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AN

EXAMINATION,"

&e. &ec.

MY LORD,

I HAVE read your lordfhip’s fpeech with the
attention that it deferves’ it has been compofed
with much confideration, and logically arranged.
Your firft pofition, thatfrom the relative fitua-
tion of Great Britain and Ireland, a connexion is
neceflary for their mutual fecurity, is fo evident,
thar it needs not argument to fupport it. The
real queftion for confideration is, (as you pro-
perly exprefs it) what is the beft and moit eligi-
ble form of fuch connexion.

Your fecond pofition is, ¢ That when two
countries are fo circumitanced as mutually to
réquire connexion, the on/y mode of connexion
which can perfeétly remove the evil of fcpara-
tion, and fully confer the benefit of Union,
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is a perfeét identity and incorporation of their go-
vernment.””  From this pofition, you declare it
to be your decided opinion, that if the intended
connexion between Great Britain and Ireland be
not fuch as thall produce a perfect identity and in-
corporation of their government, it will not remove
the evil of feparation, or confer the benefit of
Union. It will therefore be a proper fubje& for
enquiry, whether the Union intended to be
formed between thefe two nations, conftituting
diftin& iflands, and adjufted in" {fuch manner
as may be agreeable to the outiines of the
plan laid before his Majefty by the Britifh par-
liament, will fo perfectly identify and incorporate
their government, as that there fhall not remain
any folid diftinctnefs of intereft between them :
the profefled objett of fuch Union being, that it
fhall be fo formed, as by confolidating thofe na-
tions, to remove all danger of feparation, The
prefent conneétion between Great Britain and
Ireland, has for many centuries, maintained their
Union ; it has arifen from the only natural bond
which can form a permanent cement between two
nations, that of their mutual intereft. To this
has been added the moft powerful artificial mea-
{fure that can bind two nations, the irrevocable
a& of the legiflature. 1 fay irrevocable, as Ire-
land, under its prefent conftitution, has not a
power to repeal it.  From the experience we have
had of its falutary and powerful effets, there is
- not
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not any reafon to apprehend that fuch connexion
fhall not continue, fo long as it thall be their mu-
tual intereft to fupport it. Alteration in their
mode of connexion may be attended with great
danger, and’ it appears to me unwife to liften' to
the wild fpeculations of empires, and {ubftitute a
new fyftem in the place of that, the advantage of
which we have for fuch a length of time expe-
rienced ; an exchange which may occafion the
deftru&ion of our conititution, and a feparation
between the two united kingdems. « Your lord-
fhip refers to preceding Unions which have taken
place in Great Britain, that of the heptarchy, the
Union of England with Wales, and laftly, that
which was formed between England and Scotland.
You obferve that all thofe Unions were of great
advantage to the nations which formed them ;
and argue from analogys that fimilar benefits muit
flow from an Union between Great Britain and
Ireland. Such reafoning would apply with great

force, if Ireland ftood in the fame relative fitua-

tion to Great Britain in which Wales and Scot-
land did to’England, and that the Union now tn
contemplation-could affect that perfec? identity of
government between Great Britain and Ireland,
which‘was produced by the Union of thole na-
tions with ' England.

All thofe nations were part of the fame if-
land, and nature pointed out the propriety of
their conftituting one kingdom. From the time

of
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of their Union they have beenas perfectlyidentified
as if they had never formed diftiné&t kingdoms ;
the royal functions throughout all are executed by
the king perfonally, the produce of their reve-
nues all form one aggregate fund, applicable to
the general expences of the united kingdoms, the
intercourfe of tradeis carried on with the fame
facility, as between the refpetive parts of any of
them, their parliament meets in their capital, and.
the reprefentatives of all thofe united kingdoms
attend it without difficulty or inconvenience.
Being fo perfectly identified by nature and fitua.
tion, there fubfilts no diftin&nefls of -intereft be-
tween them, their parliament is fo effentially in-
terefted in the general welfare .of the whsle, that
it cannot be induced to a& with partiality towards
any of its parts, fitting in the capital contiguous
to the boards of revenue, treafury, trade and
others, itcan daily and hourly receive every ne-
ceflary article of information in their depart-
ments, all thefe are neceflary concomitants of
perfect identification. Let us now compare the
ftate of Ireland with theirs in thofe particulars,
fhould the propofed Union take place. The
royal functions will ftill be executed by a viceroy
aflifted by a privy council, the produce of the
refpeétive revenues of Ireland and Great Britain
will flill create diftinct funds, diftin&ly applicable
to the expences of the refpettive kingdoms ; the
taxes impofed by the joint legiflature are not to
extend




extend alike to the whole united Empire, but to
aife&t Great Britain and Ircland feparately ; the
commercial intercourfe-between both iflands will
ftill be carried on, through the medium of dil.
tinct revenue oflicers, according to an adjuftment’

of reciprocal duties, founded upen fimilar prin-
ciples with the treaty of commerce between
France and Great Britain ; the attendance upon
Parliament of the Irith members will . bein ano-
ther ifland, with no flight inconvenience and with
much additional expence, far beyond the means
perhaps of many who may be delegated. While
from the unavoidable diftin{tnefs of their local
and commerciallintereft, Ireland can {carcely hope
for a perfect impartiality and an unbiafled attenti-
on to her peculiar concerns, in the parliament
affembled at Weftminfter, the Britifh members
will no doubt avail themfelves of the preponde-
rancy of their majority, and apply it.to the inter-
eft‘of that country which they reprefent. Such
real and fubftantial difference as 1 have pointed
out, will I truft convince your Lordthip, that the
two nations will not be eafily identified, and that
the inferences’drawn from the benefits which
England, Wales and Scotland derive from their
joint parliamentary Union, by no means apply
to the projefted Union between Great Britain
and Ireland. The propofitions laid before his
Majefty intimate, that each nation is to defray
the expence of her own finking fund, that Ire-
| land
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land is to pay a certain proportion of the ordinas .
ry expences of the united kingdoms, and thatthe
duties to arife from thejr commercial intercotrie
are to conflitute part of the revenue of ‘that
kingdom into which the commodities fhall be
imported. From thefe provifions it neceffary fol-
lows, that their refpective revenues muft flill be
kept perfedly diftiné& ; that each’ nation muft
ftill have its feparate boards of treafury, revenue
and acceunts, as at prefent will not this neceffari- -
Iy be produtive of diftinct mterefls between
the two nations ; in truth, I fcarcely know any
fubftantial diftin@nefs now {ubfifting between
Great Britain and Ireland under their prefent
connexion, which will not continue after the
propofed Union, fave that very material one, that
Ireland fhall be deprived ‘of that diftin¢t and in-
dependent Parliament which belongs to her, un-
der her prefent Conftitution. Whether the confe-
quences of fuch a change will be falutary or in-
jurious, it behoves every Irifhman to confider well
before he fhall confent to merge his own in the
united parliament. At prefent the parliament of
Ireland fitsin her capital, and every member can
attend it, without inconvenience ; its whole‘atten-
tion is concentered in Irifh affairs, each member
fhares in the operation of every law eaalted and
feels every tax impofed ; her parliament fitting in
Dublin can receive without difficulty or delay

from her- own boards of revenue, treafury or
accounts,




?M_kﬁ..w.{\

accounts, every neceflary information concerning
fuch matters as belong to their refpeflive depart-
ments, her Lawyers and Merchants may then cen-

ftitute a partof fuch parliament from whom eve-

ry neceflary information within their peculiar
province, refpecting the laws and commerceqof

Ireland may be obtained. By means of the appell-

ant jurifdiction lately reftored to the Irifh parlia-
ment, the iuitor can have his caufe fimally deter-
mined at home, without the trouble, expence and
delay of reftoring to another court of fupreme
judicature abroad. The membersfrom their re-
fidence, their ftation, and their intercourfe with
its inhabitants muft neceflarily be the beft judges
of the ability of the people, to{upport the taxes
to be impofed. and of the ways and means which
will render them leaft oppreflive, and of fuch laws
as may be beft adapted to their internal regulati-
on. |

Thefe are the fo/id and fubjtantial advantages
which Ireland may expect from retaining her own
parliament, I truft they will fix her determinati.
on not to yield to wild fpeculations but to adhere
to that Conftitution. the falutary effets of which
fthe has felt fince the time that it has been efta-
blithed. -

Having thus pointed out fuch important dif-
tintnefles in the government and in the interefts
between thztwo nations which muft fubfift, if the

intended Union between them fhall be effeéted,

furely



{urely my Lord, you who have a/fferted, ¢ that the

abolition of the Privy Council of Scotland was ne-

ceflary to confolidate the Union, by removing that

remaining nucleus of a local government, and /2pa-
rate intereft,” (fol. 92) cannot think, that a Unien
accompanicd with all the foregoing diftinéneffes
of viceroy, privy-council, revenues and expences,
will produce that perfed identity and incerpora-
tion of their government which yon reprefent
as the only mode of connexion .which can per-
peétly remove the evils of {feparation, and confer
the benefit of Union. The principle of the intend-
ed Union we are told is, that it will effectually
remove the danger of {eparation between Great
Britain and Ireland. I am of opinion that danger
will rather be increafed. . The real obje&t which
has induced Great Britain to prefs this meafure
by means of promifes and menaces, rewards and
punithments, is very far from that which fhe pro-
fefles.

