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P L A I N
>

A  P R O D U C T I O N ,  profeifing to b ê  an A n f w e r  
to the L o rd  C h a n c e l lo r ’s S p e e c h  u p on  the 

fu^jeét o f  an U n i o n  b e tw e e n  the two countries ,  h a v 
ing, been g iv e n  to the p u b l ic ,  it m ay not be  uie- 
leis  to expoi’e the want o f  candour,  the falfe flate- 
ments,  the mifrepreientations and mifinterpreta- 
tions o f  a p erform ance ,  as diirefpedtfnl tô  the 
dignified c h a r a i le r  to w h o m  it is addrefled ,  as it is 
im b e c i le ,  and as intem perate ,  as it is u n w o rth y  o f  
his notice .— T h e r e  was a time (not lon g  part) w h e n  
the affertions and b o ld  denials  o f  this an lw erer,  
w e r e  treated b y  the c it izens o f  D u b l in ,  with  
n e g le f t  ; or i f  a n y  parts o f  them  made an im- 
preffion, the m o m e n ta ry  e f f c d  was foon erafed 
b y  the fa ithful  an d  imprcffive com m ents  o f  a 
D u ig e n a n  ; but in the 'p r e l e n t  fe rvo u r  o f  A n t i -  
U n io n  w arm th ,  and o b liv io n  o f  pail c o n d u i t  and 
paft cenfure,  it n ow  be co m e s  u n fo rtu n ate ly  but too 
n e c e f fa r y to  guard  the d uél i lep u blic  mind againit the 
efteils  o f  ailertion w ithout  f o u n d a t i o n , and charges  
without proof.  I propofe (though without autho
ri ty  for  lb d o in g )  to c om m en t upon this w o rk,  and 
to ihowthat the leading argum ents  w h ich  it 'contains, 
have  been  a lready c o m p le te ly  refuted, and that 
the extracts w h ic h  it has g i v e n  from  the C h a n 
c e l lo r ’s form er and prefent fp eech es  in the H ouie  
o f  L o r d s ,  are not o n l y  m ifrepreiented, b u t 'co n -
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v e y  in the originals, a m e a n in g  the v e r y  o p p o ik é  
to  that w h ic h  the u n c a n d id  anfw erer has g iven  
them. T h e f i r i t  part o f  the C h a n c e l lo r ’ s S p e e c h  
d el ive red  upon the fubject o f  U n io n ,  contains a 

, flioft faithful,  b r ie f  but com pendious epitome o f  
the early  and tu rb u le n t  periods o f  our hiftory,  
from  the days o f  H e n r y  II . to the reign o f  K i n g  
James I. T h e  author o f  th e  A n f w e r ,  w ith  the 
moit  m arked  difrefpeéi,  prefumes to f l i le  this able 
abridgem en t as cc k n o w n  before  to m an y  m en, ma
n y  w o m e n ,  m a n y  ch i ld re n ,  the c o m p e n d iu m  o f  
the ftudies o f  our y o u th ,  rep orted  for the amufe- 
m ent o f  our age, without an y  jn ov elty  b u t  mifre- 
prefentation.”  It  is notorious that the p e op le  o f  
this c o u n tr y  are g e n e ra l ly  fh a m e fu l ly  ignorant o f  
th eir  o w n  e a r l y  h i f to r y ;  but to  avoid this unplea- 
fant topic ,  P a ik  what inftance o f  mifreprefentation 
has the author o f  the an fw er  p ro d u c e d  ? I can-'  
not e v e n  in candour fuppofe for a m om ent that 
he  felt  no incl ination  to invalidate the C h a n c e l lo r ’s 
lriftorical ftatement, an d  therefore  muft n atu ra l ly  
c o n c lu d e ,  that he th ought it the fhorteft and 
fafeft m eth od to pafs over  w ith  one fw é e p in g  claufe 
o f  con d em nation,  a v e r y  im portant part o f  this- 
fp eech ,  w h ic h  he fo u n d  it impoflible to refute .— - 
S u c h  c o n d u it  in a n y  other polit ical  writer w o u ld  
afioniih, and be lo o k e d  upon as unpardonable ,  b u t  
e x c ite s  no furprize  in the w orks  of a m an, w h o  
has fo often  reforted to affertion in  cafes w h e re  
n e ith er  the f a i l  nor hiftory c o u ld  bear him  out. 
O n e  is therefore  the leis am azed ,  w h e n  in  the 
f o l lo w in g  fen ten ce,  he tells his readers,  that 
the C h a n c e l lo r ’s intention in  m akin g  this rec ita l  
was, to “  m ake  their hiftory a ca lu m n y  u p on  their 
^.nceftors.”  T h a t  dignified c h a ra d e r ,  whole  inten
tions are fo mifreprefented, throughout this part o f  
his fp eech ,  com m ents  in  i t ro n g  expreffions o f  fe e l
ing,  u p o n th e  fu f fe r in g so f  the native Ir i ih in  the early

