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A N

e x a m i n a t i o n ,

X c .  X c .  .

MY L 0 R D ,
•% -v 4 *

I H A V E  read your lordihlp’s fpeecH with the attention 

that it deferves ; it has been compofed with much con* 
fideration, and logically arranged. ^ our firft pofition, 
that from the relative fituation of Great Britain and Ire

land, ?. connexion is neceflary for their mutual fecunty, 

is fo evident, that it needs hot argument to fupport it. T h e  
real queftion for consideration is, (as you properly ex- 

prefs it) what is the bejl and moji eligible form of fuch

connexion.

Y ou r fécond pofition is, cc T h at when two coiin- 
“  tries are fo circumftanced as mutually to require con- 
«  nexion, the only mode of connexion which can per- 

fecirly remove the evil of feparation, and fully confer 
“  the benefit o f  Union, is a perfect identity and incorpora- 
tc tion of their government ”  From this pofition, yoii 
declare it to be your decided opinion, that if  the in
tended connexion between Great Britain and Ireland be 
not fuch as {hall produce a perfeól identity arid incorpora
tion of their government, it will not remove the evil of 
feparation, or confer the benefit of Union. It will there
fore be a proper fubjeft for enquiry, whether the Union in
tended to be formed between thefe two nations, conftituting
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diftinft iilands, and adjufted in fuch mariner afc may bd 

agreeable to the outlines o f the plan laid before his M a- 

jefty by the Britiih Parliament, w ill fo perfectly identify 

and incorporate their government, as that there fliall not 

remain any folid diftindtnefs o f  intereft bttween them : 

the profeiTed objeót of fuch Union being, that it ihall be

io formed, as by confolidating thofe nations, to remove 

all danger o f feparation.

T h e  prefent connexion between Great Britain and 

Ireland has for many centuries maintained their Union ; 

it has ariien from the only natural bond which can form 

a permanent cement between twp nations, that of their 

mutual intereft. T o  this has been added the moft 

powerful artificial meafure that can bind two nations, 

the irrevocable aft o f the legiílature* I fay irrevocable, 

as Ireland, under its prefent conftitution, has not a 

power to repeal it. From the experience we have had 

of its faiutary and powerful effeâs, there is not any 

rèafon to apprehend that fuch connexion ihall not con

tinue, fo long as it ihall be their mutual intereft to fup- 

port it. Alteration in their mode o f connexion may be 

attended with great danger, and it appears to me unwife 

to liften to the wild fpeculation o f  empirics, and fubfti- 

tute a new fyftem in the place o f  that, the advantage of 

which we have for fuch a length of time experienced j 

an exchange which may occafion the deftru&ion of our 

coniritution, and a reparation between the tw o united 
kingdoms,

\  our iordfhip refers to preceding Unions which have 
ca^en place in Great Britain, that of the heptarchy, the 

l^nion of England with W ales \ and laftly, that which
was

4*
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Was formed between England and Scotland. Y o u  ob- 

ferve that all thofe Unions were o f  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 flood in the fame rela

tive fituation to Great Britain in which W ales and Scot

land did to England, and that the Union now in con

templation could effeâ that perfeói identity o f government 
between Great Britain and Ireland, which was produced 
by the Union o f  thofe nations with England.

A ll  thofe nations were part o f  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- 

t in â  kingdoms \ the royal funflions throughout all are 
executed by the king perfonally, the produce o f  their 
revenues all form one aggregate fund, applicable to the 

general expences of the united kingdoms,, the intercourfe 
o f  trade is carried on with the fame facility, as between 
the refpe&ive parts o f  any o f  them, their Parliament 
meets in their capital, and the reprefentatives of all 
thofe united kindoms attend it without difficulty, or in
convenience. Being fo perfe&ly identified by nature 
and fituation, there fubfifts no diftin&nefs of intereft 
between them, their Parliament is fo efTentially interefted 
in the general welfare of the whole, that it cannot be in
duced to a& 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 neceiTary article of information in their de

partments,
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partments, all thefe are neceffary concomitants o f perfeâ 

identification.

L e t  us now compare the ftate of Ireland w ith theirs 

in thofe particulars, ihould the propofed Union take 

place. T h e  royal funftions will ftill be executed by a 

viceroy affifted by a privy council, the produce of the 

refpeftive revenues of Irelánd and Great Britain w ill 

ftill create diftinii funds, diftinftly applicable to the ex- 

pences of the refpeftive kingdoms ; the taxes impofed by 

the joint legiflature are not to extend alike to the whole 

united empire, but to affeft Great Britain ánd Ireland 

feparately ; the commercial intercourfe between both 

iilands w ill ftill be carried on through the medium of 

diftmfl: 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 o f the Irifh 

Members w ill be in another ifland* with no flight in

convenience and with much additional expence, far be

yond the means perhaps of many who may be delegated. 

W h ile  from the unavoidable diftindtnefe o f their local 

and commercial intereft, Ireland can fcarcely hope foi á 

perfeft impartiality, and an unbiaffed attention to her 

peculiar concerns, in the Parliament affembled at W eft-  

minfter, the Britiih Members w ill no doubt avail them- 

felves of the preponderancy o f their majority, and apply 

it to  the intereft of that country which they reprefent. 
Such real and fubftantial differences as I have pointed out, 

w ill I  truft convince your lordihip, that the tw o nations 

■will not be eafily identified, and that the inferences 

drawn from the benefits which England, W ales 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. T h e  proportions laid before his 

Majefty intimate, that each nation is to defray the ex

pence of her own finking fund, that Ireland is to pay a 

certain proportion o f  the ordinary expences o f  the united 

kingdoms, and that the duties to arife from their com

mercial intercourfe are to conftitute part of the revenue 

o f  that kingdom into which the commodities ihall be 

imported. From thefe provifions it neceflarily follows, 
that their refpedive revenues muft ftill be kept perfectly 

diftinct; that each nation muft ftill have its feparate 

boards of treafury, revenue, and accounts, as at prefent. 

W il l  not this neceflarily be productive o f  diftinfi interejls 
between the two nations ? in truth, I icarcely know any 

fubftantial diftin&nefs now fubfifting between Great 

Britain and Ireland under their prefent connexion, which 
w ill not continue after the propofed Union, fave that 

very material one, that Ireland iball be deprived of that 
diftinót and independent Parliament which belongs to 

her, under her prefent conftitution. Whether the con- 
fecjuences of fuch a change will be falutary or injurious, 

it behoves every Iriihman to confider well, before he 
fhall confent to merge his own in the united Parliament. 
A t prefent the Parliament of Ireland fits in her capital, 
and every member can attend it without inconvenience.; 
its whole attention is concentered in Irijb affairs, each 
member ihares in the operation of every law enaótetj, 
and feels every tax iinpofed \ her Parliament fitting in 
Dublin can receive without difficulty or delay from her 
own boards oi revenue, treafury, or accounts, every 
necefTary information concerning fuch matters as belong 
to their refpe£tive departments, her lawyers and mer
chants may then conftitute a part of fuch Parliament,

from
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from whom every neceflary information within their 

peculiar province, refpeóting the laws and commerce of 

Ireland may be obtained. By means o f the appellant 

jurifdi&ion .lately reftored to the Irifh Parliament, the 

fuitor can have his caufe finally determined at home, 

without the trouble, expence and delay of retorting to 

another court o f fupreme judicature abroad. T h e  mem

bers from their refidence, their ilation, and their inter- 

courfe with its inhabitants, miift neceffarily be the beft 

fudges of the ability o f the people to fupport the taxes to 

be impofed, 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.

T h efe  are the folid and fubjtantial advantages which 

Ireland may expe£t from retaining her own Parliament, 

I  truft they w ill fix her determination not to yield to 

wild fpeculations, but to adhere to that conftitution, the 

falutary effects o f  which fhe has felt fince the time that 

it has been eftabiiihed.

Having thus pointed out fuch important diftin&nefles in 

the government and in the interefts between the two na

tions which muft fubiift, if  the intended Union between 

them {hall be effected, furely, my lord, you who have aJJerU
edy that the abolition of the privy council of Scotland was 

necefTary 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 diftinâneiTes of Viceroy, 

privy-council, revenues and expences, will produce that 
perfeft identity and incorporation of their government, 

which you reprefent as the only mode of connexion which
3 can
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ean perfectly remove the evils o f  Reparation, and confer 

the benefit o f  Union. T h e  principle o f  the intended 

Union, we are told, is, that it w ill effectually remove 

the danger of feparation between Great Britain and Ire

land. I am of opinion that danger will rather be in- 

creafed. T h e  real object which has induced Great 

Britain to prefs this meafure by means o f  promifes and 

menaces, rewards and puniihments, is very far from that 

which ihe profefles.

T o  the Proteftant is held out protection 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 o f  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.

T h e  oftenfible argument in favour o f  the Union arifes- 
from fuppofed apprehenfions being entertained o f  a fe
paration between the two kingdoms. Be allured, 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. T h e  real motive that lurks 
in the bottom of this meafure I fufpeft to be widely dif
ferent; to me it appears, that the recovery of rduftantly 
relinquiihed power is the real objedt of the Britiih Mi- 
nifter, It is to recover the power of binding Ireland by

B her
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lier i£is o f Parliament. T h is  right, aflerted in the 

JBritiih aft o f the 6th G eorge I. (he exercifed until fhe 

loll Am erica; then, indeed, ihe reluftantly yielded to the 

nervous exertions o f  the Iriih Parliament, and confented 

that Ireland fhould have a conftitution founded upon 

the bafis o f  Britiih freedom. And how reluftantly this 

émancipation o f  Ireland was granted, clearly appears 

from the Duke o f  Portland’s correfpondence In 1782, 

Jâtely, and, perhaps, unwittingly produced by M r. Pitt ; 

and from the affiduous exertions o f  Mr* Pitt to do aw ay 

th3t parliamentary conftitution o f  Ireland, which was 

folemnly adjufted in 1782, by denying that it was intended 

to be a final adjuftment o f  conftitutional queftions be* 

tween both nations. T h e  Britiih Cabinet now  feems 

anxious to re-affume that power in its fulleft extent, 

claimed by the 6th Geo. I. o f  binding Ireland in all 

cafes whatfoever, thus including the momentous and 

2larming power o f  taxation: this, in truth, appears to 

me the great objeft o f  the Minifter's exertions.— He 

wiihes that the power over the whole property o f the 

kingdom o f Ireland ihould be at his difpefal; and how is 

this to be effe&ed ? B y  Ireland's transferring a part o f  

her Parliament to be added to that o f  Great Britain, 

fuch part fufHcient to legalize the afts of fuch united Par

liament, under the flimfy pretence o f  Ireland's being re- 

prefented there, although fuch infignificant part w ill  not 

give her any more power in fuch Parliament than ihe 

would have had i f  ihe was not reprefented in it at 
all.

I f  the Parliament o f Ireland ihall be once melted 
down into an united. Parliament, the power which ihe 

now has over her liberty and property, w ill be thereby
transferred



11

transferred to the difpofal o f  the preponderating majority 

which Great Britain will have in fiich united Parlia

ment. Ireland fhould well confider, that i f  flie onet 

gives up her own Parliament, the a£t cannot be re* 

called.— Should the articles be infringed, ihe w ill be left 

without redrefs ; there is not any tribunal upon earth to 

which ihe can appeal. He is little read in the book o f  

mankind who expe&s to have good faith obferved be

tween nations, where it is inconfiftent with their in- 

tereft. L et Ireland confider, that by giving up her 

Parliament, ihe parts with the only fecurity ihe can 

have for her liberties, and will thenceforth hold them at 

the precarious tenure o f  the liberality and good-will o f  

the Britijh majority in the united Parliament.