To the Proteftant is held out, prote&ion againft
the Catholic, who is reprefented as ftill retaining
claims not only upon their liberties, but alfo upon
their properties. To the Catholic, fallacious ex-
pectations are held out of being admitted into
Parliament, and being placed upon a level with
the Proteftants in point of political power.  Far
be it from me, however, to infinuate that fuch ex-
pectations have originated from the Parliament

"of Great Britain ; their language has been manly
and

Ay g e— -
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and dire&, and authorifes no {uch delufive hopes, ..
as the underftrappers of adminiftration have held
out to them. “
The oftenfible argument in favour of the Union
arifes from fuppo/ed apprehenfions being enter-
tained of a feparation between the two kingdoms.
Be aflured, that this is a mere pretence, and that
when it is confidered for what a great length of
time thofe nations have continued united under
the prefent connexion, fuch apprehenfions cannot
be really entertained. The real motive that lurks
in the bottom of this meafure I {ufpei to be
widely different ; to me it appears, that the re-
covery of reluttantly relinquithed power is the
real objet of the Britith minifter. It is to re-
cover the power of binding Ireland by her acts
of Parliament. " This right afferted in the Britifh
att of the 6th Geo. 1ft fhe exercifed until fhe
loft America ; then, indeed, the relutantly yield-
ed to the nervous exertion of the Irith Parliament,
and confented that Ireland fhould have a Confti-
tution founded upon the bafis of Britith freedom.
And how reluctantly this emancipation of Ireland
was granted, clearly appears from the Duke of
Portland’s correlpondence in 1782, lately, and
perhaps, #nwittingly produced by Mr. Pitt ; and
from the affiduous exertions of Mr. Pitt to do
away that Parliamentary Conftitution of Ireland,
which was folemnly adjufted in 1782, by denying
that it was intended to be a fnal adjuftment of
G conftitutional
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conftitutional queftions betwcen both nations.
The Britilh Cabinet now feems anxious to re-
afflume that power in its fulleft extent, claimed by
the 6th Geo. 1ft of binding Ireland in" all cafes
whatfoever, thus including the momentous and
alarming power of taxation : this in truth appears
to me the great object of the minifter’s exerti-
ons.—He wifhes that the power over the whole
property of the kingdom of Ireland fhould be at
his difpofal ; and how is this to be effefted ? by
Ireland’s transferring a part of her Parliament to
be added to that of Great Britain, fuch part
{ufficient to legalize the aés of fuch united Parlia-
ment, under the flimfy pretence of Ireland’s be-
ing reprefented there, although fuch infignificant
part will not give her any more power in fuch
Parliament, than fhe would have had if fhe was
not reprefented in it at all.

If the parliament of Ireland fhall be once melt:
ed down into an united parliament, the power
which the now has over her liberty and property,
will be thercby transferred to the difpofal of the
preponderating majority which Great Britain
will have in fuch united parliament. Ireland
fhould well confider that if fhe once gives up her
own parliament, the a&t cannot be recalled.—
Should the articles be infringed, (he will be left
without redrefls; there is not any tribunal upon
carth to which the can appeal. He is little read
in the book of mankind who expeéts to have good

faith
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faith obferved between nations, where it is in-
confiftent with their intereft. Let Ireland confi-
der, that by giving up her parliament, fhe parts
with the only fole fecurity fhe can have for her li-
berties, and will thenceforth hold them, at the pre-
carious tenure of the liberality and good will of
the Britith majority in the united parliament.

I now proceed to that part of your lordihip’s
fpeech relative to the internal and political regi-
men of Ireland. You obferve, that nothing
 can be lefs rational, or more dangerous, and
often fatal, than ab/fract views of prattical quef-
tions affecting the intereits of multitudes and of
nations ; that in the purfuit of abltraét right,
we fhall often find ourfelves (innocently, no
doubt, if our intention is confidered, but yet
too effectually) the inftruments of great praical
injuftice and oppre(fion, that there are few cafes to
which that obfervation applies more clofely, than
that which you are confidering.” (fol. 72.)
It appears to me rather extraordinary, that your
lordfhip, entertaining ideas of the danger of fuch
abftraét views, fhould enter into the difcuffion of
fuch ; and the more fo, if it fhould appear that
your mode of treating them is of a hazardous
tendency, originating perhaps, from want of due
information refpelting the prefent ftate of Ireland.
You affert, ¢ that Ireland is a divided country
as to property and numbers, the leaft numerous

clafs {alluding I prefume to the Proteftants) pof-
| {efling
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{efling the property and the power ; the more au-
merous (the Catholics) entertaining claims both
on the property and the power.” So far as relates
to the divifion of property and power, your re-
prefentation appears to me to be well founded,—
You next flate the violence ¢ of thofe paffions
which influence and exafperate both parts.of the
Irifh nation againft each other, the firm and im-
moveable bafis on which their mutual hatred
{tands, the irreconcilable nature of its motives,
its bitter, malignant, and implacable charatter.
You reprefent them as two nations in Ireland,
two Irifh peoples ; the one fovereign, the other
fubjet. You confider them as two enraged and
implacable oppenents, fhut up on the very arena
of their ancient and furious contentions. To me
the tendency of fuch reprefentations appears cal-
culated to ftimulate animofity between the two
parties, by imprefling an idea on their minds,
that an inveterate hatred fubfifts between them,
which is rooted in fuch principles, and altuated
by fuch motives, as muft make it continue for
ever.

But to fhew how totally unfounded thefe
affertions are, I fhall appeal to the parliamen-
tary tranfa&tions in Ireland for the laft twenty
two years. Until the year 1777, the penal ftatutes
affecting Catholics remained in force. - From the
time of their enaction, the Catholics had con-
ducted themfelves peaceably and loyally. Two

rebellions had taken place in Scotland, notwith-
{tanding
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ftanding the Union ; the one in 1715, and the
other in 1745 ; in the courfe of which, the Irifh
Catholics (though ftrongly folicited) took no
fhare. Such conduét naturally conciliated the
regards and affuaged the prejudices of their Pro-
teftant brethren, who were convinced that the
penal ftatutes might with fafety be repealed.—
Parliament chearfully and freely engaged in that
laudable bufinefs, warmly wifhing to contribute
to the happinefs and comfort of their fellow-fub-
jefts, and enacted the ftatutes of the 17th and
18th of Geo. IIl. whereby, after reciting, that
from the uniform peaceable behaviour of the Ca-
tholics for a long feries of years, it was expe-
dient to relax thofe laws, that it would tend to
the profperity and ftrength of all his Majefty’s
dominions, that his fubjects of all denominations
thould enjoy the bleflings of a free conftitution,
and fhould be bound to each other by mutual in-
tereft and mutual affection ; for thefe purpofes,
therefore, they enaéted, that perfons profefling
the popifh religion fhould be capable to take,
hold and enjoy, any leafes for years, not exceed-
ing 999 years, fhould have full power of difpo-
fing of them, or of any eftates, whereof they were,
or to which they fhould become entitled ; that
they be capable of taking any eftate by defcent ;
that no maintenance or portion thould be granted
to a child of a popifh parent, upon a bill filed
againft fuch parent ; that it fhould not be in the

power
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power of the eldeft fon of a popith parent, to
make his father tenant for life, by confornﬁn'g,
but that the father, notwithftanding fuch confor-
mity, fhould have full power over his ecftate,
thereby repealing all thofe laws which wete moft
grievous and galling to the Catholics of Ireland.
The remaining difability to purchafé ‘the inheri-
tance, fubjeCting Catholics to many legal incon-
veniences, peculiar to chattel interefts; the a&
of the 21t and 22d Geo. III. was made, whereby
Catholics were enabled to purchafe the inherit-
ance, their eftates made defcendible according to
the courfe of the common law; the penal laws
againft popifh ecclefiafticks, upon their taking
the oaths appointed by the 14th and 15th Geo. III.
and feveral other laws, fubjeing Catholics to
difabilities, were repealed. This liberal 2& fully
compleated the with of the Catholics at that time,
they felt and exprefled the warmeft gratitude to
that parliament, for fuch fubftantial proofs of
their friendthip and good will ; the Proteftants
and Catholics became as one family, and the moft
perfect cordiality appeared to fubfift between
them ; the power of acquifition and difpofal of
property was equally enjoyed by Proteftants and
Catholics.

Things remained in that ftate of increafing har-
mony for feveral years, until Great Britain hav-
ing complied with the wifhes of the Britith pro-
t¢/ting Catholics, enabled them to a& as barrifters,

attornies,



attornies, and folicitors, in the.Britith courts of
juftice. The Irifh parliament immediately fol-
lowed their example, and by ftat. 32 Geo. III.
conferred on the Irifh Catholics, fimilar privi-
leges, and at the fame time repealed fuch re-
maining penal laws as {till fubfifted in the ftatute
book, however obfolete; whofe repeal, there-
fore, as being rather immaterial, had been be-
fore negletted. In the next feflion alfo, the par-
liament even outftripped the moft fanguine withes
of the Catholic body in Ireland, and the bounty
of a Britith 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 higheft of-
fices of adminiftration only excepted. And do
fuch liberal conceflions, fuch {ubftantial grants
on the part of the Irifh: legiflature, far outftrip-
ping the liberality of Great Britain to her protefi-
ing Catholics, intimate, that a bitter, malignant,
and implacable hatred fubfifts between the Irifh
Proteftants and Catholics ! No, furely. Your
lordfhip has been ftrangely mifinformed. Thefe
fats, I conceive, fully refute that charge, and
are {ufficient to fatisfy the Catholics, that their
Proteftant brethren ardently wifh to unite with
‘them in heart and hand, and in every refpet to

~ contribute to their happinefs, as far asis confift-

53 ‘
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ent with the eftablithed conftitution in church and

