 4 ?

that their inference is unfounded, but that
h principles do not afford any rational con-
All but these 1% ships have come home, not in any regular
ntry and' India, but in that desultory manner in
de from India has hitherto been
ps have not been here for several

This shews not only
abstracts made ‘up’on suc
clusion.
trade between this cou
which alone the private’ export-tra
allowed to exist: many of  these shi
years, and others have made only‘ one voyage.

ding with this account, we beg leave to place on the
1 bave before

table of the Committee, another of almost equal value. :
stated that there might be reasons why the India Company shoulc? hav'e
built more ships in the former half of the last twenty years than in the
The account I have now mentioned, will shew why there was
the latter. When we have established that there has been
roduction of India-built vessels as could sensibly affect the
and consequently that there has been positively
Company in the last ten years than in the ten
have perhaps done enough3 but this account
explain the circumstance. It will do so by
f the ships at the present

Correspon

latter.
SO little N

ards on the Thames

jess building for the

ears precedih g, we

oo further: for it will
y the number and tonnage o

will 8

stating accuratel
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moment jn the ice o o -
i 4 ::rv‘lce of the Company ; the time when they were
ol ol i 'rv.lce ; the number of voyages for which they‘ were
e l;-,ed én,d !;1 whz:: cases they have been afterwards engaged

, @ or wwhat time; and what i i -

s L, ERTALIG at is their present state or
) f::})l;h'eszdetcads, Sir, the result will stand as follows :
’ m the ompan ’s 1 .
o s ; y’s service, there are 40 w
olb 4/and 6 ; 'mi with their present voyages, some of 1'01“1h s
» but the larger numb ' : g - ikl

having been ;i mber 8 voyages; the
“ _ ges; 1umb rovaces
g increased by engagements subse e
quent to the original

.

erft
periorm, and these 46 ships, voyage to

thu .
Sfin;racts, are exclusive Of.abou: spzedlly about to terminate their
ischarged the C d ‘ a dozen others which
B Mitebiar oot OThpanys service in the last year. Sir, it aha;'e belen
reduced next yez;rt at the whole of the Company’s ;hi PP arsqg so
have not yét o 0 38 vessels, including 4 lately built inplpm.g ol l.be
e winara ntered on their contracts. This alone s} ndia, which
buildi{]m B e argument derived from the decreaseS lfewtsl e
. Beca D _ of t
which Dthey m,Uie, ohnI)r conceive that, if these ships had a]le frll‘lhames
ight have d S allen in
the terminat: 8$ one, considering )
€rmination of their service, whi g how near they approach

the Qrd"na b
Ty cours i
10n$ed Bylisubse e of things,

y f}}:e;:.]ots't of them n}ust have done in
U et ime of service has been pro-
Thrniia s—and then, within the second

. probably have been nearly sixty new

i built f
IS presumeab] i or the Compan
SO ’ g
Thames. Theatth’ilt i m"ghtyhavr:?::?nerf 'ZrdOther’ e
T ald down in the

must be cong; | . .

b the Thames, those

; but, so far as respects the

.no ground for such an argu-
supposed to arise from the

t
|

of a different kind for their conduct.

gradual decline of
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in,and yet should not have fallen in, the Committee will not be slow to
guess, when they advert to the recent renewal of the Company’s charter.
It might very naturally be a point of prudence with the Company, in
contemplating the political contest which awaited them on that occa-
gion, and of which the result could not be foreseen, to prepare against

the worst, and rather to keep on their old stock of shipping, than to

encumber themselves with building afresh ; such caution, I say, might

be highly laudable and wise. There was, however, @ concurrent reason
I am not indeed prepared with
documents to establish its existence; but I believe that such a docu-
ment will be produceable, and 1 know my statement to be correct.
That reason was a conviction on the part of the Company, that there
valent scarcity of oak timber ; and this was avowed in the
India House at the time. Here indeed I may advert to the fact, which
will be verified before you by proper evidence, that, in 1802, Lord
gt. Vincent, then at the head of the Admiralty, had officially recom-

mended it to the Directors of the Company to avoid butlding large
ships in this country, on account of the deficiency of large navy timbet,
and that the Directors in consequence adopted some resolutions to
that effect, which will be produced. The Company therefore, might
rally act on the presumed scarcity of timber in conpinuing
tain number of additional voyages.

was a pre

very natu
their ships for a cer

¢ T have stated, the Committee will, T truost, clearly per-
t there is an end of all that ‘comparative statement of the
ship building on the Thames, correspondent' with the
progressive admission of the shipping of India. And there 18 20 c;nd
also of all inferences drawn from that statement—of all these prophe-
cies with respect to the fature, professedly derive:d from'tlle past.
True, you mays if you ¢hink good, z:rgule fr;)m o:/zflr ::}:1(::1;::22;:::2:; t;:l:
'y Wi . build in England ;—3an 2
the Company will rather build in England ; i a; i

ic . .__but, 1 repeat it; 80
may use demand consideration ; but, p LA i
st is concerned, your reasoning 18 without any adequate

tion from the pa j
hasis ;—=YOuE conclu holly unsatisfactory, because unsupported

From wha
ceive, tha

sion 18 W

by the premises.

The next: questign then, 18, what are those other circumstances on
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Wﬁich ouj- 0
. Opponents my s :
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And first
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ould seem
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strong argumént.or'l our side of the question. On the supposition that
this Bill passes, it is argued that the superior cheapuess of ship-building’
in India will attract the Company to that quarter. Now, Sir, our case
is, that the Bill will not necessarily drive away the building from the
"Thames ; and I will shew, that in one view, the argument which I
have just noticed, proves it. It appears in evidence, that the building
is cheaperat the out ports than on the Thames ; that it may be as good,
will not, I apprehend, be questioied—if this should be questioned, it
may, I doubt not, easily be proved. Then, if cheapness drives the
Company to India, exclude them from India, and cheapness will drive
them 4o the outports. 1f economy is the motive by which they are
at motive will in its degree operate at home ; even arguing
therefore on the very grounds taken by our adversaries, it is not this
Bill which will deprive the Thames yards of the building, that is, it
is nothing peeuliar to this bill, but it is a circumstance which may
though this bill is rejected ; a circumstance which
would produce its effect in one way under this bill, and in another

manner if this bill did not exist, but which would produce in each
case the samc effect ; which would still transfer the construction of

Indiamen, from the Thames, to some quarter where Indiamen could

be constructed at a smaller expense.

actinated, th

equally prevail,

arness, an answer is offered which is
« True, (it is said) the cost of ship-building is heavier here
« than at the outports, but the additional expense is unavoidable ; all
« the articles of living are cheaper at the outports than about the metro-
¢ polis ; therefore, though, we acknowledge our charges to be higher, we

; 5 . were we really:
« do not admit them to be extravagant.’’ Now, Sity W .

