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DETECTION of a late FORGERY

Teftament Politique du Chevalier Robert Walpoole*.

Ergo age, chare pater, cervici imponere noftrae :
Ipfe fubibo humeris, nec me labor ifte gravabit. Exern, 11,

HOUGH nothing is lefs worth while in general than to refute filly

books and printed lies, both becaufe they perifh of themfelves, and be-
caufe the evil grows fafter than the remedy can follow it; yet there are fome
forgeries which it may be neceflary to expofe, left malice and ill-defigning men
fhould treafure them up, preferve them from merited cblivion, and confign
them to pofterity, like bafe metals, which become reverenced for the heads
with which they have been ftamped, or valued for their antiquity, which be-
ftows a kind of authenticity on them, when no other cotemporary memorials
exift.

I bave juft turned over a fpurious produdtion called Teftament politique du
chevalier Walpoole, comte d'Orford, coined the Lord knows where, and faid
to be flamped in that mint of forgeries, Holland. If the editor has floun-
dered in the very erthography of my father’s name, he has at leaft improved
his fpelling in the title, if he was the author, as he feems to intimate he was,

¥ The Teflament Politigue du Chevalier Robert  tetion of it needlefs, and never publified this
Walpeole meeting with the contempt and ob- anflwer, but left it to appear with the reft of
livion it deferved, and never being tranflated his pofthumous works.
into Englith, Mr. Walpole found all public de-
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of a wretched rhapfody called A hiftory of fir Robert Walpole’s adminiftra-
tion, printed three or four years ago. I think there were two or three vo-
lumes of that work, I forget exaétly how many: but I know in the title-
page of every one he called fir Robert Walpole earl of Oxford : fo compe-
tent a biographer was he of a man whole very title he confounded ! He 1s
more corre@ now by a whole letter. 1 fhall give inftances hereafter that he
does not improve very faft, even in the eafy and trifling accuracy of titles.

The author’s firlt piece was a wretched compilation from newl{papers, pam-
phlets and magazines, full of blunders and yet void of falls. But peace be
with the dead! T haften to bury its-fucceffor along with it.

It muft furprife every man who has a grain of fenfe, that the prefent work
in queftion fhould firft appear in French. This ill omen, attendant on its
birth, never belies itfelf. All the ideas are as foreign as the language. No
account is given how the original, fuppoling it had ever been compofed in
Englith, which it was not, came into pofleflion of the editor. Did the fup-
pofed author leave no children, no relations, no friends to whom he'com-
municated or entrufted his work ? No child, no relation, no friend ever heard,
before or fince fir:Robert Walpole’s death, of fuch a performance. The edi-
tor will perhaps urge that the fuppofed author (fir Robert himfelf) never
communicated his work to any perfon conneéted with him ; and, had he
written it, he would have been in the right. He was too tender a parent,
too amiable a friend, to give his family and friends the mortification of hear-
ing him contradit with his laft breath every virtuous, every rational prin-
ciple which bad fo uniformly governed his whole condué. Their firft care
after his death would have been to burn a writing, that, while it difgraced his
heart, would have proved that his underftanding was decayed: an ecvent,
that in the melancholy hours of his deceale was never fuperadded to the
grief of his family and his friends.  The ftrength of his abilities, the found-
nefs of his judgment, the fortitude of his temper, his calmnefs; his pleafan-
tries, his patience, his;humanity, were never more illuftrious than in the laft
fcene of his life, His patriotifm, his love of his country, his attachment to
the royal family on the throne, dignified and occupied moft of the moments
of his Jaft hours. I could give proofs and atteftations ef all—but it is not in
anfwer to an impoftor that I fhall deign to proftitute {uch venerable ma-
terials.

Should the editor affume an air of honeft roguery, and plead that he had

3 fiolen




DETECTION or a tate FORGERY., 328

ftolen the original MS,, T promife him he need not fear any profecution from
the family : they will never claim what they know they never had any title
to poflels.

