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REPORT, ETC.

MR. SPEAKER,

THIS fubje& has been already fo minutely and
{o diftinétly canvafled in all its points and bearings,
that I know it is impoflible for me to add a fingle
new idea on the fubjed, or to throw any new lights
upon the arguments that have been ufed by others ;
but I cannot hear the queftion difcufled, without
availing myfelf of the opportunity it affords me of
entering my f{olemn proteft (in common with the
wifer and better half of this Houfe, and in unifon
with what we all know and feel to be, the unani-
mous f{enfe of the nation) againft #his fale and barter
of the rights and liberties of Ireland. 1 make this
proteft, Sir, on behalf of my countrymen, my con-
ftituents, and myfelf !

I have not the vanity to expe&t that what I can
fay will make any impreflion on thofe who f{upport
this meafure—I am perfuaded that no talents, how-
ever exalted ; that no exertion of integrity or dili-
gence, can afford any fuccefsful oppofition to it in

A2 this
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this Houfe. The means by which fupport has been
obtained to the meafure are fuch as private indivi-
duals cannot contend againft. Argument!—faét |—
even conviction itfelf has loft its weight, when
placed in the fcale with the means to which the
minifter of the crown has reforted, and which, Iam
forry to fay, have produced a total want of fhame,
integrity, and honer in his adherents and accom-
plices—have induced a majority of this Houfe—{ome
to wiolate their folemn engagements; others to overlook
the fenfe and wifbes of their conflituents ; many to
outrage the warnings of their colgﬁ‘ienrc.r, and the con-
victions of their own minds; and—all of them to
trample on the tics that ought’ to bind them 1o their
country! ! Such means, ating on fuch materials—
it is impoflible to refift. -~ But, Sir, although at this
moment all efforts, made to fave our country, may
fail, though fhe may by her truftees be betrayed and
fold to a temporary flavery, the time will come,
when the names of thofe with whom I a& will be
remembered with affetion and gratitude, and when
Ireland, in juftifying her own rights, will raife a mo-
nument to their fame and glory.

But whilft the interelt of Ireland are the objeéts
of my firft concern—whilft her difgrace and the
overthrow of ‘her freedom and independence are the
fubjeéts of my feverelt regret and lamentation ; yet
I cannot but look beyond the limits of my own
country with very fincere anxiety and grief, when I
anticipate (as connected with and flowing from this
facrifice of our rights) the inevitable and fudden
downfall of the liberties and conftitution of Great

Britain,
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Britain, It is impoffible that fo large a portion of
the empire, as Ireland is, can be reduced to flavery,
with fafety to the remaining parts—and it 1s_a
miferable and (hort-fighted policy in the people of
England, thus to gratify their fraudulent and rapaci-
ous views on the wealth of Ireland, in which, fhould
they unhappily fucceed, they will ultimately pay the
heavy penalty of their own fubjugation ; and whilit
I thus feel for the caufe of liberty—not only the
liberty of my own country, but alfo of that neigh-
bour with which we have hitherto been fo fortu-
nately and fo profperoufly conneéted, I cannot but
lament the effect with which this facrifice will oper-
ate on the interefts and the fame of that gracious
Monarch, who yet reigns in the hearts of his people,
becaufe his people are free, who, 1 truft, will not be
prevailed on to exchange the willing and bhearty al-
legiance of a nation of freemen, for the re/uctant and
enforced obedience of a horde of flaves. It is not con-
filtent with the affection I bear that virtuous Prince,
and with the refpect 1 entertain for his oflice, to ftate
by what term the relation between the malter and
the flave is defignated—may thole nations and their
Sovereign be forwever preferved from fuch mutual

difgrace and degradation ! |
1t is not my intention to enter atlength into any
detailed argument on the principle of this projett, I
fhall chiefly confine myfelf to an examination of the
views of thofe who have confpired to {ell and to en-
flave, the country, and the means on which they
rely for the completion of their bale and nefarious
purpofe; and here, Sir, I cannot but revert with
' indignation
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indignation and fcorn to the grols ingratitude in
which this meafure originated.—At a time when
the loyal gentry, traders, artizans, and yeomanry
of Ireland, forfaking their ufual comforts and ha-
bits of life, did, at the rifk of every thing dear to
them, rally round the footfteps of the tottering
throne—at the very time when they demonftrated
the moft unbounded and zealous attachment to their
Sovercign, to their conflitution, and to the “eonnetion
with Britain—at that moment was the minifter of
of that Sovereign plotting againft the conftitution,
and exciting in the minds of his countrymen of Eng-
land a fpirit of fraud and rapine againft the deareft
rights of this ill-fated land—and when the Irifh
loyalifts—when every man in Ireland above the level
of the mob, with fcarcely an exception, had van-
quithed the rebellion that (it now clearly appears,
and that no man can be found hardy enough to
deny) was fomented by the minifter and his accom.
plices—while they were pouring forth their congra-
tulations to their Sovereign in the perfon of his
viceroy, and expe&ing to receive in return thofe
expreﬁions of approbation and of acknowledgment
to which they were fo eminently entitled ;—how
were they rewarded ?—with ingratitude and flander.
The loyal gentry and yeomanry of Ireland were to
be charged with difaffection and with falion, in
order to afford a pretext for bribing their Parlia-
ment—their reprefentatives—their truftees—to fell
their rights.—It is not on the conquered rabble that
this baneful mealure is to operate, but on the gen-
tlemen of the land who effected that conquelt—the
- mals
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mafs of the people are the laft to {uffer the evils of
bad government ; it is the higher and middle orders
of fociety that firft feel them—their effects will ul-
timately reath the people, but not till the gentry and
higher clafles are firft degraded and deftroyed.

A curious, but melancholy, objett of enquiry
prefents itfelf in the inverfion of public opinion on
this fubjeét. It came, at firlt, accompanied with all
the care and precaution that unprincipled craft
could contrive ;—emiflaries were employed in every
corner of the kingdom, furnithed with delufions,
mifreprefentations, unfounded aflertions, terrors, and
allurements.—I give the confpirators credit, at lealt,
for their ingenuity and diligence ;—their deceptions
had their effe@t—the weak were mifled, the ignorant
were deluded, the timid were alarmed, and the bale
were corrupted —apathy, acquiefcence, and, in fome
inftances, even fymptoms of approbation appeared
without doors—But in this Houfe—raifed by their
underftandings, their information, and their habits
of difcuffion and enquiry, above the vortex of arti-
ficeand fophiﬂry——all their devices were unfuccefsful
—this Houfe rejected the meafure ! —The many
clofe and fevere inveftigations the queftion under-
went in Parliament, at length opened the eyes of
the nation out of doors to the real nature of the
projet ; and that which, I fear, has feldom hap-
pened in a Houfe of Parliament, happened here—
many members were convinced in the courfe of the
debate—many who had been deceived or deluded by
the minifter, and had intended to fupport the mea-
fure, after it had been fcrutinized and expofed by a