. . : which we are:
accusing them of extravagance—were 1t a moral charge :
t them, this reply might be well. But when, from the

s of their manufacture, we argue simply that a cheaper
kely to be preferred, it is a curious answer to say, that
hich caunot be got rid 'of, becauss inherent 10 the
answer only confirms our case, by shewing
d now, but will remain good ; and

Sir, to this argument of de

curious,

urging agains
expensivenes
workman is li
this is an evil W
pystem. In fact, such an .
that our argument is not merely g0o
should ore of the parties address
sayings * [t is absolutely necessary for me

a person wishing to employ him by
to charge high,” might nots
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will be a complete transf,e
England to India.

reat extent have their ships
eace has somewhat reduced
the?r will rather build here; I think
build here, when no powerful motive
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ek ;ir:\, I hf)pe. for the sake of the esta-

not inclined to believe that there
v of the building of their large ships from

Then, Sir, i :
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i S i O the first
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contribution may seem of the more account, when it is considered that
they will constitute a class of commercial shipping, which but for the
facilities afforded by this bill could scarcely have any existence at all.
Whatever they bring to the builders on the Thames, will, so far as it

extends, be a clear substantive addition. 45 s

I believe, Sir, I have now embraced most of the arguments that
respect the degree in which this. bill may be expected to injure the
ship-building establishments on the Thames, I have now to add a
few words on the result deduced from all' the complaints on this

subject. : .

:t is maintained, is in some way or other
licated in the efficiency of the private

Thames, that the ruin of those
ithout inflicting a severe blow on

The well being of the navy,
so deeply and essentially imp
ship-building establishments on the

establishments cannot take place w
the nayal interests of the nation.

ave stated with tolerable accuracy an

I flatter myself, Sir, that I h
ss altogether to comprehend. I can in

I do not profe

no manner state 1£50 as to makeit appea
7
aordinary and monstrous pature. When Irecollect

t of the most extr tro| ure. )
f commercial shipping built in this country or

amount O
at this moment afloat in the seas, anl amount of not less
when I recollect that,

hundred thousand tons ;
land alone has built no

the kingdom of Eng 1
cre the whole shipping of
to be sweptfrom the

argument W hich

men
the prodigious

in her colonies
than two million five
of this immense quantity,

Jess than two millions, a 8 o
the India company, great and magmﬁccnt as it '!S, oy
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v ; .y -

z;‘;'z;lao}et;f‘;l‘lly at the o of four or five private individuals on the

T BB oot ﬁMg' RSB Pl s

sibility of Tes;olvin .(: i l} i t:anglble shape ; from the impos-

the attempt thoufhl fmto precise assailable propositions. I will make

the elemem’ gh far from confident that I can really lay hold of
s out of which so monstrous a notion has been formed.

First, it se '
; ems to be held tha i i i
advantage from the merch t the kings yards derive a prodigious
. chants yardson the Thames, in receiving fr
them 2 supp]y of shipwrichts’ . ’ A g
NG i pwrignts on the breaking out of a war, who return
merchqnés’ ' (}]'ar. S on the commencement of a peace. Thus those
7 a ;
N 4t ii;'s it _seims are nurseries of shipwrights for the king’s
5 53 InT as this ¢ : o
sy e dnciens 2 is advantage is at the best, and indeed perfectly
il 4 en put into the balance against the great national
. rests at stake, 1 do not believe that it has any existence whatsoever ;
one at least so far as the building of Ind; is i i :
- o ing of Indiamen is in quiestion. My first
g fon ;)r ishelieving it is, because the building of Indiamen, as 1 have
hefor ; . R
e gi Je;zz]n, is certainly not diminished, probably rather increased by
1 ou 1 3.2 "
. 1] f‘any numoer of artisans, therefore, on the determination ofa
atyres 1 l
i eodrt rom the .ro?fal to the private yards, with a view of being
demanyd fo:m the building of Indiamen; so far from finding therez
Ui tnromstp;n-e bands, they would be likely to find a glut of workmen
o
O e, :;] rednced\;cale of that very cmployment in which they
age. | g :
Snwhich | hangaTr dx y second reason is, because, from the petition
that ‘ot the . eady commented of the shipwrights in 1787, [ learn
pacification with A : i
employed on Cnintis \ merica, the workmen previously
~ in : :
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for a considerable number of shipwrights to quit the royal yards for.

those of the merchants? His answer; though it evades the question,

implies a negative; It has not been the habit of late years to discharce
- . b . . a

«¢ the people from the kings yards ; Again he is asked in cross-examin-

ation (in page 24), whether, on the breaking out of war, it is asual for

shipwrights to quit the private yards for those of the king, and he an-
swers “ Yes, afew; not a great quantity.”—The avswer cannot be

misunderstood.

I will not dwell longer, Sir, on this argument.—Another seems to
be, that while the merchant yards are in their present state of efficiency,
a convenient interchange of workmen takes place between them and
the public yards, according as there is a stress of work in the one or in
the other. Granting all this, Sir, the building and repairing of India-
men can make very little difference in the case. I have already shewn
how small is the number of shipwrights whom that building can oc-

cupy —call it 500, which is far too many, and still there wre left, ex-

clusive of these, 3,500 i
—Now, with sucha pumber at hand, is it possible that all the occa-

sional surplus, which accidents can raise ot 0 few as 500 men, should
be an advantage worth purchasing by the sacrifice of any great public

object ?

le a document to which I might refer,
s can never be without an adequate
I allude to an account (in
ent employed in his

Then, Sir, there is on your tab
: i
Lewing that the King's yard
-in any emergency.
rights at pres

as s
supply of workmen |
ace 299) of the number of shipw . 7
l}zI:jesty;f;);yax'ds, distinguishing those w.ho have 's.evrv’ed th:(;;applrtm:;[l:gfe
ships in the priv-ate yards from those 1D the', Isu-zg Sﬂ}: f‘ar.the.;t e
appears, that in the port of Plymouth, which 1s ld - d(,l:ive 1
Iondon, and which of consequence mu?t be suppose " bl‘ A
fewest hands from the building on the Thames, a'conm ‘er: ):hin B
proportion of Shipwrights-has been flrawn from prxvat‘f yi]r s,The e
average number at the public establishments near at alr; . : pro-
tion of the number 11 Plymouth fo that average number 15:as 47 to
iy The same thing is tru€ of Portsmouth, though in a less degree.
éi?e of these two thi;gs plainly. follows:~if these shipwrights served.