No fatisfaction being given to the public of the means by which the fup»
polfed original came into the hands of the editor, the moft difinterefted and in-
different reader will conclude that no fuch fatisfation could be given. I
fhall go farther, and prove inconteftably that fir Robert Walpole was not the
author of a fingle line of this fititious trumpery. Thefe proofs thall be pro-
duced after a few remarks: but firft, the editor is hereby called upon to pro-
duce the original MS. in fir Robert Walpole’s own hand. From the time
that he retired from bufinefs, he kept no fecretary. If he had ocealion to
have even a letter tranferibed, he made ufe of no hand but that of his two
youngeft children, lady Mary Churchill, and the author of thefe {heets, who
both refided conftantly in the houfe with him from the time of his retirement
to his death. They, and his other furviving fon fir Edward Walpole, who
was with his father almoft daily in London, and much with him in the coun-
try, never heard of their father’s compofing a fingle line after his retreat ; and
all three declare folemnly the prefent work to be a grofs impofition,

Prefixed to the work are fome abfurd letters, as unlike the ftyle and man-
ner of fir Robert Walpole, as they are repugnant to his undeviating principles.
His family cannot even guefs to whom by far the greater part of them are
pretended to be addrefled. They are ftuffed: with maxims and refle@ions, or
common-place obfervations, which whoever knew fir Robert Walpole knows
he never ufed. He wrote few letters, fcarce any but on neceflary: bufinefs,
and none like authors and effayifts.

The very firft paffage, which fets out with a prophecy, is fo ridiculous,
that, had he written it, the prophecy would never have been accomplithed,
nor would he have correfponded with a-man filly enough to make it,. * You-
Joretald)” fays fiv Robert, < that if ever I was chofen for Lynny I fhould be
come minifter.”.  "We beg to know of the editor, what conne&lion there was be-
tween a {cat for Lynn, and an appointment to-the miniftry—Could fir Robert
Walpole come inta parliament for no other-borough in the kingdom? And
How was this prophecy fulfilled ? By his being of the council to prince George
of Denmark, as lerd high admiral. 1 do not know what are called minifiers
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at Paris or at Amfterdam, but no Englithman ever called a commiflioner of
the admiralty a minifler.

The reflle@ions in the next letter are unfortunately out of their place,
When a green was on the throne, a queen who at that time-had no contells
with her fubjeéts, and a queen to whom Mr. Walpole had then no accefs (for
his poft gave him none); is it probable, he thould have faid, What prudence is
neceflary to pleafe a king irvitated at the privileges of bis fubjeis I At the be-
ginning of the lame letter, a vain-gloricus lie' is put into the mouth of the
fame perfon. He fays he was no fooner called to the prince’s council than
he attained a fingular afcendant there. Nothing was lefs true.  The prince,
who was inclined to the Tories, and whofe confidence was engroffed by a
brother of the duke of Marlborough, never had the leaft partiality to Mr.
Walpole. The perfon who firft diflinguifhed his abilities and proteéted him,
was the lord treafurer Godolphin, who is not mentioned, though fir Robert
Walpole folely aferibed to him his promotion. It was his pride to the end
of his life ; he loved lord Godolphin more than any man he ever knew ; and
a gratitude that flourithed in its full vigour for forty years afterwards, was not
likely to be filent in the firft overflowing of its fenfibility.

The filly anecdote in a fubfequent letter of madame Maintenon and Forbin
is of a piece with thereft, I refer to madame Maintenon’s own letter, to have
it decided, whether a female pique about a ceremonial between her and king
James's queen occafioned the defeat of Forbin's enterprife. Thofe good
ladies, who governed their bigoted hufbands, were not likely to quarrel when
the caufe of enthufialm was in queftion. Queen Mary paid ample homage to
queen Maintenon: both ruined the affairs of their refpective monarchs, and
both hoped to have their ambition pardoned by extending the yoke of popery.
Mary’s {pirit drove her weaker hufband on the laft extremities. The Main-
tenon, more timid, more patient, more artful, had more difficulties to encoun-
ter. She had a bigot to make, and the felf-fufficience of her hufband to {ub-
due, and his paffien for glory to Inll afleep.  She did ruin his glory, but not
by defign; and the dreaded him too much to counter-work his plans inten-
tionally. Nothing could have raifed her interelt with him like reftoring
king James —nothing could have raifed her own glory fo high—and I believe
nobody thinks, that, however infenfible to %is fame, the was indifferent to her
owi. [er piety was a farce, and only a fupplement to her ambition : and

though,
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though, if fhe and Cromwell wore a mafk till it fitted them, certainly neither
were born enthufiafls,

A following letter undertakes a vain and extravagant attempt to make Mr,
Walpole pafs for a Jacobite by principle.  Thank God that canfe is reduced
to pitecus extremities, when it flies to fir Robert Walpoele's grave for counte-
nance! Many good proteftants have been faid to declare themfelves papifts
on their death-bed. This is the firt inflance of a champion of liberty being
called to depofe in the caufe of Jacobitifin, two-and-twenty years after his
deceafe,