I now proceed to that part o f  your Lordfhip's fpeech 

relative to the internal and political regimen of Ireland. 
Y o u  obferve, that nothing cc can be lefs rational, of 
<s more dangerous, and often fatal, than abjlraft views 

u  of pra&ical queftions affedting the interefts o f  multi* 
<c tudes and o f  nations ; that in the purfuit of abitraft 
<c right, we ihall often find ourfelves (innocently, no 
u  doubt, i f  our intention is confidered, but yet too elfec* 
“  tually) the inftruments o f  great praftical injujiice and 
€l opprejjicn ; that there are few  cafes to which that ob- 
cl fervation applies more clofely than that which you arô 
cc confidering,”  (fol. 72.) It appears to me rather ex
traordinary, that your Lordfliip, entertaining ideas o f  
the danger of fuch abflrat1 ifieivs, fhculd enter into the 
dilculTion of fudi; and the more fo, if  it ihould appeaf 
that your mode o f  treating them is of a hazardous ten
dency, originating, perhaps, from want o f  due informa- 
tion refpe&ing the pfefent ftatfc of Ireland. Y o u  affeit,

B 2 «* that



<C that Ireland is a divided country as to property and 

numbers, the leaft numerous clafs (alluding, I prefume, 

to the Protejiants) poffefiing the property and the power ; 

the more numerous (the Catholics) entertaining claims 

both on the property and the power,”  So far as relates 

to the divifion o f property and power, your reprefenta- 

tion appears to me to be w ell founded.— Y o u  nçxt ftatç 

the violence “  o f  thole paflions which influence and ex- 

«  afperate both parts o f  the Iriih nation againft each 

<t other, the firm and immoveable bafig on which their 

«  mutual hatred ftands, the irreconcileable nature o f  its 

“  motives, its bitter, malignant, and implacable cha- 

(t j-g&er. Y o u  reprefent them as two nations in Ire- 

«  land, tw o Iriih peoples, the one fovereign, the other 

«  fubje&. Y o u  confider them as tw o enraged and im- 

“  placable opponents, ihut up on the very arena o f  their

ancient and furious contentions. T o  me the ten

dency o f fuch reprefentations appears calculated to ftU 

ITiulate 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 

a&uated by fuch motives, as muft make it continue for

ever, w  , ;•

But to ihew how totally unfounded thefe aflertions

are, I ihall appeal to the parliamentary tranfa&ions in

Ireland for the laft twentyrtwo years. Until the year
1777, the penal ftatutes affefling Catholics remained in

force. From the time of their enaction, the Catholics

had conducted themfelves peaceably and loyally. T w o
rebellions had taken place in Scotland, notwithftanding

the U nion; the one in 1 7 1 5 , and the other in 1745 ; in
the courfe of which, the Iriih Catholics (though ftrongly

folicited)

12
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folicited) took no {hare. Such conduct naturally con

ciliated the regards and afluaged the prejudices of their 

Proteftant brethren, who were convinced that the penal 

ftatutes might with fafety be repealed. Parliament 

cheerfully and freely engaged in that laudable buiinefs, 

warmly wiihing to contribute to the happinefs and com

fort of their fellow-fubjedts, and enadled the ftatutes of 

the 17th and 18th of Geo. III. whereby, alter recking* 
that from the uniform peaceable behaviour ot the C a

tholics for a long feries o f  years, it was expedient to 

relax thofe laws ; that it would tend to the profperity 

and ftrength of all his Majefty’s dominions 5 that his 
fubje&s of all denominations ihould enjoy the bleilings 

o f  a free conftitution, and fhould be bound to each other 

by mutual intereft and mutual affe&ion ; for thefe pur- 
pofes, therefore, they enafted, that perfons profeffing 

the Popiih religion ihould be capable to take, hold, and 

enjoy, any leafes for years, not exceeding 999 years; 
ihould have full power of difpofing of them, or o f  any 
eftates whereof they were, or to which they ihould be
come entitled 5 that they ihould be capable of taking any 

eftate by defcent; that no maintenance or portion ihould 
be granted to a child of a Popiih parent, upon a bill filed 

againft fuch parent ; that it ihould not be in the power 

o f  the eldeft fon of a Popiih parent to make his father 
tenant for life by conforming, but that the father, not- 
■withftanding fuch conformity, ihould have full power over 
his eftate, thereby repealing all thofe laws which were 
moft grievous and galling to the Catholics ot Ireland* 
T h e  remaining difability to purchafe the inheritance, 
fubje&ing Catholics to many legal inconveniences pe
c u lia r  to chattel interefts, the a& of the 21ft and 22d 
Geo. III. was made, whereby Catholics were enabled to

purchafe
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purchafe the inheritance, their eilates made defcendible 

according to the courfe o f the common la w ; the penal laws 

againft Popiíh ecclefiaftics, upon their taking the oaths 

appointed by the 14th and 15th Geo. III .  and feveral 

other laws, fubje&ing Catholics to difabilities, were re

pealed. T h is  liberal a£t fully completed the wiih o f  

the Catholics at that tim e; they felt and exprejfed the 

warmeft gratitude to that Parliament for fuch fubftantial 

proofs o f their friendihip and good-will ; the Proteftants 

and Catholics became as one family, and the moil perfect 

çordiality appeared to fubfift between them ; the power 

o f acquifition and difpofal o f  property was equally en

joyed by Proteftants and Catholics,

Th in gs remained in that ftate of increafing harmony 

for feveral years, until Great Britain, having complied 

with the wiihes of the Britifh protejling Catholics, en

abled them to a â  as barrifters, attornies, and folicitors, in 

the Britiih courts o f juftice. T h e  Iriih Parliament imme

diately followed their example, and by flat. 32 Geo. III . 

conferred on the Iriih Catholics fimilar privileges, and 

at the fame time repealed fuch remaining penal laws as 

{till fubiifted in the ftatute-book, however obfolete ; 

whofe repeal, therefore, as being rather immaterial, had 

been before negle&ed. In the next feffion, alfo, the 

Parliament even outjhipped the moft fanguine wiihes o f  

the Catholic body in Ireland, and the bounty o f  a Britifh 

Parliament, by admitting them to the elective franchife, 

and enabling them to take and enjoy every civil and 

military employment, the judicial department, and a 

few of the highçft offices of adminiftratiori only excepted. 
And do iuch liberal concevons, fuch fubftantial grants, 

on the part of the Iriih legiflature, far outftripping the

4 liberality



15

liberality of Great Britain to her protejling Catholics, 

intimate, that a bitter, malignant, and implacable hatred 

fublifts between the Iriih Proteftants and Catholics? 

N o , furely. Y o u r  Lordfhip has been ftrangely mifin- 

formed. T h efe  facts, I conceive, fully refute that charge, 

and are fufficient to fatisfy the Catholics that their Pro- 

teftant brethren ardently wiih to unite with them in 

heart and hand, and in every refpect to contribute to 

their happinefs, as far as is confident with the cjlablifoed 

conjlltution in church ànd ftate.

After this injurious mis-statement o f  the difpofition o f  

the Proteftants and Catholics o f  Ireland towards each 

other, you next proceed to venture upon the delicate and 

hazardous queftion o f abftraft rights. Y o u  fay that you 
cannot u admit of the afceridancy o f  one part of the 

“  nation over another part of the fame nation, to the 
“  extent and purpofe claimed in Ireland, as capable of 

w affuming any character deferving the denomination of 
tc right. T h a t  which is wrong on one fide cannot, in- 

“  telligibly to you, become right on the other. Y o u  
“  do not think the virtues of poffejfion̂  prefcription, or 
c< any other limitation o f  time, at all applicable to the 
“  cafe of perpetually fubfifting, and as it were rénovât- 
u  ing wrongs, efpecially fuch as affect the political 
u  rights of great numbers of men. T h a t the fre* 
*c quency of the repetition o f  wrongs, inftead o f  di\ 
u  miniihing the injury, muft be felt as a grievous ag-
ii gravation of it ; and, inftead o f  converting wrong 
<c into right, feems only to improve and fortify the title 
cc of thofe v/ho fuffer, to ihake off the injury on the firft 
“  opportunity that offers. Y ou  fay, that part o f  Ire- 

“  land which you wiih to redrefs, claims not only fo litP
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€t cal equality in the government o f  their country, in 

“  which you cannot help fympathifmg with them, but 

are known to entertain claims oj a very different na~ 

4C ture^  (fol. 69.) H o w  revolutionary is this mode 

o f reafonino- ? H ow  inflammatory ? H ow  perfectly 

does it coincide with the principles o f Paine, in his 

Rights of Man ? Does it not tend to awaken difcon- 

tents among; the Catholics o f  Ireland, to juftify their re- 

forting to firft principles, to vindicate their political 

equality, 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 Lordihip ? T h e y  have circulated, as I am in

formed, at the public coft, your elaborate fpeech, al

though the printer o f Paine’s Rights o f Man, founded 

upon the very fame principles, has been profecuted and 

puniihed in England.

I f  I  underftand your Lordihip, you confider every part 

o f  his Majefty’s fubje&s entitled to an equality of civil 

and political rights, and that it is an a£t o f injufiice to 

the Catholic to deprive him o f a participation o f  them. 

T h e  exclufion o f the Catholics from a ihare in the le g i t  

îaturç refults from the oath o f Jupremacy, which is re

quired to be taken by perfons o f every perfuafton, 

previous to their admiilion into Parliament. T h is  oath 

relates merely to the political^ not the religious tenets o f  

the Catholics. I w ill ftate for your information the in
troduction of that oath. Immediately after the revolu

tion, by the Englijh ftat. l i t  o f  W illiam  and M ary, it 
was enjoined to be taken by every perfon before his ad- 
miiüon into the jEnglijh parliament ; by the EngliJJ) flat* 

©£ 3d W illiam  and Mary, it was enacted, that it Ihould
be
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be taken before any perfon ihould be permitted to fit in 

the Irijh Parliament ; for at that time the Engliih Par

liament did claim the right, and did actually exercife the 

power of binding Ireland by its laws. T h e  exclufion* 

therefore, o f  the Catholics from fitting in Parliament 

was the act of the Englijh legiflature, not o f  that part 

c f  the Irijh people whom you confider as undulj invefted 

zvith legijlative power. I f  fuch exclufion from an equa

lity o f  political rights be a wrong, it is a wrong ena&ed 

by the Englijh Parliament, not by the Irijh ̂  who in fa& 
never made any law to that effe<3 , until after the refto- 

ration of their legiflative conftitution in 1782, at which 
time they, by an a£t of their own, adopted generally all 

thofe Engliih laws, which related to the taking of fuch 

oaths. T h e  political creed of the Engliih Catholiç 
being the fame with that of the Iriih, equally induces 
the expediency o f  enjoining the oath of fupremacy to be 

taken in both countries, and excludes both from a ihare 
in the legiflature. I f  fuch exclufion then be a wrong to 

the Irijh Catholic, it miift be a wrong to the Englijh 
Catholic alfo. T h e  diftin&ions of right and wrong 

equally apply to both, furely the afcendency of one part 
o f  a nation over another part o f the fame nation, cannot 
affume the denomination o f  right in the one kingdom, 
and that of wrong in the other. Y our Lordihip’s feel
ings are alive to the oppreiïion of the Irijh Catholic, oc- 
cafioned by his being deprived of an equality of political 
rights by the Englijh Parliament, and you fympathife with 
him on account of that injuftice committed by an Eng- 
liih Parliament. But your compaiTion does not extend to 
the Britijh Catholic who is in the very fame predica
ment, and who fuffers the very fame wrongs. Are the 
principles of right and wrong different in Ireland and

C  Great
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Great Britain ? T h e  Iriih Proteftant has been by the 

foregoing Englifh a ft  fubjefted to the fame penalties and 

difabilities, i f  he ihall omit to take the oaths, and there 

are inftances where the puniihment for omiffion has been 

inflidsd upon the Proteftant both in England and Ire

land. T h u s, my Lord, the cenfure which you levelled 

againft the Irijh Parliament, recoils agaiçift the Englijb. 