‘long
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long and acute inveltigation, publicly declared that
they were converted—that the folidity and wifdom
of the arguments urged at this fide of the Houfe,
and the total dearth of argument that appeared on
the other fide, had changed their opinion, and that
they would joinin fcouting a meafure that had no.
thing to fupport it but unfounded affertion, ‘mif-
ftatement, and delufion.—As the nation was emerg-
ing from the mift with which the minifter had blind:
ed her—while he perceived the effe@ts of hisartifices
and frauds daily lofing ground in the popular opi-
nion—he found it neceffary to redouble his efforts
to induce the members of the Houfe of Commons
to change fides—for it is well known he never ex.
petted, nor did he ever find aman who left this fide
of the Houfe from conviction, and a real change of
fentiment.—The means which he reforted to, to
effect this change of condu& in this Houfe, are too
notorious to require any deep inveftigation. = I fhall
bricfly ftate fome of the moft glaring and flagitious
enormities that have been practifed with this view,
—LEvery man who refufed to fell his confcience and
his country was branded as a traitor ; he who pre-
ferred the interefts of Ireland to thofe of England,
was called a feparatift ; and he who withed to abide
by and preferve the conftitution, which the moft
beneficent of -Kings had conceded to us, was ftig-
matized as difaffeted.—The minifter had learned
from recent example how greedy the public ear is
for calumny and flander—he had feen the vizier in
his divan fentence to the bow-itring the glorious
Founder of the Liberties of Ireland.—Unheard, un-

pleaded,
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pleaded, unconfronted—that illuftrious character,
to whom this nation owes her freedom and her
wealth, was doomed to fall under the fentence of a
clofe, a fecret, and an unauthorifed tribunal.—But, -

_ Sir, while I abhor the treachery of that bafe pro-

ceeding—I1 muft do juftice to the policy and cun-

ning of the noble fabricator—plotting, as he has

contefled, for feven years before againft the confti-

tution of his country, it was an obvious and necefs

fary prelude to remove or difarm the great cham-

pion of that conftitution, before he ventured on the

attack. Had that more than noble gentleman fallen

the vi&im of fubornation and injuftice, his noble

perfecutor might have exulted in the profpeét of a

certain and fpeedy conqueft over that conftirution,
which the great, unthaken, and perfevering aflertor

of the rights of Ireland had raifed. In bis dobafe-

ment and deltru&ion he might hope to fee the ge-

nius of Ireland laid proilrate at the foot of her

infulting neighbour, and his own little fchemes of -
ambition confirmed in the zwin of bis Coun’ry. —Ilis -
machinations have not {ucceeded—the mi'ts of ca-
lumny, which for a whileobfcured the lu'tre of that

glorious champion of the rights of Ireland, are Jif:

pelled, and we fee him, as if arifing from the grave,

with a courage undaunted, and a genius unequalled,

defending that independence which, in the year 82,

he gave his country.

Whilft thefe groundlefs chargss were made to
intimidate, the moft barefaced and avowed bribery
was reforted to, to Jfeduce.—I afk, if it be not noto-
rious that members who beld places under thz crown

2 were
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were threatencd with privation if they fhould refufe
to facrifice "their country and their honor ! Will
any man anfwer in the negative?—FHave thofe
threats been carried into execution ? Will this be
anfwered 1n the negative ?—Have the employments
of men thus plundered been promifed to miembers
of this Houfe as rewards for fupporting ‘the Union ?
Will'this be anfwered in the negative ’—Do any
placemen in this Houfe vote for the meafure, avoze-
edly againft their <wifb:s and their opinions, in order
to preferve their places? Will this queftion receive a
negative *—Who was the firft that changed his vote
in this Houfe, and was he notbribed with an em.
ployment to do fo? Will this be anfwered in the
negative ?—Have not places and penfions innumer- -
able been diftributed among members of Parlia-
ment, in order to buy votes for the Union? Will
any man venture to give this queftion a negative’—
Has any man received a fum of money for his vote ?
Will any member anfwer this in the negative ?—
Have any members of this Houfe been found not
depravcd enough to brand themfelves with apoltacy,
but not honeft enough to refift temptation ; who
have been bought out, that tools and dependants
might be bought in? Will this be anfwered in the
negative 7—-Has the peerage been canvafled aI}d
bribed to ufe the influence of wealth and rank in
| procuring votes in this Houfe? Will this be anf.wer?d
in the negative ?—Have certain great lords, high in
office, contra&ted with the minifter for the fale of
votes in the Houfe of Commons, by dozens and

by fcores? Will this be anfwered in the negative?—
Ias



| 4

LR

Has not the minority, confilting of 107, been raifed
to a majority, whofe grofs number is, perhaps, 160,
by thefe bafe and difhoneit means? I am fure no
man will an{wer thisin the negative.

But, Sir, this change of fentiment among the
people, from acquiefcence to unanimeus reprobation
—and in this houfe from rejeélion to adoption, ac-
complifhed in the manner I have f{tated, are not the
only changes that have taken place in the progrefs
of this queltion. The very ground-work and foun-
dation of the arguments that were firft urged in
{fupport of it, have been abandoned, and-an entirely
new dotrine and fet of topics adopted for that
purpofe ; fo that, the arguments ufed in this fef-
fion of Parliament by the minifter, form, in fa&
and in conclufion, a complete refutation of every
thing he advanced either as matter of {tatement, or -
of inference, in the lalt.—When it fir{t came forward
it was ufhered in by the minifter and his adherents,
with the moft pompous and inflated accounts of the
wealth and profperity of Treland.—The pletho-
ric habits of the country endangered the general
welfare. Ireland muft be reduced to that ftate of
mediocrity in commerce and in wealth that thould
not be inconfiftent with the humble and fecondary
rank that was allotted to her in the poiitical fcale.
She had outgrown the connexion—and the Britifh
Parliament was the bed of Procuftes where fhe muft
be reduced to her proper dimenfions. She was be-
come too powerful to be governed—her {trength
and her refeurces muit be therefore reduced ;—for
this purpofe it was neccdary that her wealthieft

B 2 Peers
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Peers and Commoners, with their conneétions, and
their rents and incomes, thould be expatriated ;—that

our commerce fhould be regulated and controuled
not merely by ftrangers but by rivals ;- and that,

‘while we were thus robbed of the refources necef-

fary to the fupport of our own little fubordinate
eftablithment, we fhould be called upon to contri-
bute our full quota to the expence of that great over-
grown and domineering nation, for whofe ufe and
benefit we were to be enflaved. Sir, the abfurdity
of fuch arguments as thefe, urged to the party that
was to make the facrifice, was too glaring to require
an anfwer—they were well calculated to whet the
ravenous appetite of Englifh felfithnefls, for the
plunder and robbery of Ireland ; but there was not
a word that came from the fupporters of the mea-
fure that did not operate on every unbought Irifh-
man as an argument againft it. If Ireland had
grown to a ftate of wealth and profperity that excit-
ed the envy of her neighbour—if her ftrength had
increafed to a degree that raifed her above the reach
of Britith and minilterial oppreflion—if fhe was
bound in fairnefs to contribute her proportion of
fupply to the exigencies of the empire—Ilet her
preferve the conftitution which had given birth to
that ftrength, and from whence that wealth have
flowed—let her preferve a domeftic Irifh Legiflature,
to which alone fhe could with fafety entruft the rate
and applotment of that contribution! But, Sir, the
minifter placed no reliance on his own argument—
he had ftudied the red book and counted his ftand-
ing force and f{trength in this Houfe—What that