Hoc Ithacus velit, & magno mercentur Atride,

Walpole, whofe hero was king William, who fuffered imprifonment under
Anne for his devotion to the Hanover fucceflion, who rejected with feorn
the offers of Harley, who contributed fo much to the overthrow of Bulin-
broke, the exile of Atterbury, and the deftruion of the arms and councils of
the Jacobites, is made to doubt, during the whig-miniftry of queen Anne,
(p. 24, vol. 1.) whether the timid flight and abdication of king James left
the nation at liberty to choofe their fovereign—And did not Hampden doubt
whether ‘he had a right to oppofe the arbitrary impolfition of fhip-money ?
But be it fo.  While living, let us withftand every encroachment of preroga-
tive—and when we are dead, let Jefuits, if they pleafe, make our wills and re-
cant for us. I am glad they have fo little elfe to do: it is more harmlefs
than ftabbing kings.

Amidt all the lies the fiGitious author has hazarded, he obferves one cai-
tion ; which is, giving no dates to his letters. My father was remarkably at-
tentive to this circumftance—Dbut it expofes an impoftor to dete&ion. How-
ever, the {eeds of fallchood feldom produce a crop of truth. Here is an in-
ftance; in p. 27: Mr. Walpole, after the death of the queen—he who, when
only a counfellor of the admiralty, had vaunted himfelf a minifter, is now
grown fo modeft as to call himfelf only an apprentice in parliament, He had
fitten there before the death of king William, and through all the reign of
queen Anne, till driven thence by violence. He was a principal a&or there
in the new reign—and yet pretends to find great difficulty in preventing fir
William Windham from being chairman of the committee of ways and means :
fir William Windham, who, fays the writer, boafts openly of his oppofition

5 to
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to the houfe of Hanover. That this blemith in the life of fo able a man as
fir W, Windham fhould here be recalled, is not furprifing. It is well known
from the confequences of lord Bolinbroke’s letter to that gentleman, how
thoroughly he renounced his former miftaken prejudices ; and it does much
more honour to his memory to have abjured them, than it can do hurt to
have entertained them.

In the next letter Mr. Walpole acquaints the unknown lord his friend, that
he is appointed paymafter of the forces, of guardsand parrifons, and of Chelfea-
hofpital. His friend muft have been very ignorant, not to have known that
the laft article followed the firft of courfe. It is juft what an accurate French-
man would have detailed, and what an Englifhman would not.

Such truths are only ridiculous, The next lie is ferions.  Mr. Walpole is
made to fay, ¢ Ilfaut que je fafle les informations neceflaires pour trouver des
coupables. J'efpere que j'y parviendrai ; car vous fgavez que dans les revolu-
tions il faut en trouver pour alimenter le reflentiment du peuple, et celui du
parti qui prend le deflus. Le fang du jufte, dit-il couler, ces {ortes d’injuftices
deviennent legitimes pat la conflitution de notre gouvernement,”—What! did fir
Robert Walpole feel, or dare to write, thefe fhocking words! tantumque nefas pa-
trioexcidit ore ! —wordsthat neveriflued from the mouthof a Ravaillac! Wasthere
ever a political affaflin who did not believe, or at leaft affect to believe, that con-
fcience guided his frantic arm? Was there a murderer in the Ligue, or in the mal-
{acre of Paris, that avowed to fhed the blood of the ju/# ? Catherine of Medicis,
Philip I. or Charles 1X.. who mufqueted his own fubjeéls as they fwam the Seine
to efcape his fury, were fearce capable of daring to breathe fuch deteftable max-
ims, Oh! my father, moft humane of men, is this the teflament you be-
queathed to your children 2 What inftant of your moft amiable life was {tained
with blood 2  In the height of their refentment and rage, what fingle man of
your enemies ever reproached you with cruelty? Did they tax you with
imaginary crimes, and forget fo foul a flain? How did this black letter efcape
their penetration? Did you not pardon Bolinbroke in fpite of the remon-
ftrances and oppofition of your friends? Did you hunt for criminals 2—Nay,
when did you net pardon your enemies? the mofl inveterate of them ! At
what moment could you not have faid with feryvent innccence, Forgive us
our trefpafles as we forgive thofe that trefpals aghinft us! What brighter
seftimony have I of your prefent felicity, than the mildnefs and gentlenefs of

your
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your whole life '—Go, impoftor, rake the annals of fcandal, and produce a
paflage that reproaches that honourable name with blood-thirflinefs, Confult
furviving Jacobites, whom he difcovered, and left unpunithed—afk them if he
had occalion to hunt for criminals ! 1 could fay more : but let thofe perifh in
oblivion whom his indulgence abandoned to it

