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‘ AN
 EXAMINATION,
i Kb

¥ MY LORD)

I HAVE read your lordfhip's fpeech with the attention
that it deferves ; it hds been i:onipofé_d with much con-
fideration; and logically arranged. Your firft pofition,
that from the relative fituation of Great Britain and Ire-
land, 4 corinexion is neceflary for their ni_utual fecurity,
is fo evident, that it needs nlot__arg‘urrieni to fupport it. The
real queftion fof confidérdtion is, (as you properly ex-
prefs it} what is the beft and moff eligible form of fuch

connexion.

Your fecond pofition is; That when two coun-
% tries are fo circdmftanced as muitually to requife con-
4 pexion, the enly mode of connexion which ean per-
& fely remove the evil of feparation, and fully confer
t¢ the benefit'of Union, is a perfec? identity and incorpora-
s< tion of  their gw&rmmﬁt.” From this pofition, you
declare it to be your decided opinion, that if the in-
tended connexion between Great Britain -and Treland be
not fuch as fhall produce a perfeét identity and incorpord-
tiom _of their government, it will not temove the evil of
feparation, or confer the benefit of Union. It will there-

* fore be a proper fubje&t for enquiry, whether thie Union in-

tended to be formed betweenthefe two nations, conftituting
Az diftinct
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diftiné iflands, and adjufted in fuch mariner as fiay be
agreeable to the outlines of the plan laid before his Ma«
jefty by the Britifh Parliament, will fo perfectly identify
and z'ncarparate their government, as that there fhall net
remain any folid diftinénefs of intereft between them :
the profeffed object of fuch Union bemg, that it fhall be

fo formed, as by confolidating thofe natlons, to remove
all danger of feparation, .

The prefent connexion between Great Britain and
Ireland has for many centuries maintained their Union 3
it has arifen from the only natural bond which can form
a permanent cement between two nations, that of their
mutual ‘intereft. To this has been added the moft
powerful artificial meafure that can bind two nations,
the irrevocable act of the legiflature. I fay irrevocable,
as Ireland, under its prefent conftitution, has not a
power to repeal it. From the experience we have had
of its falutary and powerful effetts, there is not any
réafon to apprehend that fuch connexion fhall not con-
tinue, {0 long as it fhall be their mutual intereft to fup=
- portit. Alteration in their mode of connexion may be
- attended with great danger, and it appears to me unwife
to liften to the wild fpeculation of empirics, and fubfti-
tute a new fyftem in the place of that, the advantage of
which we have for fuch a length of time experienced ;
an exchange which may occafion the deftrudtion of ous

conftitution, and a feparation between the two united
kingdoms.

Your lordfhip refers to preceding Unions which have
-taken place in Great Britain, that of the heptarchy, the
Union' of England with Wales ; and laftly, that which
was
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was formed between England and Scotland. You ob-
ferve that all thofe Unions were of great advantage. to
the nations which formed them ; and argue from, analogy,
that fimilar benefits muft flow from an Union between
Great Britain and Ireland, Such reafoning would ap-
ply with great force, if Ireland ftood in the fame’ rela-
tive fituation to Great Britain in which Wales and Scot-
land did ‘to England, and that the Union now in con-
templation could effet that perfec? identity of government

between Great Britain and Ireland, “which was produced
by the Union of thofe nations with England.

All thofe nations were part of the fame ifland, and
nature pointed out the propriety of their conftituting one
kingdom. From the time of their Union they have been
as perfectly identified as if they had never formed dif-
tinct kingdoms ; the royal functions throughout all are
. executed by the king perfonally, the produce of their
revenues all form one aggregate fund, applicable to the
general expences of the united kingdoms,. the intercourfe
of trade is carried on with the fume facility, as between
the refpective parts of any of them, their Parliament
meets in their capital, and the reprefentatives of all
thofe united kindoms attend it without difficulty, or in-
convenience. . Being fo perfeétly identified by nature
and fituation, ‘there fubfifts no diftin&nels of intereft
between them, their Parliament is fo eflentially interefted
in the general welfare of the whole, that it cannot be in-
duced o act with partiality. towards any of its parts,
fitting, in the capital contiguous to the boards of revenue,
treafury, trade, and others, it can daily and hourly re-
ceive every neceflary article of information in their de-

'- partments,
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partments, all thefe are neceffary concomitants of perfed
identification. | |

!

Let us mow compare the ftate of Ireland with theirs
in thofe particulars, fhould the propofed Union take
place. . The royal fun&ions will /#l/ be exceuted by a
viceroy affifted by a privy council, the produce of the
refpe@ive revenues of Ireland and ‘Great Britain will
fill create diffinét funds, diftinétly applicable to the ex-
pences of the refpective kingdoms . ‘the taxes impofed by
the joint legiflature are not to extend alike to the whole
united empire, but to affect Great Britain and Irelind
feparately 5 the commercial intercourfe between both
‘fands will fill be carried on thiough the medium of
diftin& revenue officers, according to an adjuftment of
reciprocal duties, founded upon fimilar principles with
the treaty of commerce between France and Great
Britain; the attendance upon Parliament of the Irifh
Members will be in another ifland, with no flight in=
convenience and with much additional expence, far be-
yond the means perbaps of many who may be delegated.
While from the unavoidable diftinétnefs of their local
and tommercial intéreft, Ireland can fearcely hope for 4
perfeét impartiality, and an unbiaffed attention to her
peculiar concerns, in the Parliament affembled at Weft:
minfter, the Britifh Members will no doubt avail them=
felves of the preponderancy of their majority, and apply
it %o the intereft of that country which they reprefent.
Such real and fubftantial differences asThave pointed out,
will T truft convince your lordthip,’ that the two nations
will not be eafily identified, and’ that the inferences
drawn from the benefits which England, Wales and
Scotland derive from their joint parliamentary Union,
by
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by no means apply to the projected Union between Great
Britain and Ireland. The propofitions laid before his
Majefty intimate, that each nation is to defray the ex-
pence of her own finking fund, that Ireland is to paya
certain proportion of the ordinary expences of the united
kingdoms, and that the duties to arife from their com-
mercial intercourfe are to conftitute part of the revenue

of that kingdom into which the commedities fhall be

imported. From thefe provifions it neceffarily follows,
that their refpetive revenues muft ftill be kept perfeétly
diftin ; that each nation muft ftill have its feparate
boards of treafury, revenue, and accounts, as at prefent.
Will not this neceflarily be produtive of diftint interefls
between the two nations ? in truth, I fcarcely know any
fubftantial diftinGnefs now fubfifting between Great
Britain and Ireland under their prefent connexion, which
will not continue after the propofed Union, fave that
very material one, that Ireland {hall be deprived of that”
diftin®t and independent. Parliament which belongs to
her, under her prefent conftitution. Whether the con-
fequences of fuch a ehange will be falutary or injurious,
it behoves every Irifthman to confider well, before he
fhall confent to merge his own in the united Parliament.
At prefent the Parliament of Ireland fits in her capital,
and every member can attend it without inconvenience:
its whole_attention is concentered in Irifb affairs, each
member {hares in the operation of every law enalled,
and feels eve‘ry tax impofed ; her Parliament fitting in
Dublin can receive without difficulty or delay from her
own:bpards of revenue, treafury, or accounts, every
ng:;eﬁ‘:ilry information concerning fuch matters as belong
to_their refpeciive departments, her lawyers and mer-
chants may then conflitute a part of fuch Parliament,

from
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* from" whom every neceflary information within their
peculiar province, refpecting the laws and commerce of
Ireland may be obtained. By means of the appellant
jurifdiétion lately. reftored to the Irifh Parliament, the
fuitor can have his caufe finally determined at home,
without the trouble, expence and delay of reforting to
another court of fupreme judicature abroad. T'he mem-
bers from their refidence, their ftation, and their inter-
courfe with its inhabitants, muft neceffarily be the beft
judges of the ability of the people to fupport the taxes to
be impofled, and of the ways and means which will ren-
der them leaft oppreffive, and of fuch laws as may be
beft adapted to their internal regulation.

Thefe are the folid and. fubftantial -advantages which
Ireland may expect from retaining her own Parliament,
I truft they will fix her ‘determination not to yield to
wild fpeculations, but to adhere to that conftitution, the

falutary effects of which fhe has felt fince the time that
it has been eftablifhed,

Having thus pointed out fuch important diftin&neffes in
~the government and in the interefts between the two na-
tions which muft fubfift, if the intended Union between
them fhall be effeted, furely, mylord you who have a/fert-
“ ¢d, that the abolition of the privy council of Scotland was
neceflary to confolidate the Union, by removing that re-
maining nucleus of a local government, and feparate in-
tereft,” (fol. 92) cannot think, that a Union, accom-
panied with all the foregoing diftin&nefles of viceroy,
privy-council, revenues and expences, will produce that
perfect identity and incorporation of their government,
‘which you reprefent as the on/y mode of connexion which

3 can
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‘¢an perfectly remove the evils of feparation, and confel
the benefit of Union. 'The principle of the intended
Union, we are told, is, that it will effectually remova
the danger of feparation between Great Britain and Ire-
land. I am of opinion that danger will rather be in-
creafed. The real object which has induced Great
Britain to prefs this meafure by means of promifes and
menaces, rewards and punifhments, is very far from that
which fhe profefles,

To the Proteftant is held out protéction againft the
Catholic, who is reprefented as ftill retaining claims not
only upon their liberties, but alfo upon their properties.
T'o the Catholic, fallacious expectations are held out of
being admitted into Parliament; and being placed upon a
level with the Proteftants in point of political power.
Far be it from me, however, to infinuate, that fuch ex-
pectations have originated from the Parliament of Great
Britain ; their language has been manly and direct, and
authorifes no fuch delufive hopes as the underftrappers of
adminiftration have held out to them.

The oftenfible argument in favour of the Union arifes.
from fuppofed apprehenfions being entertained of a fe-
paration between the two kingdoms, Be aflured, that
this is a_mere pretence ; and that, when it is confidered
for what a great length of time thofe nations have continued
united under the prefent connexion, fuch apprehenfions
cannot be really entertained. The real motive that lurks
in the bottom of this meafure I fufpet to be widely dif-
ferent; to me it appears, that the recovery of reluctantly
“relinquithed power is the real object of the Britifh Mi-
nifter. Itis to recover the power of binding Ireland by

B her
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her 4&s of Parliament. This right, afferted in the
Britifh a&t of the 6th George I. fhe exercifed until the
Joft America; then, indeed, fhe re/uétantly yielded to the
nervous exertions of the Irith Parliament, and confented
that Ireland f{hould have a conftitution founded upon
the bafis of Britith freedom. And how reluantly this
emancipation of Ireland was granted, clearly appears
from the Duke of Portland’s correfpondence in 1782,
lately, and, perhaps, wnwittingly produced by M. Pitt 3
and from the affiduous exertions of Mr, Pitt to do away
that parliamentary conftitution of Ireland, which was
jblemn[y adjufted in 1782, by denying that it was intended
to be a final adjuftment of conftitutional queftions be-
tween both nations, The Britifh Cabinet now feems
anxious to fr¢-affume that power in its fulleft extent,
claimed by the 6th Geo. L. of binding Ireland in a4/l
eafes whatfoever, thus including the momentous and
alarming power of taxation: this, in truth, appears to
me the great object of the Minifter’s exertions.—He
wifhes that the power over the whole property of the
kingdom of Treland fhould be at his difpefal; and how is
this to be effe¢ted? By Ireland’s transferring a part of
her Parliament to be added to that of Great Britain,
fuch part fufficient to legalzze the aés of fuch united Par-
liament, under the flimfy pretence of Ireland’s.being re-
prefented there; although fuch ;'nﬁg}zz:ﬁmnt part will not
give her any more power in fuch Parliament than fhe

would have had if the was not reprefented in it at
atls o

Yt 'the Parliament of Ireland fhall be once melted
down into an united Parliament, the power which fhe

now has aver her liberty and property, will be thereby
transferred



11

transferred to the difpofa‘l‘qf the preponderating majority
which Great Britain will have in fuch united Parliz-
ment, Ireland fhould well confider, that if fhe once
gives up her own Parliament, the a& cannot be #¢
called —Should the articles be infringed, fhe will be left
without redrefs ; there is not any tribunal upon earth to
which fhe can appeal. He is little read in the book of
mankind who expets to have good faith obferved be-
tween nations, where it is inconfiftent with their ine
tereft. Let Ireland confider, that by giving up her
Parliament, fhe parts with the only fecurity fhe can
have for her liberties, and will thenceforth hold them at
the precarious tenure of the liberality and good-will of
the Briti/b majority in the united Parliament,