After
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After this injurious miflatement of the difpofition
of the Proteftantsand Catholics of Ireland towards
each other, you next proceed to venture upon the
delicate and hazardous queftion of abfiract rights.
You fay that you cannot ¢ admit of the alcendancy
of one part of the nation over another part of the
fame nation, to the extent and purpofe claimed
in Ireland, as capable of affuming any charaéter
deferving the denomination of right. That which
is wrong on one fide, cannot intelligibly to you
become right on the other. ' You do not think
the virtues of poffeffion, prefcription, or any other
limitation of time at all applicable to the cafe ot
perpetually fubfifting, and as it were renovating
wrongs, efpecially fuch as affett the political
rights of great numbers of men. That the fre-
quency'of the repetition of wrongs, inftead of
diminifhing the injury, muft be felt as a grievous
aggravation of it ; and inftead of converting
wrong into right, feems only to improve and forti-
fy the title of thofe who fuffer, to fhake off the in-
jury on the firlt opportunity that offers. You fay
that part of Ireland which you with to redrefs,
claims mot only political equality in the govern-
ment of their country, in which you cannot help
Sfympathifing with them, but are known to enter-
tain claims of a wery different nature.”> How revo-
lutionary is this mode of reafoning ? How in-
flammatory, how perfettly does it coincide with
the principles broached by Paine, in his Rights

| | of
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of Man ? Does it not tend to awaken difcontents
among the Catholics of Ireland, to jultify their
reforting to firft principles, to vindicate their po-
litical equality, to authorife downright rebellion?
Is not all this, treafon againit the Conftitution
which it encourages the Catholics to overturn?
Andmaynot governmentbe fairly taxed withcoun-
tenancing thofe principles adopted by your lord-
fhip ? They have circulated, as I am informed, at
the public coft, your elaberate fpeech, although
the printer of Paine’s Rights of Man, founded up-
on the wery fame principles, has been profecuted
and punithed in England. If I underftand your
lordfhip, you confider every part of his Majefty’s
fubjes entitled to an equality of civil and politi-
cal rights, and that it is an a& of inju/tice to the
Catholic to deprive himof a participation of them.
The exclufion of the Cathelics from a fhare in the
legiflature refults from the ocath of fupremacy,
which is required to be taken by perfons of every
perfuafion, previous to their admifhon into par-
liament. This oath relates merely to the political,
not the religious tenets of the Catholics. I will

{tate for your information the introduction of that

cath. Immediately after the revolution, by the
Englifp ftat. 1t of William and Mary, it was en-
joined to be taken by every perfon before his ad-
miffion into the Englifb Parliament ; by the Engli/h .
ftat. of 3d William and Mary, it was enatted,
that it fhould be taken before any perfon {hould

D bs
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be permitted to fit in the Iri/h parliament ; for
at that time the Englith Parliament did claim the
right, and did aftually exercife the power of
binding Ireland by its laws. The exclufion,
therefore, of the Catholics from fitting in Parlia-
ment was the a&t of the Englifb Legiflature, not
of that part of the Irifly People whom you confider
as unduly invefted with legiflative power. = If fuch
exclufion from an equality of political rights be
a wrong, it is a wrong enacted by the Englifh Par-
liament, not by the Irifb, who in fa& never made
any law to that effe, until after the reftoration
of their legiflative Conftitution in 1782, at which
time they by an att of their own, adopted generally
all thofe Englith laws, which related to the tak-
ing of fuch oaths. The political creed of the
Englith Catholic being the fame with that of the
Irith, equally induces the expediency of enjoin-
ing the oath of fupremacy to be taken in both
countries, and excludes 4oth from a fhare in the
legiflature. TIffuch exclufion then be a wrong to
the Irith Catholic, it muft be a wrong to the
Englifh Catholic alfo. The diinétions of right

and wrong equally apply to both, furely the af-
cendency of one part of a nation over ansther
part of the fame nation, cannot affume the deno-
mination of right in the one kingdom, and that
of wrong in the other. Your Lordfhip’s feelings
are alive to the oppreffion of the Irifh Catholic,
pccafioned by his being deprived of an equality of

political
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political rights by the Engli/b Parliament, and you
fympathife with him on account of that injuftice
committed by an Englith Parliament. But your
compaflion does not extend to the Briti/b Catholic
who is in the very.fame predicament, and who
{uffers the very fame wrongs.  Are the principles
of right and wrong different in Ireland and Great
Britain ? The Irith Proteftant has been by the
foregoing Englith a&t fubjected to the fame penal-
ties and difabilities, if he fhall omit to take the
oaths, and there are inftances where the punith-
ment for omiffion has been inflied upon the
Proteftant both in England and Ireland. Thus,
my Lord, the cenfure which you levelled againft
the Iri/b Parliament, recoils againft the Englifh.
I am happy. however, to be able to vindicate the
wifdom and juftice of the Englith Parliament in
excluding perfons from a fhare in the legiflature,
who profefled fuch political principles asare avow-
ed by perfons of the Catholic perfuafion in Great
Britain and Ireland. By the Contftitution the
King is fupreme head of the Church ; his power
both in temporals and (pirituals, is limited to
the laws of the land. It is contrary to every
found political principle of Government, that any
powers fhould be exercifed therein, fave fuch as
are confiftent with the Contftitution ; the king is
as much bound by the laws as the meaneft of his
fubjeés ; every perfon partaking of the benefits
of the Conftitution, is bound to sbey the King in
all

-
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all his juft prerogatives. This it is which creates
the allegiance due by the fubje&t to the king, and
enables bim to afford reciprocal protection to the
fubject. The oath required to be taken confifts of
two parts :~—1ft, The member is to fwear that he
abhors, detcjts, and abjures that damnable doctrine
and pofition, that princes excommunicated or deprived
by the pope, may be murdered and depofed by their fub-
jects. No perfon will attempt to maintain, thata
man entertaining fuch deteftable principles, is fit
to be admitted into the legiflature. Secondly, the
oath declares, that no foreign prince, prelate, fate
or potentate, has, or ought 1o have, any jurifdiction,
power or authority, within this realm. To this
part of the oath the Catholic objeéts, as repug-
nant to his creed, which maintains, that the pope
has abfolute power and authority within this
realm in all matters fpiritual or ecclefiaflical. No
article of faith is contained in the faid oath, it is
merely political, and relates only to ecclefiaftical
government ; i only excludes from parliament
fuch perfons-as fupport a power in the pope, which
the conftitution has vefted in the crown. The
principle which it eppofes, aims to introduce a
foreign power into this realm, abfolutein its na-
ture, above all law, uncontreuled and uncon-
troulable, and utterly repugnant to the funda-
mental principles of the conftitution.  Surely the
eftablithment of fuch a power would be in faét to
fubjelt the crown in fpirituals, to the authority of

the pope. The Catholic who fupports fuch power
' thereby.
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thereby acknowledges himfelf the fubjec? 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 /pirituals. That
fuch are the tenets of the catholics, appears
from Doctor Hufley’s Paftoral Letter: ad-
drefling himfelf to the foldiers he fays, ¢ their
perfonal religion is their natural incontrovertible
imprefcriptible right, fubjett to the {piritual autho-
rity of the Catholic Church, and in which the
laws of the land cannot enjoy a coercive authori-
ty. In all zemporal matters, they are fubject to their
temporal rulers in all /piritual matters they are
fubjeét to their fpiritual rulers;”” how then can a
legiflature vefting and eftablifhing the fupremacy
of the church in the crown, difclaiming and re-
fiting the authority of any foreign power within
the realm, admit perfons into their body whofe
tenets are forepugnant to their own ? Thefe ob-
fervations will I truft vindicate the propriety of
the Englifh parliament in framing for Ireland fuch
a political teft.. Your Lordfhip will alfo obferve,
that every argument which you adduce, to prove
the injuftice of excluding catholics from the Irifh
parliament, militates with equal force againft their
exclufion from the Britifh, and with what confii-
tency, my Lord, do youimpeach the Irifh parlia-
ment, reprefenting it as inadequate to make laws
for binding Catholics, after having contended for
the omnipotency of that very parliament, and re-

prefented
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prefented it as invefted with fufficient power to
bind for ever thole very catholics by an incorpo-
rative Union with Great Britain, in the; forma-
tion of which, it appears from the propofitions
laid before his Majefty, and fupported by your
Lordfhip, that the very fame oaths are required
to be taken by the members of the’ united parlia-
ment, as are now prefcribed to be taken by the
members of the refpeétive parliaments of Great
Britain and Ireland. I decline entering into the
abftract view of the competency of parliament,
to {ubftitute another Conftitution in the place of
that, for the prefervation of which they have been
invefted with their legiflative functions; itis a
queftion of fo dangerous atendency, and upon
which fuch a diverfity of opinions has prevailed
among men of the firft abilities, that I fhall not
venture to enter upon the confideration of it;
but this much I fhall venture to affirm, that if the
formation of the parliament of Ireland be fo vi-
cious and defective as you reprefent, it cannot be
competent to bind the catholics by eftablithing
fuch articles of Union as fhall exclude them for
ever from participating in the legiflature of the
united kingdoms. Expetations have been held
out to the catholics that thofe laws of exclufion
will be altered bythe united parliament : whether
there be any reafonable foundation for fuch expec-
tation, will be beft afcertained by taking a retro-
fpeltive view of the condut of parliament fince the