o all the ship-building yards in the river.
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their apprenticeshi PTa
always bi relied :r;pa:; :h: OUtPOFtS,' it follows that the outports ma
EN | rsery pfshlpwrights to the public yards. 1?"
yards on the Thames andons e Pl‘iVate,
tfoHows that the tempt;tion fot‘:;::’;{ds | e
et employment in the royal yards i
King’s yards One“thf:o’;r;q::y dlStan?e; and, conszqugn:f;, lsths:tCht}?:
private yards immediatel\; c SaRan e ghmevent, be dependent on the
command the resources ovf on",g“ous for supplies of hands but will
the kingdom in general. ; "

o

Sf]', I ca ) ;
n conceive on
pendence of our naval ]:Y one other argument for this pretended de
and on tl al greatness on the pri i
anc lSEE 46 notitdiimlon: private yards of the Thames,
1 FLoK Tt it necessary to enlarge. It may be said, that
P?ivntc e Thi; (l)r thevpublic service to build men-of-war i,n the
C?rtain allegations he YS“ hject has of late attracted some notice, and
tions, Sharging the. ‘“'.e been brought forward, in anonymous publica
structing the lonen [}nvﬁte builders on the Thames with so badly con
h'aVe - rathe:’tilWar turned out from their yards, as materially to
tlo.ns, Sibiaharie a}“ promoted the public interests. Those allega-
With evidence in fuy the effect of loading the table of the commit?ee
;ha“ R, X it(isom of the private builders. Into that enquiry I
n?ve alluded o ‘VWheri(]) Parth of my case to support the allegations I
ies, } - ler the 1
Om, Bl o Iy bfa bitter truths, or unfounded calum-
riﬁg'ti‘tprofouﬂd silence, 1 . T desire to preserve respecting them, not
ot 10 maing; » but a sincer rali i ,
ey mt?m, s eneutlzllllty. But this I have a
il public servie 4 account, or pretence, can itbe made out,
SN {1‘- five private e freally reduced to a slavish reliance on some
ectl or the mal
i tg, monstrous, Ty g | mam.tenance of 'the navy. The notion
i tSUCh B e, impossible that this great country can be
be equal t: enlarging the Pl;b].Wl]y’ Sir, at the worst, what can be the
every ic yards in such a manner that they shall

of ox -eX]
Pense L. 8eney ? :
ek of ¢h But i¢ eXpense bThe only possible objection can be th
Wvge, e late Lorq Melv‘le the objection, then only refer t I?t
: ) o the

te
2 form, on the other «; le, whi
al. er sid > which hag been cited
yards ; o POVl of € Ithas been cf e by the learned
s A8 B, the SYStem en Clted, mdeed, as if it c —
proval of this SOf building men-of-war in thODta‘me
Ystem in point of principle ivl;nnvate
3 ereas,

o :
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Lord Melyille rather vindicates the mieasure as one of sad pecessity, to

which the Admiralty had-been compelled, in a moment of ewgicency’ by
. . -0 2

public yards. But only read, I say, in that

he frightfully enormous expenses at which
t, and then defend it on the

as my learned friend

the existing state of the
speech, the statement of t
the measure had been carried into effec
ground of expense, if possible. The truth 1s,
who assists me in this cause has suggested to me, that, by this system,
Government do nothing more than-nurse up a competition in the pri-
vate yards against themselves—a competition which may, on occasion,
Then, in order to maintaina system thus pernicious; (for
in this view, it may certainly be called,) you tax, not the
whom you might have some pretence for
but you choose to taX the people of India
arket to the surplus produce of their
g, and with their shipping
re heavily than you would

ect—far more heavily than the object
be adopted on

his system is t0

be ruinous.
pernicious,
:nhabitants of this country,
Joading with such a burden,
——you tax them, by denying a m
Jand and labour, by cxcluding their shippin
their trade : you taX them, therefore, far mo

tax this country for the same ob)
requires ; and you crown all, by saying t
the score of economy !
Sir, I am not slow to feel for the ship-
nt the destitution of employment to
My learned friend, Mr, Adol-
that many of them had recently
pserved, that this might only be
y the overseer of the
I would beg, Sir; t©
fluous establishments

In the view of humanity:

he Thames; 1 lame
which pumbers of them .are reduced.

phus, however, 1 alluding to the fact,
been received 1nt0 the King's ygrc.ls, ob i
charity under another form; @ charity dispensed
dock-;fards, instead of the ;l)v;e]rse]exi of pt;‘; fgg;.er
a syste hich should s4 !
:J:'[;l}?; [l)(.’btli];; ijlg'ymere he sake of employ ‘mg the t\r"t())lr'klmen a;ttached
to them—2a system which should confer on tnose esta . ishments a?fo'
fthev India puilding, o1 the ground of humamty to the ship-
. i be charlty under another form, and under 2

these unfortunate persons prefer a claim
to interfere with

m w

able form. Did

very questiond e o _
. 1 would not be within my province

for compensaliof 1 ) .
put when the effect of their propos!
nly support these yar

te a standing race ©

tions would be this,
ds for the sake of supporﬁng

their wishes ;
£ workmen 8 all

that you would
the workmen,

not 0
but would cred
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uture times, for the sake of bei

consi : s ed, i
sider, that thig g supported, it is worth while to

would be :
only making work for charity ; it would

er.,

nox—' onsi
vV considered [1o4y far the
resi ‘
o (3 from the effect of th;
Tk ;r, Or with respecy to ¢,
¢ ’ here i "
e : 1S yet a thi /1
question, byt which [ e
w
i t the shipw
ome foreign coyp

a
0d mystery,
naVleS,

I have
naval int .
” re xs.‘. reason to expect in_jury to our
s bill, either on the growth of o
: : ur
bT ildi
v; ivate s.hxp-bulldmg yards on the
ERiL co;,tlen tWh{clh I have to consider the
) nt with i
e e touching very shortly.
o1 o out of employment will emi-
of i bUild}no “:yl ! Ohwath them the whole art, craft
g, which may be em i ’
3 ployed in rearin
g

desti
ned at
SO0me I o e
future perlod to be the scour e of G
' g 1cat

It fil]
S me, ]
arey ? Own 1
toe[l,nef]t of this des’c‘-‘]lt‘p equal regret and astonishment to he
o ginning of o ription used in the heart of civilized E e
n"tshOUld S Dineteenth century. That an = urope, at
ow] € to concej : y person fo
Ship_bef%e.’ and enlarged i,?tciiyea that in the present state of ;'?flno-
ik lding, or iy i eligence, any secret, or trick of . use.d
Ly ¥ from the inhab; 1ng else, can be ke 1’. of trade, in
Y enemies | 1y, : ltants of the Contj pt hidden and safe in this
! S : it iy
Ir. We muyst rely nent, :138 they friends, or be
on other helps than
these.