- ~ ftanding
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ftanding force amounts to, has been ftated by a right
honorable gentleman (Mr. Conolly) who has lately
retired from Parliament, and is now in the a¢t
of indorfing over his county of Londonderry to
an honorable gentleman, the near relative of the
noble Secretary.—(I lament for that young gen-
leman that he has at length given way to the per-
fuafions of his family, and bas fuffered his name to
be enrolled with thofe who fupport this meafure.)—
But, Sir, what was the ftanding force of the minil-
ter in this Houfe when this fubject was introduced,
as ftated by that right hon. gentleman—one hundred
and fixteen placemen and penfioners?  Upon that
fanding force the minifter relied for fupport, and
not on argument or reafon! He, however, found
himfclf difappointed—the folly and wickednefs of
the attempt defeated its fuccefs, and with a ftand-
ing force of 116 placemen and penfioners, and
God knows how many expeftants; with a con-

vi€ion in the mind of every man, that to oppofe
the meafure was to lofe his office; and a pract-
cal leffon to all; that to fupport it was the road to

the higheft and moft important ftations, though the
candidate fhould be never fo incompetent—with
fuch a phalanx of dependants—with fuch terrors

and with fuch inducements—the minifter was de~

feated, and this Houfe rejected the meafure ! !—And
let us view the chara&ter of that Houfe of Commons,

that while it was yet un;acked and ungarbled rejeted

the Union. Let us look to the ftate of the country

at the period of its eletion. The rebellion (once

publicly excited and then privately fomented by the

noble
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noble Secretary and his affociates) had not Yt

broke out—alarming fymptoms of revolutionary
projects, had, however, made their appearance, and
the enemies of our government, of our fovereign,
and of our conneétion, were, no doubt, numerous
and active.  But as difaffettion proceeded on hand,
loyalty and affectionate attachment to our conftitu-
tion encreafed on the other. The confpirators
looking to feparation, and well knowing that no in-
triguc or cffort could fa fafbion this Houfe as to make it
an engine for fuch a purpofe—meddled not with the
elections—the choice was every where left with the
loyal—the difaffeled ftood aloof—the government
candidate in almoft every inftance walked over the
courfe—and yet that Houfe of Commons—chofen ex-
clufively by the loyalty of the country—rejected the mea-
Sure!!

In this feflion we have been affailed by a new and
contradiftory fet of topics—but equally weak,
equally futile, and equally conclufive againft thofe
who ufe them. We hear now of nothing but pe-
nury and want, bankruptcy and ruin ! And yet we
are called upon to unite with this.great and weal-
thy neighbour—and out of our lean and withered
refources to contribute our full quota of expence
with her exuberant and overflowing profperity. Sir,
if this nation has plunged into expence beyond her
means—if fhe has incurred the danger of bank-
ruptcy, how has fhe been cajoled and entrapped
into {uch imprudence ?—With a blind zeal fhe has
followed the footfteps of England, and with an ill-
requited generofity fhe has fupported her in her am-

bitious
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bitious fchemes of power and agrandizement—of
agrandizement that has encouraged her to demand—
and of power that will enable her to atchieve the ruin
of Ireland. - Sir, if Ireland be poor and England
rich, an equal proportion of contribution muft be
the ruin of the poorer country ;—look to the princi-
ple by which the Britifh minifter has regulated his
income-tax in England—do all pay in an equal pro-
portion ?—No—fome are wholly exempt, and it is
only on overgrown incomes that the tax falls with
complete effet and feverity. All incomes under
£ 60 a-year are left wholly free ;. becaufe that fum
is held neceflary for the atual fupport of the indi-
vidual, and he is fuppofed incapable of affording
any portion of it to the ftate, and when the tax does
commence it proceeds on fuch a fcale, that inferior
incomes pay but a moderate per centage, gradually
increafing according to the fund that is to pay, till
at a certain fum one tenth part is levied ;—this
would be the only fair and equitable principle of
affefling the mutual contributions of two countries
unequal in their refources ;-—to each fhould be firft
allowed a fum adequate to their a&ual individual
neceflities, and the contributions fhould be levied
only on the furplus: thus, if the wealth of England
be to that of Ireland as has been ftated, as 15 is to
2, it fhould be alcertained how much was neceflary
to the fupport of the feveral nations, and the contri-
butions calculated only on the refidue ; fo that if of
her two ‘proportions Ireland confumed one in her
neceflary fupport, and if out of her 14 proportions
England” was obliged to confume three, (which,

though
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though not, I admit, a firiély accurate eftimate, is
yet, I believe, a tolerably fair computuation) Ireland .
would have a refidue of one, and England a refidiie
of twelve parts, forming a proper fund, and an equi-
table criterion of contribution—fo that inftead of
1-8th of the aggregate fum being to be raifed. by
Ireland, fhe ought only to be charged at the rate of
1-13th, and even lefs, if the principle that has been
applied to the income tax, of increafing the tax, in
proportion as the taxable fund encreafed, fhould, as
is but fair, be adopted. Nay, Ireland ought to be
ftill further confidered as entitled to a reduion in
her proportion of quota, in confequence not only of
the injury fthe muft fuftain in her refources by fend-
ing the flower of her nobility and gentry with their
fortunes out of the kingdom, but alfo in confider.
ation of the great benefitto be derived to England
by fuch a conftant influx of Irith wealth. But to
view this argument drawn from the fuppofed ap-
proach of bankruptey, and the neceflity of putting
nur concerns into the management of the Britifh
Parliament, in order to ward off the misfortune,
into its truelt point of view—let us look back to
the ftate of this country before the year 1782, till
which time the Britifh Parliament /a4 the manage-
ment of our concerns, and till which time, under
the bleffed effects of her jealoufies—her rivalthip—
her care and management, this country was for cen-
turies reduced to beggary and ruin.

Oh but, Sir, Ireland is now in no danger of fuf-
fering from the jealoufy, the rivalthip, and the rapa-
cityof England! She is to be put wholly out of the

power
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power of England by enjoying one hundred repre-
fentatives in the Imperial Parliament !—Sir, this
affertion is an infult to our underftandings—that
one hundred votes, even if they were honeft and
unbought, can form any check or balance againit
five hundred and fifty eight !—Let me remind you,
Sir, that an Englithman loves his country, and pre-
fers her interefts before that of all the world.—Does
an Irithman do fo? Look to the other fide of the
Houfe, and the queftion is anfwered. The Englifh-
man glories in the pride and honor of his country—
the Irithman /feals into favor with the enemies of
Ireland by degrading and enflaving her. Befides,
Sir, of our hundred Irifh reprefentatives twenty are
to be bribed—we fhall have twenty more expectants,
and thus, with fixty honeft men, (fuppofing the beft
to happen) and thofe reduced, in effect, by a fet-oft
of forty traitors, to a real force of but twenty—with
this miferable mockery of reprefentation Ireland is
to encounter with England in the field of regulation,
arrangement, and contribution! Look into the
Houfe of Commons of England, and fee what hope
has Ireland that fhe will find champions there to op-
pofe with any effet the inroads of Britifh felfithnefs
and rapacity. Of jfive bundred and fifty-cight mem-
bers, (when the queftion was, whether Ireland thould
be enflaved ?) there were but #birty found to affert
the rights of nature and of jultice—but thirty who
were generous enough to interpofe with their votes
in favor of this devoted ifland. -

If we look to the pretended motive of the confpi-

rators.who have formed this plot againit the liber-
C ties
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ties of Ireland, we fhall there find the fame abfurdity
and delufion that prevails throughout.— It is ne-

ceffary to abolifb the Parliament of Ireland in erder to
preferve the connection”—and all who in this Houfe
have rejected the bribes and allurements of power,
and prefer the duty they owe the public to their
own private emolument, are flandered as traitors!
Sir, no man would deferve a patient hearing in this
Houfe who would deny that there has been, and ftill
in fome degree, perhaps, exifts a ferious and alarm-
ing faltion, whofe objet is to feparate this country
from England—but he is a man of unblufhing ef.
frontery who will affert that any fuch danger is to
be dreaded from this Houfe. Let us remember the
lalt Parliament, and fay, is there any fymptom of a
Aeparating difpofition in the Houfe of Commons?
In the laft Parliament the oppofition to the minifter
had dwindled to eleven.—Why ? Becaufe the zeal
for conneétion was paramount to every other politi-
cal fentiment—and although in that fmall number
there appeared a fet of names the moft honorable
and refpectable, yet they ftood alone in every effort
they made to oppofe the minifter, becaufe the whole
body of the Houfe, excepting that fmall number,
thought no object then worth their attention except
the prefervation of the conne&ion.