Revolution
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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 protef-
tants, the Englith legiflature have required fuch
oaths to be taken by members before their admif.
fion into parliament as have excluded ‘catholics
from fitting in it ; they are in Great Britain de-
prived of the eletive franchife, they are render-
ed incapable of enjoying any employment, civil or
military, in that kingdom. - An attempt was made
not many years ago in the Britith parliament to
repeal the Teft A&, but without effeét. In the pre-
fent cafe the Britith parliament by the propofitions
which they have laid before his Majefty, acted
fairly and openly by the catholics ; they have con-
Stitutionally declared, that the Churches of Eng-
land and Ireland, and the do@rine, worfhip, dif-
cipline and government thereof thall be preferved
as by law eftablithed, thereby affirming, and fe-
curing the afcendancy of the proteftant religion
and the king’s fupremacy in the government of
the church; they have declared that the fame oaths
now in force fhall continue to be taken by the
members of the united parliament. When fuch
then is the language of parliament, how unwar-
rantable muft it be in individuals to ufe endea-
vours to impofe upon the catholics by holding
out to them expectations totally incompatible
with the fpirit and meaning of the propofitions

themfelves. Compare the condition of the Irith
Catholic
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Catholic with that of the Britifh; in Ireland he
has the cleétive franchife, and is capable of enjoy-
ing every office, civil and military, a few only
excepted, from all which the Britifh catholic 13
excluded. Your Lordfhip, notwithftanding your
feelings for the Irifh catholics, has never attempted
to procure for the Britifb catholic the rights.and
privileges which the Iri/b cathalic enjoys. Should
an Union take place, no diftin&ion can be made
between the catholics of the united kingdoms,
either the Britith catholic muft be raifed to the
level of the Irifh catholic, or the Irith lowered
10 the level of the Britifh. This meafure of adjuft-
ment muft be determined by the united parlia-
ment, where Britifh influence muft always predo-
minate, and can it be expe&ed that the great Bri-
tith majority will concede to the Irifh minority ?
That the ftandard of adjuftment will probably
be lowered, may be collected ftill further from
the fagacious conjeéture of that eminent {tatefman
Lord Auckland; who exprefles himfelf thus;
“ it has long been my opinion, that whatever
may be the indulgences, more orlefs limited, to the
catholics of England, the meafure of thofe in-
dulgences ought to guide our difcretion ‘with
yefpet to the catholics of Ireland.”” Whither
the Irith catholic is more likely to be ‘raifed or
depreffed by the propofed Union, 1 leave to the
fagacity of the moft intelligent Catholics to de-

cide, from the foregoing obfervations ; earneftly
wifhing
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withing that they may not feed themfelves with
vain hopes of further conceflions which will ne.

wver be realized. The illiberal and mif{chievous

policy of ruling by divifion in order to rule by
Union, 1 am forry to obferve, feems to be your
maxim as well as that of feveral other minifterial
grand fpeakers on the imperial queftion of Union.
But let me tell you, my Lord, honeity is the beft
policy between ftates, as between individuals,
The torch of difcord has been unhappily kindled
in Ireland, and has blazed out into infurretion,

~ and open rebellion. It has been the fafthion to attri-

bute it principally to popifh fanaticifm, but I
apprehend, without fufficient foundation ; the pri-
mary promoters of that rebellion were protel-
tants and prefbyterians as well as romanifts, and
the hoftility of the united confpirators was level-
led againft all religious eflablifhments, although
they endeavoured to avail themfelves of the poli-
tical engines of fuperftition and bigotry. This
clearly appeared upon the examination of the
leaders of the confpiracy before the parliamenta-
ry committees ; their object was the fame with
that of the Englith and Scotch confpirators, all
were aftuated by the fame jacobinical principles ;
they withed to overturn the civil and religious go-
vernment of both kingdoms, and to fubftitutein
its place the anarchy and confufion of a democra-
tic republic on the miferable model of France.

The Irith rebels did not limit their revolutionary
' E views
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views, as has been infinuated by your Lordfhip,
to regain the forfeited lands of which they con-
fidered themlelves to have been injuftly 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 Ire-
land among themfelves. In England alfo and
Scotland, as well as in Ireland, the fame revelu-
tionary principles were unremittingly propagated
and difleminated, where the Romifh religion had
{mall comparative influence. The reports of the
parliamentary committees prove its progrefs
through Great Britain. It appeared there fuffici-
ent to authorife the enalting of fuch laws, as the
neceflity of the cafe could alone juftify. At that
time Great Brirain was {fecured by a great military
force, Ireland was in a moft defencelefs ftate,
.¥rance clearly faw that Great Britain was moft
vulnerable in that part of her Empire, fhe appli-
ed herfelf with redoubled adtivity to diffufe her
principies among the Irifh people, with whom
from their poverty and ignorance fhe had the
greateflt profpect of fuccels. The object of the
rebels was to overturn all government, which ne-
ceflarily would have produced a feparation be-
tween Great Britain and Ireland. Let the loyal
Irifh compare the ftate their country would have
been in, if at the time the rebellion broke out,
the parliament melted down into that of Great

Britain had been fitting at Weftminfter and
- One
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one hundred and thirty-two of her moft djfin.
guifhed charalters for talents and property, en-
gaged in attending that parliament, with that in
which fhe then ftood, affifted by a parliament of
her own, fitting in her capital, whofe moft djl;.
gent attention was exerted, in inveiligating and
defeating the machinations of the rebels, and
whofe principal gentry exercifed their utmoft in.
fluence in preferving and reftoring good order
and tranquillity among the inhabitants of thejr
refpective eftates. Believe me, my Lord, the in.
defatigable induftry of the Irith Houfes of Par.
liament and of the refident gentry, were under
Providence the powerful means by which that
rebellion was counteracted and fupprefled. The
meritorious condu& therefore of the Irifh parlia.
ment furnithes a moft forcible additional argu-
ment againft its extinGtion. Whilft Ireland has
a Conftitution worth preferving, fhe will ever ap-
ply her moft ftrenuous exertions in its fupport,
her parliament the confiders as the only fecurity
for the permanent prefervation of the liberty fhe
now enjoys. -You have taken a review of the pre-
fent Conftitution of Ireland to fhew that fhe js
not an independent nation, in which [ perfeitly
agree with you, the a& of annexation of the
crown of Ireland to that of Great Britain, the
act of 1782, by which the legiflative fun@ions, of
the fovereign of Ireland can only be performed
through the Great Seal of Great Britain, fpeak

in



B = N kel e b s o

23-

in the ftrongeft language, the fuperiority of Great
Britain over Ireland. The adminiftration of the
executive government of Ireland by a viceroy
(which muift {till continue if the Union fhould
take place) in another inftance to which you re-
fort, to prove her fuperiority over Ireland. 1 do
not only acknowledge her fuperiority in thofe in.
{tances, but I confider fuch as neceflary to hes
profperity. In all imperial comcerns Ireland
ought to follow in the wake of Great Britain, the
fole power of making war and peace, entering
into treaties with foreign powers is vefted in the
king of Great Britain by virtue of his royal pre-
rogative, in all thefe particulars (as Blackftone
exprefles it) the Conftitution confiders him as the
reprefentative of the people but it has been ob-
ferved that although thofe powers are vefted in
the crown yet the fupport of a war depends upon
the concurrent will of the parliament. Hiftory
does not furnith one inftance where parliament
has withheld fuch fupport; the motive which has
produced this uniform concurrence with the
Crown is that, which ever will produce the fame
effe®, felf intereft and felf prefervation; this
muft operate with greater force upon Ireland than
upon Great Britain, as (he in fuch a cafe would
be much more defencelefs; wherefore fince Great
Britain under the prefent mode of connexion
between her and Ireland, is by your own flate-
ment invelted with all thofe powers in imperial
concerns,
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concerns, which are neceflary for the government
of the Empire, I cannot find any occafion upon
that account to refort to an incorporating Union.
A private correfpondence between the Duke of
Portland and Lord Shelburne in May and June
1782 has been rather unguardedly produced to the
public by Mr. Pitt, which his Grace ftates to be
Jo delicate in its nature, requiring fo much fecrecy
and management, that he would not truft the com-
munication of it to any hand but his own. I
(hall decline making any comment upon the na-
ture of that tranfa&tion. Ireland however wmay
profit from its being made public. The objet
of the ads of Parliament then in the contemplati-
on of his Grace were, that the {fuperintending
power and [upremacy of Great Britain in all
matters of ftate and general commerce, fhould be
virtually and effe@uatly acknowledged ; but your
Lordfhip has clearly fhewn, that without any fuch
& of Parliament, Great Britain is already in-
vefted with fuch powers. Another objec in his
contemplation was, that the fhare of the expence
in carrying on a defenfive or offenfive war, either
in the defence of our dominions or thofe of our
allies, fhould be borne by Ireland in proportion
to the actual ftate of her abilities. To this part of
his plan, I do not imagine that any objeltion
could reafonably be made by Ireland ; participat-
ing as the now does in the commerce of Great
Britain, fhe is bound to contribute her proportion
to
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to the proteCtion of the Empire of which fhe
conftitutes  an eflential part. He further pro.
ceeds, that ITreland fhould adopt fuch regulations
as may be judged neceflary by Great Britain for
the better ordering and regulating the trade and
commerce with foreign nations and her own co.
lonies and dependencies, confideration being du.
by had to the circumftances of Ireland ; this part
of the plan alfo appears unobjectionable, Thefe
are the great objects which are avowed to be ex-
pected from the Union, and it appears that the
correfponding parties  #hen thought that they
could be fecured by fuch acts of parliament as
they defcribed, without depriving Ireland of her
prefent conftitution,