I  am happy, however, to be able to vindicate the wif- 

dom and juftice o f the Engliih Parliament in excluding 

perfons from a ihare in the legiflature, who profeffed 

luch political principles as are avowed by perfons o f  the 

Catholic perfuafion in Great Britain and Ireland.

• B y  the conftitution the K in g  is fupreme head o f  the 

church ; his power both in temporals and fpirituals, is 

limited to the laws o f the land. It is contrary to every 

found political principle of government, that any powers 

ihould be exercifed therein, fave fuch as are confiftent 

w ith the conftitution ; the K in g  is as much bound by the 

laws as the meaneft o f his fubjecls ; every perfon par

taking; of the benefits o f  the conftitution, is bound to 

obey the King in all his juft prerogatives. T h is  it is 

which creates the allegiance due by the fubjeft to the 

K in g , and enables him to afford reciprocal protection to 

the fubjeft, T h e  oath - required to be taken conflits o f  

two parts :— iff,  T h e  member is to fwear that he abbot's, 

detejts  ̂ and abjures that damnable dofirine and pofition, 

that princes excommunicated or deprived by the pope5 may 

be murdered and depofed by their fubjcffs. N o  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~ 

late} ftate or potentate, hasy or ought to havey any jurif-
diftioiiy
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Union, power, or authority, within this realm* T o  this 

part of the oath the Catholic obje&s, as repugnant to his 

creed, which maintains, that the pope has abfolute 

power and authority within this realm in all matters 

fpiritual or ecclefiaftical. N o  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. T h e  principle which it oppofes, aims to 

Introduce a foreign power into this realm, abiolute in 

its nature, above all law, uncontrouled ánd uncontroul- 

able, and utterly repugnant to the fundamental prin

ciples of the conftitution. Surely the eftabliihment of 

fuch a power would be in fa£t to fubject the crown, in 

fpirituals, to the authority of the pope. T h e  Catholic 
who fupports fuch power thereby acknowledges himfelf 

the fubjefi of the perfon who is invefted therewith, he 
divides his allegiance, he profefles himfelf fubject to the 
King in temporals, and to the pope in fpirituals. T hat 
fuch are the tenets of the Catholics, appears from Doctor 
Hufley’s Paftoral Letter: addreffing himfelf to the fol- 
diers he fays, cc their perfonal religion is their natural 
cc uncontrovertible imprefcriptible right, fubjeft to the 
<c fpiritual authority of the Catholic Church, and in 
cc which the laws of the land cannot enjoin a coercive 
“  authority. In all temporal matters they are fubject to 
cc their temporal rulers ; in all fpiritual matters they are 
cc fubjeft to their fpiritual rulers \ * how then can a 
legiflature veiling and eftabliihing the fupremacy of the 
church in the crown, difclaiming and refifting the 
authority of any foreign power, within the realm, 
admit perfons into their body whofe tenets are fo re-

C  2 pugnant



pugnant to their ow n? T h e fe  obfervations w ill ,  I 

truft, vindicate the propriety o f  the Englifh Parliament 

in framing for Ireland fuch a political teft. Y o u r  Lord- 

fhip w ill alfo obferve, that every argument w hich you 

adduce to prove the injuftice o f  excluding Catholics 

from the Irifh Parliament, militates with equal force 

ao-ainft their exclufion from the Britiih, and with what 

confiftency, my Lord, do you impeach the Irifh Parlia

ment, reprçfenting it as inadequate to make laws for 

binding Catholics, after having contended for the omni

potency o f  that very Parliament, and reprefented it as 

inverted with fuificient power to bind for ever thofa very 

Catholics by an incorporative Union with Great Britain, 

in the formation o f  which, it appears from the propor

tions laid before his Majefty, and fupported by your 

Lordihip, that the very fame oaths are required to be 

taken by the members of the United Parliament, as are 

how prefcribed to be taken by the members of the re- 

fpedtive Parliaments o f  Great Britain and Ireland. I 

decline entering into the abftraft view  o f  the compe

tency o f Parliament, to fubftitute another conftitution 

in the place of that, for the prefervation o f which they 

have been in veiled with their legislative functions ; 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 1 {hall not venture to enter upon 

the confideration of it ; but this much I ihall venture to 

affirm, that if the formation o f  the Parliament o f Ire

land be fo vicious and defe£tive as you reprefent, it can
not be competent to bind the Catholics by eftablifhing 

fuch articles of Union as fhali exclude them for ever from 

participating in the legiilature of the united kingdoms.

Expectations
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Expectations have been held out to the Catholics that 

thofe laws of exclufion will be altered by the United 

Parliament: whether there be any reafonable foundation 

for fuch expetfation, will be be# afcertained by taking 

a retrofpect view o f  the conduct of Parliament ftnce the 

Revolution. There are in Great Britain as well as in 

Ireland a confiderable number of Catholics, though not 

in fo great a proportion to the Proteftants, the Engliih 

leçiilature have required iuch caths to be ta^en by mem

bers before their admiffion into Parliament as have ex

cluded Catholics from fitting in it ; they are in Great 

Britain deprived of the elective franchife, 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 Britiih Parliament, to repeal the 

T e f t  Act, but without effect. In the prefent cafe the 

Britiih Parliament, by the propofitions which they- have 

laid before his Majefty, actcd fairly and openly by the 
Catholics ; they have confiitutionally declared, that the 
churches of England and Ireland, and the doctrine, 
worihip, difcipline and government thereof, ihall be pre- 

ferved as by law eftabliihed, thereby affirming, and fe- 
curing theafcendancy of the Proteftant religion and the 
K in g ’s fupremacy in the government of the church ; 
they have declared that the fame oaths now in force ihall 
continue to be taken by the members of the United 
Parliament. W hen 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 
fpirit and meaning of the propofitions themfelves. Com
pare the condition of the Iriih Catholic with that of the 
Britiih ; in Ireland he has the elective franchife, and is

4  capable
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capable of enjoying every office, civil and military, z 

few only excepted, from all which the Britiih Catholic 

is excluded. Y o u r  Lordfhip, notwithftanding your 

feelings for the Iriih .Catholics, has never attempted to 

procure for the British  Catholic the rights and privi

leges which the Irish Catholic enjoys. Should an Union, 

take place, no diflinction can be made between the C a

tholics o f the united kingdoms ; either the Britifh C a 

tholic muft be raifed to the level o f the Iriih Catholic, 

or the Irifh lowered to the level o f  the Britiih. T h is  

meafure o f adjuftment muít be determined by the United 

Parliament, where Britiih influence muft always predo

minate : and can it be expected that the Britiih majority 

w ill  concede to the Iriih minority? T h a t  the ftandard 

o f  adjuftment w ill probably be lowered, may be coilefted 

ftill further from the fagacious conje&ure o f that emi

nent ftatefman Lord Auckland, who expreiTes himself 

thus : cc It has long been my opinion, that whatever may 

cc be the indulgences, more or lefs limited, to the Ca- 

iC tholics o f England, the meafure o f  thofe indulgences 

cc ought to guide our difcretion with refpecl to the Ca- 

a  tholics of Ireland.,? W hether the Iriih Catholic is 

more likely to be raifed or depreffed by the propofed 

Union, I leave to the fagacity o f the moil intelligent 

Catholics to decide, from the foregoing obfervations ; 

earneftly wifhing that they may not feed themfelves with 

vain hopes of further concevions which will never be 

realized. 1  he illiberal and mifchievous policy o f ruling 

by divifion in order to rule by Union, I am forry to ob- 

ferve, feems to be your maxim, as well as that o f feve

ral other minifterial fpeakers on the imperial queílion of 
Union. But let me tell you, my Lord, honeily is the 

bed policy between ftates, as between individuals. T h e

torch
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torch o f  difcord has been unhappily kindled in Ireland, 

and has blazecl out into infurredlion, anl open rebellion. 

It has been the faihion to attribute it principally topopifll 

fanaticifm, but I apprehend without fufficient founda

tion ; the primary promoters of that rebellion were Pro. 

teftants and Prefbyterians as well as Romanifts, and the 

hoftility of the united confpirators was levelled again ft 

all religious eitebliihments, although they endeavoured 

to avail themfelves of the political engines ot luperfti- 

tion and bigotry. T h is  clearly appeared upon the exa

mination of the leaders of the confpiracy before the par

liamentary committees ; their obje£t was the fame with 
that of the Engliih and Scotch confpirators ; all were 
a&uated by the fame jacobinical principles ; they wiihed 

to overturn the civil and religious government of both 
kingdoms, and to fubftitute in its place the anarchy and 

confufion of a democratic republic on the miferable mo
del of France. T h e  Irifh 'rebels did not limit their 
revolutionary views, as has been infinuated by your 

Lordihip, to regain the forfeited lands of which they con- 
fidered themfelves to have been unjuftly deprived. Few , 
indeed, engaged in 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 difleminated, where the Romiih religion had 
fmall comparative influence. T h e  reports of the par
liamentary committees prove its progrefs through Great 
Britain. It appeared there lufficient to authorife the 
ena&ing of fuch laws, as the neceflity of the cafe could 
alone juftify. A t that time Great Britain was fecured by 

a great military force, Ireland was in a moft defenceleis
ftate,

23



ftate, France clearly faw that Great Britain was moft 

vulnerable in that part o f  her Empire, ihe applied herfelf 

w ith redoubled aftivity  to diffufe her principles among 

the Iriíh people, with whom, from their poverty and ig

norance, ihe had the greateft profpeCt o f fuccefs. T h e  

© bje&'of the rebels was to overturn all government, 

which neceffarily would have produced a feparation be

tween Great Britain and Ireland. L e t  the loyal Iiiili 

compare the ftate their country would have been in, if, 

at the time the rebellion broke out, the parliament, 

melted down into that o f Great Britain, had been fitting 

at Weftminfter, and one hundred and thirty-two o f  her 

moft diftinguiihed characters for talents and property en

gaged in attending that parliament— with that in which 

{he then flood, 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 gentry exercifed their utmoft 

influence in preferring and reftoring good order and 

tranquillity among the inhabitants o f their refpe&ive 

eftates. Believe me, my Lord, the indefatigable induftry 

o f  the Irifh Houles o f  Parliament, and of the refident 

gentry, were, under Providence, the powerful means by 
which that rebellion was counteracted and fupprefied. 

T h e  meritorious conduct, therefore, of the Irifh Parlia- 

s ment furniihes a moft forcible additional argument againft 

its extinction. W h ilft  Ireland has a conftitution worth 

preserving, ihe w ill ever apply her moil ftrenuous exer* 
tions in its fupport, her Parliament, ihe confiders as 

the only fecurity for the permanent prefervation ol the 

liberty (he now erjoys.