I now proceed to that part of your Lordfhip’s fpeech
relative to the internal and political regimen of Ireland.
You obferve, that nothing ¢ can be lefs rational, ot
 more dangerous, and often fatal, than abffraé? views
“ of practical queftions affe@ing the interefts of multis
¢ tudes and of nations; that in the purfuit of abftraét
 right, we fhall often find ourfelves (innocently, no
¢ doubt, if our intention is confidered, but yet too éffecs
“ tually) the inftruments of great practical injuffice and
“ oppreffion; that there are few cafes to which that ob-
¢ fervation applies more ¢lofely than that which you are
« confidering,” (fol. 72.) It appears to me rather exs
traordinary, that your Lordfhip, entertaining ideas of
the danger of fuch abffrac? vicws, fhould enter into the
difcuffion of fuch; and the more fo, if it fhould appeat
that your mode of treating them is of a hazardous ten=

- dency, originating, perhaps, from want of due informa-
tion refpedting the prefent fate of Ireland. You affere,
B2 6 that
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¢¢ that Ireland is a divided country as to property and
fumbers, the leat numerous clafs (dlluding, I prefume,
mto the Proteftants) poflefling the property and the power;
the more numerous (the Catholics) entertammg claims
both on the property and the power,” So far as relates
to the divifion of property and power, your reprefenta-
tion appears to me to be well founded. —You next ftate
the violence ¢ of thofe paffions which influence and ex-
¢ afperate both parts of the Irifh nation againft each
¢ other, the firm and immoveable bafis on which their

™~

¢ mutual hatred ftands, the irreconcileable nature of its
¢ motives, its bitter, malignant, and implacable cha-
¢ racter. You reprefent them as two nations in Ire-
¢ land, two Irifh peoples; the one fovereign, the other
« fubje&. You confider them as two enraged and im-
¢ placable opponents, fhut up on the very arena of their
&« ancient and furious contentions.” To me the ten-
dency of fuch reprefentations appears calculated to fti-
mulate animofity between the two parties, by impreffing
an idea on their minds, that an inveterate hatred fubfifts
between them, which is rooted in fuch principles, and
actuated by fuch motives, as muft make it continue for
ever,

~

_ But to fhew how totally unfounded thefe aflertions
are, 1 {hall appeal to the parliamentary tranfactions in
Ireland for the laft twenty-two years, Until the year
2777 the penal ftatutes affeting Catholics remained in
force, -From the time of their enaltion, the Catholics
had conducted themfelves peaceably and loyally. Two
rebellions had taken place in Scotland, notwithftanding
the Umon the one in 1715, and the other in 1745 in
the courfe of which, the Inih Ca,thohcs (though ftrongly.

folicited)

-
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folicited) took no fhare. Such conduct naturally con.
ciliated the regards and affuaged the prejudices of their
Proteftant brethren, who were convinced that the penal
flatutes might with fafety be repealed.—Parliament
cheerfully and freely engaged in that laudable bufinefs,
warmly wifhing to contribute to the happinefs and com-
fort of their fellow-fubjects, and enalted the ftatutes of
the 17th and 18th of Geo. ILL. whereby, after reciting,
that from the uniform peaceable behaviour of the Ca-
tholics for a long feries of years, it was expedient to

_relax thofe laws; that it would tend to the profperity

and ftrength of all his Majefty’s dominions ; that His
fubjedts of all denominations fhould enjoy the bleflings
of a free conftitution, and fhould be bound to each other
by mutual intereft and mutual affeGion; for thefe pur-
pofes, therefore, they enacted, that perfons profefling
the Popifh religion fhould be capable to take, hold, and
enjoy, any leafes for. years, not exceeding 999 years;
fhould have full power of difpofing of them, or of any
eftates whereof they were or to which they fhould be-
come entitled ; that they fhould be capable of taking any
eftate by defcent; that no maintenance or portion fhould
be granted to a child of a Popith parent, upon a bill filed
againft fuch parent; that it fhould not be in the power
of the eldeft fon of a Popifh parent to make his father
tenant for life by conforming, but that the father, not-
withftanding fuch conformity, fhould have full power over
his eftate, thereby repealing all thofe laws which were
moft grievous and galling to the Catholics of Ireland.
The remaining difability to purchale the imberitance,
fubje@ing Catholics to many legal inconveniences pe-
culiar to chattel interefts, the a& of the 21ft and 22d
Geo. 111, was made, whereby Catholics were enabled to

purchafe
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purchafe the inheritance, their eftates made defcendible
according to the courfe of the common law ; the penal laws
againft Popifh ecclefiaftics, upon their taking the oaths
appointed by the 14th and 15th Geo, IIL. and feveral
other laws, fubje&ing Catholics to difabilities, were re-
pealed, This liberal a& fully completed the wifh of
the Catholics at that time; they felt and expreffed the
warmeft gratitude to that Parliament for fuch fubftantial
proofs of their friendfhip and good-will ; the Proteftants
and Catholics became a5 one family, and the moft perfect
gordiality appeared to fubfift between them the power
of acquifition and difpofal of property was equally en-
joyed by Proteftants and Catholics,

Things remained in that ftate of increafing harmony
for feveral years, until Great Britain, having complied
with the withes of the Britifh profeffing Catholics, en-
abled them to aét as barrifters, attornies, and folicitors, in
the Britifh courts of juftice. TheIrifh Parliament imme-
diately followed their example, and by ftat. 32 Geo. 1II.
conferred on the Irith Catholics fimilar privileges, and
at the fame time fepealed fuch remaining penal laws as
ftill fubfifted in the flatute-book, however obfolete ;
whofe repeal, therefore, ‘as being rather immaterial, had
been before negleCted. In the next fefion, alfo, the
Parliament even outfiripped the moft fangtine withes of
the Catholie hedy in Ireland; and the bounty of a Britith
Parliament, by admitting them to the elective franchife,
and enabling them'to take and enjoy eveéry civil and
military €mployment, the judicial department, and a
few of t_he higheft offices of adminiftration on"ly excepted.
And do fuch liberal conceflions, fuch fubffantial grants,
on the part of the Irifh legiflature, far outfripping the

| 4 liberality



15

liberality of Great Britain to her protefting Catholics,
intimate, that a bitter, malignant, and implacable hatred
fubfifts between the Irifh Proteftants and Catholics?
No, furely. Your Lordfhip has been ftrangely mifin-
formed. Thefe facts, I conceive, fully refute that charge,
“and are fufficient to fatisfy the Catholics that their Pro-
teftant brethren ardently wifh to unite with them ia
heart and hand, and in every refpect to conmtribute to
their happinefs, asfar as is confiftent with the ¢fablifbed
¢onflitution in church and ftate.

After this injurious mis-statement of the difpofition of
the Proteftants and Catholics of Ireland towards each
other, you next proceed to venture upon the delicate and
bazardous quefiion of abftraft rights. You fay that you
cannot ¢ admit.of the afcendancy of one part ‘of the
‘“ nation over another part of the fame nation, to the
extent and purpofe claimed in Ireland, as capable of
afluming any character defsrving” the denomination of
right. That which is wrong on one fide cannot, in-
telligibly to you, become right on the other. You
do not think the'wirtues: of poffeffisn, prefeription, or
any other limitation of time, at all applicable to the
cafe of perpetually fubfifting, and as it were renovat-
ing wrongsy efpecially fuch as affect the political
rights of great numbers of men. = That the fre«
% quency of ‘the répetition of wrongs, inftead of di~
“ minifhing the injury, muft be felt as a grievous ag-
¢ gravation of it; and, inftead of converting wrong
¢ into right, feems only te improve and fortify the title
‘¢ of thofe who fuffer, to fhake off the injury on the firft
% opportunity that offers. © You fay, that part of Irel
¢ land which you wifh to redrefs, claims not only pofitis
3 Wk Dk v o A
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s ¢4 equality in the government of their country, int
~ % which you cannot help fympathifing with them, but
“ are known to entertain claims of a very different nas
¢ ture (fol. 69.) How revolutionary is- this mode
of reafoning ? How inflammatory? How perfequ
does it coincide with the principles of Paine, in his
Rights of Man? Does it not tend to awaken difcon«
tents among the Catholics of Ireland, to juftify their re-
forting to firft principles, to vindicate their political
squality, to authorife downright rebellion? Is not all
this treafon againft the constitution which'it encourages
the Catholics to overturn? And may not government be
fairly taxed with countenancing thofe principles adopted
by your Lordfhip? They have circulated, as I am in-
formed, at the public coft, your elaborate {peech, al-
though the printer of Paine’s Rights of Man," founded
upon the wery fame principlesy has been profecuted and
punifhed in England.

If T underftand your Lordfhip, you confider every part
of his Majefty’s fubjeéts entitled to an equality of civil
and political rightsy and that it is an a& of njuflice to
the Catholic to deprive him of a participation of them.
The exclufion of the Catholics from a fhare in the legif-
lature refults from the oath of fupremacy, which is re-
quired to be' taken by perfons of every perfuafion,
previous to their admiffion into Parliament. . This oath
sclates merely to the political, not the religious tenets of
the Catholics. I will ftate for your information the in-
trodution- of that oath. Immediately after the revolu-
tion, by the Englip ftat. 1ft of William and Mary, it
was enjoined to be taken by every perfon before his ad-
miffion into the Engli/b parliament; by the Englifb ftata
of 3d William and Mary, it was enatted, that it fhould

be
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be taken before any perfon fhould be perritted to fit in
the Irifp Parliament; for at that time the Englith Pat-
liament did claim the right, and did altually exercife the
power of binding Ireland by its laws, The exclufion,
therefore, of the Catholics from fitting in Parliament
was the act of the Englifp legiflatute; not of that part
of the Irifh people whom you confider as wunduly invifted
with legiflative power. 1f fuch exclufion from an equa-
lity of political rights be a wrong; it is a wrong enacted
by the Englifh Parliament, not by the Zrifb, who in fact
never made any law to that effe&, until after the refto-
ration of their legiflative conftitution in 1782, at which
time they, by an a& of their own, adopted generally all
thofe Englith laws, which related to the taking of fuch
oaths. The political creed of the Englifh Catholie
being the fame with that of the Irifhy equally induces
the expediency of enjoining the.oath of fupremacy to be
takén in both countriesy and exclades doth from a fhare
in the legiflature. If fuch exclufion then be a wrong te
the Jri/p Catholic, it muft be a wrong to the Englifh
Cathelic alfo. The diftin&tions of right and wrong
equally apply to beth, furely the afcendency of sne part
of a nation over anather part of the fame natien, cannet
aflume the denomination of right in the one kingdom,
and that of wrong in the other. Your Lordfhip’s feel-
ings are alive to _the oppreflion of the Iri/h Catholic, oc-
cafioned by his being deprived of an equality of political
rights by the Englifh Parliament, and you fympathife with
him onaccount of that injuftice committed by an Eng-
lith Patliament, But your compaflion doees not-extend to
the Bwiiifh Catholic who is in the very fame predica-
menty and who faffers the very {ame wiongs. Are the
principles of right and wrong different in Ireland and
C | - Great
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Great Britain? The Irith Proteftant has been by the
foregoing Englifh a& fubje&ed to the fame penalties and
difabilities, if he fhall omit to take the oaths, and there
are inftances where the punifhment for omiffion has been
inflictsd upon the Proteftant both in England and Ire-
fand. Thus, my Lord, the cenfure which you levelled
againft the Iri/b Parliament, recoils againft the Englifp.
I.am happy, however, to be able to vindicate the wif-
dom and juftice of the Englith Parliament in excluding
perfons from a fhare in the legiflature, who profeffed
fuch political principles as are avowed by perfons of the
Catholic perfuafion in Great Britain and Ireland.