Thetei
S Now an .
The SRR
path ¢ all thi
O glory must be S]:ﬂy.stery and legerdemain and cabali
i nd cabalism.

he;
ghts of
the £ _greatness ip . . .
4¢e of hostile ohge fhe dark, they n:here is: nogereeplg: up: the
- rvati ust . : .
tion, ang iy, el be :claledllm open day: in

ce of hostile resistar

1ce,

g ain, t}

ent g beep » that ] o

su use(d, M surprj . .

to . . PPOses yw Bug what if SuPllsed, indeed, at the argu-
-SUch co

€ fa reg

dugol ; €all :

Wh g o0 ship-buij ¥ Ppossib]e > ncealments as the aroy
2 oH®

ding Th y

ne[:.by us, I beli ¢ Continent does not: requir
a pitch of D\ L trust ¢ €3, and y, ! mBVe that, at this moment, re
Crfecs- at ey d avy | ey s3e s those
Sction i, entis gy g Y by possibility again b .

th istant,) have attaipeg €come

Uildine shir ed to as hj
g ships as high
& ag ourselyes. It ois

S,
such, (thod_tely our e

€ art of b
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thiat some of the best vessels- in our naval service have been

notorious,
Itis, I say, a matter of public

obtained by capture from our enemies.
and, whatever we may think of this subject, I do not believe
oubt respecting it. France, Sir, has
tands ; she has detected your
th consists, not in your ship-
ail from you, but she cannot
and so thoroughly 1s she
rer have a single

notoriety ;
that the French entertain any d

long since understood how this case s
seeret ; she knows that your real streng
wrights, but in your seamen ; she may s

ainst you, broadside to broadside ;

stand ag:
aware of this distinction, that I doubt not she had ratl

cargo of your seamen, than all the shipwrights of the country put
together. : '

is an end of the question respecting the emigration
and, 1 do submit, an eod of the whole argument
uetion with which this Bill is supposed to

£ Great Britain. :

Here then, Sir,
of our shipwrights;
and alarm as to the destr
threaten the naval interest and fame 0

ir to remember was the
d to discuss. T will now proceed to the
yall dispatch with greater brevity.
Bill is agreeable, not to the
1 sparit of the Navigation

And this the Committee will do me the favol

first objection which I propose
second head of enquirys which I s .
That enquiry 1; how far the principle of this
Jetter, for that seems conceded to US, but to tl
Acts. ' '

reference t0 the registry
clf scarcely justifiable.
s been pub]ished on

aid on this topic, with
hat T should deem mys

' ha
i nce. Hardly 2 pamphlet '
A i}ich is not pregnant with arguments,

OFfOtE:dzzez:Ot%: Navigation AcCts; and the learned ad-
oners against the Bill, though he seemed to argue
ions of the Navigation Acts must be a.lt'ered be.zfore
ng India-built shipping from Brmsh registry
inctly maintained that the

by such a principle. By

of course, not the

Sir, SO much has been 8
of India-built shipping, t
if T passed it
the other side

professing to be

ate for the petiti
provis

of excludi

voC
that the Jiteral

the principle
could be offectually ©

spirit of those acts

the Navigation Acts,
act of the g96th of the King, at

I before explained; the technica

stablished, yet dist
Jd best be consulted

g to observe, I mean,
ase in it which has, as

ffect of excluding

Jeast not that cla
1 and in,cidental e
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Frdia-builf ships from
l 1 s .. .
the “yery tb""gpin f;(;:;ult}“mhdreg,my' The poliey of that clause is’
e, and, ind : .
almost as dis § ; Indeed, its mear 2
, isputable as its pol; ing''and' object are
tion Aet of Cha policy ; but I mean primari .
¢ e primarily the 2
e b e pami:utlhe Second, modelled as ‘it is wasyon a l\:ii‘;liit
SN siegl.t of Cromwell; and next the Subsid]i)arr acts
ubject passed in the reigns of Charles famoi wiid
Dy v 28, «

William

& these are tl 2

: 1e Navigati ; .

Committee must be tried gation Acts by which the Bill before the

Now, Sir, Tt
1 s have al 1. '
ready stated explicitly that, were the present Bill

really to effect :

this country, it tilveo dlzstrucnon of the ship-building establishments of

Acts. What | hav:n so far Con.travene the spirit of the Navioatifn

:)nc.ll very far within jt, tﬁzyigote:fzmlder tis,l i ‘;&nt’

o e : rence of the ships o ia wi iti

before I fepf]e:gtoca:}] be C(:\nsidered as liable to fhe 2:31(:11‘:;:}:@13“18:;

venture to subuyig 1e specific pro.visions of the Navigation A:ts. I will
to the Committee this broad proposition, that’ in the

view of ]
10se acts, the princi
¢ pri 1l1di g : :
Y 1m0 means assy , the principle of building ships in this country does

by
th

, me that i :
the petitioners against P:Oﬂnf)ent importance which is assigned to it
g the Bill. T ground that proposition, Sir, on
3 L]

i following sim .

broperly so called p‘le undeniable facts :—That in the Navigation Acts
but Eng]ish-owng ) K iy
English subjects ;
Cromwell ’
th'\nk’ iti

English shi
ghish ships, are meant not English-buzlt ships,

d shi
ps; not
the property, but the manufacture of

that this 1
s ho #
lds without any exception in the act of

» and in tha
t of Cha
rle ] ¢ :
S, with only one exception, where, 1}

X S Pl‘ovided th
in Epcli ) at th ]
nglish-built shipping . € commodities of Turkey shall be brought

those ¢ 5 ‘that
ommodit; » €ve .
odities may be n by the act of Charles, however
b}

they are brought i
t .
produced ; ang Bt C:ns In the ships of the country by which
¢quently, as tl
| 1e excellent historian

of 10D]
branch of ¢co Shlppmg and Navieas;
igation observes, therc is no one

njoi _—
Joined by the Navigation Act,

> Sir tha y
9 at I m'
oSS 1ight gq
withig t\iep bt.nlders, Mr., Ig further: the learned advocate for ]
or the

na .
gyer we Vigatio
n
Can g tain t\ac?s th
em c}f
N

Capest 1
» I'should n e o b
ot be far wrong, 1 be-

untr c o
Y can pursue, in which the use

arrigg 1
A 0, stated that 1t wag no inciple
g princip
W hould pUI‘ChaSe our ships where='
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lieve, in asserting,
it is a principle that we should purchase ships wherever they can be

found cheapest. I do not desire‘you, Sir, to confide in any. assertion

on the subject: take that of the learn
« from all this,” says Mr. Reeves, in page 305, of the edi-

9 « it is clear that the object the parliament immediately

tself was to encrease the mumber of seamen, and ew-
ASING of ships. by merchants:  the building of

mentioned ;
tion of 179
« proposed to i
“ courage the PURCH

«'ghips in Lngland was rather looked to s
¢ from the operation of these and other causes.” . Sir, Lipresume L am
ot very extravagant in assuming thart, if the act wished ships to be
purchased, 't wished them to be purchased on the most advantageous
But what do [ iofer from all this?  That the ship-building
£ this country, establishments which so greatly con-
areof nio used  [Thatothey are to e trifled

ery reasonable encouragemment?

terms.
establishments 0
Jce to the public benefit
That they are not to receive ev
{ have no objecti
ct.in question con
as the probable

d
with ?
Far from it: on the contrary,
ves, that the framers ofthe a

1g 10 this country :
ut I do mean to argue that these establish-

f our navigation.laws, that cardifal.im-
persons are desirous of attributing to: them; that

e construed nto ship-building laws,and
t 'which is the essence

ry valuable, is by

Mr. Liee ;empl.ated the
promotion of ship buildl and desirable
effect of their policy. B

ments have not, in the eye O

hich some
aws are not to b
em, We confound tha

portun(te W,
ion |
e so construe th
with that which, though a ve

our navigat
that when W
and soul of the system

no means ab essential constituent.
ofthe navigation acts weres to encrease the
e the amount of shipping in British
and above all, and, perhaps, as the ultimate end of all, to

employmem’ (nber and skill of British seamen : these were the ends
oy X But I have shewn you that the bill before you
g of British trade both directly and indirectly;
trade in Taw materials to your ports 5 in-
export of those rawy materials in the
this bill will augment