Y o u

2 *
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Y o u  have taken a review of the prefent Conftitution of 

Ireland to ihew that ihe is not an independent nation, in 

which I perfectly agree with you, the a£t o f  annexation 

o f  the crown o f  Ireland to that of Great Britain, the adt 

of 1782, by which the legiflative functions of the fove- 

reign o f  Ireland can only be performed through the Great 

Seal of Great Britain, fpeak in the ftrongeft language, th  ̂

fuperiority o f  Great Britain over Ireland. T h e  ad- 

miniftration of the executive government of Ireland by 

a viceroy (which mull ftill continue if  the Union ihould 

take place) is another inftance to which you refort, to 

prove her fuperiority over Ireland. I do not only ac
knowledge her fuperiority in thofe inftances, but I coniider 

fuch as neceflary to her profperity. In all imperial con

cerns, Ireland ought 'to follow in the wake of Great 
Britain, the foie power of making war and peace, enter

ing into treaties with foreign powers is veiled in the 

K ing of Great Britain by virtue of his royal prerogative: 
in all thefe particulars (as Blackftone exprefles it) the 

conftitution confiders him as the reprefentative of the 

people ; but it has been obferved, that although thefe 
powers are veiled in the Crown, yet the fupport of a 
war depends upon the concurrent will of the Parliament. 
Hiftory does not furniih one inftance where Parliament 
has withheld fuch fupport. T h e  motive which has pro
duced this uniform concurrence with the Crown is that 
which ever will produce the fame effedl— felf-intereft and 
felf-prefervation. This muft operate with greater force 
upon Ireland than upon Great Britain, as íhe in fuch a 
cafe would be much more defencelefs ; wherefore, iince 
Great Britain, under the prefent mode of connexion be
tween her and Ireland, is, by your own Jlatement, invefted 
with all thofe powers in imperial concerns, which are ne*

P  ceifary
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ceffary for the government o f  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 M ay and June, 1782, has 

been rather unguardedly próduced to the public by M r. 

Pitt, which his Grace ftates to be fo delicate in its nature, 

requiring fo much fecrecy and management, that he would 

not truft the communication o f  it to any hand but his 

own. I íhall decline making any comment upon the 

nature of that tranfa£tion. Ireland, however, may profit 

from its being made public. T h e  obje£t o f  the acts of 

Parliament then in the contemplation o f  his Grace were, 

that the fuperintending power and fupremacy o f  Great 

Britain, in all matters o f  ftate and general commerce, 

fhould be virtually and effeaually acknowledged ; but 

your Lordihip has clearly {hewn, that without any fuch 

act o f Parliament, Great Britain is already inverted with 

fuch powers. Another obje£t in his contemplation was, 

that the ihare o f the expence in carrying on a defenfive 

or offenfive war, either in the defence of our dominions 

or thofe of our allies, fliould be borne by Ireland in pro

portion to the a:£tual ftate o f her abilities. To this part 

o f his plan, I do not imagine that any obje&ion could rea- 

fonably be made in Ireland. Participating, as ihe now 

does, in the commerce of Great Britain, ihe is bound to 

contribute her proportion to the proteftion of the Empire 

o f  which {he conftitutes an eflential part. He further 

proceeds, that Ireland fliould adopt fuch regulations as 
may be judged neceifary by Great Britain for the better 

ordering and regulating the trade and commerce with 

.foreign nations and her own colonies and dependencies,
con-
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confideration being duly had to the circumftances o f  Ire

land ; this part of the plan alfo appears unobjectionable. 

Thefc  are the great objeits which are avowed to be ex- 

peCted from the Union ; and it appears that the cor- 

refponding parties then thought that they could be fe- 

cured by fuch a£ts o f  Parliament as they defcribed, with

out depriving Ireland of her prefent conftitution.

Y o u r  Lordfhip having pointed out all thofe inftances in 

which Ireland is dependent on Great Britain, I ihall 

advert to thofe particulars in which I confider Ireland as 

independent under her prefent conftitution. She now has 
the foie and exclufive right o f  making laws for her in
ternal regulation and taxation ; for although it may be 

laid that ihe has not abfolutely the power of enacting any 

law, as it muft be firft ratified under the Great Seal o f  
Great Britain, yet ihe has a moral certainty, from the in- 

tereft which Great Britain muft neceiTarily 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 to her ; nor is 
there more reafon to apprehend that the K ing ihall refufe 

his royal affent to bills really ufeful and expedient to ths 
public, than that he ihould refufe to permit the Great 
Seal of Great Britain to be annexed to them. Upon 
thofe powers, therefore, with which her own Parliament 
is inverted, Ireland relies, as the foundation on which her 
liberties are to be fupported. T h e  intereft o f  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 : Ireland muft ftand and fall with Great 
Britain. This meafure of an Union is prefled upon Ire-

D 2 land.
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land, not required by her. T h e  language held forth by 

M r. Pitt, Lord Auckland, and others of the minifterial 

phalanx, has been that o f  perfuafion mingled with 

menace, extolling the great advantages in commerce 

which Ireland enjoys through Britiih bounty, their pre

carious tenure depending on the good w ill and plealure 

o f  a Britiih Parliament ; at the fame time infinuating the 

danger of their being withdrawn, ihould Ireland refufe 

this great boon now tendered to her, alleging that her 

prote&ion depends upon the ilrength o f Great Britain, 

which might, perhaps, be withdrawn from her. Such 

indireâ menaces need not alarm Ireland : ihe well knows 

that the continuance of thofe benefits depends upon the 

beft poflible fecurity ;— the intereft o f Great Britain'that 

{he fhould continue to enjoy them.. In truth, mutual 

interell is the only cement which can bind nations ; it is 

that which has preferved the connexion o f thefe king

doms for fo many centuries. T o  the powerful aid of 

that connexion and efficacious co-operation of Ireland, 

is furely to be attributed much of the high rank and 

proud ilation in which Great Britain now ilands as the 

bulwark of the liberties of Europe. Tour language, upon 

this part o f  the fubjeft, has, indeed, materially differed 

from that of others of the minifterial phalanx \ and it is 

but juilice to your principles o f liberality and found po- '  * 
licy, indicating the inlarged mind of a profound ftatef- 

man, to ftate, that, (according to your reprefentation) 

Ireland has a perfedl right to claim, in times o f danger, 

whether cc from foreign or domeflic enemies, the pro- 

u  teólion of the Britiih navy and military, as well as 
4C pecuniary aid : that the prefervation of Ireland is an 

tc Engliih intereil, and fufficiently precious to call for 

cc thofe exertions, even in a diftinót and feparate view of
“  her
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«  her own advantage. In the next place that ihe is 

« intitkd to it, as ihe is at all times contributory to the 

« aeneral for vice and fecurity ; that her Teamen, her 

«  foldiers, and her revenue all augment the general 

“  ftock of Britiih refources ; that if peculiar and tem- 

« porary emergencies have at this or any other particular 

«  period, increafed the local demands o f  Ireland upon 

« the exertions o f  Great Britain, the fcene of danger 

« may, at any other times, be fhifted ; and that there 

» are recent grounds to be convinced that ihe will be 

« ready to make extraordinary exertions upon extraordi- 

« nary danger, in Great Britain, if  fuch occafions fhould 

« arlfe. T h at, in refpeit to the extenfive commerce 

« from without, and profperous manufaftures from 

within, which flow from a free participation of 

“  the imperial greatnefs of Great Britain, thefe, upon a 
“  view of the prefent connexion with Great Britain, 

“  belong to the very nature of the cafe, and naturally 
“  flow from the fentimeius of fraternity and reciprocal 
« k.indnefs which ihould accompany Inch a connexion ; 
“  that fuch favours are prompted by a liberal, but, at the 
“  fam e time, by a wile policy.”  (Foi. 1 0 6 .)  This is,

. indeed, my Lord, the true and rational principle upon 
which the connexion between Great Britain and Ireland 

ihould iubfift ; and fuch connexion would never have 
been formed, but from an expectation of mutual advan
tages. Every increafe of profperity which Ireland re
ceives, contributes to the ftrength and profperity of the 
Britiih empire ; and moil juftly does your Lordihip ob- 
ferve, “  if identity of conftitution be not founded on 
“  identity of interejl, and is not f o l l o w e d  by identity of 
“  fentiment and feeling towards the united empire, fuch
« an Union will not cure the evils of imperfect rela^

a  “  tior,



“  tion, or even feparation, but may bring fome o f  them 

“  nearer and more home to both.”  (Fol. 60.)_

T his, indeed, is an obfervation w ell deferving the moft 
ferious attention.

T h e  great object now  held out to induce thefe tw o 

nations to adopt this meafure o f  an incorporating Union 

is, that it w ill preclude all danger o f  feparation. N o  

man can feel more ftrongly than I do the ruinous con

sequences that would enfue from a feparation ; and 

therefore, upon that very ground, I deprecate fuch Union. 

I prefume it w ill be admitted, as an incontrovertible 

pofition, that mutual intereft and reciprocity o f  advan

tages, are the only ftrong and permanent bonds o f  Union 

between tw o nations. T h e ir  Union w ill continue fo 

long as their mutual interefl prompts them to it ; no 

acts of i arliament will bind them longer than whilit the 

connexion continues to be ufeful to them. T h e  prefent 

connexion has, for many centuries, preferved their 

union; each nation has felt the reciprocal afliftance 

which they afforded each other. Great Britain was 

entitled to a Superiority in all imperial concerns, and has 

enjoyed jt. T o  the acquiiition and peopling o f her ex- 
tenfive colonies, Ireland has largely contributed. Still, 

however, Great Britain, for a long time, was fo blind 

to her own intereit, as to grudge to Ireland a participa

tion o f colonial commerce. W e  may further obferve, 

that although the Britiih Parliament has occafionally 
exercilcd the power o f  making laws for the internal 

regulation o f Ireland, ihe never attempted to interfere 
With her internal taxation, that powar having been folely 

exeicifcu oy her ow n Parliament. T h e  dangerous con-

fequences
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fequences o f  attempting to impofe internal taxation, m aj 

be illuftrated by the American conteft.

In 1770, Great Britain aiTumed a right o f  impofing an 

internal tax upon the article of tea imported into Ameri

ca. T h is  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 h is  tax was not 

attempted to be*colle£ted, until 1774* A t  that time, 
unfortunately, the minifter hazarded the experiment, 

whether America would fubmit to that unproductive 

tax, and thereby eftablifh Great Britain’s right to tax her. 
Ships freighted with tea were fent to Bolton for that 

purpofe, with orders to enforce the payment o f  the duty. 

T h e  Americans felt the magnitude o f the precedent, 

though the tax was fmalL T h e y  would not permit the 

cargoes to be landed, but threw them into the fea. Im
mediately upon this the Bofton port act, and other com- 

pulfory a£ts, were palled, for the purpofe o f  puniihing 
the Americans, and forcing them to fubmit. T h is  pro
duced no other effe£t than that o f  uniting them in op- 
poling the collection of the tax. I need not remind you 
o f  the hoftile proceedings which followed ; but it is 
proper to obferve, 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 therr* to fubmit, if they ihould dare to refill. Ireland 
was not an inattentive obferver of thofe proceedings ; fhe 
aflimilated the cafe of the Americans to her own ; and 
fympathized with them during the progrefs of the war : 
ihç confidered, that if Great Britain ihould eftablilh her 
power of internal taxation cn America, ihe herfelf was 
to become the next viitim, Unable to cope with Great

Britain
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Britain fingly, America was fecretly affifted by France. 

A t  length, in 1778, the French threw off tile maik, and 

notified, by their ambaffador, to the Britiih minilter, that 

they had formed an offenfive and defenfive alliance w ith 

America. T h in g s  then, indeed, affumed a moft ferious 

afpeit : Great Britain was alarmed ; Ireland grew dis

contented ; and her manufacturers were ftarving. She 

cxclaimed againft the injuftice o f Great Britain, for 

withholding from her the colonial trade, and urged it 

moft: forcibly in her own Parliament. Alarmed by the 

danger o f  lofirtg A m e r i c a ,  Great Britain yielded to the 

rieceiTity o f  cultivating the affections of Ireland, and, 

by increafing Iriih refources, to enlarge Iriih ability to 

fuccour and fupport her. T h efe  confiderations inductd 

her to admit Ireland into a ihare of her trade with the 

colonies. T h e  crifis at which this took place, may fug- 

geft a doubt, whether it proceeded from an enlarged 

fpirit of liberality, or merely of felf-intereíl. I wiíli I 

could fatisfattorily afcribe it to the former motive. T h e  

attempt to tax America made a ftrong impreffion on the 

Iriih mind. W h at advantage, they faid, could accrue from 

the enlargement o f their trade, if  Great Britain iliould 

have a power to 'm ak e laws by which their property 

might be affe£ted ? In 1782, Great Britain acknow

ledged the independence of America ; and, learning wif- 

dóm from misfortune, ■ ihe faw the neceffity, as well as 

the juftice, of yielding to the wiihes of Ireland, and o f  ad

mitting her to ihare in Britiih freedom. B y the confti- 
tutional adjuftment o f that year, the foie power o f making 

laws for the internal regulation and taxation of Ireland 
was vefted in her own Parliament. T h is  folemn recog
nition of her independent legiflative power is now con

sidered by Ireland as her Magna Charta. Can we then
be
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be furprized, if  ihe be tremblingly alive to any meafure 

which may tend to infringe it ?