The duplicity which, in p. 34, the minifter is made to brag of, is almoft a
virtue compared to what went before. But falfechood was as diffonant from
his nature as cruelty. His franknefs often hurt himfelf, But this is no place
for his panegyric—fuffice it to confute calumnies,

The next letter grows comic from its improbability. It is addreffed to my
lord T. K. ; and (Edipus, if he can, may find out who is meant by thofe letters.
It defires the lord to truft his fon to Mr, Walpole, who will promote bim ;
but his lordfhip is requefted to advife his fon not to talk Jacobitifm too openly.
How confonant to this is the ardour for difcovering criminals ! Intemperate
Jacobites were exa@ly the fubjects that fuch a minifter would have volunta-
tily recommended to the new prince on the threne! How well the author is
acquainted with the man and the times he reprefents !

Follows a letter to my lord 8. D. D. which promifes another from my lord
M. O. The latter may be my lord Matthew Onflow, or any other peer that
never exifted. The former, we are informed by a curious note, was my lord
Sunderland, who betrayed king James; and fo I dare fivear the author in-
tended it.  Unluckily, the earl of Sunderland who was minifter to king James
died Sept. 28, 1702 : and it was his fon who was minifter to king George the
firft, This blunder 1 place folely to the editor, though there is no doubt but he
was the aunthor too,

In the next piece is a miftake, which could not be made by fir Robert Wal-
pole: he calls the earl of Oxford my lord Harley. No Englithman could
have made the miftake : as lord Harley was the title of the fon, not of the
father, who was created earl at the firft ftep, and never was lord Harley. So
afterwards Bolinbroke is fometimes called eat] of Bolinbroke and fometimes
vilcount. Comic and wvicomte are eafily confounded by a foreigner; but
what refemblance in found is there between ear/ and vifcount ¢

Vor. 11, Uu In




ago DETECTIQN' oF & LATE FORGERY.

In p. 46, is fuch a recapitulation of the crimes of queen Anne’s minifters,
as furely did not reduce the minifters to bunt for criminals.

Next comes a droll punifhment intended to be inflited on the earl of
Oxford, in cafe he fhould efcape the {entence of the law. The king, fays his
fuppofed minifter, will certainly forbid: him the court:
in the eyes of a foreigner, but not confidered in England with equal horror.
Lord Oxford had thruft himfelf amidft the crowd on the king’s acceffion, to
¥ifs his hand ; but was not noticed. Severe treatment, no doubt, efore bis trial.

a dreadful punifhment

1 queflion if he would have felt it fo fenfibly afterwards. ITowever, Mr. Wal-
pole was certainly not very fanguinary by nature, if he contented himfelf with
banifhing fo- great a rival from St. James’s. At the bottom of p. 50, the edi-
tor accufes himfelf of frealing this letter from himfelf: nobody will difpute
his right to the property of it.

A letter to. my lady P. T. promiles favour to Mr. A. which, fays the editor,
means Me: Prior. The Jacobites and perfons who dabble in treafon make
afe of falfe names and falfe initials; but what occafion had a powerful mi-
nifter for fuch referve ?  When he engaged to ferve a prifoner, why difguife
his name to that prifcner’s friend? How fagacious was the editor in pene=
trating a needlefs myfiery of his own making ! In the fame letter is an in=
ftance of the author’s grofs ignorance of the Englifh conftitution ; Mr. Walpole
is made to call himfelf one of Prior’s judges. Is there an Eunglithman who
does not know that judicature is not of the competence of the houfe of com-
mons? Mr. Walpole was chairman of the committee of {ecrecy which exa-
mined Prior. Was it poffible that Mr. Walpole could call himfelf one of
Prior’s judges, and fay he had pronounced fentence on him? With equal
truth might a witnefs at the Old Bailey call himfelf lord mayor.