T, capital objects, 51
qunntity of British trade: to enereas

encrease the
aimed at by .
will encrease the qﬂﬂnm
directly, by bringiug @ new
directlys by encouraging
manufactures.
ity of shipping in

those acts

ewn you that
British employ ; partly
. ,

by introducing inte

shapeé of
the quan't

that within the navigation acts, properly so called ‘
*

ed and valuable author just now

a counsequence o follow

on to the conjecture af
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y anew cla :
tiades Aaid. ‘asr 1o thges of ships; partly by encouraging yonr ge
. fo) .
your general trade flo _number and skill of British seamen SO% neral
bially considered > flourishes, so long as your coasti 5 ong as
il red the grand nursery. of you sting trade, prover-
. 1l require no further s : your seamen, flourishes ; so long
or if you should requj ecurity for the attainment of th t’ .o
thought even a sup qﬂ re a further security, you will find v 13 v
bill, b : erfluous security i : - viat may be
9 y W[”Ch lt iS g I y in one of the r .. i
; enjoined tf ) provisions of this
(and th 1at, excep ) : 3
ese have always been ﬁ“,owed [ftm)g‘ In extraordinary cases
or,) every India buil ;
uilt ship,

whether cleari
earing Out
S war
due proportion of Brit; ds or homewards. shall be furni
of British seamen ’ e furnished with the

But sy :
upposing I sh
ould
and adva S wave all con i :
anc ) cern wit 2 £ .
Ish e to the specific provisi h this general principle
C ould consent to read Bri isions of the navigation acts, su -
harles ad British-built f it e Beai
kbt ilt for British-ow i
itk ; ned, in the ac :
are the two e ril O.f mgr case would not be at all im;)aire d ]\(;/'tl ’
the pre“ < es In t enaviu_at. h f . Q.o ]'dt
Sent quest; : gation acts which principal
_ ion? 1 befor . principally apply to
committe : efore took the libert ; y
Sk iberty of stating the
. g them to the
shall be open only to G;;‘e_’_the first, that the general trade of the empi
: . 5 ; e empire
; » that foreion sh;It‘éh-bmlt and colonial built shippiug lt}:L
olte 3 in : : Bty K
. a direct trade with thepp g. shall, notwithstanding, be adr:issible
now Vvhy B(‘.l[. g el]]p]re. NO\,V in tl 5 ﬁ. y ’ '
benefit of t} ish India is not suffici ’ e e
s fiv u : :
i e ﬁlst rule. It is conf: ciently a colony to be within the
policy * 1 know that essedly a colony in law why is it
a couutry so circumstanced is not a

CO‘Ony

I)I‘Opm-\

eTly s0

oundari o called . !

daries to be ¢ ; 5 but ol iyt _ L

onsidere not sufficiently within colonial

‘SI.X‘, it is a point of
wxl‘l eventually
Yuiry Plainly
colony,

d ecome a colon
€monstre
t“ate, th'd

we meg
dan 2 o
".lcolony’ o that it s 50y

Vd;”ly discussion whether Britisk {‘ndia
e say of tl.mF region it is not a
ony, that it is nearer to us than

B8
1ted to

us by relati )

y relations eloser than colonial, that it

bt
Ieetioy indeed
b

Sir
» Under ; y
the navigation acts, what object

d as ¢
as a Col L !
ony under the acts 1n question 37
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t:.on (1 mean.).in point of principle, can be offered to conferring the pri-
vilege of British registry on India, which does not apply toocoIoEi&;

o called? Is this your objection, that the Indian world is
e waste of winds and

f longitude the con-

properly s
separated from us by a vast distance; that an immens

watersin&rvenes? Count,Sir, by how many minutes o
tinent of America is nearer to us than Y
jecti.on.that the.shipping of India, if admitted to a share in British regis-
try, is likely to .mterfere with your native shipping ? Lord Sheffield telis
you that the shipping of your American colonies did actually so inter-
fere, and makes it an ex press subject of complaint against the naviga-
tion laws that they sanctioned this species of competition 2 Is 1t your
objection thata great part of the population of your Indian territoriess
's not a British, but an Asiatic population ? look at your colonies in
the West, and behold there a vast African population: 2 population
I grant, and possessing therefore ‘the strongest
but not therefore: the more closely identified

ntified with you, surely, as those who were
Jers lived and died; under, your.goveri-

barbarously imported,
claims on your kindness,
t so closely ide
d whose fatl
ction that British India m
lony and rebel ? Look at your late co

‘os intended Dby the navigation

the very coloni

America in two successive wars, marshalled
he nation which gave her birth. Oris
a may possibly fall into the hands of

nd the sources which you will there

through t t of
our ]n'esent
admitt
by a fierce enemy,
at it shall one day

ll]g

with you, no
themselves bora, an

Is it your obje
ars become @ €O
sphere,
ources of

ment.
lonies in

ture ye
the other hemi
gee the res
in an annatural contest against t
it rather your ohjection that Indi
some foreign and adverse power @
have pursed ups become hostile to you

rebellion, but of conquest ? then look at'y

lonjes—colonies whose shipping is at this moment
Gee Canada grasped at

rade of the empire i— ;
t, an enemy who has sworn t
¢ enemy almost dur

sed from the fangs of tha i
by prodigies of valour. The question

put is itor is ‘+ pot the navi-
£ them with ten-fold
ressly within

acts;

he medium, DO
American €0-
ed to all the

eneral t
himself a l‘ebel CO]OlliS
be his priZe: gee it resc ‘

present bill,

 the .
isright ?

and most 0
e territories exp

the pending 0 ‘
; . whetbeT all this

pow, Sir, is not, '
if these obje
ly so c
ith what fa
inces ©

ctions apply>

a“Cds to th
ce can you urge those objec-

¢ British India! Thes

gation act ?
force, to colonies, proper
of that act, then W

the SCOPE ‘
tions 88 exclusively applying to the prov

the coast of Bengal. 1sit your ob-

ay in the course of fu- .
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how can
you not only v
lege of British shippir{g ei[:ltglje to exclude British India from the privi
how can y ? irect violation of i o
o of the na i .
Taws : d.are to found that exclusio vigation laws ; but
Is you are violat'ng ? n on the authority of the very
am tempted, Si .
R ao"ains,t :L’ 1161.‘8 to anticipate an Objecti;)n hi
may be saiod that ¢ line of reasoning that I am i
T pursui
e must read the .navigation l]a umﬁ; -
5 ws, like all

1

laws
the framers of those

1t may be sai
> sald, were
not aws
ray themselves i ; vare that coloni '
A ) 'olonies might rev
 arms agamst their parent co e
untry ;

see the hi ey d
sto . i
) ry of America; they did no: fore-

a - if the :
noble writer on these subi y bad, they would have done what
would have deliberately ex Jects says they ought to have done, ti ;
all colonies, plantatio y excluéed from the benefit of Britisl 13 t-ju")’
ns, and distant dependencies what PRIRPG

‘ncies whatsoever.