In 1785, the commercial propofitions were introduced 

in the Iriih Parliament. T h e y  had been framed in 

Great Britain, and offered by Mr. Orde, for fettling the 

intercourfe in commerce between the two nations, and 

the contribution which was to  be furniihed by Ireland 

towards the fupport of the Britiih navy. T h e  mode of 

contribution was judicioufly planned by regulating it ac

co rd in g  to the increafe of her commerce.— Thefe pro- 
po fit ions were reprefented by Mr. Orde as perfectly la- 

tisfa&orv to Great Britain ; and fo much were they ap- 

proved of in the Iriih 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. T h e y  underwent many alter

ations, and had ten propofitions added to them. T h e y  
were again laid, as altered by Mr. Orde, before the Iriih 
Houfe of Commons ; who moved for leave to bring in a 

bill for eftabliihing them : but, upon the difcuflion of 
that motion, fome of the additional propoiltions were 
ftrongly objeâed to, as tending to infringe upon the 
acknowledged independence of the Iriih legiilature. It 
is not improbable, that having been introduced as addi
tional propofitions to thofe which had been ilated as fa- 
tisfadory to Great Britain (no part of which in any fort 
pointed to conftitutional queftions) and the people of 
Ireland, being particularly jealous at that time of any 
thing which tended to touch upon her conilitution lo 
recently eftabliihed, this circumftance might have cre-
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atcd an oppofition to matters, which, in other ciicuin- 

ftances, might have paffed without notice. Although 

M r. 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 3 probably judging, that an adjuftment o f fuch im

portance to the connexion between the tw o  nations, 

required a more general approbation. Had the bill been 

committed, it might, perhaps, have been fo amended as 

to have obviated the particular objeftions urged againft 

them : but thofe very proportions contained every thing 

which related to the commercial interefts of Ireland, as 

fully, equitably, and beneficially to both nations, as can 

be effe£ted 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 a bill as might have been then 

brought in, may ftill be pafTed, without infringing on the 

legiilative independence o f Ireland.

It  has been reported, that meetings have been had 

between the Britiih Minifter and feveral perfons holding 

hio-h offices in Ireland, for the purpofe o f digefting the«D / *
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: T h a t  both Houfes o f  the 
Britiih Parliament ihall remain in their prefent ftate, 

perfect and entire; that Ireland ihall furnifh to the 
Houfe of Lords 32 members, namely, 28 lay Lords and

4 fpiritual ; and that 100 members ihall be added by Ire
land to the Britiih Houfe of Commons. In a Parliament 

thus conftituted, the Iriih Lords would make one-tenth
of

34



35

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. B y  a Parliament 

thus compofed, all laws to effect the united kingdoms 

are to be enacted; but what influence can fo fcanty a 

proportion o f  Iriih members have upon the decifions o f  

the legiflative body ? In the name of common fenfe, 

can any one imagine, that fuch laws will not be attually 

made by the preponderating power o f  the Britiih mem

bers? T h e  determination muft ever be the fame as if 

the 100 cyphers of Iriih members did not fit in fuch Par

liament : Iriihmen cannot be fatisfied with fuch a mockery 

o f  rep refen tation.— W hen they fhall feel the increafe o f  

their taxes (which certainly will be the cafe) they will 

attribute it to their being laid on by the Britifh members 

who impofe taxes, the weight o f  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. Iriih
men will lament the irremediable change, and their legal 
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 iílands, I tremble to anticipate.

It has been reprefented, that Ireland is fo circum- 
ftanced that ihe muft iubmit to the power of Great Bri
tain; that ihe has no army, 110 navy, and 110 other alter
native but to embrace French fraternity, the miiery of 
which cannot be reprefented in too ftrong colours.

E  2 Wretchcd
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W retched as the defpotifm o f France is at prefent, by 

following wild theories o f  impracticable government, it 

is contrary to the nature o f  things, that ihe ihould re

main for ever in her prefent Hate o f anarchy; the fever 

muft at length fubfide, and a rational form of govern

ment fucceed. She may then gradually recruit her navy, 

and take her proper ftation in the fcale o f  Europe, while 

her inveterate implacable animofity to Great Britain w ill 

never fubfide. She w ill court every opportunity of 

humbling that formidable rival, and fhould difcontents 

at any future period prevail in Ireland, w ill take every 

ftep to foment them. She w ill not fail to infinuate how 

grofsly Ireland has been duped, by exchanging her inde

pendent Parliament for the mockery o f  legiflative repre- 

fentation. Should ihe find fuch infmuations operate, 

ihe w ill  add her fraternal offers o f  emancipation, and 

enter into a fimilar offenfive and defenfive alliance with 

Ireland as ihe did with America.

L e t  Great Britain beware of prefuming too much upon 

her own ftrength and our weaknefs.

I f  there be a prudent jealoufy in the Britiih Conftitu- 

tion, refpeâing the difpofal o f the public purfe; if  the 

Commons have been fo tenacious o f that right, that they 

w ill not fuffer the Lords even to make an addition to a 

pecuniary fine, laid on by them, w ill Ireland be fatisfied 

to be taxed at the difcretion o f the Britiih Parliament ? 

For fuch the imperial Parliament muft in fadt be confi- 
dered.

I ihall now fhortly obferve upon the circumftances of 

the two nations in refpedt o f finance. A  confiderable
5 • increafe



37

increafe of taxation muft neceiiarily take place in 

Iieland, if ihe is to bear a part of the diicharge 

o f  the Britiih debt. I ihall ftate its amount 

from M r. Pitt’ s reprefentation during the laft feffion. 

Great Britain owes about feur hundred millions. T h e  

annual chatge arifing from that debt, for intereft and an

nuities, amounts to upwards of twenty millions and an 

half, o f which fourmillions and an half are appropriated 

as a finking fund ; on the other hand, the annual charge 

upon Ireland, for intereft and annuities, amounts to 

fomewhat more than one million one hundred thoufand 

pounds, o f  which one hundred thouûnd pounds is appli

cable as a finking fund. T h e  rental o f  Great Britain 
fcarcely reaches twenty-eight millions; and that ot Ire

land, whofe contents are about one-third of thofe o f  

Great Britain, may be eftimated at about feven millions.

Certain refolutions have been laid before his Maj-fty 
by the Parliament of Great Britain, dating the outlines 

of the intended Union; one of which, the 7th, applies 

to this part of the fefejeft. It is therefore propofed, 
«  That the intereji, or f.nhng fund, for the reduction t f  

«  the principal o f the debt incurred in cither kingdom be- 
“  fore the Union. /hall continue to be Jcparately defrayed 
«  by Great Britain end Ireland rrfpettively" This  ap
plies to that part only of the intereft which is appropri
ated as a finking fund, but is totally filent in refpect of 
the remaining part of the charge occafioned by their 
re^ xâive  debts, the annual charge of which amounts to 
fixteen millions to be paid by Great Britain, and to one 
million to be paid by Ireland. I ihould colleâ  from the 
f i ie n c e  of miniftry, upon a fubject of Tuch magnitude,
that it is intended that Ireland ihould be chargeable with,

and
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2nd fubject to, fome part o f  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 tw o 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 w ill fink under the burden, w ill grow def- 

perate, and embrace the firft opportunity o f relief. T h e  

rapid increafe o f debt in Ireland for thefe laft tw o turbu

lent and dilaftrous years, has occafioned a great increafe 

o f  taxes, which the poverty o f her people feels already 

moft heavily. But ihould iuch an addition to their taxes 

be made, as w ill be fufficient to raife this additional an

nual charge, it w ill in effett be putting Ireland into a 

flate o f requifition ; and further, Ireland would not only 

fuffer in the quantum o f its amount, but alfo in its ap

plication. T h e  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 diminiíh, ^and in a few years annihilate the 

ipecie o f Ireland ; the courfe o f  exchange would come 

to be fo high, that not a finglc guinea would be left in 

that kingdom. Commerce would ceafe from want o f  

capital, bankruptcies enfue, and the taxes become un- 

produdive, from the decay o f trade. Great Britain 
would too late feel the impolicy of fuch a meafure. I f  it 

is meant that Ireland ihould not be atFeâed by the debt 

o f  Great (Britain, it will require much ingenuity, in

deed, to form fuch a plan of arrangement between the 
tvVo nations, as ihall fecure each from being afFeóted by 

the debt: of the other; and more eipecially to fecure Ire

land, when it is confidered that the power of taxing 

Ireland is to be veiled in the united Parliament, more

properly
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properly to be called the Britijh Parliament, and that 

Great Britain is not to be affe&ed by the taxes which 

(hall be impofed upon Ireland.

I would fuppofe that by the articles o f  Union it ihould 

be agreed, that Ireland ihould be indemnified againft that 

debt, and thereupon confent to give up her only" fecurity 

— her own Parliament. Can ihe expe£t that fuch articles 

will be adhered to, longer than Great Britain fhall find 

convenient? Is not felf-intereft the primary motive 
which governs the a&ions of one nation towards an

other ? T h e  omnipotence of Parliament does not extend 
to prevent any future Parliament from repealing or altering 

laws which former Parliaments have enacted. W here is 

the tribunal to which Ireland can appeal, if  fuch articles 

folemnly entered into by the prefent Parliament ihall be 
infringed by any fucceeding Parliament. There is none 
other which I know of but that of reforting to firft prin
ciples, which G O D  forbid ihould ever become necef- 

fary! Ireland knows, that while her own Parliament 
fubfiits, her liberties are fecure; and, I truft, will have 
more good fenfe and virtue than to change the fecurity 
{he now has, for the precarious tenure of retaining her 

liberties fo long as the Parliament of Great Britain f for 
fuch I mull ever confider the united Parliament confti- 
tuted in the manner propofed to be) ihall be graciouily 
plealed to permit her to enjoy them.

Having clearly ihewn that an Union, to be formed 
agreeable to the outline laid before his Majefty, will 
not Identify the two nations, but 'that all thofe diftinft 
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 not 

in the nature of things, that one Parliament fhould afford 

iecurity to the liberties o f tw o nations thus circum- 

ftanced.

Notwithftanding that it appears to me totally imprac

ticable that any Union can be formed between thofe na

tions, by which they ihall be fo perfectly identified as 

that there fiiall not remain any diftindt intereft between 

them ; yet, as it may be poilible, that perfons of/uperin

abilities may, contrary to my expectation, be able here

after to fuggeft fuch a plan o f  Union between thofe two 

nations, as ihall perfectly identify them-, in which cafe 

one legiflature may be well fuited to their government; 

it w ill become a matter of much importance, that their 

Parliament fhould be fo formed as to produce fatisfa&ion 

to both nations, be beft fuited to the exercife o f the le- 

giflative functions, and ihould moft effectually fecure the 

liberties of the people.