¢ By the conftitution the King is fupreme head of the
¢hurch; his power both in temporals and fpirituals, is
limited to the laws of the land. It is contrary to every
found political prineiple of government, that any powers
fhould be exercifed therein, fave fuch as are confiftent
with the conftitutionj the King is as much bound by the
laws as the meaneft of his fubjecls ; every perfon par-
taking of the benefits of the conftitution, is bound te
obey the King in-all his juft prerogatives. This itis
which creates the allegiance due by the fubject to the
King, and enables him to afford reciprocal protection to
the fubje®, The oath-required to be taken confifts of
two parts :— it, T'he member is to {fwear that he abbors,
deteftsy and abjures that damnable dofirine and pofition,
that princes excommunicated or deprived by the pope, may

be murdered and depofed by their [ubjecls. No perfon will

attempt to maintain, that a man entertaining fuch detef-

table principles, is fit to be admitted into the legiflature.

Secondly, the oath declares, that no foreign prince, pre-

Iate, ﬁau or potentate, hasy or augbt to havey any jurif-

- : diltion,
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didtion, power, or authority, within this realm. To this
part of the oath the Catholic objecls, as repugnant to his
creed, which maintains, that the pope has abfolute °
power and authority within this realm in all matters
[piritual or ecclefiaftical. No article of faith is con-
tained in the faid oath—it is merely political, and: re-
lates only to the ecclefiaftical government;. it only
excludes from Parliament fuch perfons as fupport a
power in the pope, which the conftitution has vefted in
the crown. The principle which it oppofes, aims to
introduce a foreign power into this wealm, ablolute in
its nature, above all law, uncontrouled dnd uncontroul-
able, and utterly repugnant to the fundamental prin-
ciples of the conftitution. Surely the eftablifament of
fuch a power would be in fa&t to fubjeét the crown, in
fpirituals, to the authority of the pope. The Catholic
who fupports fuch power thereby acknowledges himfelf
the fubjec? of the perfon who' is invefted therewith, he
divides his allegiance, he profefles himfelf fubje& to the
King in temporals, and to the pope in fpirituals. That
fuch are the tenets of the Catholics, appears from Doctor
Huflfey’s Paftoral Letter: addreffing himfelf to the fol-
diers he fays, ® their perfonal religion is their natural
¢ uncontrovertible imprefcriptible right, fubject to the
« f{piritual ‘authority of the Catholic Church, and in
¢« which %he laws of the land cannot enjoin a coercive
< authority. In all temporal matters they are fubject to
«¢ their temporal rulers ; in all /piritual matters they are
¢ fubjeét to their fpiritual rulers ;7 how then can a
legiflatare vefting and eftablithing the fupremacy of the |
church in the crown, dlfclalmlng and refifting the
authority of any foreign power, within the realm,
admit perfons into their body whofe tenets are fo re-
-2 pugnant
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pugnant te their own? Thefe obfervations will, I
truft, vindicate the propriety of the Englith Parliament
in framing for Ireland fuch a political teft. Your Lord-
fhip will alfo obferve, that every argument which you
adduce to prove the injuftice of excludmg Catholics
from the Irifh Parhament, militates with equal force
againft their exclufion from the Britifh, and with what
Can' iftency, my Lord, do you impeach the Irifh Parlia-
mept, reprefenting it as inadequate to make laws for
binding Catholics, after having contended for the omni-
'poteuc'y of that very Parliament, and'reprefented it as
invefted with fufficient powér to bind for ever thofe very
Cathslics by an incorporative Union with Great Britain,
in the formation of which, it appears from the propofi-
tions laid before his Majefty, and fupported by your
Lordfhip, that the very fame oaths are required te be
taken by the members of the United Parliament, as are
now preferibed to be taken by the members of the re-
fpective Parliaments of Great Britain and Ireland. I
decline entering ‘into the abftra® view of the compe-
tency of Parliament;. to fubfitute another conftitution
in the place of #hat, for the prefervation of which they
have been invefted with their legiflative fun&ions; it is
a queftion of fo dangerous a tendency, and upon which
fuch a diverfity'of opinions has prevailed among men of
the firft abilities, that T fhall not' venture to enter upen
the confideration of it; but this much I fhall venture to
affirpy that if the formation of the Parliament of Ire-
land be fo vicious and defeltive as you reprefent, it can-
not.be competent to bind the Catholics by eftablithing
fuch articles of Union as fhall exelude them for ever from
participatirig in the legiflature of the umtcd kmgdoms

Expedlations
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Expellations have been held out to the Catholics thlt '
thofe laws of exclufion will be altered by the United
Parliament: whether there be any reafonable foundation
for fuch expeftation, will be beft afcertained by taking
a retrofpect view of the conduct of Parliament fince the
Revolution. There are in Great Britain as weikas in
Ireland 2 confiderable number of Catholics, though not
in fo great a proportion tothe Proteflants, the Englith
legiflature have required fuch ocaths to be taken by mem-
bers before their admiffion into Parliament as have ex-
cluded Catholics from fitting in its,they are in Great
Britain deprived of the elective franeh:fc, they are ren-
dered incapable of enjoying any employment, civil or
military, in that kingdom. An attempt was made, not
many years ago, in the Britifh Parliament, to repeal the
Teft Act, but without effect. In the prefent cafe the
Britith Parliament, by the prepofitions which they- have
laid before his Majefty, acted fairly and openly by the
Catholics; they have conftitutionally declared, that the
churches of England and Ireland, and the doctrine,
worthip, difciplineand government thereof, fhall be pre-
ferved as by law eftablifhed, thereby affirming, and fe-
curing theafcendaney of the Proteftant religion and the
King’s fupremacy in the government of the church;
they have declared that the fame oaths now 1n force fhall
continue to.be taken by the members of the United
Parliament. When fuch then is the language of Parlia-
ment, how unwarrantable muft it be in individuals to
ufe endeavours to impofe upon the Catholics by holding
out to them expectations totally incompatible with the
: fpu‘ﬁ' and meaning of the propofitions themfelves. Com-
pare the condition of the Irifh Catholic with that of the
Britifh ; in Ireland he has the elective franchife, and is

/ 4 capable
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capable of enjoying every office, civil and military, a
few only excepted, from all which the Britifh Catholic"
is excluded. Your Lordfhip, notwithftanding yours
feelings for -the Irifh Catholics, has never attempted to
procure for the British Catholic the rights and privie
“leges which the Irish Catholic enjoys. Should an Union
take place, no diftinction can be made between the Ca-
tholics of the united kingdoms ; either the Britifh Ca-
tholic muft be raifed to the level of the Irith Catholic,
or the Irifh lowered to the level of the Britifh. This
meafure of adjuftment muft be determined by the United
Parliament, where Britith influence muft always predo-
minate : and can it be expected that the Britith majority
will concede to the Irifh minority? “That the ftandard
of adjuftment will probably be lowered, may be colleéted
ftill further from the fagacious conje&ture of that emi-
nent ftatefman Lord Auckland, who exprefles himfelf
thus: ¢ It hds long been my opinion, that whatever may
“ be the indulgences, more or lefs limited, to the Ca-
¢ tholics of England, the meafure of thofe indulgences
¢ ought to guide our difcretion with refpet to the Ca=
¢ tholics of Ireland”? Whether the Irifh Catholic is
more likely to be raifed or deprefled by the propofed
Union, I leave to the fagacity of the moft intelligent
Catholics to decide, from the foregoing obfervations;
earneftly wifhing that they may not feed themfelves with
vain hopes of further conceffions which will never be
realized, The illiberal and mifchievous poliéy of ruling
by divifien in order to rule by Union, I am forry to ob-
ferve, feems to be your maxim, as well as that of feve-
ral other minifterial fpeakers on the imperial queftion of
Union. . But let me tell you, my Lord, honefty is the
beft policy between ftates, as between individuals, The
' torch
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torch of difcord has been unhappily kindled in Ireland,
and has blazed out into infurrection, and open rebellion.
It has been the fathion toattribute it principally to popifh
 fanaticifm, but I apprehend without fufficient founda-
_tion ; the primary promoters of that rebellion were Pro-
teftants and Prefbyterians as well as Romaniits, and the
hoftility of the united confpirators was levelled againft
all religious eftablithments, although they endeavoured
to avail themfelves of the political engings of fuperfti-
tion and bigotry. This clearly appeared upon the exa-
mination of the leaders of the confpiracy before the par-
liamentary committees ; their objeCwas the fame with
that of the Englifh and Scotch confpirators; -all were
aGuated by the fame jacobinical principles ; they wifhed
to overturn the civil and religious government of both
kingdoms, and to fubflitute in its place the anarchy and
confufion of a democratic republic on the miferable mo-
del of France. The Irifh 'rebels did not limit their
_revolutionary views; as has been infinuated by your
Lordfhip, to regain the forfeited lands of which they con-
fidered themfelves to have been unjuftly deprived. Few,
indeed, engagedin that rebellion, had any fuch claims to
urge; their views extended to a new partition of the
whole landed property of Ireland among themfelves. In
England alfo and Scotland, as well as in Ireland, the
fame revolutionary principles were unremittingly pro-
pagated and diffeminated, where the Romifh religion had
fmall comparative influence. The reports of the par-
liamentary committees prove. its progrefs through Great
Britain: It appeared there fufficient to authorife the
enalting of fuch laws, as the neceflity of the cafe could
alone juftify. At that time Great Britain was fecured by
a great military force, Ir¢land was in a molt defencelefs
ﬁa&'e,
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ftate, France cleatly faw that Great Britain was mofk
vulnerable in that part of her Empire, fhe applied herfelf
with redoubled ativity to diffufe her principles among
the Irifh people, with whom, from theit poverty and. ig-
norance, fhe had the greateft profpect of fuccefs. The
obje&'of the rebels wads to overturn all governmenty
which neceffarily would have produced a feparation be-
tween Great Britain and Ireland. Let the loyal Irifh
compare the ftate their country would have been in, ify
at the time the rebellion broke out, the parliament,
melted down into that of Great Britaing had been fitting
at Weftminftery and one hundred and: thirty-two of her
moft diftinguifhed characters for talents and property en4
gaged in attending that parliament——with that in which
fhe then ftood, aflifted by a parliament of her own, fitting
in her capital, whofe moft diligent attention was exerted
in inveftigating and defeating the machinations of the
rebels, and whofe principal gentty exercifed their ntmoft
influence in preferving: and reftoring good order and
tranquillity among_the inhabitants of their refpedtive
cltates. Believe mi¢; my Lord, the indefatigable induftry
of the Irith Houfes of Patliament, and of the refident
gentry, were, under Providence, the powerful means by
which that rebellton was counteraéted and fupprefled,
The meritotious conduéty therefore; of the Irifh Parlia=
ment furnifhes a moft forcible additional argument againft
its extinftion.. WHillt Ireland has a conftitution worth
prefervings {he willevér apply her moft ftrenuous exers
tions inits fapport, her Parliament; fhe confiders as
the ohly fecurity for the permanent prefervation of the
liberty fhe now erjoys. i

You
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You have taken a review of the prefent Conftitution of
Ireland to thew that the is not an independent nation, in
which I perfe&tly agree with you, the act of annexation -
of the crown of Ireland to that of Great Britain, the at
of 1782, by which the legillative funiions of the fove-
reign of Ireland can only be performed through the Great
Seal of Great Britain, fpeak in'the ftrongeft language, the
fuperiority of Great Britain over Ireland, . The ad-
miniftration of the executive government of Ireland by
a viceroy (which muft ftill continue if the Union fhould
take place) is another inftance to-which you refort, to
prove her fuperiority over Ireland. T do not only ac-
knowledge her fuperiority in thofé inftances, but I confider
fuch as neceffary to her profperity. In all imperial con-
cerns, Ireland ought to follow in the wake of Great
Britain, the fole power of making war and peace, entera
ing into treaties with foreign powers is vefted in the
King of Great Britain bywvirtue of his royal prerogative:
in all thefe particulars (as Black{tone exprefles it) the.
conftitution confiders him as the reprefentative of the
people ; but it has been obferved, that although thefe
powers are vefted in the Crown, yet the fupport of a
war depends upon the concurrent will of the Parliament.
. Hiftory does not furnifh one inftance where Parliament
has withheld fuch fupport. The motive which has pro-
duced this uniform concurrence with the Crown is that
which ever will produce the fame effe@—felf-intereft and

felf.—-prefcriration. This muft operate with greater force
upon Ireland than upon Great Britain, as fhe in fuch a
cale would be much more defencelefs ; wherefore, fince .
Gureat Britain, under the prefent mode of connexion be-
~tween her and Ireland, is, by your ewn fatement, invefted
with all thofe powers in imperial eoncerns, which are ne«
b ceffary

~
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eeffary for the government of the Empire, I cannot find
any occafion upon that account to refort to an incorpo=

rating Union.