In fome fubfequent letters is much difcourfe on Mr., Walpole’s refignation,
without a {ingle hint at the open, known, avowed caufe of it—the breach be-
tween the king and prince—a circumftance which Mr. Walpole never difguifed,
though it feems the editor-author never heard of it ;—fo difficult is it to forge
a2 work that can ftand the very firft infpe@ion! In the fame letter Mr, Edg-
cumbe is called. Edgcumbe efquire. Country fellows fay, "fquire Edgcumbe ;
gazetteers, Edgeumbe efquire ; but what gentleman ever ufed either termi

3 "Fhen.
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"T'hen follows a declaration of the court againft Mr. Walpole ; the moft abfurd
piece of ftuff that can be imagined, -and too ridiculous for even a newipaper.
I fcarce think it was forged even by the party-writers of the time.

Another letter, p. 82, begins with this beautiful conceit, 7 acquaint you that
7 am no longer any thing; for what is a minifler when be is not a minifler?2 It
puts onein mind of the blunder which the old editions beftowed on Shakefpear :

Czfar did never wrong, but with juft caufe.

In the fame letter is a term, of which I beg the editor to give us the original
in Boglith, Itis ex-mingffre—a gallicilm, to which we have no word that
correfponds ; confequently the French 1s the original.—But enough of thefe
deteftions ; you can no longer doubt that the work is a clumfy impofture.
I will take notice but of two paflages more in the letters, and leave them to
the obloquy they deferve.

In the negotiations with the court of France, {ir Robert and his brother
Horace write feveral letters to one another, in which they both mention lord
Harrington as embaflador in Spain. Thele letters, though without date, muft
have been written before March 11, 1727, becaufe Mr. Stanhope did not quit
Madrid till that day, and it was not till Nov, 29, N, S. that he was created
lord Harrington. I fhould be glad to fee the original letters.

The other article is the penfion of an hundred thoufand livres granted by
king George I. to the Pretender. The editor confefies that he can difcover no
trace of its having been ever granted, but in this letter. It he had not put it
into that letter himfelf, he would not have found it even there.

The Oppofition to fir Robert Walpole accufed him of being penfioner to the
Pretender. It feems they did not know that the reverfe was true! What humi-
liation for the houfe of Stuart to be charged with ftooping to accept between
four and five thoufand pounds a year from their fuccefsful antagonift! But I
believe they were as innocent of it as fir Robert Walpole was of the fads with
which the forger of his teftament has endeavoured to load him. The hifto-
vians of Amfterdam and the will-makers of Paris are not in much vogue.
This performance will not raife their reputation. There was an age when

Uuz nobody
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nobody difputed whatever forgeries were fabricated in convents. But great
changes have happened fince the donation of Conftantine could pafls uncon-
troverted: and it required more addrefs than modern monks poffefs, and more:
ignorance than the prefent age is bleffed with, to fupport and endure palpable
forgeries. Learned men have laid down rules for examining internal and ex-
ternal evidence; that is, with much folemnity they have furnithed common
fenfe with terms, and thought they taught it to ufe its own lights. But
when common fenfe is not reftrained by power and prejudice, it can make
its way without the affitance of thofe grave midwives, the Learned, who de-
firoy at leaft as many children as they fave.

1 will now make a few remarks on the work itfelf, and' they fhall be but
few ; for when letters which fir Robert Walpole is fuppofed to have written,
in his life, are proved fictitious, the work to which they are an introduction,
and which now firlt appears folong after his death, is likely to meet with little
credit.

In page 4, fir Robert Walpole is made to-complain of being abandoned by
his friends. This is for once an undeferved fatire on mankind. No fallen
minifter ever experienced fuch firm attachment from his friends as he dids
His ficlt levee after his fall was fo crowded, that thofe of the new mi-
nifters became a proverb for their emptinefs, He remained the oracle of
his party during his three furviving years: and for the fix weeks of his lafk
illnefs, his houfe and his door were extraordinarily frequented by all ranks of
men. Both then and before he was confulted by the king and duke of Cum-
berland, and different minifters—But I muft ftop ; I am not writing his hif-
tory, but confuting fallehoods.

T muft ebferve that the firlt volume tends to decry commerce; the fecond:
advifes the Englifh to mind little or nothing elfe. Are thefe contradiGtions
like the good fenfe of fir Robert Walpole, or the nonfenfe of an impoftor?

With equal truth, and equal abfurdity, the fuppofed author; page 1o, is made
to harangue againft the adopted royal family. ‘To ftate fuch paffages, is to-
refute them. Inpage 12,1s a fimilar argument in favour of popery. How
low is -each caufe funk when fir Robert Walpole is borrowed for their
miffionary !