Sir, there is not a nation under Heaven in which
there may not be found fome innovators, reformers,
or traitors ready on every occafion to facrifice the
peace and happinefs of their country, to vifionary
plans of public improvement, or to felfith views of
perfonal ambition—of this I fee before me many

examples!
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examples!  But the queftion of feparation has had
a fair trial, and has received a fignal, and I hope a
decifive, overthrow—at leaft I have no fears of ever
feeing that queftion again revived, unlefs it be pro-
voked by enforcing this moft unjuft, oppreffive, and
revolting meafure.—From whom, Sir, did this at-
tempt at feparation receive its defeat? From the
loyalty and zeal of the gentry and yeomanry of Ire-
land. If in the rabble of the country, headed by a
few mifguided and unprincipled demagogues, mul-
titudes entertained defperate views of revoluuon, and
treafon, and feparation, more were found among the
better orders—more even in numbers, but in
weight, power, and energy, a {tupendous majority,
ready to facrifice their lives in fupport of the throne

and of Britith connettion !
Let us look back, Sir, to the hiftory of the laft
three years, and let us examine by the teft of falts
and experience the relative ftrength of the friends of
A{eparation, and the fupporters of conne&tion.—In
the year 1796, the enemies of the empire landed an
army on our fhores, with a view to feparate the two
countries—What was the confequence?—From
North to South the whole ifland became a fcene of
arms to repel the invader and to defend the connec-
tion. In 1798, after having already encouraged a
domeltic rebellion, which the friends of Britith con-
nection in Ireland completely defeated—and that,
let me obferve, before the arrival of the auxiliaries
from England—the fame enemy again invaded :—
Was this attempt more fuccefsful than the former,
or were the friends to England lefs numerous or lefs
C2 animated
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animated with zeal and valour than they had thewn
themfelves in the recent rebellion, or on the invafion
of g6 ?~——Were the energies and the ftrength of the
nation found arrayed on the fide of difaffeétion ?—
Were our gentry, our yeomanry, and our militia
difaffected '—Was Verreker a traitor 7—Did he
who rifked his life againft odds that baffle calcula-
tion, to {upport the government—did he confpire to
fever the countries 7—Did he, who with a handful -
of gallant Irilhmen prefled forward to throw himfelf
between the advancing enemy and the bofom of his
country, with a rapidity, equalled only by that with
which fome fome hon. gentlemen, who now fit be-
tore me, fled to fave their miferable and worthlefs
lives 2—did he, who with his little band achieved
more for the fafety of Ireland in an hour, than the
Viceroy was able to perform in weeks, accompanied
with a numerous army, with his ftaff, his artillery,
and his houfhold troops—whofe numbers and whofe
difcipline in this Houfe the nation has now to la-
ment, as fhe had then to regret their inativity and
tardine(s in the field ?~—did e conipire againft the
intereft of his fovereign P—Is /e who tendered his
life for the public fervice—a life which Providence
miraculoufly fpared, that his glory might be com-
plete, and that his wifdom and virtue in council
might rival his valour and conduétin war ’—Is hea
traitor #—You, Vereker! (Here a loud cry of Or-
der! from the Treafury Bench.) Sir, I am not fur-
prifed at the fore and morbid fecling that excites
this cry of order from that right hon. bench—I am
not daubing with fulfome adulation the leader of a

band
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band of mercenaries in this Houfe—I am pouring
forth the honeft effufions of heartfelt gratitude and
efteem for that man who ftill labours to preferve to
his country that freedom for which he has already
fought and bled.  You, Vereker, who with a valour
that cafts into fhade and fhame the puny efforts of
thofe who, flow to defend the intereits of the em-
pire, are yet bufy to undermine the welfare of Ire-
land—You, who have graced the fhort and now
expiring hiftory of your country with a new Ther-
mopyle—You are reprefented to the fovereign
whofe crown you preferved, as an enemy to his go-
vernment ; and your faltious and treafonable mo-
tives are at this moment canvaffed in his cabinet,
and fet in contralt with the pure and difinterefted
loyalty, it may be, of the member for Galway, or,
perhaps, the member for Derry.

Sir, the project of Union is a departure from the
fyltem by which thiscountry has been governed and
preferved to Great Britain for 600 years—as fuch I
object to it. “In ail times of turbulence, in all dan-
gers of feparation—and they have often occurred—
the cure applied by the policy of England was, an
Irifh Parliament ; and it was always fuccefsful; fre-
quently redrefling national grievances—often refift-
ing oppreflion—but always correlting feditious and
feparating tendencies : Irith Parliaments have been
for centuries the only binding link of conne&ion
between the countries.—This proje&t is founded on
the principles of that tyrant Charles II. who, when
he confpired with a fet of profligate minifters to
overthrow the liberties of England, made this ill-

fated
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fated country the fcene of his wicked preparations.
England he knew could not be enflaved but by an
army—an army could not be made completely ufeful
while the check of a Parliament was left. 1In Ireland
then, as in a depot, an army was to be ftored, to be
in due time employed againit the liberties of Eng-
land, and in the mean time the ufe of Parliaments
in Ireland was to be laid afide!—Such were the means
by which the projeéts of the Stuarts were to be ac-
complifhed ; they were not more wicked than they
were unwife—the evil recoiled on its artificers—the
cataltrophe that followed I need not recapitulate !
Let me hear from the fupporters of the prefent mea-
fure a fingle sparticle of the danger—of the folly—
and of the depravity of this meafure of Charles—
that is not to be found in the projeé before us.
Will any man deny that the minilter of England is
as fond of power as any minifter employed by the
monarch whofe mifcondu& produced the revolu-
tion? Will any man deny that he has departed from
the principles of the conftitution, as widely as the
cabal or junto of the worit of the Stuarts ? Will any
man deny that he: propofes to erect a military go-
vernment in Ireland ?—And who will venture to
contend that the liberties of England can withftand
the force by which that government is to be main-
tained ! And to complete the analogy in all its
dreadful detail, 7be wfe of Parliaments in Ireland is
to be laid afide for ever !

The {olemn compa& by which his Majefty thro’
his minifters, and by which the Britith Parliament
in the year 82, {ecured, (as far as the faith of nations

can
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can be fecurity) to this country a freedom from
all future projefts on our conftitution, has been
urged fo often, and with fuch irrefiftible force, that
I fhall fay but little on the fubject. I {hall only ob-
ferve upon the very ftrange and foolifh doétrine that
has been reforted to, in order to prove that that ar-
rangement was not final. A noble lord in the other
Houfe of Parliament, one who, by the bye, rofe into
rank and power on the thoulders of the people—that
noble lord was in the confidence of the miniiter at
the period of the fettlement of 82; he was alfo,
alas ! in the confidence of the nation. That noble
lord, Sir, has argued againft the finality of the ar-
rangement of 82, and to prove that it was not
final, he ftates a private confpiracy formed at the

time between one of the contrating parties and

Jfome of the truftees of the other. l—fays the noble
lord, who took fo diftinguifhed a part in behalf of
Ireland in that arrangement—I can bear teftimony
in favour of England #hat /be was not then fincere ;
and though I admit Ireland to have been deceived
and impofed upon, yet 1 now demand on behalf of
Great Britain the revifionary advantage of her de-
ceit and treachery ! True it is, none of the confpira-
tors in the year 82 fuffered the word Union to efcape
their lips—but ftill it was in their hearts and in their
intentions, and they only waited for a favourable

opportunity of carrying it into effet.  Sir, the

noble lord to whom I am alluding is a great

Equity Judge—and I fhould defire to know how

he .will reconcile thofe principles of public faith,

to the principles by which his decrees are regu-

lated. I contend for it, that if fuch a confpi-

racy
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racy did actually exift, (of which fome men doubt,)
it goes more ftrongly, than any other circumftance,
to prove the finality of that fettlement in all fair
and equitable conftru&ion, becaufe it fhews that a
future infra&tion was in the mind and views of one
contrafting party, but that that party well knew
that the other believed and intended it to be final;
and becaufe the carefully concealed from the other
her intended infringement and the quibble on
which fhe propofed to rely—knowing that if fhe
had her intentions, there would have been an end
of the contra&, and that Ireland would have
abided by her then prefent condition; or have ac-
quiefced in the relief, whatever it might be, that
fhe could have acquired for herfclf, rather than
proceed in a treaty, that left her open to a future
attack of a nature fo deltru@ive as this.—And the
ftrict filence of thofe who, in 82 are faid to- have
formed this confpiracy, is a proof that they were
confcious that at that period the nation would have
rejefted the meafure with “difdain—perhaps with a
{fentiment more ferious !