Your lordfhip having pointed out all thofe in-
ftances in which Ireland s dependant on Great
Britain, T fhall advert to thofe particulars in
which I confider Ireland as independent under her
prefent conftitution.  She now has the fole and
exclufive right of making laws for her internal
regulation and taxation ; for although it may be
faid that fhe has not abfolutely the power of enad-
g any law, as it muft be firft ratified under the
great {feal of Great Britain, yet the has a moraj
certainty, from the intereft which Great Britain
muft neceffarily take in the profperity of Ireland,
that fuch*ratification wjJ never be withheld by
the.executive of Great Britain, unlefs in cafes
where fuch law may be really injurious to her;

nor
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nor is there more reafon to apprehend that the
king fhall refufe his royal affent to bills really
ufeful and expedient to the public, than that he
fhould refufe to permit the great feal of Great
Britain to be annexed to them. Upon thofe pow-
ers therefore, with which her own Parliament is
invefted, Ireland relies, as the foundation onwhich
her liberties are to be fupported. The intereft of
Great Britain is intimately interwovenwith 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 preffed upon Ireland, not reguired
by her. The language held forth by Mr. Pitt,
Lord Auckland, and others of the minifterial pha-
lanx, has been that of perfuafion mingled with
menace, extolling the great advantages in com-
merce which Ireland enjoys through Britith
bounty, their precarious tenure depending on the
good will and pleafure of a Britifh parliament, at
the fame time infinuating the danger of their be-
ing withdrawn, fhould Ireland refufe this great
boon now tendered to her, alledging that her
protetion depends upon the ftrength of Great
Britain, which might perhaps be withdrawn from
her.. Such indire& menaces need not alarm Ire-
land ; fhe well knows that the continuance of
thofe benefits depends upon the beft poflible fe-

curity, the intereft of Great Britain, that fhe °
fhould
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fhould continue to enjoy them. In truth, mutual
intereft is the only cement which can bind na-
tions; it is that which has preferved the con-
nexion of thefe kingdoms for fo many centuries.
To the powerful aid of that connexion and effica-
cious co-operation of Ireland, is furely to be at-
tributed much of the high rank and proud ftation
in which Great Britain now ftands, as the bulwark
of the liberties of Europe. ¥our language upon
this part of the fubjet has indeed materially differ-
ed from that of others of the minifterial phalanx;
and it is but juftice to your principles of liberality
and found policy, indicating the enlarged mind
of a profound ftatefman, to ftate, that (according
to your reprefentation) Ireland has a perfe&t right
to claim in times of danger, whether ¢ from fo-
reign or domeftic enemies, the proteétion of the
Britifh navy and military, as well as fecuring aid ;
that the prefervation of Ireland is an Englifh in-
tereft, and f{ufficiently precious to call for thofe
exertions, evenin a diftin& and feparate view of
her own advantage ; in the next place that the
is entitled to it, as fheis at all times contributory
to the general fervice and fecurity ; that her fea-
men, her foldiers, and her revenue all augment
the general ftock of Britifh refources 3 that if pe-
culiar and temporary emergencies have at this or
any other particular period, encreafed the local
demands of Ireland upon the exertions of Great

Britain, the fcene of danger may at other times
be
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be fhifted, and that there are recent grounds to
be convinced that fhe will be ready to make
extraordinary exertions upon extraordinary dan-
ger, in Great Britain, if fuch occafions fhould
arife. That in refpet to the extenfive commerce
from without, and profperous manufactures 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 fentiments of frater-
nity and reciprocal kindnefs, which fhould ac-
company fuch a connexion ; that fuch favours
are prompted by a liberal, but at the fame time by
a wife policy.” This is, indeed, my lord, the
true and rational principle upon which the con-
nexion between Great Britain and Ireland fhould
fubfift ; and fuch connexion would never have
been formed, but froman expecation of mutual
advantages. Every increafe of profperity which
Ireland receives, contributes to the ftrength and
profperity of the Britith empire ; and moft juftly
does your lordthip obferve, ¢ if identity of con-
ftitution be not founded on identity of intere/?, and
is not followed by identity of fentiment and feel-
ing towards the united empire, fuch an Union
will not cure the evils of imperfe& relation, or

even feparation, but may bring fome of them
nearer and more home to both.” (fol. 60.)—

This indeed is an obfervation well deferving the
' F moft
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moft ferious attention. The great objet now held
out to induce thefe two nations to adopt this mea-
fure of an incorporating Union is, that it will
preclude all danger of feparation. Ne man ean
feel more ftrongly than I do the ruinous confe-
quences that would enfue from feparation ; and
therefore, upon that very ground I deprecate
fuch Union. I prefume it will be admitted
as an incontrovertible pofition, that mutual
intereft and reciprocity of advantages are
the only ftrong and permanent bonds of
Union between two nations. Their Union
will continue fo long as their mutual intereft
prompts them to it ; no ads of parliament will
bind them longer, than whilt the connexion
continues to be ufeful to them ; The prefent con-
nexion has for ‘many centuries preferved their
Union, each nation has felt the reciprocal affif-
tance which they afforded to each other. Great
Britain was entitled to a fuperiority in all imperi-
al concerns, and has enjoyed it. To the acquifi-
tion and peopling of her extenfive colonies,
Ireland has largely contributed ; {tiil, however,
Great Britain for a long time was fo blind to her
own intereft, as to grudge to Ireland a participa-
tion of colonial commerce. We may further
obferve, that although the Britith parlrament has
occafionally exercifed the power of making laws
for the internal regulation of Ireland, {he never
attempted to interfere with her internal taxation,

that
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that power having been folely exercifed by her
own parliament. The dangerous confequences
of attempting to impofe internal taxation, may
be illuftrated by the American conteft.

In 1770, Great Britain affumed a right of
impofing an internal tax upon the article of tea
imported into America, This occafioned much
difcontent ; in ccnfequence of which, the at was
fo far repealed, as to leave only a remaining tax
of three pence a pound. This tax was not at-
tempted to be colletted, until 1774. At that
time, unfortunately, the minifter hazarded the
experiment, whether America would fubmit to
that unproductive tax, and thereby elftablifh
Great Britain’s right to tax her. Ship’s freight-
ed with tea were fent to Bofton for that purpofe,
with orders to enforce the payment of the duty.
The Americans felt the magnitude of the prece-
dent, though the tax was /mall. They would not
permit the cargoes to be landed, but threw them
into the fea. Immediately upon this the Bofton
port alt, and other compulfory acts, were pafled,
for the purpofe of punithing the Americans, and
forcing them to fubmit. This produced no other
effe&t than that of uniting them in oppofing the
collection of the tax. I need not remind you of
the hoftile proceedings which followed ; but it is
proper to obferve, that the Americans had neithet
a navy nor an army, and that it was the univerfal

opinion in Great Britain, that her power was
fuflicient
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fufficient to compel them to fubmit, if they fliould
dare torefift. Ireland was not an inattentive ob-
ferver of thofe proceedings ; fhe affimilated the
cafe of the Americans to her own, and fympa-
thized with them during the progrefs of the war ;
{he confidered, that if Great Britain fhould efta-
blith her power of internal taxation on America,
{he herfelf was to become the next victim. Una-
ble to cope with Great Britain fingly, America
was fecretly affifted by France. At length, in
1778, the French threw off the mafk, and no-
tified by their ambaflador to the Britith minifter,
that they had formed an offenfive and defenfive
alliance with America. Things then, indeed,
affumed a moft ferious afpe&t, Great Britain was
alarmed, Ireland grew difcontented, and her ma-
nufafturers were ftationary.  She exclaimed
againft the injuftice. of Great Britain, for with-
holding from her the colonial trade, and urged
it moft forcibly in her own parliament. Alarmed
by the danger of lofing America, Great Britain
yielded to the neceffity of cultivating the affec-
tions of Ireland, and by encreafing Irifh refources,
to enlarge Irifh ability to fuccour and fupport her.
Thefe confiderations induced her to admit freland
into a fhare of her trade with the colonies. The
crifis at which this took place, may fuggeft a
doubt, whether it proceeded from an enlarged
fpirit of liberality, or merely of felf-intereft ; I
wifh T could fatisfactorily afcribe it to the former

motive.

M bt
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motive. The attempt to tax America made a
ftrong impreflion on the Irith mind. What advan-
tage, they faid, could accrue from the enlarge-
ment of their trade, if Great Britain fhould have
a power to make laws by which their property
might be affeted ? In 1782, Great Britain ac-
knowledged the independence of America ; and
learning wifdom from misfortune, fhe faw the
neceflity as well as the juftice, of yielding to the
withes of Ireland, and of admitting her to fhare in
Britith freedom. By the conftitutional adjuft-
ment of that year, the fole power of making
laws for the internal regulation and taxation of
Ireland was vefted in her own parliament. This
folemn recognition of her independent legiflative
power 1s NOW confidered by Ireland as her Magna
Charta. Can we then be furprized, if fhe be
tremblingly alive to any meafure which may tend
to infringe it ?

In 1785, the commercial propofitions were
introduced in the Trith parliament ; they 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 furnifhed by Ireland towards the
fupport of the Britith navy., The mode of contri-
bution was judicioufly. planned by regulating it
according to the encreafe of her commerce.—
“Thefe propofitions were reprefented by Mr. Orde
as perfectly fatisfattory to Great Britain ; and fo