A private correfpondence between the Duke of Port-
land and Lord Shelburne, in May and June, 1782, has
been rather unguardedly prqduced to the public by Mr.,
Pitt, which his Grace ftates to be Jo delicate in its nature,
requiring [o much fecrecy and management, that he would
fnot truft the communication of it to any hand but his
own. I fhall decline making any com_ment' upon the
nature of that tranfaion. Ireland, however, may profit
from its being made public. The objet of the acts of
Parliament then in the gontemplatioh of hlS Grace were;
¢hat the fuperintending power.and fupremacy of Great
Britain, in all matters of ftate and general commerce,
fhould be virtually and effectually acknowledged ; but
your Lordfhip has clearly fhewn, that without any fuch -
a& of Parliament, Great Britain is already inyefted with
fuch powers. Another object in his contemplation was,
that the fhare of the expence in carrying on a defenfive
or offenfive war, either in the defence of our dominions
or thofe of our allies, fhould be borne by Ireland in pro-
portion to the aual ftate of her abilities. T'o this part
of his plan, I do not imagine that any objection could reas
fonably be made in Ireland. Participating, as the now
does, in the commerce of Great Britain, fhe is bound to
contribute her proportion to the protection of the Empire
of which fhe conftitutes an eflential part, He further
proceeds, that Ireland fhould adopt fuch regulations as
inay be judged neceffary by Great Britain for the better
- ordering and regulating the ‘trade and commerce with
foreign natiens and her own colonies and dependencies,
con-
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confideration being duly had to the circumftances of Ire-
land j this part of the plan alfo appears unobjectionable.
Thefe are the great objefts which are avowed to be ex-
pe&ted from the Union ; and it appears that the cor-
refponding parties zhen thought that they could be fe-
cured by fuch a&s of Parliament as they defcribed, with-
out depriving Ireland of her prefent conttitution.

Your Lordfhip baving pointed out allthofe inftances in
which Ireland is dependent on Great Britain, I fhall
advert to thofe particulars in which I confider Ireland as
independent under her prefent conftitution. She now has
the fole and exclufive right of making laws for her in-
ternal regulation and taxation ; for although it may be
faid that fhe has not ab/slutely the power of enacting any
law, as it muft be firft ratified under the Great Seal of
Great Britain, yet fhe has a moral certainty, from the in-
tereft which Great Britain muft neceflarily take in the
profperity of Ireland, that fuch ratification will never be
withheld by the executive of Great Britain, unlefs in
cafes where fuch law may be really injurious toher ; nor is
there more reafon to apprehend that the King fhall refufe
his royal affent to bills really ufeful and expedient to the
public, than that he fhould refufe to permit the Great
Seal of Great Britain to be annexed to them. Upon
thofe powers, therefore, with which her own Parliament
is invefted, Ireland relies, as the foundation on which her
liberties. are to be fupported. The intereft of Great
Britain is intimately interwoven with that of Ireland ;
the ftrength, the opulence, the profperity of Ireland, are
the ftrength, the opulence, and the profperity of the
fifter kingdom : Ircland muft ftand and full with Great
Britain. This meafure of an Union is prefled upon Ire-
3 D2 land,
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land, not reguired by her. The language held forth by
Mr. Pict, Lord Auckland, and others of the miniiterial
phalanx, has been that of perfuafion mingled _with
menace, extolling the great advantages in commerce
which Ireland enjoys through Britifh bounty, ‘their pre-
carious teriure depending on the good will and pleafure
of a Britith Parliament ; at the fame time infinuating the
danger of their being withdrawn, fhould Ireland refufe
this great boon now tendered to her, alleging that her
protection depends upon the ftrength of (:rreat Britain,
which might, perhaps, be withdrawn from her. Such
indire@ menaces need not alarm Ireland : fthe well knows
that the continuance of thofe benefits depends upon the
beft poflible fecurity ;—the intereft of Great Britain that
{he fhould continue to enjoy them. In truth, mutual
intereft is the only cement which can bind nations ; itis
that which has preferved the connexion of thefe king-
doms for fo many centuries. To the powerful aid of
that connexion and efficacious co-operation of Ireland,
15 furcly to be attributed much of the high rank and
proud ftation in which Great Britain now ftands as the
bulwark of the liberties of Europe. Your language, upon
this part of the fubje@, has, indeed, materially differed
from that of others of the minifterial phalanx ; and it is
but juftice to your principles of liberality and found po- -
licy, indicating the inlarged mind of'a profound ftatel-
man, to {tate, that, (according to your reprefentation)
Ireland has a perfe& right to claim, in times of danger,
whether ¢ from foreign or domeftic enemies, the pro-
< teftion of the Bntlfh navy and mlhtary, as well as
“ pecuniary aid : that the prefervation of Ireland is an
<< Englith intereft, and fufﬁciently precious to call for
“_thofe excrtxons, even in a diftin& and feparate view of

¢ her
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« her own advantage.” In the next place that fhe i3
« intitled to it, as fhe is at all times contributory to'the
« general fervice and fecurity ; that her feamen; her
« foldiers, and her revenue all augment the general
« ftock of Britifh refources ; that if peculiar ‘and tem-
« porary emergencies have at this or any other particular
« period, increafed the local demands of Ireland upon
« the excrtions of Great Britain, the feene of danger
¢« may, at any other times, be fhifted; and that there
¢ are recent grounds to be convinced that fhe will be
« ready to make extraordinary exertions upon extraordis
¢ nary danger, in Great Britain, if fuch occafions {hould
« arife. That; in refpe&t to.the extenf{ive commerce
« from without, and profperous  manufadtures from
« within, which flow from a free participation of
« the imperial greatnefs of Great Britain, thefe, upon a
« yiew of the prefentreonnexion with Great Britain,
« belong to the verymature of the cafe, and naturally
« flow from the fentiments of fraternity and reciprocal
« kindnefs which fhould accompany fucha connexion ;
« that fuch favours.are prompted by a liberal, but, at the
« fame time,f by @ wife policy.” (Fol. 106.) This is,
_indeed, my Dord; the true and rational principle upon
which the connexion between Great Britain and Ireland
fhould fubfift ; and fuch connexion would never have
been formed, but from an expe&tation of mutual advan-~
tages. / Every increafe of profperity which Ireland re-
ceives, contributes to the ftrength and profperity of the
: Mih empire ; and moft juftly does your Lordfhip ob-
ferve, ¢ if ideatity of conftitution be not founded on
$¢ identity of intereft, and is not followed by identity of
"¢ fentiment and feeling towards the united empire, fuch
s¢ an Union will not eure the -evils of imperfect rela«

4 . ¢ tion,
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“ tion, or even feparation, but may bring fome of them
“ nearer and more home to both.” (Fol. 60.)—

This, indeed, is an obfervation well deferving the moft
ferious attention. '

The great obje® now held out'to induce thefe two
nations to adopt this meafure of an incorporating Union
is, that it will preclude all danger of feparation. No
man can feel more ftrongly than I do the ruinous con-
fequences that would enfue from a feparation ;' and
therefore, upon that very ground, I deprecate fuch Unjon.
I prefume it will be admitted, as an incontrovertible
pofition, that mutual intereft and reciprocity of advan-~
'tages, are the only ftrong and permanent bonds of Union
between two nations. Their Union will continue fo
long as their mutual intereft. prompts them to it ; no
alts of Parliament will bind them longer than whilft the
connexion continues to be ufeful to them. The prefent
connexion has, for, many centuries, preferved their
union ; each nation has felt the reciprocal affiftance
which they afforded each other. Great Britain' was
entitled to a fuperiority in all imperial concerns, and has
enjoyed it, To the acquifition and peopling of her ex-
tenfive colonies, Ireland has largely contributed. Still,
however, Great Britain, for a long time, was {o blind
to her owmn intereft, as to grudge to Ireland a participa-
tion of colonial commerce. We may further obferve,
that although the Britith Parliament bas occafionally
exercifed the power of making laws for the internal
regulation of Ireland, fhe never attempted to interfere
with her internal taxation, that power having been folely
exercifed by her own Parliament. The dangerous con~

; - fequences
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fequences of attempting to impole internal taxation, may
be illuftrated by the American conteit. ‘

In 1770, Great Britain aflumed a right of impofing an
internal tax upon the article of tea imported into Ameri-
ca. This occafioned much difcontent : in confequence of
which, the tax was fo far repealed, as to leave only a
remaining tax of three-pence a pound. 'T'his tax was not
attempted to be:colle@ed, until 1774. At that time,
unfortunately, the minifter hazarded the experiment,
whether America would fubmit to that unprodultive
tax, and thereby eftablith Great Britain’s right to tax her.
Ships freighted with tea were fent to Bofton for that
purpofe, with orders to enforce the payment of the duty.
The Americans felt the magnitude of the precedent,
though. the tax was fmall. They would not permit the
cargoes to be landed, but threw them into the'fea. Im-
mediately upon this the Bofton port act, and other coin-
pulfory a&s, were pafled, for the purpof: of punithing
the Americans, and forcing them to fubmit. This pre-
duced no other effe than that of uniting them in op-
pofing the colle&ion of the tax. I need not remind you
of the hoftile proceedings which followed ; but it is
proper to abferve, that the Americans had neither a
navy nor an army, and that it was the univerfal opinion
in Great Britain, that her power was fufficient to com-
pel them to fubmit, if they fhould dare to refift. Ireland
was not an inattentive obferver of thofe proceedings ; the
afimilated the cafe of the Americans td her own ; and
{ympathized with them during the progrefs Qf the war :
the confidered, that if Great Britain fhould eftablifh her
power of internal taxation on America, the herfelf was

to become the next vitim. Unable to cope with Great
Britain
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Britain fingly, America was fecretly affifted by France.
At length, in 1778, the French' threw off the mafk, and
notified, by their ambaflador, to the Britifh minifter, that
they had formed an offenfive and defenfive alliance with
America. Things then, indeed, affumed a moft ferious
afpe&t : Great Britain was alarmed ; Ireland grew dif-
contented ; and her manufalturers were ftarving. She
exclaimed againft the injutice of Great Britain, for
withholding from her  the colonial trade, and ‘urged it
moft forcibly in her own Parliament. Alarmed by the
danger of lofing America, Great Britain y'i‘élded to the
neceflity of cultivating the affe€tions of Ireland, and,
by increafing Irifh refources, toenlarge Irifh ability to
fuccour and- fupport her. Thefe confiderations induced
her to admit Ireland into a fhare of ‘her trade with the
colonies. The crifis at which this took place, may fug-
‘geft a doubt, whether it proceeded from an enlarged
~pirit of liberality; or merely of felf-intereft. I wifh I
could fatisfattorily afcribe it to the former motive. The
‘attempt to tax America made a ftrong imprefﬁon on the
Trith mind, What ad{lantage, they faid, could accrue from
the enlargement of their trade, if Great Britain {hould
have a power to*make laws by which their property
might be affe@ted ! In 1782, Great Britain acknow-
ledged the independence of America ; and, learning wif=
‘dom from misfortune, fhe faw the neceffity, as well as
the juftice, of yielding to the withes of Ireland, and of ad-
‘mitting her to fhare in Britifh freedom, By the confti-
tutional adjuftment of that year, the fole power of making
laws for the interral regulation and taxation of Treland
was vefted in her own Partiament. This ‘folemn recog-
nition of her independent legiflative power is now con-
fidered by Ireland as her Magna Charta. “Can'we then

be



' be furprized, if the be tremblingly alive to any meafure
which may tend to infringe it ?