periods



p e r io d s  o f  our h if io ry  a n d  laments the harfh 
and impolitic  c o n d u i t  o f  their e a r ly  ru lers  the 
Engliih.

F o r  w h en  h e f p e a k s o f  the ftatute o f  K i l k e n n y ,  
e n a & e d  b y  the pro vin cia l  a ifem bly  o f  the P ale ,  
( E d w a rd  III . ;  to p re v e n t  marriage and goflipred 
w ith  the Irifh, (w hich  ilatute Sir  J .  Da\is  has 
h ig h ly  e xto l led )  the -Chancellor obi'erves— (page 
5 ;  “  that it is difficult to re c o n c i le  it to fo u n d  
p o l ic y ,  and that it was ca lcu la te d  to p erp etu ate  
w ar between the inhabitants o f  the Pale ,  and thofc 
o f  the adjoining d iftr ids  (the n a t iv e s . ) ”  A n d  again,  
page 7 -  he laments “  that our religions feuds b e 
gan in the time o f  H e n r y  V III .  have re n d ered  this 
c o u n tr y  a b lank  am on g the nations o f  E u rop e,  and 
fears th e y  w i l i l o n g  retard her progrefs in the c iv i 
l i z e d  w o rld .”  Is there a man living in Ireland at this 
jn ftan t  that can d e n y  (e x ce p t in g  for a p arty  pur- 
pofe) the truth o f  this rem ark  ? T h e  C h an ce l lo r  
c o n t in u e s — “  it feem sd iiu cult  to  c o n c e iv e  a n y  more 
unjuft  or im p o lit ic  aft  o f  G o v e r n m e n t ,  than to 
attem pt to fo r c e  (as was done in the reign o f  E l iz a 
beth) n e w  m odes o f  rel igious faith and worfhip  
b y  fevere  penalties, u p on  a iuperiUtious and unlet-. 
te red  p e o p le .”  D o  thefe hiftorical  fa fts ,  u n dou bt
ed  and u n d e n ie d  even b y  this anfwerer,  falf ify  our 
h if to ry  ? 1 ’he author o f  the A n f w e r ,  th o u g h  he 
cannot fe e l  fimilar fentiments o f  compaffion for 
the u n fo rtu n ate  fituation o f  the native  Irifh, or 
t h o u g h  he m a y  rejoice  that the rem em bran ce  o f  
this conduói,  has poffibly help ed  to  k e e p  alive in 
th eir  m inds the hatred to the Eng-lifh name, fhould 
at leaft blufh at m a k in g  fo u n can d id  and u n fo u n d 
e d  an in feren ce.  B y  what perveriion o f  lan g u a g e  
or fubti lty  o f  mifreprefentation c an  the regret w h ic h  
th e  C h a n c e l lo r  e x p re f fe s a t  the futJTerings o f  the na
t ives ,  and the cenfure wTh ich  he pafles u p on  the 
im polit ic  and narrow p o l ic y  o f  the then d e p u ty
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an d  his fmall  coun ci l ,  be  conftrued  i n w  a g e 
neral  ca lu m n y  * o f  the anceftors o f  the Iriih peo~ 