Now, Si
» 9Ir, though su
Bk i ch an objecti
A S objectio ]
tss;lgztlon act, (and 1 should bi cont?n‘:OL'll(l] gl‘Ve up the ground of the
advantage, and ] d >nt with that cessio i '
should not % L rzeet G e e gromnd’) {\Wciu el
y in e ver . . nd. And here [
L p 'y unreasonable in requiri
ingency of ar equiring some proof, th:
the co“Ception);f o eVOlte'd colony could really be so muil Ef’ -
sag: ' !
BTt i nav.gac'lous and enlbightened, though unprin (?yOn‘d
i 5 - igation act was first framed. 1 sh pr R,
Stanced y unreasonable in maintaini Q -
ced, and who liy aining that, to men so cir
b i Bk Hich e poriod SO circums-
iy i;n" SO Toss T ; men themselves the creatures
i Wih ey | d to scenes of blood and change tl
s and pre ast days; men doubtl ili A iy
s BBt s isch ubtless familiar with all those
ver ﬂ:tting throyg} & B Sale s aR: S EXaGRRGISs "oF il
gh the darkened and stormy at ’
y atmosphere of a

revOIl]ti
Onary
Nomen government
oun of g ; that ton ’
COlOl]Y- e, I say, so situat
h ¥ ed, the
’ phe-

““imao‘ arm .
; ginab ed aga L8 B4
S vagye le, or unexpected inst its parent, could not possiblybe eitl
] SUrmgi , Or str : JOSSIL either
wil] : nise 5y v strange.  But all this, i
remi S5 produce 2 all this, 1t me e sai
passed fnd h]“—l t‘.’!at at CQ Q f‘lCt‘. I \‘Vi]l o-i‘re the ;)‘ in ly bC Sr\]d,
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Virgini .
it Bermuda, as enemies, rehels, and traitors, for haviog
ause of the royalists in preference to that of the o

espoused the ¢
monwealth: and it is also an observable fact, that in the very week in

which the act in question passed, a parliamentary armament appeared
o‘ﬂ'" Barbadoes with the design of reducing that island by force ; a(d:-
sign which was accordingly effected. 1t was with their eyes’ open,
therefore, that those able statesmen first framed the navigatio;l act, and

its policy. They well knew that colonial
ike all other human posse_ssions, must be ‘held
hat we cannot persuade
rceive—that the

afterwards persevered 10
and distant possessions, ]
by a precm‘ious tenure ; but they knew also—w
these people to understand, what they will not pe
proper deduction to be made from this circumstance, in the eyes hoth
of wisdom and of common sense, both of the highest and most vulgar
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worth the
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if they are not worth the using are not
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nothing ¢
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is well kno
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only to the b
: enefits held
their shipping in the ge out by the bill, to a free Sarthoibat]
Mr Harri ; general trade of the empir ‘ pation for
bill a son, indeed, appeared to arg pire. My learned friend
mounted t : arcue as if ot ) . )
act. If parli e Vllrtual surrender of the prin _“'l acquiesence in this
) ament, he ciple of
parliament has a ;i htO?SQTVed, has a right to restrictth(; .
PR, D orf o abrogate it. Sir, the rieht the privilege,
R o abrogate the privileges whic! tf it of parliament
oW O NS 1 the navi
learn, that to restri ey (e sy disputed ; | o
ct these privileges is theref ; but I have yet to
ore
to abrogate them. 1

have yet
' to learn, thati
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skie priiséiplesorwliich. o} lllodlﬁc;lt;on of these privileges is i
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superintending,
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But, Sir
» Sir, suppose i :
should be thouililt l‘ad]-t possible that all these views of
India is not entoitl d ‘Ci“y unsound ;—suppose it po 'bol e
ed to share i yossible the
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ing :=<had she broken the yoke of this country from off her neck;

even then you could not have refused her a privilege, from which,no

foreigner at peace with you is debarred. You know you granted that
a <

pnwlege to America, under the same circumstances. The independ-

ence of America wa ‘ i i i
s no sooner signed, than, though signed in the

blood of this country, it drew after it all the benefits of shipping which
we had conceded to other foreigners, and even more. The par.-nc;p]e
surely was just: for if our navigation laws be really of that important
and fundamental nature which we suppose they must be, like the
, perpetual and universal. Introduce a new nation into the
or to continue the metaphor, launch a new
nd the orbit which that body describes, how-
aws with the rest;—
ame attractions, and disturbed by the same
ilege which you could not refuse to
hat pretence can

Jaws of nature
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Jet into the system, @
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ever.e
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- Sir, T hav
) e yet anot :
PR ¢ g h‘er head of objection to comm :
s conciseas I can—I will not Pt g R
say as I wish. Th
- e

) .

to plac
e our nav:
al resou i
irces i1n a strange and dist l
ant land, b
, by trans-

I have
already admi ;
have th y admitted in subst:
e effect of transferri stance, that s :
nSfCr[‘jng- thP = ShOll]d [[”s le
_“rhole or or ' l I‘eal]y
great part o

England’tol i w
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ould be serious] objﬂctiombl 1
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also, what i
1s sufficient] i
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Possibly come to pass o s ~ Ui

fthe ship-building

proportion as th But:ithe question m ll{ no such event can
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pposed transfer takes place, tl NSIT .

a 9 er a C‘g .‘_l hdZ‘][‘(l

Wi“ not ex‘
: 1st. It is thi :
i 1s this question which I would b
_ eg leave to co
» n-

Ite
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C 1 sary fo :
eﬁnsmtency the parties Whoy-,r(: me, Sir, once more to ask with wi
ce on str § SO anxious } - what
ange co e m depre )
4 S unt g cating G
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duces our navy t P rt trade of India to foreig ings which
y to an ahject reliance on i igners, and which re
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portations of foreign timber
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ou ~naence

beiiveei,hhecause i COl;):trthe resourses of a country subject t

sistency we': prey of foreigners ﬁyfmay’ by some disustrous 0(‘c(II:I‘L; 5 ¢

all: .lth this argument ty years hence. So much f nces,
acy which pervades thzt 1S urged; L T .rl(zl the C'On-

o e £ 3
whole of it, and which equally p;vlz"lid(hsc;:i

n what
ever way it |
y it 1
day becom h Mol o :
S at our territories in Indi il
ia will or
e

British resige
Successful ig

t]le to
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. e v - o )
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e VY est.
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the enem‘ Of t h a t cou

as 1f the 2
e r:]uestmn were, whethep i
10stile hands, it will be w “l in
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t the question. great marine
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sources of By, ely, sir, that is

st The maritime re-
Y must have, for they go
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P g

with British India itself.
you are not annihilating the mari
are not choaking up her deep channels,—Y

time resources of British India,—you
ou are not diverting the

ocean from her shores,—you are not destroying her deep forests:—on
ven by a twig. What then