In 1785, the commercial propofitions were introduced
in the Irith Parliament. They had been framed in
Great Britain, and offered by Mr. Orde, for fettling the
intercourfe in commerce between the two fations, and
the contribution which was to be furnifhed by Ireland
towards the fupport of the Britith navy. The mode of
contribution was judicioufly planned by regulating it ac-
cording to the increafe of her commerce.—Thefe pro-
pofitions were reprefented by Mr. Orde as perfectly fa-
tisfa&tory to Great Britain; and fo much were they ap-
proved of in the Irith Houfe of Commons, that, upon a
divifion, the tellers of oppofition had none to tell. 'The
propofitions having been fent back again to Great
Britain, met with great oppofition in the Houfe of Com-
mons, chiefly raifed by petitions prefented againft them :
by the trading intereft. They underwent many alter-
ations, and had ten propofitions added to them. They
were again laid, as altered by Mr. Orde, before the Irith
Houfe of Commons; who moved for leave to bring in a
bill for eftablithing them : but, upon the difcuffion of
that motion, fome of the additional propofitions were
ftrongly obje@ed to, as tending to infringe upon the
acknowledged independence of the Irifh legiflature. It
is not improbable, that having been introduced as addi-
tional progoﬁnons to thofe which had been ftated as fa-
tisfaltory to Great Britain (no part of which in any fort
pointed. to conftitutional queftions) and the people of
Ircland, being particularly jealous at that time of any
‘thing which tended to touch upon her. conflitution fo

~ ‘recently eﬁabhfhed this circumftance might have cre-
W E ated
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ated an oppofition to matters, which, in other circum-
ftances, might have pafled without notice. Although
Mr. Orde’s motion was carried by a majority of nine-
teen, he did not take any further ftep towards carrying
that meafure into execution, than that of introducing the-
bill ; probably judging, that an adjuftment of fuch im-
portance to the connexion between the two nations,
required a more general approbation. Had the bill been
committed, it might, parhaps, have been fo amended as
to have obviated the particular objections urged ‘againft
them : but thofe very propofitions contained every thing
which related to the commercial interefts of Ireland, as
kfully, equitably, and beneficially to both nations, as can
be effected by the propofed Union. Had that bill paf-
fed, all the commercial queftions under debate would
have been adjufted, and the fpecific contribution afcer-
tained to be paid by Ireland towards the fupport of the
navy ; and furely fuch abill as might have been then
brought in, may ftill be paflfed, without infringing on the
legiflative independence of Ireland.

It has been reported, that meetings have been had
between the Britifh Minifter and feveral perfons holding
high offices in Ireland, for the purpofe of digefting the
plan of the intended Union, and that the refult in ref-
pect of the formation of the united Parliament has been
to the following purport: ‘That both Houfes of the
Britifh Parliament fhall remain in their prefent ftate,
perfect ‘and entire; that Ireland thall furnith to the
Houfe of Lords 32 members, namely, 28 lay Lordsand
4 fpiritual ; and that 100 members thall be added by Ire-
land to the Britifh Houfe of Commons. Ina Parliament
“thus conftituted, the Irifh Lords would make one-tenth

of
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of the united Houfe of Lords, and the Commons amount
to one-fixth of that body: Such is the intended plan of
the united Parliament, to be fubftituted in the place of
that which now exifts in Ireland. " By a Parliament
thus compofed, all laws to effect the united kingdoms
are to be enacted; but what influence can fofcanty a
proportion of Irifh members have upon the decifions of
the legiflative body? In the name of common fenfe,
can any one imagine, that fuch laws will not be aciually
made by the preponderating power of the Britith mem-
bers? The determination muft ever be the fame as if
the 100 cyphers of Irifh members did not fit in fuch Par-
liament: Irifhmen cannot be fatisfied with fuch a mockery
of reprefentation.—When they fhall feel the increafe of
- their taxes (which certainly will be the cafe) they will
attribute it to their being laid on by the Britith members
who impofe taxes, the weight of which they do not feel,
and which they may be induced to lay on in order to
alleviate burdens of their own. Ireland may have abun-
dant reafon to compare the taxes to be impofed with
thofe formerly laid on by her own Parliament. Irifh-
men will lament the irremediable change, and their Zega/
inability to be reftored to their former Conftitution,

Univerfal difcontent may enfue, and what fatal confe-

quences to the peace and tranquillity of the Empire .may

refult, and how far it may endanger the connexion be-

tween the two iflands, I tremble to anticipate.

It has been reprefented, that Ireland is {o circum-
ftanced that fhe mu/? fubmit to the power of Great Bri-
tain; that the has noarmy, no navy, and no other alter-
native but to embrace French fraternity, the mifery of
which cannot be reprefented in too ftrong colours.
" E 2 Wretched
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Wietched as the defpotifn of France is at prefent, by
following wild theories of impracticable government, it
is contrary to the nature of things, that the fhould re-
main for ever in her prefent ftate of anarchy; the fever
muft at length fubfide, and a rational form of ‘govern-
ment fucceed. She may then gradually recruit her mavy,
and take her proper ftation in the fcale of Europe, while
her inveterate implacable animofity to Great Britain will
never fubfide. She will court every opportunity of
humbling that formidable . rival, and fhould difcontents
at any future period prevail in Ireland, will take every
ftep to foment them. She will not fail to infinuate how
- grofsly Ireland has been duped, by exchanging her inde-
pendent Parliament for the mockery of legiflative repre-
fentation. Should fhe find fuch infinuations operate,
the will 2dd her fraternal offers of emancipation, and
enter into a fimilar offenfive and defenfive alliance with
Ireland as fhe did with America.

Let Great Britain beware of prefuming too much upon |
her own ftrength and our weaknefs.

If there be a prudent jealoufy in the Britith Conftitu-
tion, ref{pecting the difpofal of the public purfe; if the
Commons have been fo tenacious of that right, that they
will not {uffer the Lords even to make an addition to a
pecuniary fine, laid on by them, will Ireland be fatisfied
to be taxed at the difcretion of the Britith Parliament ?

For fuch the imperial Parliament mauft in fact be confi-
dered.

1 fhall now fhortly obferve upen the circumftances of
the two nations in refpect of finance. A confiderable

5 increafe
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increale of taxation muft neceffarily take place (in
Ireland, if fhe is to bear 2 part of the difcharge
of the Britih debt. I fhall ftate its amount
from Mr. Pitt’s reprefentation during the laft feffion.
Great Britain owes about four bundred millions. The
annual chatge arifing from that debt, for intereft and an-
nuities, amounts to upwards of fwenty millions and an
half, of which four millions and an half are appropriated
as a finking fund ; on the other hand, the annual charge
upon Ireland, for intereft and anfluities; amounts to
fomewhat more than one million one hundred thoufand
pounds, of which one hundred thoufand pounds is appli=
cable as a finking fund. The rental of Great Britain
fcarcely reaches twenty-eight millions; and that of Ire-
land, whofe contents are about one-third of thofe of
Great Britain, may be eftimated at about feven millions.

Certain refolutions have been laid before his Majefty
by the Parliament of Great Britain, flating the outlines
of the intended Union§ one of which, the 7th, applies
to this part of the fabject. It is therefore propofed,
<« That the intereft, or finking fundy for the reduétion of
< the principal of the debt incurred in either kingdom be-
€« fore the Union, Jhall continue to be [eparately defrayed
« by Great Britain and {reland rofpectively.”  This ap=
plies to"that part only of the intereft which is appropri-
ated as afinking fund, but is totally filent in refpet of
the femaining part of the charge occafioned - by their
refpe@ive debts, the annual charge of which amounts to
fixteen millions to be paid by Great Brirain, and to one
million to be paid by Ireland. I fhould colleét from the

filence of miniftry, upon a fubjedt of fuch magnitude,
© shatiit is intended that Ircland fhould be chargeable with,

: and
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and fubject to, fome part of that enormous debt. Should
this take place, and the part to be paid by Ireland be pro-
portioned to her rental, it might occafion an additional
annual charge upon Ireland of two millions and an half.
Additional taxes muft then be laid on Ireland to raife this
enormous charge, which is far beyond her abilities to
fupport.  She will fink under the burden, will grow def-
perate, and embrace the firft opportunity of relief. - The
rapic increafe of debt in Ireland for thefe laft two turbu-
lent and difaftrous years, has occafioned a great increafe
of taxes, which the poverty of her people feels already
moft heavily.  But fthould fuch an addition to their taxes
be made, as will be fufficient to raife this additional an-
nual charge, it will in effe& be putting Ireland into a
ftate of requifition ; and further, Ireland would not only
{uffer in the quantum of its amount, but alfo in its ap-
plication.  The whole fum fo levied would be drawn
out of this kingdom into Great Britain, and applied
there to the difcharge of her debt, Such a drain would
gradually diminifh, and in a few years annihilate the
Ipecie of Ireland; the courfe of exchange would come
to be fo high, that not.a fingle guinea would be left in
that kingdom. Commerce would ceafe from want of
capital, bankruptcies enfue; and the taxes become un-
producive, from the decay of trade. Great Britain
would #e0 late feel the impolicy of fuch a meafure. If it
is meant that Treland fhould not be atfected by the debt
of Great Britain, it will require much ingenuity, in-
deed, to form fuch a plan of arrangement between the
two nations, as fhall fecure each from being affeted by
the debt of the other; and more efpecially to fecure Ire-
land, when it is confidered that the power of taxing
Ireland is to be vefted in the united Parliament, more

properly
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properly to be called the Britiy/h Parliament, and that
Great Britain is not to be affeCted by the taxes which
thall be impofed upon Ireland.

I would fuppofe that by the articles of Union it fhould
be agreed, that Ireland fhould be indemnified againft that
debt, and thereupon confent to give up her only fecurity
—her own Parliament.  Can fhe expect that fuch articles
will be adhered to, longer than Great Britain fhall find
convenient? Is not felf-intereft the “primary motive
which governs the altions of one nation towards an-
other? The omnipotence of Parliament does not extend
to prevent any future Parliament from repealing or altering
laws which former Parliaments have enalted. Where is
the tribunal to which Ireland can appeal, if fuch articles
folemnly entered into by’ the prefent Parliament fhall be -
infringed by any fucceeding Parliament. There is none
other which I know of but that of reforting to firft prin-
ciples, which GOD forbid fhould ever become necel-
fary! Ireland kiows, that while her own Parliament
{ubfifts, her libertiesare fecure; and, I truft, will have
more good fenfe and virtue than to change the fecurity
fhe now has, for the precarious temure of retaining her
liberties fo-long as the Parliament of Great Britain (for
fuch I muft ever confider the united Parliament confti-
tuted in the manner propofed to be) fhall be gracioufly
pleafed to permit her to enjoy them.

Having clearly fhewn that an Union, to be formed
agreeable to the outline laid before his Majefty, will
not identify the two nations, but 'that all thofe diftiné?
interefts, in pecuniary and other matters, which
I have pointed out, will continue as they do, under

the
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the now fubfifting connexion between them. It is net
in the nature of things, that one Parliament fhould afford
fecurity to the libertics of two nations thus circum-
ftanced.

Notwithftanding that it appears to me totally i 1mprac-~

ticable that any Union can be formed between thofe na~
tions, by which they fhall be fo perfectly identified as
that there fhall not remain any diftinét intereik between
them; yet, as it may be poflible, that perfons of fuperior
abilities may, contrary to my expectation, be able here-
after to fuggeft fuch a plan of Union between thofe two
nations, as fhall perfeitly identify thems in which cale
one legiflature may be well {uited to their government;
it will become a matter of much importance, that their
Parliament fhould be fo formed as to produce {atisfaction
to both nations, be beft fuited to the exercife of the le-
giflative functions, and fhould moft effectually fecure the
liberties of the people.