p le  ? .
A f t e r  the glaring want o f  candour,  and the 

m ilreprefentation w h ic h  I have a lread y  detected, 
m y  readers will  not befu rp r ifed  at the hafty m anner 
in w h ic h  the A n fw e r  paffes over  that part o f  the 
C h a n c e l lo r ’s S p e e c h  in w h ic h  he proves “  that Ire
la n d  n e ve r  had a representative affembly w h ic h  
c o u ld  be  called the Parliament o f  the c o u n tr y ,  until  
the reign o f  James I. but  that all  form er affemblies 
w e r e  m ere provincial meetings to regulate  that imall  
diftrici; o f  this c o u n tr y ,  then c a l lc d  the Pale.  — - 
T h e  author o f  the A n iw e r ,  unable  to contradict  
this ftatement b y  hiftory, f i n d s  it the ihorteft  method 
to d en y  it a ltogether,  and hurries over  the fubjeit  
in  t w o  ihort paragraphs. W  e fe e l  that this was too 
tender g ro u n d  for h im  to tread u p o n ,  and we 
h av e  no doubt that he reco llected ,  that he had 
o n ce  before  attem pted  to  m ake a Hand u p on  it, in  
h is  celebrated A d d r e is  to the C it izen s  o f  D u blin ,  
u nti l  be was chafed o f f  the f ie ld  b y  his in vin cib le  
antagonift ,  Doctor Duigenan. T h e  c it izens o f  
L u b l in  were wont to p ay  due  d eferen ce  to, and 
to feel  the fo r c e  o f  that  accum ulat ion  o f  hifto- 
r ica l  fa i ls ,  w h ic h  this gen tlem an  p r o d u c e d  to 
o ve rth ro w  the an fw e rer ’ s form er u n fo un d ed  aller- 
fions; It  m ay now (unfortunate ly)  be  expedient 
a^ain to recall  their attention to “  his A n fw e r  to 
M r .  G r a t ta n ’ s A d d re fs ,  &c'."  and it m ay  be w orth  
their while  again to put into one fcale the e v id e n c e  
o f  hiitory, and oi kn ow n  aéls o f  ancient pro vin 
cial  affemblies,  that th e y  m a y  weigh them 

. againfi u n fo u n d ed  affertion and b o ld  denial.
T h e  author o f  the A n fw e r  in  “  his A d d re is

to the C ’.t izcns oi D u b lin  in  ^3 , told them -
“  that

* Page lf l  of Wlr. Gra ttan’s Anfw.r.
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(  5  )
“  t h a t  t h e  boroughs w e re  creations b y  the houfe 
o f  Stuart for  the purpofe o f  m odell ing  and iub- 
vert ing  the parl iam entary  conftitution o f  ire lan d  ”  
In  anfwer to his “  ravings”  u p on  this fubjeit ,  the 
learn ed  D o f lo r  p r o d u c e d  the a u th o r ity  o f  M o r r i -  