¢he contrary, you cefuse to diminish then, €
se resources,—you are pre-

are you doing? .You are merely sparing tho
hat they may be delivered .

with jealous care, in order t
unto .the hands of the enemy whom your ima-
by him be developed exactly when it 1s
;{1 be his pleasure, £ he finds it to be
ctive and powerful ene-
dreaded,) to develope

of complete action, I

serving them
and unbroken,

whole
gination anticipates, and may

his pleasure; and be assured, 1t @
his interest. Sir, what time it might cost an 2
my, (and such an enemy is the only one to be
these resources, and to call them into § state

actly conjectures but that time (Lmust take leave to observe)
will be short ‘ndeed, if L am t0 believe the representations of our ad-
versaries, ol another part of their case. If it be true that the mere
passing of this bill will produce the consequence of _deluging our coasts

ja-built ,shipping,——if the marine resourse
i e of such pow

cannoft ex

that the mere fiat of

se of gigantic exer=
ting @ little paltry
s into the

er and maturitys
start into a cour
by interjec
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, , between the first (ransfer 0
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may snatch fr ;
A i from us ou iatf ]
r Asiatic empire, before you are swayed by th
] y the

clP,)IGilHJSlOH Uf tl b3 I' a el ”0“1 W UIdte tl)“

most ¢
st complete answer to it migl

e 1t be found i i
uni in a review of the resources

us mighty and favored nati
seated so many t! ation now, after a contest which I
i ¢ est which has
un-

: irones, a

| , and convy!

ing the same unbroken vl

s ! ap
lfy. But well as I am ax

subject could se:

<

st e ny ‘empires, still exhibit.
i i strength, efficiency, and dura
¢ 1at even i iyl
sl wreely fail of e, 1t even in the rudest hands such =
should undoubted]; . Xciting some intere
5Bl ediy be to induloe jpn ti Sty ad gled g o)
b glorious, and of such promisc In the contemplation of a spectacle
ecause, brightened by t] promise,—a spectacle now doubly delightful,
by the rich day-break of pe y delightful,
‘ peace, yet I feel that it will

better b

ecome me. i ’

sel , In the situatior : ‘

f altogether to the oro tion which I here occupy, to confine my-
]

ment. Adherin
g 2 test by
western power
And I should
rule, long sin
Three centur
~ dominion iy |

un
d of dry precedent, and rigid argu-

whic g
s is th: n‘:OZtIEZyI satisfactorily ascertain which of the
say, without hes(iat‘zt'to be the future arbitress of India.—
ce laid down by 1;0-3’ the grec.ztest naval power. This
tes have elapsed %l Bacon, is verified by history.—

since Luropean ambition first affected

ndia :
Was » > and it has sti
Davally superior j still been found that the -r whic
perior in t the power which

€ast » .
| th\s was the -
S

Case with H
N olland ;
France hag nd in t

the west )
iy P,Oh:S bc‘aein territorially ascendant in the
he next ; tl‘h'ug-d‘ in the first place; this was the
T partially exempli.ﬁe(’j v = “’laS the case with England ; even
TR 1enshe e . e rule. It isa m: ; :
tine equiprent ? mbarked in the war 4 S a'matt'en of history that
bered’ was the 1an she had ever before to ,was in a higher state of ma-
< 3I‘e i . a t(. i > 2 2.
etween Frap Precise period at whj ained ; and that, be it remem-
¢e and Englan, hich took place the
termin gland, for territor grand struggle
a . ot a : .
ted in favour of ]?no-la}:u:lmd inflaepce, JORHIDEEAst.
. 3 . France having recruj
. W aving rec
4831 on the oceag; hich she had exhausted as qbg . Fuited
as d el]]gerent,

dish le palm 100 of ¢ :
€ Ifor

. 1
t,Cl'mmated’ 1 both schemesg

Conte ; Last can
st which fu me the revolutiol]ary bt
st just
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) .

a remarkable confirmation of th
O e

can be

g to t} -
3 1at ground, however, I should not despair of find

ndj
an soverej
rei > i
gnty 5 and again she was
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doctrine I am maintaining. At the commencement of that contest
more than one European nation had a considerable navy on the sea

and a ,respectable degree of territory in the east; and the course of
that contest left England alone on the theatre of the east, and alone on

the surface of the ocean.

Now, Sir, if we are to reason o the ground of these facts, surely we

at no Joss in valuing the chance, that some other western nation
British will hereafter sway the destinies of India. Here, at least,
¢ all agreed. We can have bere no difference of opinion, nor
£ us despair of the fortunes of this country. Because, WeIe we
¢ the somewhat romantic predictions made on the other side,
mit that the consequence of this bill will be an entire ruin
of our ship-building cstablishments at home; and that we shall hereafter

usively on @ navy of Indian manufacture, still that

have to rely excl ) b
would, by the very supposition, begin with being OUTss and so be-
ad manned with British

than the
we must b
will any ©
even to admi
were we to ad

navy
oinning, and commanded by British officers, A :
it must be won by an enemy before it can be worn by .hnn; nor
: ile hands, without begging what

mariners,
can yOU ﬂSSUIH(‘) t
is precisely the whole ques

:¢tong, and tuen
for these suppositions : o selves of the
feri amounts to this ; that we must for evel deprive OUIse: :
dering @

Al yes of our
con*'erred on us; that we must refuse t0 avail oursel lvant gés
ntages COM : A e advantag
advar:t 8e> ly fom the apprehension lest thes
owil 1app!