In an arrangement for the perpetual Union of two na-
tions, much regard ought to be had to the feelings of the
people, and it fhould at leaft carry the appearance of
being adjufted upon the fcale of equality. Wherefore,

then, fhould the diminution of the numbers entirely fall '

upon the Parliament of one of the nations to be united,
whilft the Parliament of the other fhall remain perfect
and entire? "The Irifh Houfe of Lords, confifting of
about 230, is intended by the propofed plan to be- de-
creafed fix-fevenths of its members, who are thereby to
be deprived of their hereditary right of fitting in Parlia-
ment; and the Irith Houfe of Commons to be reduced
two-thirds of its members. = The proportion of the
- | : Houfe

=
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Houfe of Lords is to confift of nearly nine-tenths Britifh,
and one-tenth Irifh members; and that of the Commona
five-fixths Britifh, and one-fixth JIrifh. 'The circuma
ftance of the numbers in the two houfes being fo difproa
portionate proves, that-they have not been adjufted upon
" any fcientific principle of calculation, but are intended
to be dicated to Ireland, not proportioned to her claim.
If reference is bad to the hiftory of the Union with
Scotland, it will appear that confideration was had,
both to the population and territorial property of the
refpective nations, from which the proportion of mem-
bers for each nation was adjufted. That mode of proa
ceeding was a&ing upon an acknowledged political prin-
ciple—that of eftablifhing their numbers according to
their juft claims. I fhall not take upon myfelf to point
out the juft proportion to which each nation ought to be
entitled, but fhall ftate {ome, extra&s from the ﬁati/?zm[
tables publifhed in 1789, wlych not having been framed
for any particular party'purpofe, may with propriety -be
reforted to for information. From thefe it éppears, that
the fuppofed population of South Britain is 8,100,000;
that of Scotlandy one zmltum and an half; and that of
Ireland, three mzllums forty thoufand. T hat the contents
of ‘South Britain are 54,112 fquare miles, that of Scot-
land 25,600 {quare miles, and that of Ireland 28,012
fquare.milesfall-Engliﬂl meafure, I fhould fuppofe it
not far from the trugh, that the land contained in Ireland
may be confidered equal in paint of value to the average
of the lands contained in South and North Britain, It
is obfervahle, that at the time of the Union with Scot-
land, _,;he.AEnglifh Houfe of Lords did not confift of more
than one moiety of its prefent number, which occafioned
- the proportion of Scotch peers in the Britith Houf¢ to be
. F no
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no more than fixteen. The Britith Houfe of Commons,
confifting of 558 members, is already fo unwieldy a
body for a deliberative affembly, that it would be ex-
tremely inconvenient to add to its numbers fo many as
the proportion to which Ireland would be entitled. 1
fhall therefore fubmit the following plan for confidcra-
tion, as better fuited to the mode of forming the Houfe
of Commons, if fuch kingdoms fhould be united, than
that of which it would be conftituted, according to the
arrangement herein before-mentioned.—In the firft place,
the due proportion fhould be afcertained to which Ireland
ought to be entitled, the relative circumftances of each
nation being jultly compared with each other. I fhall
then recommend, thatinftead of addmg fuch proportlonal
number of Irifh members to the Britith Houfe of Com-
mons, fo many of the reprefentatives of the minor bo-
roughs of Great Britain fhall be ftruck off, as will make
fufficient room for the number to be added to the Houfe of
Commons as reprefentatives for Ireland ; thefe to confift
of two members for each county, great town, and city,
and of one reprefentative for each of the towns next in
confequence to them) ThlS plan will prevent the incon-
venience of en argmé that body, rather too numerous in
its ‘prefent ftate; and it will produce a moft effential

parliamentary reform, by purging the Houfe of Commons

of one moicty of the Britith reprefentatives for fuch

boroughs as have been confidered as exceptionable ; and

its effe&t upon the Irifh part of the reprefentation will

be ftill more comprehenfive, as thereby the whole number

of the members reprefenting their infignificant boroughs
will be ftruck off. This reform will be effe@ed with<

out infringing any one conftitutional principle. If the

1eg1ﬂat1vc fun&ions for both nations fhall be performed

4 ; by
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by one Parliament, it is eflential to the interefts of the
Empire, that it be {o arranged 2s to furnifh the belt poffi-
ble fecurity for the prefervation of the conftitutional li-
berties of the united nations. I fhall again, however,
repeat it, that where fo many interefts fubftantially di-
tin& and incompatible as I have already pointed out,
muft neceffarily fubfift between the two kingdoms, it is
net poffible that the legiflative funitions for both na-
tions can be performed by one Parliament with that equa-
lity and impartiality which might be expeéted from it,
if thofe kingdoms were perfectly identified.—In refpect of
the Houfe of Lords, it may be preper to add to the
Britith Houfe, fuch number of Irith Peers as may be .
their due proportion, according to the prefent number
conftituting the Britifh Houfe of Peers; and provifion
thould be made, that if the number of the Peers fthould
hereafter be increafed, fuch number fhould be added to
the Irifh Peers to fit in fuch Houfe, as fhould be necef-
fary to preferve the fame proportion.

‘Ihere has lately been publifhed a pamphlet, entitled,
¢« Obfervations upon that part of the Speaker’s Speech
which relates to T'rade.” The author introduces feveral
returns of the imports and exports from Great Britain
and Ireland, for three years, ending the sth January
1799, according to the current prices of the imports from
Ireland into Great Britain, made by Mr. Thomas Irvine,
Infpectqr GEneraI of the imports and exports of Great
Britain. ‘As I underftand thofe returns, they ftate the
current prices of the imports from Ireland, when brought
into ‘the Briti/b market. Thofe accounts were made out
by the direction of Lord Auckland, and laid before the

b A Britifh
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- ‘Britith Houfe of Lords. His object was, to thew how

~great the balance of trade carried on between the twa
kingdoms was in fatour of Ireland, which his Lordfhip
ftated thus, ¢ upon our intire trade with Ireland, the
annual balance in her favour is above two millions *'
The author of that pamphlet, adopting Lord Auckland’s
inference from faid’ r'ét'urns, ftates the balance of trade
carried on between Great Britain and Ireland, to be
£ 2,056,844 in favour of Ireland, which fum he alleges
that Ireland annually gains by fuch trade.

In confidering this fubject, I fhall fuppofe Mr. Irvine’s
returns correct, both 'in ‘refpect of the quantities of¢the
commodities they relate to, and their refpective values.
Some miftakes may ‘be noticed in them, which I attri-
bute to errors in the prefs. ‘Tt ‘thall be my bufinefs to
examine, whether the conclufion’ drawn from thofe re.
turns be fallacious.  In confidering that queftion, 1’
fhall not enquire whether the ‘articles included in fuch
returns have been properly named by Mr. Fofter,
whether they are' articles of the Jirft neceffity, or fall
under this or that defeription ; but I fhall take them

mercly as articles of commerce, without any diftinction
whatfoever.

Thefe returns 'ftate the current price in the Britifp
market of the different articles imported from Ireland,
and alfo the current price in'that market of thé articles
exported to Ireland, calculate their annual amount ac-
cording te' fuch prices, fubtra&t the produce of the ex-

¥ Woodfall, 537,
‘w ' ports
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ports to Irel:md from' the produce of the 1mports'from
{reland; and: concludes that the"difference between ﬁ‘bem
is the amount of the gain of Ireland. s

In order to form a proper judgment whether fuch con-
clufion be juft, I fhall analyfe the fum'produced in the
Britith market upon the fale of the commodities.imported
from Treland ;- it confits of four parts—the price paid in
Ireland for thofe commodities, ‘the expence of tranfpor-
tation to the London.market, the profiss.of the mer-
chant, and the cuftoms paid upon theirimport. I am
well informed that the average rate of “imfurance during
the(e three years referred to,/amounted to 4 per cent.

. taking therefore the whole expence of tranfportation at

/

.

5 per cent. muft certainly undersrate it,’ which I choofe
to do, to prevent cavil. I fhall take the-expence of
tranfportation at § per cent. and eftimate the merchant’s
profit according to that ftated-by Mr. Pitt, in computing
the income tax at I'§.per cent. and take the amount of
the cuftoms at [ 47,500y%as ftated by Lord Auckland.
T hofe parts of sthe value of the commodities according
to their prices in'the Britifh market return into the mer-
chant’s pocketysthey €annot produce any gain to Ireland,
and therefore ought to be dedulted from fuch eftimated
value. The remainder will be the fum adually received
by Ireland, as the price of her exported commodities;
after deduting the amount of the cuftoms paid, there
will remaia a fum of [ 5,565,189, five-fixths of which
conftitute the prime coft paid in Ireland, and one-fixth
the twenty per cent. upon that fum thus, /. 5.
Rrime’coft paid in Treland . . . . 4,637,627 10

.20 per cent. upon fuch prime coft © . * 927,561 10
. Ciftoms paid upon'the import . . . 47,500° ©

Value as per Irvine’s returns . . " . 5,612,689 ©
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Thefe fums of £927,561 108, and [ 47,500 making
£975,061 10s. muft be dedu&ted from Mr. Irvine's

return of balance,

L. r,
2,056,844 o

975,061 10

Leaves the real balance of trade in fa-
vourof Tielafid, | o'W 45 ¢ } _1’081’783 15
An application to the infpeCtor of imports and exports
in the port. of Londm was certainly well calculated, to
magnify the apparent balance in favour of Ireland ; 1 {hall
now ftate the balance, as it would have appeared upon
fimilar returns made by the infpeétor of the imports and
exports, in the port of Dublin, according to Mr. Irvine’s
mode of calculation.
)9 9

Price paid in Dublin for the com- _
modities exported from thence } 4,637,627 10

into GGreat Britain.

Price paid in London for the com-
modities exported to Ireland,

} 3,555,845 @

20 per cent. upon that {fum, | 711,169 @

Cuftoms upon their import into Ire-}

L+ sk@hteh by Lord Auckland, Suiis 200 b o

Produce in t_ile Irifh market, , . . 4,806,014 o

FromMRge, . -3 oo Vo me Ty s T e e e
Balance in favour,of Great Britain, . . 168,386 10

* Woodfall, 538.
The
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The imports, therefore, from Great Britain, would
have produced /.1,250,169 more in Dublin than what
they coft in London, and a balance of £.168,386 10s.
would have been ftruck in favour of Great Britain, in-
ftead of £.2,056,844 in faveur of Ireland, as ftated from
M. Irvine's returns. ‘That balance, howeyer, ftruck in
favour of Great Britain, would have been equally erro-
neous with that ftruck by Mr. Irvine in fayour of Ire-
land, and for fimilar reafons. In my judgment, the
proper mode of afcertaining the balance of trade between
two nations, is, by comparing the amount of the fums
paid in their refpetive markets with each other, for the
commodities exported by them. Mr. Irvine’s returns
ftate the amount of the value of the exports from Great
Britain to Ireland at

3,555,845 ©

I have fhewn that the value of the ex-
ports from Ireland amounted there to

} 4,637,627 10

T he real balance of trade is therefore * 1,081,782 10

I am perfe&tly fenfible, that the commerce between
Great Britain and Ireland is a great advantage to Ire-

# [t appears, from official documents laid before Parliament
fince the publication of this pamphlet, that the balance of trade
in favour of Ireland, arifing from her commerce with the whole
world, taken upon an average of three years, ending the 25th
of March, 1799, did not exceed the fum of £509,312.

land ;
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fand; but T truft that 1 have fhewn, that the balance in
her favour has been greatly exaggerated, both by Lord
Auckland and the author of that pamphlet. "It is by this

balance that Ireland is enabled to remit thofe large fums’

which are annually drawn into Great Britain'by her ab-
fentees, the produce of whofe eftates Mr. Pitt {tates at
one million. ' YA

I have thought it neceffary that'Great Britain fhould
know what the real 1ofs amounts ‘to, which fhe fuftains
by her trade with Ireland, and that Ircland fhould-be
informed of the amount of the gain'which arlfes to her
from her trade with Great Britain, 9

I bave read, with much aftonifhment, that iyart of Lord
Auckland’s fpeech, wherein, after ftating from Mr. Ir-
vine’s retutns, that the value of the imports into Great
Britain from all the weorld amounted to ,{;.4.6,963,000,.
and that of her exports to £ 58’,000,000, he concludes,
that the balance of trade carried on by Great Britain.
with all the wor}d amounts .to.one million.in her fa-
vour ¥, Thuq ftating that the balance of trade between
Great Britain and Ireland amounts, in favour of Ireland,
to double that balance of trade Wthh Great Britain has i in,
her ﬁwcur, from her immenle  Commerce with all tbe
world. ‘T he ftatement {upported by the authority of a
perfon’of fuch diftinguifhed abilities, and clearnefs of - un-
derftanding, and upon afubject to'which he had direGted

* Woodfall, £37.
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his greateft attention, could not fail to make a ftrong o
 impreffion upon the- mind of every man who read it 3—

certainly it at firft produced that effe upon me, andwyet
I found it very difficult to reconcile it with the idea I
had formed of the immenfe wealth which Great Britain
derived from her extenfive trade with all the world ;