From this circumitance, (the known averfion of
the nation to a union in 82) a refle@tion naturally
arifes, that decidedly gives the lye to that bafe and
malignant {lander, that has thrown, on all the op-
pofers of Union, the ftigma of feparation. In 82
the whole Irifh nation would have fpurned at
Union:!—DBut did they look for feparation ?—They
had fmarted under centuries of tyranny and injuf-
tice—DBut did they look for feparation >—Religious
feuds and animofities were unknown among then;l-—-
: they
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they were united in affettion and kindnefs—they
were inflamed with injury—they were armed ‘—
Did they look for feparation ?—No, Sir, if they
wilhed to feparate, they might have accomplifhed
their wifh ;—The Englith army in the country did
not exceed 5000 men—the Volunteers amounted to
60,000—the example of America was before
them—the aflittance of Lewis, of Holland and of
Spain was at their command—the armies of Britain
were retiring from America without their fwords—
her fleets were fighting drawn battles with the fleets
of Bourbon.—Did Ireland look for feparation ?
No! fhe valued the connexion—Dbecaufe fhe found
a way toenjoy it without [lavery—becaufe fhe was
not alarmed with terrors of Union !—She preferved
the connexion, becaufe the connexion was not in-
compatible with an independent domeitic legifla-
ture—was not incompatible with her wealth and
profperity !—Such, Sir, was the choice of Ireland
in 82—fhe chofe, (when fhe might have carved
for herfelf,) connexion coupled with independence—
fhe has thriven beyond example—cxperience and
hiftory have juftified her wifdom.

The fame noble judge, (I fpeak from printed
accounts of the debates) has reforted to another
argument in fupport of this mealure—an argument
of a naturefo eurious, that it is impoflible to pafs
it by without comment. —He has alluded to the
hiftory of Denmark and Sweden.—He has bitterly
inveighed againit the folly of thofe two nations for
‘haying omitted to adopt a Legiflative Union—Dbe-
caufe, fays the noble Judge, had that been done,

D the
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the connexion between them would not have been
~ diffoived, and Denmark would to this day have pre-
ferved her dominion over Sweden.—Sir, with the
inhuman tyrant and his domineering fubjeéts, from
whofe cruelty and rapine Guftavus refcued his
country—with Chriftiern and with Denmark this
argument might have had weight. Had the pro-
ject been fuggeffed to them, in time, they would;
probably, have adopted it, and Sweden would to
this day have remained enflaved! But, Sir, on the
part of Ireland, I reject the propofal, as Sweden
would have done.—1 reject it, becaufe I will not
confent to an arrangement that fubecls this country

to oppreffion and renders that oppreffion perpetual !
If T were at a lofs for argument to juftify my
oppofition to this meafure, I fhould be fatisfied
with a view of the condu&t and feelings of the
people of England on the fubjet. Among them
we have feen the proefpect of their renewed domi-
nion received, with the avidity that might have been
expected from a nation, that had for a while con-
ceded to fear, a fupremacy, fhe was about to recover
by fraud. But, Sir, though the tranquillity and
acquielcence with which England embraces a mea-
fure, which Ireland unanimoufly deprecates, might
naturally excite alarm as to its real obje& and the
confequences to be looked for from it—that alarm
is heightened by another conﬁdefation, arifing
from the only inftance in which this general com-
placence and fatisfaction of England has been in-
terrupted—irom the only complaint that has arifen
in that country againft it.—Of the numerous details
accompanying
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accompanying this meafure—among the various
objetts of a political, conftiturional, financial and
commercial nature, which this meafure involves,
o_ne,‘c-wly, was found to excite even a murmur or an
anxicty in the brealts of the Englifh nation.” Un.
forrunatelj the noble fecretary and his accomplices
having no fubftantial materials to furnith him with
argument or reafoning on behalf of the meafure,

in {peaking on this fubjelt, ufually launched forth

into turgid and bombattic boalts of the generofity

- of England in granting this blefling to Ireland.—
He could find in his whole {cheme but one ar-

ticle in which there appeared ' the remoteilt fem-
blance of generofity or conceflion to Ireland, and

of this he was determined to avail himfelf, with his
accultomed verbiage. His theme was the generofity

: of that exalted nation! Of that people who were
as munificent as they were powerful! As much ex-
alted above felfifb confiderations as they were elevated
above national prejudices I That great and won-

| derful people had, with a benevolence and {feif-
| denial unexampled in the hiftory of man, conceded
to us the {taple and material of her own molt va-

lued manufature, of that manufacture, which had
raifed her to the higheft pinnacle of wealth and
power—ihe had conceded to us a right to import

her wool! Buat, Sir, what has been the refulc of

all this inflated panegyric on the generolity of
Britons to Ireland? A few days has furnifhed us

with a woeful comment. The people of England
heard the virtues imputed to them—ihey were
alarmed !—They heard the praife of generofity be-

D 2 ftowed
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ftowed upon them—they ftood upon their defenicel=
Generofity ! it was a new idea to them. In'the
Union with Ireland they looked for dominion, for
monopoly, for finance, for contribution! . But, to
their furprife and difappointment, they were' told,
they awere to be generous! ~ Such a matter had
never entered their heads or their heartsl=The table
of the Britith Parliament was inftantly loaded with
petitions, praying that they might be relieved from
the only article that had even the face of generofity.
The reprelentatives -of the moft difintereffed and
generous  people on  earth ftated to their fellow
members the withes of three millions of their con-
ftituents, and the Heaven-born Minifter was called
upon 7o revoke the boon to Ireland !—The minifter
had gone too far to recall the article, but he did
what equally fatisfied the mo/2 enlightened and liberal
affembly on earth ! He demontftrated to them, (and
in my confcience T believe it to be the only fincere
ftatement he or his fervants have ever made on the
fubject)—he demonftrated, that the whole was but a
delufion pra&ifed on Ireland, for, that every circum-
{ftance in the fituation of this country placed an
infurmountable barrier again(t her ever being able
to avail herfelf of the conceflion. The molt libe-
ral and enlightened reprefentatives of the molt
generous and difintereflted nation on earth were
fatisfied, on behalf of themfclves and their con-
{tituents, by the folution of the Heaven-born mi-
nifter, and all oppofition to the grant was at an
end as foon as it was found that the grant was
qjelgﬂ ! : ‘

In
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" In fhort, Sir, I know no argument that has beent
ufed by the authors of this meafure that has not
been amply refuted, but one j—t0 difcover that ar-
gument—to whom it has been applied, and the extent
to which it has operated—I refer to the red book,
or Court Calendar—to the place and penfion lift—
there, and there only, may be feen the terms of the
Union—from them alone may be difcovered the
weight and folidity of thofe reafons that have
procured it fupport. In fa&, Sir, the gentlemen
who fupport it do not themfelves know, and are
not able to affign even a plaufible pretext for their
condu@. Sir, the idle’ and contradictory topics
by which the tools and dependants of the minif-
ters attempt to juftify themfelves, prove that they
know, in their confciences, they cannot be juftified.
Many days have not paffed fince two hon. gentle-
men, members of this Honfe, attempted to en-
lighten me on this fubje&t ; the firft of them, after
declaring the Union to be the greateft blefling to
Ireland that any nation ever received, proceeded to
ftate the mode in which it was to produce the ad-
vantages that were expetted from it—and how was
this, Sir? He admitted ¢ thatit was impofiible
for this country ever to become a nation of manu-
fa®ure or commerce—the want of fuel-—the re-
motenefs from the feat of empire and fathion, after
the Union—the eftablifhed capitals and machinery
of England, together with the jealoufy of its
people, muft ever effectually prevent Ireland from
becoming a nation of manufalture and commerce.