I pafs
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@

T pafs over witticifms, ftrained allufions, jargon of modern philefophy,
fophifticated fyftems, and blundering ideas of commerce and government. I

with they who approve this work may conduét themfelves by its maxims.

Page 23, the ferocity of the Englith is attributed to the ufe of coal-fires,
Theauthor fays, we were not {fo melancholy and favage before we adopted that
ufage. This piece of hiftory and philofophy is not the leaft diverting folly in
the book.

In the next letter but one'is an inve&@ive againf liberty. Erale the name
of fir Robert Walpole from the title-page, and fubftitute that of father Peters,,
eonfeflor'of James I1. and the work would really have an air of probability.

he note to page 33, in which the editor explains the form of paffing
bills, is, like all the reft, full of miftakes ; but thefe he is fo good as to take to
his own account; and therefore Fleave him in poffeffion. In another note,
page 35, he informs us, that if a king of England declares war on a perfonal
account, he wages it at his own private expence. Thisis new to us Englith.

Then follows a deduclion of the hiftory of England, the tendency of which
i6 to deny Magna Charta. If thofe worthy labourers the teftament-makers
of this age had exifted feventeen hundred years ago, I fuppofe they would
have made Julius Cafar leave behind him an inveltive againft ufurpation.
They fcorn the leaft grain of probability, and yet expeét credit!

The reign of Henry 1V. by whom Iam fo charitable as to believe the
author meant Henry V. is faid to have been a continued feries of viclories
over France. I do not know whom he means, when he fays Henry VIIL
governed his parliaments by maintaining them in all their prerogatives., It
was a very gentle way of guarding their privileges, by threatening their heads
if they denied him a fubfidy.

Elizabeth’s hauglity tone is forgotten, and James I. figures pext as a:mo-
narch of {pirit. Such hiftory is worthy of fuch fyftems!

Cromwell is called by this vulgar writer a brewer’s fon, The partifans of

hereditary
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hereditary right are in the-wrong to falfify and depreciate his birth, W1

{o many royal lines produce fo many fools, they thould not remind the world

that it ought to feck for great princes wherever they can be found. Crom-
iy VIIL or James IL. or Louis XIV.
abroad, the fecond
a fool at home and abroad, the third a deftroyer of mankind, England ncver
made a greater figure than under Cromivell ; and though the duke of Marl-
borough and Mr. Pitt extended farther the glory of our arms, we flill enjoy

well was not fo great a tyrant as H
and he was a much abler prince. The firft was a bubble

Jamaica, which was not ravithed from us by contemptible treaties, as the
frnits have been of the fuccefles obtained by thofe other great men.

The conquefts made by Mr. Pitt are aot mentioned by me improperly-
They were the true fource of half the blunders before me. The author
preaches againft them in every page of his work., Unfortunately he forgot
that when fir Robert Walpole died, there was no queftion of congqueft. He
remained in power a very fhort time after the beginning of the war in 1741,
Admiral Vernon had taken Porto Bello, -and mifcarried before Carthagena.
The fucceeding minifters were no heroes, Lord Granville talked very big,
but achieved nothing; and was removed before fir Robert’s death. The
duke of Newcaftle, Mr. Pelham, and lord Hardwick were of no heroic mould,
and accordingly did nothing. An invafion had been apprehended under
marfhal Saxe, which, though it mifcarried, left the nation alarmed at the views
of France and the Jacobites. Sir Robert Walpole, for the laft year of his
fife, had nothing in his thoughts but the dangers to which the crown would
foon be expofed: often and often did he repeat, “ Within a tewelvemonth this
crown will be fought for on Englife ground.” His words were prophetic.
“The rebellion broke out in three months after his death ; yet is he made to
talk asif he condemned the meafures of Mr. Pitt, and had lived to fee Mar-
tinico, Guadaloupe, Quebee, Louifbourg, the Havannah, conquered, the
fleets of France and Spain deftroyed, and both Indies at the mercy of Great
Britain. Alas! his laft hours were gilded with no fuch pleafing vifions ! He
felt all that patriot melancholy which would havecaft a gloom over his faint-
ing foul, if he had lived to fee the treaty of Utrecht renewed, Turn to pp. 68
and #72. Les profits de ces grandes conquétes n’equivalent done pas les frais
qu'elles entrainent, fays the fuppofed minifter, who had been dead 14 or 1§
years before they were made.  In the very next page we are afked, Comment
1a nation Angloife ofe-t-elle publier quela France touche au moment de fa

decadence?