“nor could I conceive it poffible that Great Britain thould

not gain more from her trade with the whele werld than

one palf of what Ireland gained from her trade with

Great Britain. 1 had ever confidered the”balance of
trade in favour of Great Britain as one of ‘her principal
refources: thefe confiderations have led me to examine
the nature of thofe returns, not without hope that I
fhould find that Lord Auckland’s“eonclufion had arifen
from fome error or mifconception. 1 do fuppofe, that in
Mr. Irvine’s returns the comparifon of the trade of Great
Britain with all the world.is ftated in the fame manner as
that of the trade between Great Britain and Ireland, and
confequently that the value of the imports is therein
rated, according to their current prices, after their being
brought into the Britith market. It gives me much fa-
tisfadtion to findy that underftanding thus the nature of
thofe returns, I'am enabled to remove the alarming im-
prefiion which Lord Auckland’s reprefentation muft have _
occafioned in the mind of every man who feels, with me,
a warm intereft in the profperity and welfare of Great
Britain. +Upon examining thofe returns, I find that the
fame caufe'which produced the erroneous reprefentation
of the balance of trade between Great Britain and Ire-
land_has occafioned the mis-{tatement of that between
Great Britain and the whole world. I have already
S % G ; fhcwn,‘
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fhewn, that the only mode by which the balance of ¢

trade between two nations can be afcertained, is, by
comparing the fums actually received by each nation_ re-
fpectively for the commodities exported by them. Mr.
Irvine’s returns of the amount of the imports do not only
include the fum paid for them in the countries from
whence they came, but alfo the expence of their tranf-
portation, the cuftoms upon their import, and the mer-
chant’s profit; all thefe make part of the price which
the purchafer pays for them in the Britifh market. Thefe
additions do not confer any benefit upon ‘the country
from whence they are exported, or oceafion any lofs to
that country into which they are imported. 1 fhall efti-
mate the awverage charge of importation from the dif-
ferent parts of the world at teén per cent., which muft
in my judgment be much under-rated, when it is con-
fidered that the infurance alshe-from Ireland to Great

Britain is four per cent. 'The amount of the cuftoms
- paid upon the importation hasbeen ftated by Lord Auck-
land to amount to £.6,897,500*‘, that fum muft there-
fore be dedu&ted from the fum of £.46,963,000, the
eftimated value of the imports; the remainder will be
£,.40,065,500, which fum is made up of the prime-coft,
the charge of tranfportation, and the merchant’s profit.
The merchant’s profit, taken according to Mr. Pitt’s
eftimate at 15 per cent., and being added to 10 per cent.
(the expence of importation), making 25 per cent., that
fum of £ .40,065,500 will be d1v1ded thus:

¥ Woodfall, 543.
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Firlt coft; : £.32,052,400
Expence of 1mportation and merchant’s .
profit, making 25 per cent. Hpea that 8,013,100

{fum,
‘ 40,005,500
Amount of cuftoms, - - 6,897,500
Value of import; by Irvine;s returr, ,{.46,96 3,000

The prime cofts, therefore, of the #mports; compared
‘with the prime coft of the exports, will give the amount
of the real balance of trade in favour of Great Britain :

\
Prime cofts of exports from Great Britain, /.48,000,000
-Prime coft of imports, - - 32,052,400

‘Balance of trade in favour of Great Britain*, £.15,947,6¢0

The amount of the imports from the Weft Iadiés
have been very properly introduced in Mr. Ifvine’s re-
turns, as conftituting a part of the balance of trade.
However, the gredter part thercof, inftead of occafion-
ing any /of5 to Great Britain, conftitutes a confiderable
part of her 7efources; they are in falt remittances to the
abfentee proprictors in commodities inftead of monej.
Mr. Pitt ftatés the amount of remittances from poflef-
fions beyond fea at five millions, taxable as incomé.
Thefe, added to the above balance of trade; occafion an

&

* Mr. Rofe ftates the balance of trade in favour of Great
Britain at £.14,800,000.

G 2 annual
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annual ugﬂux of money into. Great Bmam of nedrly'
twenty-one millions *. Thefe are the refources which

have enabled Great Britain to fupply the frate with thofe.

immenfc fums which have been raifed during the prefeat
war., |

The meafure which has been under conﬁdera ion is f'o
‘momentous in its confequences, and fo complicated in its
nature; that it requires the moft attentive inveftigation.
I have endeavoured to examine it in its v-a{riou's' ramifica-
tions, and to view it in its different bearings. I have

particularly attended to your Lordfhip’s pofition; that /

the only mode of connexion which can remove the evi/ qf
‘feparation, or confer the benefit. of Union, is a perfel?

identity of government,’ This you lay down as the cri-

terion to determine whether fuch Legiflative Union ought

-~

to be formed between thefe'two nations.  For this pur-

pofe- I-have examined the, nature of the connexion in-
_tended to be formed,; agreeable to the outlines laid before
his Majefty by, the, Parliament of Great Britain, from
which it clearly appears, -that if fuch connexion fhall
take place, every: dlﬁm&nefs in revenue, taxation and
expenditure now fubfifting between the two kingdoms
- will continue, and confequently, that they will not be
thereby idantified, - 1 therefore conﬁder myfelf juftified
by your Lordfhip’s authority, in aﬂ'ertmg, that fuch

* The author had, in the former editions, confidered the
Afum of one million, remitted annually from Ireland, as net
having been included in the faid five millions, which’ ftatement
he now finds to have been erroneous.

iEad :
Union
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“Union ought not to be adopted ;- it has been fhewn, thac
the great obje&t of the minifter in the purfuit of his

meafure, is to acquire the command over the purfe of
Ircland. This will be procured by the Union,.through
the immenfe majority of Britifh members in the unired
Parliament. Should an Union take placey Ireland will
be chargeable with a proportion of the expences of the
empire, her own finking fund, and at Jeqft . the intereft
of her own debt. Taxes muft neceflarily be laid on for
providing for fuch expences which fhall extend to that
kingdom only, they will be impofed nominally by the
united Parliament, but «fZually by the majority.of Bri-

~ tifh members in fuch Parliament. Of the taxes thus

confined to Ireland in their operation, thofe Britifh mem-
bers will not feel the preffure, nor will either zhey or
thofe whom they reprefent be in any fort affeCted by them.
By the Conftitution the power of taxation is lodged in
thofe who are to pay them, the pesple : this arrangement
furnifhes a fecurity, that fuch power fhall not be im-
- properly increafed, but that conftitutional ‘check will
here be underminedy,and the pesple of Ireland will be
taxed by the/reprefentatives of another people, who do-
not participate in-the burdens they impofe.

Although unaccuitomed to write, I have ventured to
lay my thoughts before the public, in the plain language
of common fenfe, upon that momentous queftion, which
muft determine, whether Ireland fhall continue to enjoy
a free Conflitution, or become a province of Great
Britain. I fhall now, with all due refpeét, take my
leave of your Lordfhip, relying upon the good fenfe of

.3 ; o ¥ ~ - my
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T i DETECTOR. & of the evils "attending this mode of rela pranch and department of public f-mam.h If ‘me our :rf‘ml ow;‘;\t ;hewwe'{ the Brin
' o Gl 2. feems to me moft immediately to deriv heir legiflatures, diftiné? in other refpedls, have s d'amn:&iﬂ FIL, deg
T inequality in their relative power and influeiice; fone branch or member in common, the legiflas y, and difhonorable 1.9;&:_:

Bl oo ofithe infetior is iformity with the ' an - mention of w
“of the inferior is bent to uniformi : < e oot
8y °'~o‘u&ml power. Connexion tfien is th % ek h"“} }':‘ ,ﬁg@, an
Bicnos of aicendancy in one, snd the can R ) e o i |
I oo ilhe. 4 d it is manifefl . b EAETNG THORS v Din T e
ordination in the other, and 1 their apathy o their corraption \\i:!11’1|xe fpe
s 1

THOSE 'parts of Lord Minto’s celebrated occafioned, no doubt, by their ine
& Fweech on the Union, which were genstally cans; ooy, g pofitive power and influel ’#
‘ fidered as praétically argumentative, have, I be- losss necellurily from the Very nature and
. lieve, been ackpowledged, or rather feli, to fitation. of bufman afairs, 4nd’ 10 artiGeiaINGE b,
' jeredftible by all candid and refle@ing men, WhoF 10 i) arrangement, no provifions 3 Nﬂ} hefe grievances can be alleviated, or redrefled, {ing i, R A gt of
read them with attenton ; but thofe parts, whiché g oSGl ton can alter if, that in the union of fonly by diminifhing or abolibing the caufe. That it garb-af Mic a?} ﬁ{“dem [eautiof, md
L went to eltablith general principles, app‘icable two diltin@ and unequal countries, the fuperior §is to (ay, in other words, *hat indepetidency ¢ fe llm_r hal_’uls - aftoni iment at this, as ‘ax
to nations connedied by ties too fleader (o form® " o5 predominant, and the inferior fabordis e improved only by firiking off, link dfter link, ‘id ¢ exclamation; but I'(ay, that {uch a badge o
erfect identily of interefts, have, I fear, failed, nate in their common coneerns, and in the ad- fof the connexiony and ifs entire perfection cah ‘inferiority between the two k"‘§‘l"ﬂ“’ is o fe
EI" producing effeéts fo extenfive as the great m'iniﬂmliun of the common p:«:rls of their Go- e attained only by breaking the laft thread 'rimu‘gfie‘v:mce. Is the bold pride of P"("""“'
iroths they inculcatey and he found doctrines (oo iment.  Hence follows, however, a nominal. jwhich holds the countries together, - . nothing? s thie ardent fpirit of ‘i_}'del"‘?de"f
they teach feem to promift ; the il ""!f“d’ independence in the inferior flate, accompanied |  From this account of the Ta‘!br it appear ‘nothing? _ Ts national '?"k_ hothing? If A
have been confidered by many, as furnn.l;‘)_‘}ﬂ by a daily and irkfome confeioufnels of real knavoidable that the courfe hnvgvdq cribed =ﬂag of Eugland be‘,v as it is dearer 1o eve
chain of abftradl theoretic reafonng, belter eals g0 g, hce and fubordination. It is thip con hould be purfued in every fimlarcale, ‘and ‘that brave Englifiman than his life, is the with for
¢ulated 10 amufe the mefaphyfician, than to """ (radiCtion between the real and nominal condi- ghefe events are not (o be confidered “as fortuit- Aimilar badge of honour fo Ireland fo be f{couted
form the politician and the patriof. Lel us then on of the inferior country that T confider us the bis, but as deriving from uniform and pregnant s 8 chimera ?  Can the fame fentiment be gied
fee whither this opinian he not unfounded, “}':' moit fruitful fourcé of thofe evils which affi@ kaufes likely to produce the fame confequences 2nd glotious on one fide the channel, ind wil
thence judge whether this enlightened and phi- fuch connevions, and ultimately ext inguif them. :

! 4 : ; P
‘ Sk oL A0 3 v hexayer (hey exifti® and abfurd on the other? It is a mortifyiiy]
lanthropit:  Statelman be "”(".“md“ 0 even 1. Governments adminiftered in this manner, )

grester celebrity than he ha< altained. under external influence, the eyes of the nation

% truth, buat not the lefs trae for ifs Téverity, th
{ the honor of the Britith is the degradation of fh{

Inthe year 1790, a work was |»v1|>lirﬂ1led by 1 pafs ober the immediate and domefiic inftruments ;EKTR.IIC'T.? Jrom an Engw'p how Sar Ixzranp is rith flag. We are compelled to fkulk under'ﬂ?
,]C;,lo" ],v.nlcliu:,u,rtll:\(‘ m‘rllmlu'vl‘l‘l }:zl“ﬂ:;c;?:(iir:(); of “heir adminifiration, to that which mult ap. | bound, s rights to embar® in the impending Conteft.  prote@ion of Lngland by a neeeffity of our own
thofe who profefled themleives to be ] s : i A
day 5 he was their oracle, he

pear to tiem, and may indeed be traly ufcuunl- ; Fr:a"i:né ‘()r,]if"vve have not created, we havd
ed its efficient head, I mean the external power | 4 X 2 ¥ ubmitted to it. 5o

whish airaile  {namantete sl lh»-rpfurepn:\lu- ; NII'\;\J(;!‘{OF"M 165 4’3"" the following pages “ 1f this be the proteftion of England, I, for
ral that the grievances, real or imaginary of {uch r‘l-:h;.::u ;otv:a a,_rpT:rm~xxr ’[,ord"":”'{l’v "“‘;‘ ’““;‘lc one, ('ould‘bc whel| content that we were !.L'ﬁ to' |
a country, fhould be laid to the account of that bt ;,,, ) Ay u.‘::;'t“l,u .cuu’(‘ ”: I‘t'.'l "h' "(t € our own wildom to avoid, er our own fpir
higher caufe ; that its dilcontents, chagrin, and ¢ ,(‘\;'Iﬁ(;l." (" ”“‘l’ “}" “"f' the pretent, fupport a conteft.” Fi] i
relentments fhould be directed againit that ob- oceafion has happened where fuch a queftion &' e owe no gratitade where we have e

of Treland of tha :
was-the jris mokile of all their plans for na-
tional aggran nt and national independ-
ence ; he was the confidential agent of a great
t nearly three-fourths of the phy-

bodyy, compoli
vation 3 and he was the founder

fical force of

o ‘:L”“'“‘{M“ [“i“("‘l.i WL s ".M;] s P"‘f‘“;'y je€t ; and that the exertions ef patriotifim, or the ‘7“"‘/" mt'ld.ﬂs t 've"l.‘fm o mvetn_gﬂe. S_mre‘ Il‘.‘ ceived no favour. If we did, in 1782, extort)
! ‘““.‘,”‘Iv;,““,, ;-;I\",‘ :.\,‘:I‘.[vxiimlua i]‘ri]\t--. liraggles of fa@ion, asthe cafe may by, the c'a- ﬂjfff’f:['tﬂ::i:;:{;{y:":;{;;i:‘:ﬂ g}_;r:_h;;!, ‘Zu “ our rights ﬁ"'m‘E-“EIﬂn_d al the very muzzle o ‘
HRRL Lo avait the r.'..u:,unv of hig mour and the activity, the vloque:c-?_;gl\d even (“'“Z/-J‘"-” 7 vitamu has become  the cannon, whom have we to thank but ‘ourd]
early furnified grounds for his owmns the vistues (." l‘“]‘“'-” leadersand .nmbl{mns mav.x:, . llJ|: univerfally expeéted, that at A o . - R .
fon: bul the lenity.of Gogarmitig fhould all aim at that obvious mark. They will g s » that at your meet-_~ ¢ What thould Irifh policy be, by Britilh