But, to balance this evil, Mr. Pitt intended that
the
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fhe fhould be a nation of agriculture, and I might
rely upon it, that in a few years this country
would become the granary of Europe.’ Sir, the
words of this profound politician were {till vibrating
in my ear, when I met with the other hon. mem-
ber, who allo thought it incumbent on him to give
wme a leflon.  But, Sir, if I had profited by the for-
mer gentleman’s dilcourfe, I was doomed to un-
learn it all under the inftructions of my fecond
tator,—His doctrine was ¢ that the humidity of
the climate, and the variable feafons of Ireland
were fuch as mult ever render it unfit for tillage, but
that under this new order of things, we might ex-
pet, in afhort time, to fee every art and manufac-
ture eftablifhed, and thriving in a degree hitherto
unknown in any nation—and that we fhould, in a
very fhort time, under the foftering care of Mr.
Pitt, become the mart and fbop of Great Britain, and
of the world!” 1 concluded that the opinions at
leaft of oic of thofe honourable gentlemen had been
bought—I have fearched the lifts of placemen and
penfioners on your .table, aud have found that both
were fo.

But, Sir, can we wonder that two men fhould
differ from each other, when we find that even the
fame man, under ftrong temptations of felf-interefl,
will differ from himfelf. 1 will, Sir, with the<n-
dulgenceof the Houfe, ftate what were the former
opinions.of fome of its honourable nlengé; upon
a fubje; in principle analogous, but in degree and
effet widely different from the prefent—the propo-
fitions of 85. They will afford a yery melancholy

profpett
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profpé& of tergiverfation and corruption—and if
any man votes for this meafure, mifled by the de-
lufive fophiftry of thofe whofe paft and prefent
conduct [ am about to place in contraft, I truft it
will, on the minds of fuch deceived and mifguided
men, have fome falutary effect. |

I fhall firflt ftate a few of the opinions delivered
by Mr. Orde, the fecretary, who brought forward
that abortive arrangement—thefe were his words—
““ He advifed the Houfe to confider what the pro-
“ pofitions enabled them to do—1fo far were they from
“ binding their pofterity—they did not even bind
themfelves irrevocably—=the conditions were op-
“ tional—Ireland had a conflant annual option of
“ renewing laws for duties. He wifhed the country
always to bave the liberty of parting with the ar-
“ rangement ratherthanto{ubmit to what fhe thought

4
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“ inconvenient.” The {ame minifter, in the fame

fpeech, again fpeaks in terms of fpirited indigna-
tion, of certain attempts madein the Parliament of
Great Britain to introduce into the propofitions, ar-
ticles that would affe&t the independence of the Irifh
Legiflature—and 'he goes on—* [ muft fay again
“ and again, that it ncver was, nor ever bas been,
“ nor ever could be intended that Ireland thould
“ abandon, ‘in any fort whatfoever, her confBitu-
 tional right of legiflating for herfelf, both exter-
““ nally'and internally.” Sir, a fuperftitious man
would almoft believe that the genius of Ireland,
forefeeing this parafidical attack, had put thefe
words into the mouth of the Englith fecretary, in
order to raile an authority againft it.

A right
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A right hon. gentleman, (Mr. Conolly) late a
member of this Houfe, but who, as I already
mentioned, has withdrawn from Parliament, in
order to transfer his county to an hon. gentleman,
brother to the noble Secretary. That right hon.
gentleman, though now a partifan of the noble
lord, and one of thofe on whole integrity and pa-
triotifm the noble lord has affeted much to rely, as
affording fome little thew of refpetability to his par-
ty—that right hon. gentleman, before be bad acquired
great acceffions of wealih in England—before he was
fafcinated by the fpells of the noble lord, and when
his mind and underffanding were more Vigorous than
at prefent—that right hon. gentleman oppofed the
meafure of 85! 1 will ftate fome of his expreflions
on that occafion, becaufe they apply almoft with
providential accuracy to the prefent queftion—
«« The bill,” he faid, ¢ bartered away the confli-
¢ tution of Ireland—phe had NO RIGHT 1o give his
¢ confent to ALTER or relingui/b it—nor had any
¢« member of that Houfe any fuch right—and the
« kingdom, he was perfuaded, would never fubmit
“ to fuch a facrifice!”—and that right hon. gen-
tleman in his honeft zeal for the liberty of his
country, was not content with once entering this
proteft againft the competence of Parliament to
betray and fell the conftitution; for on the fame
night he again returned to the fubje&, declaring a
fecond “time, ¢ that the confltitution we had ac-
<« quired no man could give up ; it was a queftion
<< quith the people out of doors, and the Parliament

¢ was not intitled to abandonit. Let Ireland enjoy
“ the
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¢ the advantages the has under her free conftitu-
“ tion, and let ber preferve that Confiitution.”’

I fhall next ftate the fentiments of a right hon.
gentleman at that time, and I believe at all times,
high in office, (Mr. Mafon) who fupported the
meafure of 83, as he does this of 1800, but whofe
argument on that day arraigns his condué now;
“ he defired the Houfe to recolled, that they were
“ not about to form an indiffoluble contra®, like
“ the treaty of Union between England and Scotland,
¢ for the moment the a& of Union pafled, the
““ Parliament of Scotland was anmibilat.d ; and if
¢ the articles of Union proved highly oppreffive to
“ the people of Scotland,  they were left wwithout
¢ refource, except what they thould find in the
“ moderation of the Britith Parliament, or the
“ bazards of a civil war. The body of men to
“ whom they would have applied Jor redrefs, no
“ longer exilted—zheir Parliament cvas no more, buat
¢ the Parliament of Treland would remain in Sull
* wigour, and would be akeays able to rejectif they
“ pleafed, the .regulations of Grea: Britainy” and
the fame right hon. gentleman, before he concluded,
* oblerved, “ that if England fhould fall into
“ dotage, and grow too foolifh to underftand her
““ real interefts, it would then &e in the power, and
¢ 1t would decome the duty of the Parliament of Ire-
¢ land. to “declare off.”

Siry 1 conceive no better argument could be
ufed in fupport of the propofitions, provided their
general obje& had been good, which I believe ¢
was, than that which I have repeated, but my mind is

E not
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not capable of comprehending, how a more con-
clufive argument can be uled againft a Union, than
what occurs from hearing thefe words of the right
hon. Gentleman ;—You are fafe in the adoption-of
this meafure, becaufe it is not like a ircaty of Union!
You are fafe in the adoption of this meafure, be-
caufe your Parliament will not be annibilated »-You
are fafe in the adoption of this meafure, becaufe
you have a better jecurity left than the mederation of
the Britifb Parliament ! You are fafe inthe adoption
of this meafure, becaufe it cannot ‘drive you to the
hazard of a civil war! You are fafe in the adop-
tion of this meafure, becaufe the body of men to
whom you would apply for redrefs, will continue to
exit ! You are fafe in the adeption of this meafure,
becaufe your Parliament will always be able to reject
(if they be oppreflive) the regulations of Great
Britain /—Let that right hon. gentleman tell us—
sn what will our fafety confift, if we fhall fubmit to
a Union? .