hat it shall fall into host
tion in dispute. und at all

the whole of the a

But there is no §ro
rgument We are consi-

nessy e go man can 2y

n we virta

.t to be not worth the using:
i

1o Committee, on

i length, 1 cai assure the Committee, O

e ’ the chance that Bri-

aroc at €
. ;i1 not enlarg s ith regard t0 ‘
Sir, 1 \Mlh. .h 1 am Y@ to considers with 1 50 e 1
the points W ich ' ok olony, an s 1N B
(igh India will one d }’d ble chance does not to ¢ appear great.
i upl€ =4
y that this doO
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are the peculia
r obstac . :
colony, I do ot feel I;S Wb",:l? prevent that country from b
well known that they requisite that I should minutel 01(111 ecoming a
- are m ely escribe ; it}
whole prevai any, and that hi e; itis
iled. Yo at hithert
. - ud o the
out a licence; you deb Ebt' Europeans from entering t{ have upon the
licence: ; ar them from ; g the country with
nce; you debar the pervading the interi B
: m - e 1nter i
ten miles of a principal even from residing on the co (Souittions -
any property in the P'1 settlement; you will not per i it
soil; m )
connexion between ,ﬂl ; y0}1 encourage and fortify, b it them to acquire
have long allowed e British resident and his l-y every means, the
% - 5 a i - 8. l Sy
fact reside in India ui’]].rtxal relaxations ot these rule ve]];hd' et you
i 2 icen ] s: i .
interior ; they possess 1 Ce.d, they obtain licences to t uropeans do in
thus indirectly acquiri arge indigo works in the ~1 Tl Bagg e
ui . 1€
land has been dire(itl ring a sort of interest in the s ?;t L
sugar ; twenty L y granted to a British subject fm ;1 B
: X LUro . 2 or . .
interior of the count pean regiments have for years beet fesbuldoneib ol
'y, — : @ n il
that even all this W’\Hyn All this you have allowed ; qndcan_ton_ed'm the
empty an alarm, t ot lead to colonization on a 0, and still it is said
B , S tell"us that colohization W.]l‘ great scale ; then how
= ¢ elw ship-building establishment ]blfouow from the permis-
excluded fr P s: establishments b :
finite . om the interio f 1ts by the]]‘ ver
Polnts on the ro the countr y
: c _ y, confine ¥
directly adapted to S _““COnﬂected with the };ropert dfto e i
resident and hi ' multiply the ties of co : y of the soil, and
is native land! nnexion between the British

The proposition, Si
S0 S
:‘;it_itxor.;, o Either’nu:;téllat such establishments tend to d
Eu:.Ch it may he Said?&hatrivor false. If it merely means ifrtc;xa:cse COI(')-
mOereear'] cargo landed, tendesr}; European ship touching the coaster::: >
nugatoasﬂy. happen with thes o produce colonization, (that 1s it, i
getas L i than without them) it i demon
mething beyond this, it 1s totally ulnf(l)s p‘irf:c“y
unded.

But the ar
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a
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W long before thQsave enumerated shall be com
e countries exhibit, I do pletely sur-
not say appeat-

‘ances and beginnings of colonization,
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—_that can be of mo consequence in

— but the form and substance of a definite, powerful

our present enquirys

colony ?

ent should happen, that
itish India, why, Sir, is
ful colony being provided with shipping of
m sure the pavigation acts know of

know of none: then what is the
d by the revolt of America® learns
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nt of - America; and,
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1 beyond' what was inseparable from the novelty of
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cem to be reasons for whic
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‘could not dis :
cover. He fea
‘ red ¥
fathomed an abyss of power to trust himself on so dark and
. _ une

29 9
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ion W_ith Europe. Bu

o e th}e) Conﬁginow grant that she should do so:

I g gency on contingency, which the O’ gm‘?t_"’“ e
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il er, what would the supposed reb}I;)’ppome i
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. efore said, marine resources,
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his is absolutely all, and s 8id, proportionably a more ool pm.le
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Sir,
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g ] do n i v A%
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p n J? £
O 80 am inclined to 'deprecate colonization in India b)
g €~

cause |
, amafraid that i
tives that it would
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them: ye't s.urely we have done well. . We Have acted, and acted b

on the principle, that though unse ischief miz ik it
o 11 . gh unseen mischief mizht possibly be involved
in the glft, the certain advantage a million times outweighed the eontin
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«¢ as if you knew he was to b z »—Th
¢ ecome your enemy.”—Theseare the grounds,

Sir, on which we have acted ;—these are the grounds, on which I would

support the case before the Committee.

I wﬂl. not now go on to discuss the improbable danger, that the native
population of India should repossess themselves of their country. Still
less shall 1 think of trifling with the Committee, by formally examining
whether, on the supposition of such an event, that people would be likely
to become a great maritime and naval power, on ¢he Luropean scale. The
idea of any such revolution, within the fair scope of prospective policy, 18
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So]ong, however, ‘as we .choose to maintain our Indian possessions, so
long, it cannot be doubted, any acquisition of resources to the Indian
government is, in truth, an acquisition to this country : it must either
Increase the surplus revenue of India, or diminish its local expenditure ;
it either augments the profit, or abates the charge of our Indian dependen:

cies to the ruling state,

.There.is, indeed, a point of enquiry, intimately connected with
this subject, which ought not to be wholly omitted. It is said, that
a];ho‘ugh, at présent, the Indian builders furnish themselves, ina co,nsider:
able degree, with articles of European manufacture, tbat system must
izaduall}f dech’nei the manufacture of the articles in question, will, by
p;f:’:;:(,);ngzve in Jndia, and proportiorilably supersede the use of ex-

ope; in the same proportion the revenue will be lost on
.those exported articles, and the persons who are concerned in manufactur-
ing them be reduced to the same destitution with the shipwrights on the
Thames. i
? It is already in evidence before ithe committee, and it will be confirmed
B B ot o ot it oSt bt e
standing rigging, large nails, spars, bl k’ 1ip- '1 , copper,non,the
K Sﬁzrﬁ, g1 i, spdrs, Bioc s, Sl{lp cPandlery,—-—qlmost every
With regatd to, Sot;ft1 t 1ef tllmber,. and the TROMINg rigging, go from ILurope.
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in the preparation of those articles, as, for example, bl
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them of the leading points, which [ have ventured to submit to their con.
sideration. t

I have, in the first place, stated the positive reasons in favor of the ad-
mission of India built vessels into the trade between India and this
country :—reasons, first of policy, and then of justice.—Reasons of policy,
and these either of a lasting nature, or arising {rom occasional circum-
stances : the former are such as grow out of the wants, means, resources,
and situation, of British India: to the latter head may be referred, the
expediency of hushanding our native stock of timber, exhausted, as it has
been, in a peculiar degree, by the demands of a state of unexampled war-
fare.—Reasons of justice,—the cousideration due to the commercial and
political interests of the inhabitants of British India, to the obligations of
our national honor, and the support of our national fame.

[ bave next commented on the objections principally urged against this
measure ; and first, and chiefly, I have adverted to the alarms which have
been propagated respecting its probable effects on our naval interests. I
have endeavoured to shew, that nothing can be more fallacious than the
uotion, that the private ship-building establishments of this country, de-
pend, almost exclusively, on the building and repairing of East Indiamen ;
—that nothing can be more fallacious than the notion, that the present bill
will deprive the yards on the Thames of every particle of thar employ-
ment, whatever be its value ;—that nothing, I say, can be more fallacious
than these two notions, excepting a third supposition, according to which

the safety and welfare of a few private yards, on the Thames, absolute!y,
and essentially, involves the safety and welfare of the public navy. T
hawie shewn further, that the evil consequences forboded, from the loss of
2 market for our pnative timber, and from an emigration of our native ship-

wrights to . ; . i i
.® foreign countries, can have no existence, but in imagination.

I have then

Wished i ;
warran;:;ut,ﬂpelha?sa more bneﬂy than the nature of the case might have
» the objections whicp, have been adduced against the bill,
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Proceeded to consider, more diffusely than I could have -
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subject as such establishments are represented to be to the
a situation, at once distant and precarious ;
d those objections to be

pendencies,
combined disadvantages of ;
and I have failed of my purpose if I have not prove

grou pdless.
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It in Asia, which
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