In an arrangement for the perpetual Union o f  two na

tions, much regard ought to be had to the feelings o f  the 

people, and it ihould at leaft carry the appearance of 

being adjufted upon the fcale o f  equality. Wherefore, 

then, ihould the diminution of the numbers entirely fall 

upon the Parliament of one o f  the nations to be united, 

whilft the Parliament of the other ihall remain perfect 

and entire? T h e  Iriih Houfe of Lords, confifting o f 

about 230, is intended by the propofed plân to be d'e- 
creafed fix-fevenths of its members, who are thereby to 
be deprived of their hereditary, right o f fitting in Parlia

ment y and the Iriih Houfe of Commons to be reduced 

two-thirds of its members. T h e  proportion of the 

‘ Houfe
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Houfe of Lords is to confift o f nearly nine-tenths Britiih, 

and one-tenth Iriih members; and that o f  the Commons 

five-fixths Britijhy and one-fixth Irijh. T h e  circum

ftance o f  the numbers in the two houfes being fo difpro- 

portionate proves, that they have not been adjufted upon 

any fcientific principle o f  calculation, but are intended 

to be difiated to Ireland, not proportioned to her claim. 

I f  reference is had to the hiftory o f  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. T h at mode of pro

ceeding was ailing upon an acknowledged political prin

ciple— that of eftabliiliing their numbers according to 

their juft claims. I ihall not take upon myfelf to point 

out the juft proportion to which each nation ought to be 

entitled, but ihall ftate feme extraits from the ftatiftical 
tables publiihed in 1789, which not having been framed 
for any particular party purpofe, may with propriety be 

reforted to for information. From thefe it appears, that 
the fuppofed population of South Britain is 8,100,000; 

that of Scotland,' one million and an half ; and that of 
Ireland, three millions forty thoufand. T h a t  the contents 

o f South Britain are 54,112 fquare miles, that of Scot
land 25,600 fquare miles, and that of Ireland 28,012 
fquare miles— all Engliíh meaíure. I ihould fuppofe it 
not far from the truth, that the land contained in Ireland 
may be confidered equal in point of value to the average 
of the lands contained in South and North Britain, It 
is obiervable, that at the time of the Union with Scot
land, the Engliih Houfe of Lords did not coniift of more 
than one moiety of its prefent number, which occaiioned 

. the proportion of Scotch peers in the Britiih Houfç to be
F no
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no more than fixteen. T h e  Britiih Houfe o f  Commons, 

confifting of 558 members, is already fo unwieldy a 

body for a deliberative afTembly, that it would be ex

tremely inconvenient to add to its numbers fo many as 

the proportion to which Ireland would be entitled. I 

ihall therefore fubmit the following plan for confidcra- 

tion, as better fuited to the mode o f  forming the Houfe 

o f  Commons, if  fuch kingdoms ihould be united, than 

that o f  which it would be conftituted, according to the 

arrangement herein before-mentioned.— In the firft place, 

the due proportion Ihould be afcertained to which Ireland 

ought to be entitled, the relative circumftances o f  each 

nation being juftly compared with each other. I  ihall 

then recommend, thatinftead o f  adding fuch proportional 

number o f Irifh members to the Britiih Houfe o f C om 

mons, fo many o f the reprefentatives of the minor bo

roughs of Great Britain ihall be ftruck off, as w ill make 

fufficient room for the number to be added to the Houfe o f  

Commons as reprefentatives for Ireland ; thefe to conflit 

o f  two members for each county, great town, and city, 

and o f one reprefentative for each of the towns next in 

confequence to them* T h is  plan w ill prevent the incon

venience o f enlarging that body, rather too numerous in 

its prefent ftate ; and it w ill produce a moft eflential 

parliamentary reform, by purging the Houfe o f Commons 

o f  one moiety of the Britiih reprefentatives for fuch 

boroughs as have been confidered as exceptionable ; and 

its efre£t upon the Irijh part o f  the reprefentation will 

be ftill more corttp rehen five, as thereby the whole number 

o f  the members reprefenting their iniignificant boroughs 

w ill be ftruck off. T h is  reform w ill be effe&ed with

out infringing any one conftitutional principle. I f  the 

legiilative funitions for both nations ihall be performed

4 “ by



by one Parliament, it is efl'ential to the interefts of the 

Empire, that it be fo arranged as to furnilh the beft poffi- 

blc fecurity for the prefervation o f  the conftitutional li

berties of the united nations. I ihall again, however, 

repeat it, that where fo many interefts fubftantially dif- 

tinft and incompatible as I have already pointed out, 

muft neceffarily fubfift between the two kingdoms, it is 

not poflible that the legiflative fun&ions for both na

tions can be performed by one Parliament with that equa

lity and impartiality which might be expeâed from it, 

if thole kingdoms were perfeilly identified.— In refpect ot 

the Houfe of Lords, it may be proper to add to the 

Britifh Houfe, fuch number o f  Iriih Peers as may be 

their due proportion, according to the prefent number 

conftituting the Britiih Houfe o f  Peers; and provifion 

ihould be made, that if  the number of the Peers fhould 

hereafter be increafed, fuch number ihould be added to 

the Iriih Peers to fit in fuch Houfe, as ihould be necef- 

l'ary to preferve the fame proportion.

T h ere  has lately been publiihed a pamphlet, entitled, 

“  Obfervations upon that part of the Speaker’s Speech 

which relates to Trade.”  T h e  author introduces feveral 
returns of the imports and exports from Great Britain 

and Ireknd, for three years, ending the 5th January 
1799, according to the current prices o f the imports from 
Ireland into Great Britain, made by Mr. Thomas Irvine, 
Infpector General 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 Britijh market. Thofe accounts were made out 
by the direction of Lord Auckland, and laid before the

F  2 Britiih
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Britiih Moufe o f Lords. His object was, to ih ew  how 

great the balance o f trade carried on between the tw o 

kingdoms was in faiiour  o f  Ireland, which his Lordihip 

ilated thus, “  upon our intire trade with Ireland, the 

annual balance in her favour is above tw o m illions*. 

T h e  author o f that pamphlet, adopting Lord Auckland’s 

inference from faid returns, ftates the balance o f trade 

carried on between Great Britain and Ireland, to be 

£  2,056,844 in favour o f  Ireland, which fum he alleges 

that Ireland annually gains by fuch trade.

In considering this fubject, I ihall fuppofe M r. Irvine’s 

retuins correct, both in refpect o f  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. It ihall be my bufinefs to 

examine, whether the conclufion drawn from thofe re

turns be fallacious. In confidering that queilion, 1 

ihall not enquire whether the articles included in fuch 

returns have been properly named by M r. Fofter, 

whether they are articles o f the firft necejjity, or fall 

under this or that defcription ; but I ihall take them

merely as articles o f  commerce, without any diftinction 
whatsoever.

a hefe returns ftate the current price in the Briiijh 

market of the different articles imported from Ireland, 

and alfo the current price in that market of the articles 

exported to Ireland, calculate their annual amount ac
cording to fuch prices, fubtradl the produce o f  the ex-

ports
* Woodfall, 5 3 7 .
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ports to'Ireland, from the pro'Juce o f  the imports from 

Ireland, and concludes that the difference between them 

is the amount of the gain of Ireland.
In order to form a p ro p e r  judgment whether fuch con- 

clufion be juft, I lhall analyfe the lum produced in the 

Britiih market upon the fale of the commodities imported 

from Ireland ; it confifts of four parts— the price paid in 

Ireland for thole commodities, the expence o f  'tranfpor- 

tation to the London • market, the profits of the mer

chant, and the cuftoms paid upon their import. I am 

well informed that the average rate of infurance during 

thefe three years referred to, amounted to 4 per cent. 

. takin» therefore the whole expence o f  tranfportation at
5 per cent, muft certainly under-rate it, which I choofe 

to do, to prevent cavil. I ihall take the expence o f  

tranfportation at 5 per cent, and eftimate the merchant’s 
profit according to that ftatcd by M r. Pitt, in computing 

the income tax at 15 percent, and take the amount of 

the cuftoms at £  47,500, as ftated by Lord Auckland. 

Thofe parts of the value of the commodities according 
to their prices in the Britifh market return into the mer
chant’s pocket, they cannot produce any gain to Ireland, 

and therefore ouçht to be deducted from fuch eftimated» O
value. T h e  remainder will be the fum aJfually received 
by Ireland, as the price of her exported commoditiesr, 
alter deducting the amount of the cuftoms paid, there 
will remain a fum of £5,565,189, five-iixths of which 
conftitute the prime coft paid in Ireland, and one-fixth 
the twenty per cent, upon that fum thus, £ . s.
Prime coft paid in Ireland . . . .  4,637,627 10
20 per cent, upon fuch prime coft . ' 927,561 10

Cuftoms paid upon the import . . . 47 , 500 0

Value as per Irvine’s returns . . . 5,612,689 o
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T h é fe  fums o f  £ 9 2 7 ,5 6 1  10$. and £ 4 7 ,5 0 0  making 

£ 9 7 5 ,0 6 1  ios. muft be deducted from M r. Irvine’s 

return o f  balance,

£ '  Sm
2,056,844 o

975,061 10

Leaves the real balance o f  trade in fa- 1
a  l a  Í  1 1 0 8 1 , 7 8 2  I Dvour of Ireland, J

A n  application to the infpe&or o f  imports and exports

in the port o f  London was certainly w ell calculated, t o

magnify the apparent balance in favour o f Ireland ; I {hall

now  ftate the balance, as it would have appeared upon 

fimilar returns made by the infpeâor o f  the imports and 

exports, in the port of Dublin , according to M r. Irvine's 

mode o f calculation.

Price paid in Dublin for the com

modities exported from thence 

into Great Britain. • J

Price paid in London for the com-1
modities exported to Ireland. 3

20 per cent, upon that fum,

Cuftoms upon their import into Ire- 7 

land * as ftated by Lord Auckland, j

Produce in the Iriih market, t . .
From above,

Balance in favour, of Great Britain, . . 168,386 10

* Woodfall, 53S.
T h e

£ •

4.637.627 10

3 ,555,845  O 

7 11 ,16 9  0

539,000 o

4,806,014 o

4 .637.627
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T h e  imports, therefore, from Great Britain, would 

have produced £.13250,169 more in Dublin than what 

they coil in London, and a balance o f  £.168,386 i o j . 

would have been ftruck in favour o f  Great Britain, in- 

ftead o f  £.2,056,844. in favour o f Ireland, as ftated from 

M r. Irvine’s returns. T h a t  balance, however, ftruck in 

favour o f  Great Britain, would have been equally erro-, 

neous with that ftruck by M r. Irvine in favour o f  Ire

land, and for iimilar reafons. In my judgment, the 

proper mode of afcertaining the balance o f  trade between 

tw o nàtions, is, by comparing the amount o f  the fums 

paid in their refpe&ive markets with each other, for the 

commodities exported by them. M r. Irvine’s returns 

ftate the amount of the value of the exports from Great 

Britain to Ireland at

£ •

3*555*845 °-

I have íhewn that the value o f  the ex- ^

ports from Ireland amounted there to 5

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

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

* It appears, from official documents laid before Parliament 
fince the publication o f  this pamphlet, that the balance o f  trade 
in favour of Ireland, ariling from her commerce with the whole 
world, taken upon an average of three years, ending the 25th 

o f  March, 1799, did not exceed the fum of £5°9,312.

land  ;

4 7
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land; but I truft that I have (hewn, that the balance In 

her favour has been greatly exaggerated, both by Lord 

Auckland and the author o f  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- 

fentces, the produce o f  whole eftates Mr. Pitt üates at 

one million. Î f*.