Sir, among the champions of the Independence
of Treland on that day, we find the name of a right
hon. Bart. (Sir H. Cavendilh) then -unplaced and
unpenfioned, 7w I believe, both. His language
was ftrong 3 I difpute not, it was fincere; I am fure
it was'wife; it was as follows: It is to be con-
¢ fidercd, whether the bill that 1s to be brought
¢ ‘in,"is to contain any thing derogatory to the Le-
« giflative rights of England. 1 cannot in this in-
¢ flance indulge my partiality for the prefent mi-
nifter, for my intereft as a man, as an Irifbman,
¢« the intere® and honour of the nation, call aloud

(44
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¢ on me to rejec a meafure defructive 1o the legifla:

“ tive rights of Ireland. 1 cannot (uppole the
¢« Houfe will pafs this bill, but if they fhall, they
« will have betrayed the truft repofed in them. by
“ their country! they will render themfelves odious
¢ to every honeft man in the kingdom, but I truft
“ they will not fo far difgrace themfeives. The
< people of this kingdom have too much {pirit to
“ fit down quietly under fuch alaw. It requires
¢ no fkill, no ability, to roufe the people againit
¢ the meafure—they are already roufed—the diffi-
¢ culty will be to appeafe them! It isa queftion
¢ fo ferious, and fo very much affecting the rights
¢ of Ireland as an independent nation, that I wi/l
“ not go into the confideration of it. 1 fhould la-
¢ ment the neceffity of going into the difcuffion of
« the origin of government, of the compact on
¢ which governments were founded; may there
“ never be occafion. to agitate that queftion—may it
¢ fleep for ever!” _

Such, Sir, were the fentiments of an unbought
patriot in the year 1785, they are founded in pure
and genuine liberty, and though the man who ut-
tered them may change, the principles they contain,
and the #ruths they vindicate, remain immutable—
thefeicannot be corrupted!

Another honorable gentleman (Mr. Neville)
who, though a placeman, did once zealoully op-
pole the prelent mealure, and who pretends to
jultify bis changing fides from the initruttions of
the little corporation to which he belongs, or I
fhould rather fay, which belongs to him. That
hon. gentleman, Sir, was more fortunate in the year

1784
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1784 than he is in 1800 ; he had then o office un-
der the crown=—his oppofition 7h¢n was uniform and
unfhaken—his corporation then did net interfere—
His words too feem to have been fpoken in a {pirit of
prophecy : ¢ A bill of fuch confequence as this
“ fhould be carried wranimoufly or not at all. "1 re-
“ commend it to the Secretary in his clofet to con-
“ fider well the charatter, independence, and property
¢ of the Minority I”” How far the going over of the
hon. member may have diminithed the property of
the prefent Minority, is not worth the enquiry—Ict
him fay would his return increafe their characler
and independence 2~—=1f the noble Secretary may
think words, coming from that hon. gentleman, not
worth his attention, as fuch, let me conjure him to
confider them well, for their intrinfie weight and
value ! |
I now come, with fentiments of unfeigned and
deep regret, to {tate the words of an hon. and learn-
ed doctor (Dr. Brown) on the queftion of 85. Sorry
indeed that I am mow forced to go fo far back to
find a contraft between his pait and his prefent con-
du&. Thofe were his words {poken in 83, in oppo-
fition to the commercial propofitions : “ While the
““ 4th propofition—while that infult ftands record-
¢ ed on the journals of Great Britain, while it tef-
“ tifies fuch a difpofition to invade our rights in
““ that haughty nation, it is impofible to megotiate.
“ England acceded to the eftablithment of our
““ rights through the emergencies of war, and has
“ ever fince been ftudying to undermine the fabric ;
“ the weaker country that negotiates is lpff ! What
have
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% have we to do with treaty, when every thing isin
¢ our own power ?”’—I thank that hon. and learned
member for the unan{werable arguments he then
and fince has furnifthed in fupport of the liberties of
my country ; how fo able an advocate has been
feduced from her fide a little time may fthew—I
iament, I confefs, his defection, not only on behalf
of my country, but of human nature—a doubt of
his political integrity had never entered my mind
till he abjured his principles, and publifhed the for-
mula of his recantation. I certainly never joined in
the general politics of that hon. and learned mem-
ber, they appeared to me to be {plenetic, inflamma-
tory, and dangerous; but I always thought they
were honeft ; will any man fay—will the hon. mem.
ber himfelf affert—that they are -honeft now.—He
deferted this fide of the Houfe, becaufe the oher
Jide had pafled laws which he thought incompatible
with the conftitution of Ireland—for that reafon he
would give them his affiftance towards pafling ano-
ther law, which, by his own repeated ftatements,
would wholly overthrow that conftitution. The
influenee of England operating in this Houfe, he
complained, had invaded the rights of Ireland ; he
would therefore convert that which was as yet but
influence into power—he would change the wi/b of
Ingland to enflave us, into right; the Britith minif-
ter had invaded /fome of our privileges, and, in his
refentment, he would give them 4/.—I have no
head to comprehend this myltery, but I will fuggeft
to the hon. gentleman a mode by which he may juf-

tify himfclf to a country which has raifed him to
wealth
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wealth and honor—I will ftate the only mode left
to redeem his fame and charater—whether thefacts
attending and producing his converfion will'bear”
him out in it or not, I do not pretend to anticipate :
Let the hon. gentieman {tate the ferms of his conver-
fion—let him ftate what portion of the zerms of the
Union have been of his acquirement ; 1 do not atk
the hon. doctor to confefs, whether he bargained
for place or penfion for himfelf or his family—whe-
ther he has got fecurity for a mitre, or for the pre-
fidency of our national feminary, or whether he is
to exchange his gown for the judicial robe—whe-
ther he is to be fet up as an example of confiftency
and virtue for the youth of the land, or whether the
bench of Juftice is to be graced with his felf-denying
virtue, and difinterelted integrity ? I call not for
the naufeous detail of corrupt negociation !—But [
defire him to give an anfwer to this queftion —Did
he procure terms for Ireland?—The military-law bill
provoked him to join the authors of it—Did he bar-
gain with thofe authors that the United Parliament
was to repeal it 7—Does he not know in his con-
fcience, that fo far from its being in contemplation
with the Englith government to relieve Ireland from
its grievances and oppreflions, and in particular from
martial law, that the great obje¢t of the meafure is
to plunder this country of its wealth and its liberty,
and that the means to be ufed are— Military De/-

potifm ? :
T am happy, Sir, to be al{o able to bring in aid of
my oppofition to this meafure a right hon. gentleman
(Mr. Corry) now at the head of the financial de-
partment
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partment of this kingdom-—now one of the principal
shftruments of the Englifh minifter—but who did
once profefs himfelf the friend and jealous advocate

‘of the liberties and conftitution of his country—The

opinions of that right hon. gentleman, as long as
memory remains, will be quoted as an authority
againft the meafure which he now with fo much
altivity endeavours to promote ;—I will ftate the
indignant language with which that right hon. gen-
tleman (then out of place) received the project of
8¢, which he conceived injurious to the rights of
freland : < To the courtefy of the country the mi-
¢ pifter is indebted for that pafling unnoticed which
« deferves the name certainly of temerity, if not of
« audacity—the attack on our conflitution ! !—Or
« perhaps rather to the infignificancy of the offender
¢ merging in the magnitude of the offence. 'The
¢ arguments ufed by the fupporters of the bill are
< but pitiful evafions, to cover the nature of the
¢ bufinels, which ean never appear any other than
¢ an infidious invafion of that conftitution which
¢ Great Britain has folemnly acknowledged. Let
¢ each nation (asthey have laudably done in Eng-
« land) be jealous of their own conceris ; and, as
¢« England takes care of her’s, fo let Ireland guard
< her ‘rights and intere{ts—the principle of the
s« meafure is as abfurd as inadmiffible—two nations,
¢ ynequal in all things, can never be egually affected
<« by one and the fame law.”” Here, Sir, is the
authority of that right hon. gentleman, ou? of office,
againft his condu& at the bead of the finance—at
which of thofe times he was moft free {rom a cor-

rupt
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rupt bias, thofe who feel interefted in the queltion
may enquire. For my part, I look to the language:
and the fa&, and care not for the man; and [ do
adopt his fentiments in 85 as fully and as freely as 1.
fpurn at and abhor his meafure in 1800 !