' 3 much
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much were they approved of in the Irifh houfe
of commons, that upon a divifion, the tellers of
oppofition had none to tell.  Thefe propofitions
having been fent back again to Great Britain,
met with great oppofition in the houfe of com-
mons, chiefly raifed by petitions prefented againft
them by the trading intereft. They underwent
many alterations, and had ten propofitions added
to them. They were again laid, as altered, by
Mr. Orde, before the Irith houfe of commons,
who moved for leaye to bring in a bill for eftab-
lifhing them ; but upon the difcuffion of that mo-
tion, fome of the additional propofitions were
{trongly objected to, as tending to infringe upon
the acknowledged independence of the Irifh legif-
lature. It is not improbable, that having been
mtroduced as additional propofitions to thofe
which had been ftated as fatisfattory to Great
Britain (no part of which in any fort pointed to
conftitutional queftions) and the people of Ire-
land, being particularly jealous at that time of any
thing which tended to touch upon her conftitu-
tion {o recently eftablithed, this circumftance
might have created an oppofition to matters,
which in other circumftances might have pafled
without notice. Although Mr. Orde’s motion
was carried by a majority of nineteen, he did not,
however, introduce the bill, and no further pro-
ceedings were taken towards carrying that mea-
fure nto effett, he probably judging, that an ad-

juftment
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juftment of fuch confequence to the connexion
between the two nations, required a more general
approbation.  Had the bill been introduced, it
might perhaps have been {o framed, as to remove
the particular objeftions urged againft them ;
but thofe very propofitions contained every thing
whicn related to the commercial interefts of Ire-
land, as fully, equitably, and beneficially to both
nations, as can be effeted by the propofed
Union. Had that bill pafled, all the commercial
queftions under debate would have been adjulted,
and the fpecific contribution afcertained to be
had by Ireland towards the fupport of the navy ;
and furely fuch a bill as might have been then
brought in, may ftill be paffed, without infring-
ing on the legiflative independence of Ireland.—
1t has been reported, that meetings have been had
between the Britith minifter and feveral perfons
holding high offices in Ireland, for the purpole
of digefting the plan of the intended Union, and
that the refult in refpe of the formation of the
united parliament, has been to the following pur-
port : That both houfes of the Britifh parliament
fhall remain in their prefent ftate, perfett and
entire ; that Ireland thall furnith to the houfe of
lords 32 members, namely, 28 lay lords and
4 fpiritual, and that roo members fhall be added
by Ireland to the Britith houfe of commons. In
a parliament thus conftituted, the Irifh lords
would make one-tenth of the united houfe of

lords



40

lords, and the commons amount to one fixth of
that body. Such is the intended plan of the
united parliament,to be fubftituted in the place of
that which now exifts in Ireland. By a parlia-
ment thus compoled, all laws to affe& the united
kingdoms are to be enaéted ; but what influence
can fo fcanty a proportion of Irith members have
upon the decifions of the legiflative body ? In
the name of common fenfe, can any one imagine
that fuch laws will not be aéfually made by the
preponderating power of the Britith members ?
The determination muft ever be the fame as if
the 100 ¢yphers of Irith members did not fit
in {fuch parliament : Irithmen cannot be fatis-
fied with fuch a mockery of reprefentation.—
When they fhall feel the increafe of their taxes,
(which certainly will be the cafe) they will attri-
bute it to their being laid on by the Britith mem-
bers who impofe taxes, the weight of which they
do not feel, and which they may be induced to
lay on, in order to alleviate burthens of their
own. - Ireland may have abundant reafon to com-
pare the taxes to be impofed with thofe formerly
laid on by her own parliament. Irithmen will
lament the irremediable change, and their lega/
inability to be reftored to their former conftitu-
tion.  Univerfal difcontent may enfue, and what
fatal confequences to the peace and tranquillity
of the empire may refult, and how far it may en-

danger
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danger the connexion between the two iflands, T
tremble to anticipate.

It has been reprefented that Ireland is (o ¢jre
cumftanced, that the mu/2 fubmit to the power of
Great Britain ; that fhe has no army, no navy,
and no other alternative but to embrace French
fraternity, the mifery of which cannot be repre-
fented in too ftrong colours. Wretched as the

‘defpotifm of France is at prefent, by following

wild theories of impracicable government, it is
contrary to the nature of things that fhe fhould
remain for ever in her prefent ftate of anarchy ;
the fever muft at length fubfide, and a rationa]
form of government fucceed.  She may then gra-
dually recruit her navy, and take her proper {ta-
tionin the fcale of Europe, while her inveterate
implacable animofity to Great Britain will never
fubfide. She will court ‘every opportunity of
humbling that formidable rival, and fhould dif-
contents at any future period prevail in Ireland,
will take evéry ftep to foment them. She will
not fail to infinuate how grofsly Ireland has been
duped, by exchanging her independent parlia-
ment for the mockery of legiflative reprefentation,
Should fhe find fuch infinuations operate, fhe will
add her fraternal offers of emancipation, and
enterinto a fimilar offenfive arid defenfive alliance
with Ireland as the did with Zcrica.
Let Great Britain beware of prefuming too
much upon her own ftrength and our weaknels.
. G If
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If there be a prudent jealoufy in the Britifh Con-
ftitution, refpetting the difpofal of the public
purfe ; if the commons have been fo tenacious
of that right, that they will not fuffer the lords
even to make an addition to a pecuniary fine, laid
on by them, will Ireland be fatisfied to be taxed
at the difcretion of the Britifh parliament? for
fuch the imperial parliament muftin faét be con-
fidered. I fhall now fhortly obferve upon the
circumftances of the two natiens in refpect of
finance. A confiderable increafe of taxation
muft neceflarily take place in Ireland, if fhe is to
bear a part of the difcharge of the Britifh debt.
[ fhall ftate its amount from Mr. Pitt’s reprefen-
tation during the laft feffion. Great Britain owes
about four hundred millions. "The annual charge
arifing from that debt, for intereft and annuities,
amounts to upwards of twenty millions and an half,
of which four millions and an half are appropria-
ted as a finking fund ; on the other hand, the
annual charge upon Ireland for intereft and annu.-
ities, amounts to fomewhat more than ene million
one hundred thoufand pounds, of which one hun-
dred thoufand pounds is applicable as a finking
fund. The rental of Great Britain {carcely
reaches twenty-eight millions, and that of Ireland,
whofe contents are about one-third of thofe of
Great Britain, may be eftimated at about feven
millions.

Certain
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Certain refolutions have been laid before his
majefty by the parliament of Great Britain, ftating
the outlines of the intended Union, one of which,
the 7th, applies to this part of the fubjet. It is
therefore propofed, ¢ That the interes?, or JSinking
Jund, for the reduction of the principal of the debt in-
curred in either kingdom before the Union fball conti-
nue to be feparately defrayed by Great Britain and Ire-
land refpectively.” This applies to that part only
of the intereft, which is appropriated as a finking
fund, but is totally /ilent in refpect of the remain-
ing part of the charge occafioned by their re-
fpective debts, the annuai charge of which
amounts to fixteen millions, to be paid by Great
Britain, and to one million to be paid by Ireland.
I thould colle& from the filence of miniftry, up-
on a fubje& of fuch magnitude, that it is intend-
ed, that Ireland fhould be chargeable with, and
fubje to _fome part of that enormous debt. Should
this take place, and the part to be paid by Ireland
be proportioned to her rental, it might occafion
an additional annual charge upon Ireland of two
millions and an haif. Additional taxes muft then
be laid on Ireland, to raife this enormous charge,
which is far beyond her abilities to fupport.
She will fink under the burthen, will grow def-
perate, and embrace the firft opportunity of re-
lief. "The rapid encreafe of debt in Ireland for
thefe laft two turbulent and difaftrous years, has
accafioned a great encreafe of taxes, which the

poverty



poverty of her people feels already moit-heavily.

But thould fuch an addition to their taxes be made,
as will be fufficient to raife this additional annual
charge, it will in effet be putting Ireland into a
ftate of requifition ; and further, Ireland would
not only fuffer in the quantum of its amount,
but alfo in its application. The whole fum fo le-
vied would be drawn out of this kingdom into
Great Britain, and applied there to the difcharge
of her debt.  Such a drain would gradually dimi-
nith, and in a few years annihilate the fpecie of
Ireland ; the courfe of exchange would come to
be fo high, that not a fingle guinea would be left
in that kingdom. Commerce would ceafe from
want of capital, bankruptcies enfue, and the
taxes become unproductive, from the decay of
trade. Great Britain would #e0 late feel the im-
policy of fuch a meafure. If it is meant that Ire-
land fhould not be affected by the debt of Great
Britain, it will require much ingenuity, - indeed,

to form fuch a plan of arrangement between the
two nations, as fhall fecure each from being af-
fected by the debt of the other, and more efpe-
cially to fecure Ireland, when it is confidered that
the power of taxing Ireland is to be vefted in the
united parliament, more properly to be called the
Britifb parliament, and that Great Britain 1s not
to be affeted by the taxes which fhall be impofed
upon Ireland. I would fuppofe that by the arti-

cles of Union, it thould be agreed that Ireland
{hould
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fhould be indemnified againft that debt, and

‘thereupon confent to give up her only fecurity,

her own parliament. Can fhe expect thatfuch
articles will be adhered to longer than Great Bri-
tain thall find convenient? Is not felf-intereft the
primary motive which governs the ations of one
nation towards another? The omnipotence of parlia-
ment does not extend to prevent any future parlia-
ment from repealing or altering laws which former
parliaments have enacted. - Where is the tribunal
to which Ireland can appeal, if fuch articles {o-
lemnly entered into by the prefent parliament fhall
be infringed by any fucceeding parliament. There
is none other which I know of but that of refort-
ing to firft principles, which God forbid fhould
ever become neceflary. Ireland knows, that while
her own parliament fubfifts, her liberties are fe-
cure, and I truft, will have more good fenfeand
virtue than to exchange the fecurity fhe now has,
for the precarious tenure of retaining her liberties
fo long as the parliament of Great Britain (for
fuch I muft ever confider the united parliament
conftituted in the manner propofed to be) fhall
be gracioufly pleafed to permit her to enjoy
them. ‘

Having clearly fhewn, that an Union to be
formed agreeable to the outline laid before his
Majefty, will not identify the two nations, but
that all thofe difiné? interefts in pecuniary, and

other matters, which I have pointed out, will
continue
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continue as they do, under the now fubfifting
connexion between them. It is not in the nature
of things, that one parliament thould afford fecu.
rity to the liberties of two nations thus circum-
{tanced.

Notwithftanding that it appears to me totally
impracticable, that any Union can be formed be-
tween thofe nations, by which they fhall be fo per-
fectly identified, as that there fhall not remain
any diftin@ intereft between ‘them. Yet, as'it
may be poffible, that perfons of fuperior abilities
may, contrary to my expeétation, be able here-
after to fuggeft fuch a plan of Union between
thofe two nations, as fhall perfectly identify them,
in which cafe one legiflature may be well fuited
to their government. Tt will become a matter of
much importance, that their parliament thould
be fo formed, as to produce fatisfaction to both
nations, be beft fuited to the exercife of the legif-
hative fun@ions, and fhould moft effectually fe-
cure the liberties of the people.