I  have thought it necefTary that Great Britain fhould 

know  what the real lofs amounts to, which Ihe fitftains 

by her trade with Ireland, and that Ireland ihould be 

informed o f the amount o f  the gain which arifes to her 

from her trade with Great Britain. ' >

I have read, with much aftonifhment, that part o f  Lord 

Auckland's fpeech, wherein, after ftating from M r. Ir

vine’s returns, that the value o f the imports into Great 

Britain from all the world amounted to ^.46,963,000, 

and that o f her exports to ^.58,000,000, he concludes, 

that the balance of trade carried on by Great Britain 

with all the world amounts .to . one million, in her fa-, 

vour Thus-Hating that the balance o f trade between

Great Britain and Ireland amounts, in favour o f Ireland, 

to double that balance of trade which Great Britain has in 

her favour, from her immenfe commerce with all the 

world. T h e  ftatement fupported by the authority o f  a 

perfon of fuch diftinguiihed abilities and clearnefs o f  uii- 

derftanding, and upon a fubject to'which he had dire died

* Woodfall, 5 3 7 .
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his greateft attention, could :'.ot fail to make a ftrong 

impreffion upon the mind of every man who read it; 

certainly it at firft produced that effeft upon me, and yet 

I found it very difficult to reconcile it with the idea I 

had formed of the imrnenfe wealth which Gjreat Britain, 

derived from her extenfive trade with all the world ; 

nor could I conccive it pcjjible that Great Britain ihouid 

not çain more from her trade with the whole world than 

one half o f what Ireland gained from her irade with 

Great Britain. I had ever confidered the balance of 

trade in favour of Great Britain as one of her principal 

refources i thefe confederations have led me to examine 

the nature of thofe returns, not without hope that I 

ihould find that Lord Auckland’s conclufion had arifen 

from fome error or mifconception. 1 do luppofe, that in 

Mr. Irvine’s returns the comparifon ot the trade of Great 

Britain with all the world is ftated in the iame 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 Britiih market. It gives me much fa- 

tisfa&ion to find, that underftanding thus the nature of 
thofe returns, I am enabled to remove the alarming im- 
preflion 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-ftatement of that between 
Great Britain and the whole world. I have already

G  {hewn,

‘ i



ihewn, that the-only mode by which the balance o f 

trade between tw o  nations can be afcertained, is, by 

comparing the fums actually received by each nation re- 

fpe£tively for the commodities exported by them. M r. 

Irvine’s returns o f  the amount o f the imports do not only 

include' the fum paid for them in the countries from 

whence they came, but alfo the expence o f their trans

portation, the cuftoms upon their import, and the mer

chant’s profit; all thefe make part o f  the price which 

the purchafer pays for them in the Britifli market. T h efe  

additions do not confer any benefit upon the country 

from whence they are exported, or occafion any lofs tQ 

that country into which they are imported. I ihall efti- 

mate the average charge o f importation from the dif

ferent parts o f the world at ten per cent., which muft 

in my judgment be much under-rated, when it is con- 

fidered that the infurance alone from Ireland to Great 

Britain is four  per cent. T h e  amount o f the cuftoms 

paid upon the importation has been ftated by Lord A u ck 

land to amount to £.6,897,500*, that fum* muft there

fore be deducted 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 o f tranfportation, and the merchant’s profit. 

T h e  merchant’s profit, taken according to M r. Pitt’s 

eftimate at 15 per cent., and being added to 10 per cent, 

(the expence of importation), making 25 per cent., that 

fum o f£ .4 o ,o6 5 )5 00 will be divided thus:

5 0

* Woodfall, 5 4 3 .
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Firíl coft,
Expence o f  importation and merchant’s 

profit, making 25 per cent, upon that 

fum,

£.32,052,400

8,013,100

nft c ânr\

Amount of cuftoms,
1

Value of import, by Irvine’s return, £.46,963,000

T h e  prime coils, therefore, of the imports, compared 

with the prime coil o f the exports, w ill give the amount 

o f  the real balance of trade in favour of Great Britain :

Prime coils of exports from Great Britain, £.48,000,000

Balance of trade in favour of Great Britain*, £.15,947,600

T h e  amount of the imports from the W e il  Indies 

have been very properly introduced in Mr. Itvine’s re

turns, as conftituting a part of the balance of trade. 
However, the greater part thereof, inilead of occafion- 
ing any lofs to Great Britain, conilitutes a confiderabîe 
part of her refourceS ; they are in fact remittances to the 
abfentee proprietors in commodities inilead o f  money. 
M r. Pitt ilates the amount of remittances from poflef- 
fions beyond fea at five millions, taxable as incomé. 
Thefe, added to the above balance of trade, occaiion an

* M r. Rofe ilates the balance o f  trade in favour o f  Great 
Britain at £.14,800,000.

\

Prime coil of imports, 32,052,400

G  2 annua!



annual influx o f  money into Great Britain o f  nearly

twenty-one millions * .  T h e fe  are the refources which 

have enabled Great Britain to fupply the {late w ith thofe 

immenfe fums which have been raifed during the prefent 

war.

T h e  meafure which has been under confideration is fo 

momentous in its confequences, and fo complicated in its. 

nature, that it requires the moil attentive inveftigation. 

I have endeavoured to examine it in its various ramifica

tions, and to view it in its different bearings. I  have 

particularly attended to your Lordfhip’s politico, that 

the only mode o f  connexion which can remove the evil o f 

frparation, or confer the benefit o f Union, is a perfeft 

identity of government. T h is  you lay down as the cr/- 

terion to determine whether fuch Legiflative Union ought 

to be formed between thefe tw o nations. For this pur- 

pofe I have examined the nature o f the connexion in

tended to be formed, agreeable to the outlines laid before 

his M ajeily by the Parliament o f Great Britain, from 

which it clearly appears, that if  fuch connexion {hall 

take place, every diilin£hiefs in revenue, taxation and 

expenditure now fubfiiling between the two kingdoms 

- w ill continue, and confequently, that they w ill not be 

thereby identified. I therefore confider myfelf juftified 

by your Lordfhip’s authority, in aflerting, that fuch

* T h e  author had, in the former editions, confidered the 

fum of one million,, remitted annually from Ireland, as not 
having been included in the faid five millions, which ilatement 

he now finds to have been erroneous.

Union



Union ought not to be adopted ; it has -been ihewrt, that 

the great obje& of the minifter in the purfuit o f  this 

meafure, is to acquire the command over the purfe o f  

Ireland. T h is  will be procured by the Union, through 

the immenfe majority of Britiih members in the united 

Parliament. Should an Union take place, Ireland w ill 

be chargeable with a proportion of the expences o f  the 

empire, her own finking fund, and at le aft the intereft 

o f  her own debt. Taxes muft neceilarily be laid on for 

providing for fuch expences which ihall extend to that 

kingdom only, they will be impofed nominally by the 

united Parliament, but aftually by the majority of Bri

tiih members in fuch Parliament. O f  the taxes thus 

confined to Ireland in their operation, thofe Britiih mem

bers will not feel the preiTure, nor will either they or 

thofe whom they reprefent be in any fort affe&ed by them. 
B v  the Conftitution the power o f  taxation is lodged in 

thofe who are to pay them, the people : this arrangement 
furniihes a fecurity, that fuch power ihall not be im
properly increafed, but that conftitutional check will 
here be undermined, and the people of Ireland wiil be 
taxed by the reprefentatives of another people, who do 

not participate in the burdens they impofe.

Although unaccuftomed to write, I have ventured to 
lay my thoughts before the public, in the plain language 
o f  common fenfe, upon that momentous queftion, which 
muft determine, whether Ireland ihall continue to enjoy 
a free Conftitution, or become a province o f  Great 
Britain. I ihall now, with all due refpeft, take my 
leave of your Lordihip, relying upon the good fenfe of

3 '



m y Countrym en, that they w ill refill: this ruinous mca-> 
fure.

«

F A R N H A M .

’ A

T H E  END.
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erion potfefling the unbounded confidence nf <)f ht.|r adminiflra, joll| to that which mull ap- bound, f  right, to embark in the impending Contejl. proleÉtion o f  England by a neceflitv o f  our ow r^H
,ofe vulio prolt-ffed t liemlelvcs to be the patriots p t a r  (0 t lt. ln ancj m , ’ ln dce»I b e a c c  >unt- | f i .  c r e a t io n  ; or,  il w e  h a v e  not c r e a t e d ,  w e  b a v c S
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,ce ; be was .l ie confidential  agent o f  a g re a t  a c o u n , ĥou]fl be , „ ;a  „ )e a *c „ nní  o f  ,|iat R 1 ' °  “ “ ;•>> 1 “ / h e  o ur  o w n  w ifdoro to  a v o id ,  o r  b u r  oiVn Cpirit t é ,

eo m,.ol ,ng nearly three-ourtfcs  of t i i e p h y -  ^  that  its d. l co n t en t s,  ch a g ri n - ,  and  “  niHy be a t r í w e . e d  t ha t  unti l  he p r e f e n t ,  j u p p o r t  a  c o n t e f i . ”  '
;al lor, e ol t l .enaln.n ; and be was the f ou nde r ref en (m en (s  |houl{1 b e di(e{5îed * , , n ft t ha t  ob- " "  ' I ™ * ™  , ,a * h a i, P ‘ ‘, , e ‘1 f l l d l  a  f ' e { i" 'P  “  W e  o w e  no g r a t i t u d e  w h e r e  w e  h a v e  r e l

a tremendous con fpira cy,  whic h has nea rly ;,„ d  that  the e x er t io n s « f  p a t n o t if m , or  the ~  a r d e  as I  -e nt u r; !  to . n v e l t i g a t e  Since the c e i v e d  no  f a v o u r .  I f  w e  d i d ,  in t '782,  ex to r t
. k e n i l , . ,  btate to ,t> very foundation.  F o r t u -  liriI g |es o f  f a i l i  as the c a f e  m a y  b , , the c ' a -  àckuo^ dged <*de£»,dence of Ireland, this ts o u l - r i g h t s  from E n g l a n d  a t  th e v e r y  m u z z l e  o f

Ijr, nis ainhit;*!,, outran Hi* c a u t .o n ;  too nr.pe- , he a â j v i |  the e l o q u e n c e  and  e v e n  ^  ^ n , u ,  ÿ ./ la n c *  /« B rita in  h is  become t |1(. c a n n o n ,  w h o m  h a v e  -we t o  t h a n k  b u t  o u r)
and -mpaliei;,  to a« :, ' t  the m a t a n ' v  of his the vi: tues o f  p o p u la r  l ead ers  a n d  a. n b i l , o a s me n ,  .  f e l ,e s  ? "

Ojii -, ie ear ) ar n ie< f,rou.i s o us w fliould all aim al that obvious mark. ' T h ev  will . “  11 H l» ''v erf.illy e x p e fle d , that at your m eel-. « W h a t fhould Irifll p o licy  be, by Britifll e A '- |  
11 « i« i n n.i H»n j i •1 * * l lic It  n i f v O  ovc rn men t - , . . . ., . . j • w  li r t«l t c< i u d i n t i 2 it ■ /2 7/ » r • .  ■

. . .  , 1 , r Í » :. _ _ », r i  find ni the p e o p le  a a i l p o l i h o n ,  fo u n d e d  alio in . __ J ^ l o r w a r a  10 a c q u a i n t  arn p l e ? F i r j t o f  a lL  take care o f  our/dvrs. W d
Jl> V ! V.1 1 ‘ i '' '-'r ’ °  n-' 'J_| "i' ” I l| nature, extrem ely favourable to the fuccefs of >‘,u> 1 1 '* * a j e ly  is preparing for w ar with in vad e none o f  her rights, w e  but fecu te  ou tow n'j
’ V'.hl’ r . I hi r 'm iîv  S  Mo .V Inch aims. I have (aid that the minds o f r« o »*>,( «»d hopes tor you r con cu rren ce to carry  W h y  then lliould w e  fear her rc-fentment? But
'I L '..i .s  .a\ i l  s ei h J , ‘ countries thus ciicu m fianced  are not only dirtinC), ’ u!1’ °  a< °  procure (he b.eflings ot an hono- (he tim id w ill fay, file may w ithdraw  the pró
Ih t-w o iU l r:eniion was read with the g e n e - . . . . .. . . r  .. . /  raWe peace ; this m elfape he w ill en deavour to . o- *- i a c } , K