I have nearly done, Sir, with this difgulting re-
view of public tergiverfation and proftitution of fen-
timent—one example more, out of many, I fhall
give in the perfon of a gallant colonel and commif.
fioner of revenue, (Colonel Coote) who reprefents
a county that is unanimous in its oppofition to the
meafure, but who keeps his places and fupports it.
His words in 85 were thefe :—*¢ He thought every
“ man ought to preferve the confitution and inde-
pendent legiflature they then poflefled without
violation, and band them dowwn to pofterity without
“ encroachment, He would ncver hefitate in re-
¢ fufing his [upport to a principle that fended 70
Shake the legiflative rights of Ireland. If they
were to deliver over into other hands their Legif-
lature, it would be no ealy matter to recover it,”
Will that hon. and gallant colonel now affert that
by the Union we fhall preferve the conftitution and
independent legiflature we pofleffed in 8 5—that the
Union does not tend to fhake the legiflative rights of
Ireland—and that if we thus deliver over into other
hands our legiflature, we fhall ever be able to re-
cover it again. '

Such, Sir, in the year 85, were the fentiments
delivered by many of the gentlemen on whofe fup-
port the noble Secretary now relies for the comple-
tion of a meafure fo contraditory of their former
conduét and opinions ; and if there be any man with

whom
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whom their examples have weight upon this oéca-
fion, I conjure him to reflett upon this grofs in-
confiftency, and to judge whether in a few years
hence, thofe very men may not change their prefent
for their former opinions, or perhaps adopt fome
new ones utterly incompatible with both.

I fhall detain the Houfe with but a fingle obferva-
tion on the profpeéts before us.—I have faid fome-
thing of the times paft, and fomething of the prefent
time—Ilet me call your attention to the time to come.
—The people are diffatisfied with this meafure—
when 1 fpeak of The People, Sir, I {peak not of
placemen or penfioners, nor of thofe cankers of the
wealth of Ireland, our abfentee proprietors; neither
do I mean that body, many of whom have for the
meaneft bribe been hired to fign addrefles for the
Union—who have crowded round the wheels of a
great man’s chariot in his progrefs, extending one
hand to receive the pitiful fhilling, and the other to
make the wretched mark that was to betray the
nation to flavery; I fpeak, Sir, of the loyalifts, the
refident gentry, the merchants, and yeomanry—
who have f{upported the crown on the head of the
King, and have preferved this country to England—
they know the arts of venality and cortuption by
which it is carried—they know the objets of its
authors—and they anticipate with fear and abhor-
rence its confequences—they behold in it nothing
but difgrace and unqualified dependence! Let us
look.around among the nations of the world, and
fee_whether it has ever happened that a nation not
altogether unenlightened, not deficient in courage,
abounding in population, with every thing from

¥ nature
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nature neceflary to its fupport and welfaré, has long
fubmitted to the yoke of flavery ;—can eight mil-
lions of people, themlelves too borne down with
public debt and intolerable taxes, continue long to
domineer over five millions, over whom nature has
given them no fuperiority, over whom they can
claim no other title except this—tbe flaves are ours,
we bought them—BOUGHT THEM FROM THEIR OWN
TRUSTEES !—France, by a more honorable, and
even a more legitimate title, the right of conquett,
lately acquired the fovereignty of llolland.—Was
fhe able to hold it ?—No, Great Britain inftantly
took up arms, and avowed the enfranchifement of
Holland to be the obje& of the war.—France has
reftored to the Dutch nation, that, of which the
had robbed them, the right of Jelf-government, be-
caufe if fhe had continued to withhold it, againft the
will of the people, however infignificant their terri-
tory, and however {mall their numbers, their eman-
cipation, with the afliftance of Great Britain, was
inevitable. New principles of policy had been
adopted in the councils of France; the prefumptu-
ous fentiment which had formed the plan of en/la-
ing the re/l of the world, that herfelf might alone be
free, had been exploded—ifhe with a timely wifdom
reftored to Holland in peace, what Holland, with
the help of England, would {hortly bave acquired by
war—bher domeftic Legiflature ; the obje& of Great
Britain was defeated—Holland as an aliy gives
more {irength to France than fhe ever could derive
from her as a flave! and the fleets and armies of
England were received on the fhores of the Texel,
not as friends offering freedom and independence,

but
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but as invaders interfering in the domeftic concerns
of a ftranger nation, and difturbing an alliance to
which the people were devoted, becaufe it did not
wviolate their natural rights. England was received
in Holland as Ireland received France—with reft/Z-
ance and defeat, and from the fame motive—the de-
fire to preferve a conne@ion that left her in poffeffion
of freedom ! Sir, whether this interference of one
nation in the concerns of others be juftifiable by the
laws of nature, I will not argue, butit has been
pradtifed in all ages, and in every quarter of the
globe, and to the end of time it will be practifed, as
long as ambition and envy are the character of
courts and princes, for the obje is, not to relieve
the flave, but to humble the rival tyrant. Eng-
land gave freedom to the provinces enflaved by
Spain—France delivered Ameriea from the yoke of
England—fhe has lately availed herfelf of imaginary
grievances, and partial and temporary difcontents in
Ireland—tfhe has failed, becaufe the gricvances were
imaginary, the difcontents but temporary and partial,
becaufe Ireland was the friend and a//y of Eng-
land—becaufe the was her equal in freedom—be-
caufe her gentry and their conneltions, her mer-
chants, mechanics, and artifans were devoted to
their conftitution |—But after we fhall be betrayed
into {lavery, if—inftead of the fair and free alliance
now fubfifting—England fhall have purchafed the
power to domineer over and opprefs this country;
if an expenfive military eftablifhment, encreafing
with her injuftice and our difcontents, (and does the
hiftory of the world furnifh an inftance of any na-
tion poflefling power, and free from the vice of

tyranny)
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tyranny)—if great hoftile combinations againft
her, occafioned by her own ambition, or the envy
of others :—if the turbulence of pride and profpe-
rity, fermenting in her own bofom, and the prof-
pedt of liberty animating the enflaved people of this
ifland ; if common misfortune, and a fellowfhip in
difgrace and deftrudion, uniting the hearts and the
hands of Irifhmen ;—if ftratagem, force, or profper-
ous adventure landing a foreign army on our fhores;
—if fuch things—and are they not all in the courfe
of human eyents to be looked for—if fuch things
fhould happen, what is to become of the dominion
of England over Ireland—what is to become of the
connection ?

Let England then lay afide this wicked and infi-
dicus plot, formed againft the liberties of a faithful
and friendly nation.—If {he muft be again a tyrant,
let her look among ftrangers and enemies for flaves;
let her conquer with the power of her fleets and
armies—but let her not entrap thofe whom fhe ought
to prote, nor buy, with our own wealth,the freedom
of a nation, which, in wife policy, ought to be as
dear to her as her own.—Our conneéion, with
more or lefs of freedom or controul, as accident or
good or bad councils prevailed, but akvays with.a
domeftic legiflature -in Ireland, has now lafted for
fix hundred years |—Let us but continue to enjoy
our prefent independence, and every wife and ho-

neft voice in Ireland will fay of that conneftion—
ESTO PERPETUA !

FINIS.