In an arrangement for the perpetual Union of
1o nations, much regard ought to be had to the
feelings of the people, and it fhould at leaft carry
the appearance of being adjufted upon the feale of
equalify. - Wherefore then fhould the diminution
of the numbers entirely fall upon the parliament
of one of the nations to be united, whilft the
parliament of the other thall remain perfet and
eatire ? The Irith houfe of lords confifting of

about
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230 is intended by the propofed plan, to be de-
creafed fix-fevenths of its members, who are
| thereby to be deprived of their ereditary right of
. fitting in parliament ; and the Irith houfe of
commons to be reduced two-thirds of its mem-
bers. The proportion of the houfe of lords is
to confift of nearly nine-tenths Britith, and one-
tenth Irith members ; and that of the commons
five-fixths Briti/b, and one-fixth Irifh. The cir-
cumftance of the numbers in the two houfes being
fo difproportionate proves that they have not
been adjuited upon any {cientific principle of cal-
culation, but are intended to be diFated to Ire-
land, not proportioned to her claim. = If refer-
ence is had to the hiftory of the Union with Scot-
land, it will appear, that confideration was had,
both to the population and territorial property of
the refpective nations, from which the proportion
of members for each nation was adjufted. That
mode of proceeding was alting upon an acknow-
ledged political principle, that of eftablithing their
numbers according to their juft claims. 1 fhall
not take upon myfelf to point out the juft pro-
portion to which each nation ought to be entitled,
hat fhall ftate fome extra@s from the faritical
tables, publifhed in 1789, which not having been
uamed for any particular party purpofe, may
with ' propriety be reforted to for information.
From thefe it appears, that the fuppofed popula-
tion of South Britain is 8,100,000, that of Scot-
: land, .



land, one million and an bhalf, and that of Irelar;d,
three millions forty thoufand. ‘That the contents
of South Britain are §4,112 {quare miles, that
of Scotland 25,600 fquare miles, and ‘that
of Ireland 28,012 fquare miles, all Englifh
meafure. I fhould fuppole it not far from the
truth, that the land contained in Ireland may be
confidered equal in point of value to the gverage

of the lands contained in South and North Bri-

tain. It 1s obfervable, that at the time of the
Union with Scotland, the Englifh houfe of lords
did not confift of more than one moiety of its pre-
fent number, which occafioned the proportion of
Scotch peers in the Britith houfe to be no more
than fixteen. The Britifh houfe of commons,
confifting of 558 members, is already f{o un-
wieldy a body for a deliberative affembly, that it
would be extremely inconvenient to add to ‘its
numbers fo many as the proportion to which Ire-
land would be entitled. I fhall therefore {fubmit
the following plan for confideration, as better
fuited to the mode of forming the houfe of com-
mons, if {fuch kingdoms fhould be united, than
that of which it would be conftituted, according
to the arrangement herein before-mentioned.-—
In the firdt place, the due proportion fhould be
afcertained to which Ireland ought to be entitled,
the relative circumftances of each nation being
jultly compared with each other. I fhall then
recommend, that inftead of adding fuch propor-
tional number of Irifh members to the Britith

houfe
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houfe of commons, fo many of the reprefenta-
tives of the minor boroughs of Great Britain fhall
be ftruck off, as will make fufficient room for the
number to be added to the houfe of commons as
reprefentatives for Ireland ; thefe to confift of two
members for each county, great town and city,
and of one reprefentative for each of towns next
in confequence to them. This plan will prevent
the inconvenience of enlarging that bedy, rather
too numerous in its prefent ftate, and it will pro-
duce a moft effential parliamentary reform, by
purging the houfe of commons of one moiety of
the Britith reprefentatives for fuch boroughs as
have been confidered as exceptionable, and its
effet upon the Irifb part of the reprefentation
will ftill z0re comprehenfive, as thereby the 2whole
number of the members reprefenting their infig-
nificant boroughs will be ftruck off. This reform
will be effetted without infringing any one con-
flitutional principle. « If the legiflative fun@ions
for both nations fhall be performed by ore pariia-
ment, it is eflential to the interefts of the empire,
that it be fo arranged as to furnith the beft poffi-
ble fecurity for the prefervation of the conftitu-
tional liberties of the united nations. I fhall
again, however, repeat it, that where fo many
interefts fubltantially diftinct and incompatible as
I havealready pointed out, muft neceffarily fubfift
between the two kingdoms, it is not poflible that

the legiflative funtions for both nations can be
H performed
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performed by orze parliament with that equality
and impartiality which might be expected frome
it, if thofe kingdoms were perfectly identified.~
In refpeét of the houfe of lords, it may be proper
to add to the Britith houfe, fuch number of Irifly
peers as may be their due proportion, according
to the prefent number conftituting the Briti(h
houfe of pecrs; and provifion fhould be made,
that if the number of the peers fhould hereafter
be encrealed, fuch number thould- be added to
the Irith peers to fit in {uch houfe, as fhould
be neceffary to preferve the fame proportion.

There has lately been publifhed a pamphlet, enti-
tled, ¢ Obfervations upon that partof the Speaker’s
Speech which relates to Trade.”” 'Fhe author
introduces feveral returns of the imports and
exports from Great Britain and Ireland, for
three years, ending the sth January, 1799, ac-
cording to the current prices of the imports from
- Treland into Great Britain, made by Mr. Thomas
Irvine, infpeftor general of the imports and ex-
ports of Great Britain. /s I underftand thofe
returns, they ftate the current prices of the im-
ports from Ireland, when brought into the Briti/h
market. Thofe accounts were made out by the
dire@ion of Lord Auckland, and laid before the
Britith boufe of lords. His obje& was, to fhew
how great the balance of trade carried on between
the two kingdoms, was in fawur of Ireland,

which his lordfhip ftated thus, ¢ upon our entire
\ . trade
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trade with Ireland, the annua] balance in her
favour is above two millions*. The author of
that pamphlet, adopting Lord Auckland’s infe-
rence from faid returns, ftates the balance of
trade carried on between Great Britain and Ire.
land, to be £2,056,844 in favour of Ireland,
which fum he alledges that Ireland annually ggiys
by fuch trade.

In confidering this fubje, I fhall fuppoefe Mr.
Irvine’s returns corred, both in relpect of the
quantities of the commodities they relate to,
and their refpe@ive values. Some miitakes may
be noticed in them, which I attribute to errors in
the prefs. It fhall be my bufinels to examine,
whether the conclufion drawn from thofe returns
be fallacious. 1In confidering that queftion, I
fhall not enquire whether the articles included in

fuch returns have been properly named by M.
Fofter, whether they are articles of the fr/2 ue-

ceffity, or fall under this, or thas defcription,
but I fhall take them }nerely as articles of com-

merce, without any diftin&tion whatfoever.
Thefe returns fate the current price in the
Britifb market of the different articles imported
from Ireland, and alfo the current Prices in that
market of the articles exported to Ireland, cal-
culate their annual amount according’ to fuch
prices, fubftra& the produce of the exports to
H 2 Ireland,

¥ Woodfall, 537,
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treland, from the produce of the imports from"
Ireland, and concludes that the difference between
them is the amount of the gain of Ireland. |
In order to form a proper judgment whether
fuch conclufion: be juft, I fhall analyfe the {um
produced in the Britifh market upon. the fale of
the commodities imported from Ireland; it con-
fifts of four parts—the price paid in Ireland for
thofe commodities, the expence of tranfportation
to the London market, the profits of the mer-
chant, and the cuftoms paid upon their import.
.1 am well informed that the average rate of in-
furance during thofe three years referred to,
amounted to 4 per cent., taking therefore the
whole expence of tranfportation at g per cent.,
mufl certainly under-rate it, which I choofe to do
to prevent cavil. 1 fhall take the expence of
tran{portation at 5 per cent., and eftimate the
merchant’s profit according to that ftated by Mr.
Pitt, in computing the income tax at 15 per cent.,
nd 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 canpot produce any gain
to Ireland, and therefore oughtto be deduéted
from fuch eftimated value. The remainder will be
the fum adually received by Ireland, as the price
of her exported commodities ; after dedulting
the amount of the cuftoms paid, there will re-
main



main a fum of £5,565,189, five-fixths of wh{cll
~ conftitute the prime coft paid in Ireland, and
one-fixth the twenty per cent. upon that fam

thus, £3 o
Prime coft paid in Ireland 4,637,627 10
20 per cent. upon fuch prime coft 927,561 10
Cuftoms paid upon the import 475500 o©
Value as per Irvine’s returns 5,612,689 o

Thefe fums of £927,561 108, and £ 47,500 mak-
ing £975,061 10s. muft be dedulted from Mr.

Irvine’s return of balance, ;o 5.
2,056,844 o
975,061 10

Leaves the real balance of

trade in favour of Ireland, } ,c81,782 10

An application to the infpetor of imports and
exports in the port of London was certainly well
calculated, to magnify the apparent balance in
faveur of Ireland ; I fhall now ftate the balance,
as it would have appeared upon fimilar returns
made by the infpector of the imports and exports,
in the port of Dublin, according to Mr. Irvine’s
mode of calculation. Vi 5

Price paid in Dublin for the

commodities exported fromg 4,637,627 10

thence into Great Britain. )

Price

- i
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Price paid in London for {the

commodities exported to Ire-g 3,55 3,845 °
land.