U v .d iK  which the reputation o f the author bl"  h" n C‘ ”  the gentiment likely to P « -g  he vv,l| en deavour to teflion  of her flag from us and I au lw er, let her

f|fcke and, l...d not the doctrines it contain- },reval1 hetw een them ; and indeed w h ere  b *  . our live< and fo r tu n e  to the d fnofaT o f  ng  ' s ^ n e fic ia l fo Ireland that
been ti ed hV the uiu-rnnr criteria of nrac- being nominally, and according to ihcir abfiiad - > 'v.e. and fortunes to the_ ditpolal ol throw s us on our Own flreligth. W e  fliould theil

'(• and Imie ni u t 'i i^ t  tii expofe the^n t« ri«htS  i»dePendent and equal, one o f  the t.v ‘ aPProachl , ’ K «onleft/  look t o - r  internal refources, and fcorn tó M
lei.- infamv vvoi.ld prob 'b ly have been fruitlefc e x e l^ <eS neverthelels, a clear and undifj-uifej ' i J ,,,,,,,X ? ! ™  î h W v ï ï l l  b e t t î e d *  Íid í“ r P r0',':Lli.0.n ' °  fany f? rei6"  ftate !
d vain. 1 will lla.e Ionie « f  thofe d»âr»i«.i a . «'«•endancy oy« ' U .. «iU<,r, «J f j  f d t L a  u  fPUrn lh e  ,dea o f  'nov' nff nn hum ble f a i l l i t e
oy were in......... d, in lb,- garb o f naciicifl ? '  ’i ^  T  ™  °  \  f our u u ota o f  I Í  1 f  t * auir?  round any pow er, h o w e ver great, and 'cláin, a't
in io/m pp h mg lu u p  iitic.d^i cafe ; ihcv are ,f? l,ndi|,,u>n- T h e  prevailing national (cnument, / 7  " T i  on ce ’ »nd en force our rank among th é  primary
pom; l-. m v 'e ^ a ir , bill I will place .. clue at ‘ he lu lm g pafTmn, then, o f  the interior country*,| [> ^ fin a n c e s  of the country, but nations o f „ ,e  earth. T h en  fhould ttri hai-W
sir head, w'.i. I,' will eondud the untulpecfing, be an « W j  im patient and intolerant} ' lle m afen' « le  o f  the grant winch ,s the w h a lj under the p re lew  fyflem  v it h ev rjh a ll’/ J
d even the prejudiced mind, through toe l.-iby- »''e ol_ their independency. W h o ever to.iche. ‘ he e o n fe q u e n cf'o f it, m volv- A N A T IO n a l  t l a C, and Tpirit to maintain i f
'ithof wlcksdnefs and cr,or which th<v form. J »  N . r« c ^  « 1  bearf, and commands ; « 4;^ » ^ n_ ^ ctw e.n  .he tw o  countr.es o f  no I f  w e  then fought and bled, w e fl.ould not fee l

.  .  .  « their attentions and actions. H ence w e (hall obferve por.ai.ee tlhui I Ins, W hether Ireland be, f i.« »
r  /• \ • c*. , a refllefs and never fa t:sfied ftruggling w ill,ev ery  ^ ‘»r, bound to fupport a war, d eclared  b^ L T l t L f  *  ,1 *?** °
E x rn :;r from L o ^ M t s r o  s Speech. c ircumflance either in the conftitution o f the^r ‘ ^ K i . i g  o f  G reat B r iU in »  *  Wav,B«  P t0udl> W hc o c e »n ”

r r f r » / g o v e r n m e n t ,  or  in the c o u n f e h  and  men fares “  ^  l(,ie  l ^ r l t a m e n t  o f  E n g l a n d  ad d re fs  hii  T h e  w r i t e r .  T h e o h  ild Wn lT^ T n n ^  it
, i* am, 1" • ' 7  ' 11 connexion» o f  their adminillration, which feem s even to MilJe lty lor w ar, and in confequence w ar be pro- acquainted with the hunián heart H elen e -"h '
ni' ' ' cncunilfancc of identity, the moil lubtle refinements o f  jea lon fv , •<> af- ‘C -iuned ; if w e re .it once, w ithout onr co u len t, f (),c e  o f  nreiu dice_he k vew th e  fw - M .n 'f  ' ' f
tnen  un , coin,,lntnins ol the two com,.; f e d  that o b jefl ; hence a perpetual (training l - b a p ,  againrt our w ill and our intereft, en- S * „ ' “ ‘ X T p l f f i o n  and o r j l  u f u r n ^  h ^  /
es, t-i.it IS to ldt . in I,.,ling lome part or mem- afier its im provem ent and perleflion  ; and lKaf{ed, and our Parliam ent bound to fnpport that minion’ and his pen W is d ire fled  I v t P ,I  L> "
r oi the Government e lame, with a d ilt.n d - hence alfo thofe im prudent, and, furely, unge- purfuunce o f  that addrefs; then I fay £ d- e ’ 0 ;, talent" w * rc  !  f  d ^  M k , ° î ^

l an l’ ara le inde, m oence in all ihe refh neious advantage, which a^e (ought, in periods j“ >« ...dependence o f  Ireland is la crificed , w e  fortunes Were deH erate |,i‘̂ a m l S "  1%  t " j
^  Î*,V1; I “ "u  - ° r L x ttu llv e  P,n' er- <>f common dill refs or danger, to extort con- bound by the A d  o f the B. itiih Parliam ent, his p r i^ W e s  n r X a t e ?  N « '
I. e, a a e g a urc, cédions ljvo n rab le to that objecl ; Conceffions V*nd the charter of out liberties is w afte p ap er.”  nable o f  ireuintr vvi'lh dpvn fir i re f a *

: w r s a  s s t W - * ? .» rœ %  °r s & t x z  s u r *  Si
ay lay, pr<re:ic!v the inrne, with ili.a which Í  1 f  ni/ 11 ̂  a r~ c Â  > 1 <u ()í ^ 11 pride and a v a r ic e ; fu cceed ed  in railing a ftorffl, althdueh he Filled
ave alreinlv obferved upor, in relations merely! c ln rc fiirn  ^1 ave een en orced by neceiiily ; T  airirrel n f °  com bat, without reientm ent, in in attaining a fecure em inence from which to cfi-
:deral . 1 mean .hat „ ! c  con ne xi o n h e C  h u f  than ( î  f . t U  t h , ' ^ ™  t í ' T f  f ‘ °  T ' * '  i î a b l e  a n i  ?  J ' " !  \  w l , e r e „ v * « ® ^  is r e f t  it. A e  l i gh t  in w h i c h  lie v i e w e d  «hè j u d l '
artial, and intended lor partial  purpofes,  t he  E-ich v i «  »r n f  H L I V  . I ,em’ I .< i V o n l '  I I  is " i f a m o u * .  ,n e n t  a n d  in f o rm at io n  o f  th . . f- ,  w h o f é  min ds  I c'
real  milrs o f  in te n fis in U  J J  c o n t . n u e  " o n n d  from “  ' T  L v  a , í r a  e  ft ^  ^  * * * * ” *  h o p e d  to g o v e r n ,  is e x e m p l i f i e d  in the
iltmct ; the attention ol each cou ntry is Hill („ui»hf for I il • *í r m “'> f  , , v e ' 'v I’ **' '” 11*, a n d  o f  Inch  g e n e r a l  t io n a l  i n d e p e n d e n t  ex ert ion s, '  ir hi cl i  he  l u d n o l e i
o-mted towards a leparate v ie w  o f  in d iv id u al  T  r  ' “ ' r  f\'c c ^  » l>«- R e p t a t i o n ,  a ,  l l i u  oT «  th , g * d  » f  the em p ire."  p r a c t i c a b le  w it h  r e f o u r c è s ,  t o  w h i c h  a v o t e  o f
Itereli ; and the public mind,  i, I may fo eS p re l*  ,! ,h - '  L  I  ‘! em V V a^ t fee.k lu K *° c h a n c e  p t ,  a f te r  all w h a t  doen it m e a n ?  or w h a t  is ih e c r e d i t  o f  ^ o o .o o o l.  w o u l d  b e o f  a l a r m i n z  m a í
, o f  Ihe hvu nations, i, ke,,(  di l i i ni l  I h i v e  ' o f  ,b f ,r l>r e d “ otlors, (he ,m- ? I  b e l i e v e  it is u n d e r f lo o d  to m e a n  ih e b i t u d e  , b y  t he  a r  r t „ d l l  'i t l h i e l  L  J *
’ ready cbft rved d ftmtl  i .leielts ar e Pe „ e - '  o f  •» p u di e d f o r w a r d  | km g d om S o f  G r e a t  Br it ai n an d Ir e l a n d  w il l ,  in-  in c h e s to (he id ea  o f  b .‘c o m i n - "  „  , -

ally oppoli le  interelt;, or lelt to be I>> bv the l w 0 - h „ Î â n  i c i v u l t m n  “  C° mC* V k 'V U r " * , t l!rtT» " " i ,e d . « " d e r  o n e  h e a d ,  d e n t  An te ,  torn to p ie c e s  by f a ' a L ,  a nd  deftV.

circumft jnccs the v k m i i y  and ilt> r i S Polr l '1,s ra c c ot im i e p e n d e n c v ,  m u ll  Un union ot  p o w e r  or o f  i n t e r e i l  t h a t  an in in rv  J  n L r  m  ^  I  p o l le lt i ng  a

s s  s r r  :,'r ̂ r r '  í  -
tv i-.;n them, U orit,. p r o d . S  .h'e í er,  ô n n J f c  f  " l  ^  w ha» ^ f l '  be .he ' > î-n cy  fhéws, that o cca lio n s’ m tv  ard^ w S  ma í L  ‘ ' T ' n '  ! "

'l‘ ’us and angry te,n- L i ^ r L  c o u ^ 'c o n f i f t s  T« ï  doubî’ dr ' Cy. f S Î  *1 .üPPolite i4 . th e . f a a ;  h  '< " o l (w o popular d « m ago R u C » n d  « a d ,1 al th^ tiinê,
iea ’r.in r ..... ... '•)"5e a d “ mbrag*., m J  I ,ior p<)wer but it is the conflitiitinn* ! V  .4 K « l ^ ° n *  u w ted  Under btÎQ heatl that in- applaufe, would feem to exhibit the Urnngeft
p. f  1 Vl ddcontci.t or d ifleren c« lh al furnilhes the Ih .n n e l or or «,« i , ** a necéflary cónfequence, a unity o f  podiÉle p ro o f o f  ihe j  fliieij o f  L o r i MintoVi

ut permanent alienation and t v .»  ,, L l f  • n ^  *!»r o «K1* H u m e n t ; ”  ihobry, contained in ihe extract « Irc li I have
1 . . a " ,  i ’ dme tti th^ infór di. i ° I h ' ’ ** Briiujjfht  ̂ I llBvo fllf w n, as î  préfume; that in the ufe g iven  o f  his fpeech ; and y e t proofs beyond all
i f u e i i , / i' ri'n " u''^Pol’ l>on bet w een ! nu. .. ,■ ' ' ’ ey have the .nf Ihe word '•'•empire,”  w e are the dupes o f  a comparifon 11 ronger, are lo be found in ihe in-
L  •''•nii.ie-. and that from which every oue . « í' pow er, the influence o f  (he fiipe- lound.”  flammatory and fedilious A nti.U nion writing^

opeialea tlnoagh that cuannel on e v e ry  “  1 lu fle n , therefore, to the next grand itrgu- and fpeetlies o f the prefelit day-