Hled him (6 B the i find in the people a_ailpofition, founded alfy in 62 the Sceretary will tome forward o acquaint ample?  Firfiof all, take care of owfilves, Wé
led him to fill the v

1 , however, fallen the % \‘:Il‘,:,_:r[;l:t ':'Iif{! nature, estremely f.n'.(rllr‘lble to the (’ncce-,_f's of L;‘.ul’inm;;:u‘l“ls\(f“;’-lelgz ‘:’5",“}’3”"5 for “t“ with jyvade none of her rights, we but fecure our own
i efleéls have deluged his country with blood. fuchaims. I have faid that the minds of otk P ’“) - e pyr:)c‘;rey(h~ ‘b‘]’"g,‘"re"v? Q lfa"y \Vily.llgen fhould we fear her refentment? Bat

Th v mentlao was read itk the gends, SOROMIRS thus mmm_mﬂanc(:(l are n_o:unl) .dxﬂmd., ruli\:) )ea(:e. lihi; o : ] e 1{11?;5 od an hono= |he _um)d‘ will fay, fhe may withdraw the ‘pré
val avic hich the reputation of the author but hofiile. Jealunly e _1cntmn:n| likely tp have lnn[wc’wd bb % d:le ‘;“ : c; e:avou'r 1o tedtion of her ﬂag Trom us, and I anfwer, let he‘
belpoke 5 and, had not the do@rines it contain- prevail between them; and 'mdeml where both + A “ve‘;‘V (;";, i‘ rels, ‘}’\ es‘_?g’r‘;e"/‘ do fo—every thing is beneficial (o Ireland (haf
od, béen lried by the undiing deitecls-of BEE being nominally, and according to their ab@ra B B:a,i(h. ivifte . ‘l’}" unes to t l‘{ b Ak ";’l throws us on our 6wn firength,  We fhould (he
tice -and lime, g it ta expofe them to rights, independent and equal, one of the tw L v that this €r In the approaching eonteit;: ook to mnr internal refources, and feorn [
public infamy would probibly have beén fruitlel exercifes, neverthelefs, a clear and andifguifed * ¢ § may not appear mere profeflion, the ¢ prorewion to any foreign flate we. MAId

alcendancy oyer the other, joaloufy may, i fiindar agprehenfion 15, hatat will be followed up

triuth, be thought to have no very unreafonablil by @ vate of credit for three hundred thoufund pounds,

foundation. The prevailing national feniiment, @3 onr quota U! the expence, a fum of a magni-

the ruling paflion, then, of the infesior cnunlr)‘.‘ tide ey aldrming o the finances of the country ; “but
)

fpurn the idea of moving an humblé Titellite
roand any power, however great, and ©laim 4%
once, and enforce our rank amaeng the primary
nations of the earth. Then thould We have,
what, under the prefens fyflem we iever fhall fery

LY N

And vain. 1 will tate [Ome of thofe de
thay were introduced, i the garb ol pr
opiniensappl g 1o.a patticulas cafe ; they ave
in point o my enquiry, but I wll place u clue al’
b will conduét the unfufpectingy

a 'y

comes to be an angry, impatient and intolerant JL 15 not the ng_“““d" of the grant which is the
love of their independency. Whoever touchey B4 cbject; atis the coufequenceof it, involy-

1 the pre v‘\(;" ‘vl 1nC t ug e !;I . Y 2 iri aj an it
B vk e l,f,,‘, p :,“\1‘, | ?;\Irl\j ;0“:)’ that ftring, reaches their heart, ands commands "8 @ g icltion I)"t"‘::"_’he two countries of no IAl' :v:a’l;l:::?u!;l thil:';n,(‘lal;Il(tifdrpl\n'i ﬂm ‘,‘Ii"'!t-"" o
¥ ] "4 theiraffections and aztions. Hence we (all obferye! |18 importance than this, ¢ Whether Ireland be, the wound w%\en we ta 3 fz;e oyt fee!
Bisaitcs o ar et el o areftlefs and never fatisfied ftruggling with every of righ, !‘<"‘L“l to h'}’P}”t a war, declared by Harp wavix,s cond! 'euv‘e:'nl?le {':l(: 3’,85 hat
- it circumftance either in the confiitution of their ‘¢ King of Great Britain.” 8P S PNl

: HH government, or in the counfels and meafurcs - It the Parliament of England addrefls his The writer, Theobald Wolfe Téne, was well

I am to [peik now of thofe connexion$ 3 i nilirats Majeity f var, i
v peik ¢ of their adminiftration, which feems, even to VaJ€lty for war, and in confequ b i q
13 @ 5 e N T AR S AR ; niftration, leems, : . quence war be pré-  acquainted with the human heart. He k
which con it in fime ¢ reumftance of identityy the moft lubtle refinements of jealoufy, to af- rcisimed ; if we are at ouce, without our conlent, fmc'i:e of préjudice—he koew the [ ‘blne“ll"h}
in tie municipal conliitutions of the two cound fe@ that obje@ 5 hence a-perpetual fraining | PErbaps agaioft our will and our intereft, en- | 5

iries; that 18 (o lay, 1

reafon, when paffion and pride ufurpef her do=

0 fiaving fome part or mem=  afier its improvement and perfection ; and K28€d; and our Parliament bound to fapport that  minion, and his pen was dire@ed by that knows
y S § B Wa

ber of the Government tle fame, with a diflin@2 hence alfy thofe i alhd w u: 3
v | fi h fe impradent, and, furely, unge- (Wd% 1 purluance of that addrefs; t Te ; is td & . .
nefs and feparate ln\i:-unucn('(: in all the refl nerous advantages vyhm, it (m,;,‘m, ir\),perii(h the dependence of Ireland is ;';cr?g:edl :I: ]g"?,;ltge' Ig”ls ‘h:i,el]e“ ‘:‘»rehiconﬁdﬁ_rable, bat ik
Such 1s that 4,1] one igvvg or Lxecutive powery of common. dilirels or danger, to extort con- A€ bound by the A& of the Britifh Pnrlian’nenf, his ;?if\!’:;ivﬁ: r:)ﬂ[?e:;:, Nsoa:b‘;hon g
o warale ires . % . . . p . i y o,
‘ ‘4:"":&‘”‘, v d W™ ceflions favourable to that vbje@; conceffions ‘!“““l‘ the charter of out liberties is wafte paper.”  pable of Erguilr:g \:ilh dextevit'] n:;sr:;nror? f:,"
6F Sepdrfatt cosineqion, is. Salsreiof petl . Id“ M;)e‘““fe gratitude in thofe who re ¢ d“‘e ‘rmng profperity of Ireland is immo- hjs objeét was to inflame, not tfn ‘éonvlncze' HE
§ s Wuler: i erhaps @& ceive them, becaule they are claimed as rights, g#*'¢¢ on the aitar of Britiflh pride and avarice; N ETine b T , )
may fay, precifely the fame, with that which and Tan 4 ha 3 k BAL Mo ar vy Myt _pride and avarice;  fucceeded in raifing a ftorm, nhhdugh he Taile
s altendy oMl il ontr: T etk . id feem to have been enforced by necefiily ; W'V€ are furces to combaty without refentment, in ] o 1 : t
: T § 1‘ ) ‘]”u‘:(‘(l f"::”:r’:‘ L’:Il""f‘l-\»ln\er'dt conceflions too which feem rather to whc; ."ebq“"'""l of an alien, where vi€tory is Uﬂ;lm" ;‘:t‘;‘;:"“?r :g?;:{?!f:vnl:?:l??iitfer:(:ihlt‘;?' t? ‘;ﬁ‘
¥ e exion be'ng ball than to falisfy the appetite that ealls for ti 1tabte, and defeat is inf: n 4 A ¢ e judgs
irtialy and intended for partial purnofes. e gep hat calis for them. » and defeat is infamous. ment and information s 2 mi
gt ol ntercfts in 2 :rl]] ‘u'.l:,\:,‘,‘ ‘Lffxv’”:ll:;‘ l‘;,(-h v.aonl uirthu kind becomes only a van- { Ilcon(ielf. I'am, in the odtfet, much ftaggered hoped to govern; is eﬁne';n(;:‘l‘.’g;’d?r:‘?lfi ;:-Iem:‘n €
P L4 L # . J =0 -on ¢ lage groung rom  whence ther 4 b y a phrale (pec 3 . . 1 3 4 a-
aitin@ ; the atlention of cach country is {li B¢ gro e another may be 0 very Ipecious, and of fuch general ¢ 1ind d ? e
tindl ; e ut wiry is S (ought’ for fand thas. esch f p ) coeptation, a5 this oF  rk B ional independent exertions; which he fuppole
pointed tos a feparate view of individughl 1 : ; s cach fucceflion of pa- I 0y as this of “ the gaod of the empire”  practicable with refources, 16 which ?
tesell : 3 triotsy, or of demagogues, f{eeki t hance™ [Yel, after all; what does § > L oliften 10 wRuch 8’ vote s
intereft ; and the public mind, ii I may fo e sl y ) gogues, feeking to enhance ) > what does it mean? or what is the credit of 400,000!~ W b 3
) cids 12 may lo exprel8) on the exploits of thei dewor mpive? 1 believe it i b 300,000l would be of alarming mag:
it, of the two nations, is kept dif ploits o ir predewcilors, the im. [#fpire? elieve it is underflond to mean 1 i N ' = ed: :
already o} d ﬁ;nf‘: }1 J:IL;;“‘C{'WI 'h.wu[ provement of independency is pufhed forward [kingdoms of Great Britait and Ireland with !:: :,:;::‘ll':: ,(oblyhtﬂi‘(?e:(g»%'f:‘m'i’ze'menl Virlied ‘
e areln bs b AR I:" ) szlI:\C:O‘ un;.l the l:ue goal of that courfe comes in view %’Jpendgnl legiflatures, united under one head. et ftate; torn to pie;:nl,;%h;t{’:r:'ty ::ndd?m:
partics; anc King of nations’ I ae 2idl —Lmedd fepargtion, at this union of the executivé does by 6 tuté of the me  defial PR L els
that diftin@ minds are generally Iml’lll\z.mdl)n l?l‘:‘:?e '“ “'";', ‘t‘-)'”a,mm ey '.ru.lh the g(’“l or win- |heans, Lo my apprehenfion, impl)’ fo c"m);"e‘é i"l{ encr'ny" ﬂ:zs ol: ‘l;l:‘;ncﬁbzpz;‘p o llWl\ S
'mflcun“ﬂnnr, the viciity, and the connexi :;:)A{_‘I:O‘:L;m; ::m lrucc'ol In\lepende:’my, muft [an anion gt power or of intereft, that an injury; national h"!” vvu’hmiyu mip""“{;e”}; eﬁs'x a
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