DETECTION or a ate FORGERY: 335

decadence? Was that the linguage of 1742, 43, 44, and the beginning of 45 3,
or of 1758, 59, and Go?

This is an abfolate proof of the forgery. Here is another: In page 144;
the author fays, En Angleterre on n’a pas gratis l'aic méme qu'on y refpire..
This means the tax on windows—which was not laid till after fir Robert’s
death. The groffnefs of thefe blunders made me run through the reft of the
work very curforily. T did not want te know fo filly an author’s ideas, but
to (how that they were not my father’s. The work is below criticifm 3 but
the author deferved to be burnt in the hand for an impoftor, and that [ have.
done for him. It is unneceflary to {pecify more of his ignorance, and even
on points on which it was impoffible for the moft trifling Englith minifter to-
miftake ; as in p. 214, where he thinks the lhoufe of commons has /olely
the right of propefing bills, and the lords of approving and rejeting ; not
knowing that both houfes have both rights incommon. In the note to this:
clumf{y blunder, it is faid that the king confirms a bilt by touching it with
his fceptre, an ornament which the king of England #zever ufes but at his
coronation. I only mention thefe inaccuracies for foreigners. - For them too:
I muft take notice of another piece of ignorance, of which a minifter of this.
country could not be guilty. The author, p. 219, talks of governors of pro-
vinces.  'We have no fuch thing, except that thadow, lords lieutenants. If{up-
pofe the author meant the latter, becaufe he is fpeaking of ele@ions of members
of parliament, and fays, to fecure a parliament, the court appointsfuch governors
of provinces as it can econfide in. = I repeat it to foreigners, we have no go-
vernors of provinces. Lords lieutenants have no power in elections bur by
their perfonal intereft, if they happen to have any. Sheriffs, mayors, and
fuch like, are the returning officers, and are annual. = The author may
take his choice of what he pretends-to have meant.

But of all his blunders, none s more firiking than the following; p. 223
La nation Britannique croit-elle avoir fecoué le joug; pour étre parvenue 3
rendre le parlement triennial ? T call this a moft firiking blunder, though not
2 more capital anachronifin than what he had faid on'our eonquefts, but be-
eaufe fo immediately relative to {ir Robert Walpole. During his whole admini~
ftration, the Oppofition to him contended for triennial parliaments, which had
been fuperfeded ever fince the year 1716, when {eptennial parliaments were
eftablithed.
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effablifhed. The latter were maintained by fir Robert Walpole, continued to
exifl to his death, and do continue to this very moment, Eebruary 1767.

Here is another inftance of the fame ftamp. Sir Robert Walpole is made
to call the number of members in the houfe of commons 513—The real
number is 558, by the addition of the 45 Scotch members, on the Union in
queen Anne’s reign. I think 518 balloted on the queftion of examining into’
the condué of the earl of Orford, after he had guitted the adminiftration and
was created a peer in 1742, Is it very likely that between that zra and his
death in 1745 he fhould forget a number fo memorable to himfelf, and re-
colleét only what had been the number fifty years before?—So much for
volume the firft!

The fecond fhall give me and the reader very little trouble. It is as dull, as
uninformed, confufed, and contradi@ory as the firft ; and entirely founded on
events fubfequent to the death of fir Robert Walpole ; though the author, a little
more upon his guard, takes care to aferibe a prophetic {pirit to the minifter,
by making him forefee exactly the defertion of Auftria to France, the aflairs
of Portugal, and the enterprifes of the king of Pruflia, My father had faga-
city and penetration; but certainly did not forefee the exad hiftory of twenty
years. The genuine author was however fo hurt at our conquelts, that they
put him off his guard. In p. 77, he fays, Il faudra bien du tems pour que
Fimpreffion favorable que la nation a donnée d’elle puiffe s'effacer. But of
all the improprieties that he has put into the mouth of fir Robert Walpole,
nothing exceeds his making him quote Corneille. Sir Robert Walpole could
not {peak a word of French, did read letters of bufinefs in that language
with difficulty, was converfant with no French authors, and moft affuredly
had never read one of their poets. He had little efteem for thofe of his own
country, and I dare aver had not even feen all the picces of Pope that were
publifhed in his own time. He had very little leifure 5 and, when he had, did
not beftow it on reading.