20 per cent. upon that fum 711,169 o

Cultoms upon their import into ) -
Ireland* as ftated by Lord 539,000 ©

Auckland,

Produce in the Irifh market 4,806,014 o
From above 4,637,627 10
Balance in favour of Great

Britain, } 168,386 10

The imports therefore from Great Britain
would have produced £1,250,169 more in Dub-
tin than what they coft in London, and a balance
of £168,386 105, would have been ftruck in
Javour of Great Britain, inftead of £2,056,844
in favour of Ireland as ftated from Mr. Irvine’s
returns. That balance however ftruck in favour

- of Great Britain would have been equally erro-

neous, with that ftruck by Mr. Irvine in favour
of Ireland and for fimilar reafons. In my judg-
ment the proper mode of afcertaining the balapce
of trade between two nations, is, by comparing
the amount of the fums paid in their refpective
markets with each other, for the commodities
¢xported by them. Mr. Irvine’s returns ftate the

amcunt

* Woodfall, 538,
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amount of the value of the exports from Great
Britain to Ireland at £ 2
3-555,845 . o
I have fhewn that the value of

the exports from ' Ireland g 4,637,627 ‘10
amounted there to .

Tllflflel;i&;}or:alance oy ls} 1,081,782 10

I am perfetly fenfible, that the commerce
between Great Britain and Ireland is a great ad-
vantage to Ireland, but I truft, that I have thewn
that the balance in her favour has been greatly
exaggerated, both by Lord Auckland and the
author of that pamphlet. It is by this balance
that Ireland is enabled to remit thofe large fums
which are annually drawn into Great Britain by
her abfentees, the produce of whofe eftates Mr.
Pitt ftates at one million.

I have thought it neceffary that Great Britain
fhould knew what the real lofs amounts to,
which fhe fuftains by her trade with Ireland, and
that kreland fhould be informed of the amount of
the gain which arifes to her, fromher trade with
Great Britain.

I'have read with much aftonifhment that part
of Lord Auckland’s fpeech, wherein after ftating
from Mr. Irvine’s returns, that the value of the
imports into Great Britain from all the world
amounted to £ 46,963,000, and that of her exports
to £48,000,000, he concludes, that the balance of

trade
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erade carried on by Great Britain with all the
—vorld amounts to one million in her favour*
Thus ftating that the balance of trade between
Great Britain and Ireland amounts in favour of
Ireland to double that balance ' of trade which
Great Britain has in her favour, from her im-
menfe commerce with all the world. - That _ftate_
ment fupported by the authority of a perfon of
fuch diftinguifhed abilities and clearnefs  of un-
derftanding, and upon a fubje& to which he had
directed his greateft attention, could not fail to
make a ftrong impreffion upon the mind of every
man who read it certainly. it at fir/2 produced
that effec upon me, and yet I found ‘it very dif-
ficult to reconcile it with the idea I had formed
of the immenfe wealth which Great Britain de.
rived from her extenfive trade with all the world,
nor could I conceive it poffible that Great Britain
fhould' not gain more from her trade with the
wwhole world than one half of what Ireland gained
from her trade with Great Britain. I had ever
confidered the balance of trade in favour of Great
Britain as one of her principal refources, thefe
confiderations have led me to examine the nature
of thofe returns, not without hope, that I thould
find that Lord Auckland’s conclufion had arifen
from fome error or mifconception. I do fuppole
that in Mr. Irvine’s returns, the comparifon of
the trade of Great Britain with all the world

is {tated in the fame manner, as that of the trade
between

# Woodfall, 537.
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between Great Britain and Ireland, and confe.
quently that the value of the imports is therein
rated, according to their current prices, after
their being brought into the Britith market. [t
gives me much fatisfalion to find, that under-
ftanding thus, the nature of thofe returns I am
enabled to remove the alarming impreflion which
Lord Auckland’s reprefentation muft have ocea-
fioned in the mind of every man who feels; with
me, a warm intereft in the profperity and wel-
fare of Great Britain. Upon examining thofe
returns I find, that the fame caufe which pro-
duced the erroneous reprefentation of the balance
of trade between Great Britain and Ireland has
occafioned the miftatement of that between
Great Britain and the whole world, I have al-
ready thewn, that the only mode by which the
balance of trade between two nations can be af-
certained, is, by comparing the fums actually
received by each nation refpetively for the com-
modities exported by them. Mr. Irvine’s returns
of the amount of the imports, do not only in-
clude the fum paid for them in the countries
from whence they came, but alfo the expence of
their traniportation, the cuftoms upon their im-
port and the merchant’s profit; all thefe make
part of the price which the purchafer pays for
them in the Britith market, thefe additions do
not confer any benefit upon the country from

whence they are exported, or occafion any lofs to
I that
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that country into which they are imported. 1
(hall eftimate the average charge of importation
from the different parts of the world at ten per
cent., which muft in my judgment be much un-
der-rated, when it is confidered that the infurance
alone from Ireland to Great Britain is jfour per
cent. The amount of the cuftoms paid upon the
importation has been ftated by Lord Auckland
to amount to £ 6,897,500%, that fum mult there- -
fore be deduéted from the fum of £46,963,000
the eftimated value of the imports, the remainder
will be £ 40,065,500 which fum is made up of the
prime coft, the charge of tranfportation, and the
merchant’s profit. The merchant’s profit, taken
according to. Mr. Pitt’s eftimate at 15 per cent.
and being added to 10 per cent. (the expence of
importation) making 25 per cent. that fum of
[ 40,063,500 will bedivided thus :
Firlt coft, - - £ 32,052,400
Lxpence of importation and mer-

% 8,013,100

chant’s profit, making ,z5 per
¢cent upon that fum,

40,065,500
Amount of cuftoms, . = 7. 0. 80% 00

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

The prime cofts therefore of the imports com-
pared with the prime coft of the exports, will
give the amount of the real balance of trade in

favour of Great Britain :
Prime
* Woodfall, 543.
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Prime coft of exports from :
Great Britain, - - 148,000,000
Prime coft of imports, - 32,052,400

Balance of trade in favour of ; I
15,947,600

Great Britain, -
The amonnt of the imports from the Weft
Indies have been very properly introduced in Mr.
Irvine’s returns, as conftituting a part of the
balance of trade. However, the greater part

thereof, inftead of occafioning any /o/s to Great *

Britain, conftitutes a confiderable part of her
r¢fources ; they are in fa&t remittances to the
abfentee proprietors in.commodities inftead of
money. Mr. Pitt ftates their amount at five mil-
lions nett, taxable as income ; thefe added to the
above balance of trade and the million annually
remitted from Ireland to her abfentees, occafion
an annual influx of money into Great Britain of
nearly twenty- two millions. Thefe are the re.
fources which have enabled Great Britain to {up-
ply the ftate with thofe immenfe fums which have
been raifed during the prefent war.

The meafure which has been under confidera-
tion is fo momentous in its confequences, and fo
complicated in its nature, that it requires the
moft attentive inveftigation. I have endeavour-
ed to examine it in its varions ramifications, and
to view it in its different bearings. I have parti-
cularly attended to your Lordfhip’s pofition, that

the only mode of connexion which can remove the
evif

NI P e S e———
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evil of [eparation, or confer the benefit of Union,
is a perfect identity of government. This you
lay down as the criterion to determine whether
fuch Legiflative Union ought to be formed be-
tween thefe two nations.  For this purpofe I have
examined the nature of the connexion intended
to be formed, agreeablé to the outlines laid before
his Majefty by the Parliament of Great Britain,
from which it clearly appears, " that if fuch con-
nexion fhall take place, every diftinénefs in re-
venue, taxation and expenditure now fubﬁﬁmg
between the two kingdoms will continue, and con-
fequently, that they will not be thereby identified.
I therefore confider myfelf juftified by your
Lordfhlp s authority in afferting, that fuch Union
ought not to be ad0pted; it has been fhewn, that
the great objeét of the minifterin the purfuit of
this meafure, is to acquire the command over
the purfe of Ireland. This will be procured by
the Union, through the immenfe majdrity of
Britifh members in the unitedParliament. Should
an Union take place, Ireland will be chargeable
with a proportion of the expences of the empire,
her own finking fund, and a¢ lea/? the intereft of
her own debt. Taxes muft neceffarily be laid on
for providing for fuch expences which fhall ex-
tend to that kingdom only, they will be unpofed
nominally by the united Parliament, but acually
by the majority of Britifh members in fuch Par-
Tiament.  OF the taxes thus confined to Irelandin

| their
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their operation, thofe Briti, members will not.

feel the preflure, nor wij] either they or_thofe
whom they reprefent be in any fort affected by them.
By the Conftitution the Power of taxation js
lodged in thofe who are to pay them, rhe pagpl, 3
this arrangement furnifhes a fecurity, that fuch
power fhall not be improperly encreafed, but that
conftitutional check will here be undermined, and
the people of Ireland will be taxed by the reprefen-
Zatives of another people, who do not participate
in the burthens they impofe. Although unac.-
cuftomed to write, I have ventured to lay my
thoughts before the public, in the plain language
of common fenfe upon that momentouys quettion,
which muft determine whether Ireland fhall cop.
tinue to enjoy a free Conttitution, or become a
province of Great Britain, I fhall now with all
due refpe@ take my leave of your Lordfhip, re-
lying upon the good fenfe of my Countrymen,
that they will refift this ruinous meafure,

FARNHAM.

THE ENDPD.

.
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Page Line N
g 6 Tor empires, read empi icks.
5 21 For difference, vead differencess
7y %3 For refloring, reac eforti '
8 11 For perpedly, read per

21 6 Dele appearss
26 3 For injuflly, read uajuflly.

28 5 Forin, reac T

32 18 For ‘Ecuring,"iﬁd pecuniarys
36 17 For flationary, read flarving.
39 13 For hady read paid. :
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