This fecond volume is chiefly compofed of a tedious difcuflion of the vari-
ous interefts of the European powers, mifunderftood and mifapplied, and
teeming with anachronifms. For inftance, p. 96, the author fays, after every

war we pay dearly to the landgrave of Hefle for the ravages committed in
his
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his country. 'This has undoubtedly been the cafe fince my father’s death,
but when was it {o in his life-time 2

T am weary of tracking fo miferablesa writer, but I cannot help laughing
at one particular chapter, which begins p. 179 and continues to the end of
229. Would one believe that thefe fifty dull pages fhould be put into the
mouth of fir Robert Walpole, and be a differtation on the conflitution of Po-
land? How exa@ly the author knew the minifter ! and how perfeétly was
fir Robert acquainted with that country! How important muft he have
thought it to his country to examine fo barbarous, fo confufed, and fo infig-
nificant a fyftem ! Les Towavizs, fays he, forment d’aflez bonnes troupes.
Sir Robert Walpole certainly knew much of the Towavizs; about as much
ashe did of Gentoos, who now compofe fo interefting a part of our literature.
In a note at the end of this wonderful chapter, it is fugpefted that fir Robert
borrowed moft of hisideas from the Jus Polonicum. Whether that work was
publithed in my father’s time or not, I know not. I never faw it myfelf, who
have dabbled in dull books, which he never did. ~ I1ad this chapter been af-
cribed to lord Granville, who with all his wit, and fire, and talents, conde-
icended to read, or condefcended to pretend to read, the bad Latin of German
civilians, it would not have been out of charader. Sir Robert Walpole
would as foon have read The divine legation as the Jus Polonicum.

I have done with this impofture, and will add but few words,

Sir Robert Walpole did not leave a fheet of paper of his compofition be-
liind him, as all his fumif)' know. They had c-m'nc%l'l}' wifhed, and at times
relpeétfully prefled him to give fome account of his own adminifiration ; but
neither his health nor inclination ‘permitted it.  He refigned his places in
February 1742, and was engaged by the fecret committee 6ill June of that
year, when he went into the country for about three months. He was in town
all the fucceeding winter, as he was thofe of 1743 and 44, fitting at home,
receiving conftant vifits from his friends and party, confulted by minifters,
and fometimes attending parliament. He pafled the two fummers of 1743
and 44 at Houghton, the only time in which he had any leifure: in thofe
fummers I was not two whole months abfent from him, and do declare he
never attempted to write any thing but neceflary lctters, In one of thofe
fummers, I forget which, defirous of : ufing him, which his ill health re~

Vo 1I, X x quired,
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guired, I propofed to read to him. He {aid, What will you read? I anfwered,
as moft young men would to a ftatefman, Hiftory, fir. No child, {aid he, I
know that cannot be true.— Judge if hie was likely to write hiftory, or a tef-
tament politique,

I thauld have faid, that in the winter of 1743 he was much engaged in allay-
ing the heats raifed by the partiality of the late king to the troops of I
nover, and was the fole author of compofing thofe animefities. In the winter
of 1744, he was ftill more warmly and zealoufly employed in alarming the

nation on the intended invafion under marfhal Saxe; he went to the houfe of
lords, and exerted his former {pirit and eloquence with fuch diftinction, that
the late prince of Wales, who was prefent, was {truck, and fignified to him his
pardon of all that had pafled between them while my father was minifter—as
if he had never been effentially ferviceable to the houfe of Hanover before!
His health at that time declined greatly; and he could no longer go abroad
from the inconvenience of ftones in his bladder. In this melancholy flate,
during the fummer of 1744, he read the works of Dr. Sydenham, whom he
much efteemed ; and Dr. Jurin’s Treatife on Mrs. Stephens’s medicine for
diffolving the flone being put into his hands, he found a refemblance in it to
the opinions of Sydenham. This determined him to try Jurin’s preparation.
He was brought to town with great difficulty, took Jurin’s medicine, and was
killed by it in March 1745.

This folemn account of the conclufion of fo refpectable a life was not due
to fo grovelling an author as he who wrote The teftament politique ; but it
was due to truth, to the public, and to the beft of fathers. He wants no mo-
nument that fuch weak hands as mine can raife ; but while they have motion,
they fhall defend his memory againft forgeries. Calumnies I heed not: but
he fhall not be made to calumniate himfelf, while there is fenfibility in the

foul of
His affeCtionate fon

HORACE WALPOLE.
February 16, 1767

THE
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