. fon, E a c ca ta  H ibern ia ,  S ir  J. Davis,  H u m e ,  & c .
I fhall offer no ap o lo gy  to m y  readers for m a k in g  
fome extra its  from  his w o rk ,  entit led  indeed  with  
i'ome p ropriety ,  “  A n  A n f w e r ”  to M r .  G r a t ta n ’s 
“  A d d re fs  to the C it ize n s  o f  D u b l in .”  T h is  fub
j e i t  is difcuffed from  p age  157  to page 168 o f  that 
u n an fw erable  p e r fo r m a n c e , an d  d eferves  at this 
time the perufal o f  e v e r y  man w h o  w il l  not take 
affertion fo r  fa i l ,  or  mifrc préfen tation for  hiftori- 
c a l  truth. D o ito r  D u ig eu an  b e g in s— ■“  N o w ,  S ir ,
I fhall p ro c e e d  to exp o le  the in fa m y  a n d  m alice  
o f  y o u r  mifrcprefentations o f  the w h o le  o f  the 
tran fa i ikm  o f  the creation o f  boroughs b y  K i n g
Jam es I. an d  his m otives  for  that creation .-------
Ire land  was pofleffed for  feveral  years b y  the K in g s  
o f  E n g la n d ,  u n der  the ftile o f  L o r d s ,  and from  
the re ig n  o f  H e n r y  V I I I .  o f  K in g s  o f  Ire lan d  ; but 
w h a te v e r  ftile th e y  ufed, t h e y  e n jo y e d  not lb m u c h  
the rea l i ty  as the name o f  d om inion  in it : for the 
head s  o f  the Irifh lepts n e v e r  o b e y e d  them , but  
as th e y  l ik e d ,  and the b o d y  o f  the people  w e r s  
g o v e r n e d  e n t ir e ly  b y  the B r e h o n  law, and fo l lo w 
e d  Irifh cuftoms. T h e  Engli ih  laws w ere  o b fe rve d  
n o  where  but in the counties  n ear  D u blin .  A f t e r  
the rebellion o f  O ’D o h e rty ,  and thofe m ed itated  
b y  T y r o n e  and T y r c o n n e l  w ere  p re ve n te d ,  K in g  
Jam es I. to fettle the k in g d o m  in tran qu il l i ty ,  and 
g ive  all men a fu l l  affurance o f  the quiet e n jo y 
ment o f  their l ib e r ty  and p ro p e rty ,  c o n d e m n e d  
the cu/toms o f  taneftry an d  g a v e lk in g  in the C o u r t  
o f  K i n g ’s B e n c h ,  aboliihed the B r e h o n  l a w ,  and 
e x te n d e d  to the aboriginal Iriih all the benefits  o i  
the Engliih  law ; in creafed  the num ber o f  J u d g e s .
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( 6 )

d iv id e d  the whole  k in g d o m  into counties ,  inftitu- 
te d  c ircuits  in C o n n au g h t  a n d U l f t e r ,  and lent out 
j u f t i c e s  o f  A ff ize.  Parliam ents  had been  called  
fro m  the. re ign  o f  E d w a r d  II. from  time to  time 
in  Ire land upon  part icu lar  occafions, b u t  th e y  
confi i led  o f  fe w  m em bers ; the number o f  te m 
poral  P e e r s  was but fmall  till  the reign o f  H e n r y  
V I I I .  and o f  thefe fome were  e ith er  g e n e ra l ly  in 
rebe l l io n ,o r  did not care to attend. -Such A r c h b U  
inops and Biihops as were refident in m ere Iriih. 
cou n ties ,  and did  net ac k n o w le d g e  the K in g  for 
their  patron, were n e v e r  fu m m on ed  ; and as for 
t h e  H o ule  oi C om m on s  it fojuetimes was com pofed  
o n l y  o f  the deputies o f  the fo u r  ihires o f  the 
Pale,  (D ublin ,  K i ld a r e ,  M e a th ,  L o w t ’n) and writs  
w e re  n e v e r  fent a n y  w h e re  but; into {hire c r o u n d  
inhabited .by the Englifq, who c o n t in u e d  in 'o b ed i-  
e n c e  to  the ftate and fu b je d io n  to the Englifh 
’la w s ;  for the aboriginal Iriih in .thofe days were 
never admitted, as well  becaufe  th eir  countr ies  ly in g  
out o f  the limits o f  counties  could  fend no knights ,  
and having neither cities  nor boroughs in them,' 
c o u l d  fen d  no burgeíTes to the Parliam ent,  as be- 
caul'e t h e y  w e re  deemed enemies and unfit to be truftod 
in  the great c o u n c i l  o f  the realm  ; for  before  the 
34th H e n r y  V I I I .  w h e n  M eath  was d iv id e d  into 
tw o ihires, there  w e r e  o n ly  e le v e n  counties in Ire
land ( S e e  3 3 d  H e n r y  V I I I .  2. c h a p .)  befides the 
L ib e r t y  o f  T i p p e r a r y  ; and as the antient cjties 
w e re  b u t  four,  and the boroughs w h ich  fent bur- 
SviTes but th irty ,  the entire  b o d y  o f  the H o u fé  
o f  C om m on s  c o u ld  not confiil  o f  more than 100.”  
I 'o c io r  D u igen an  goes on to p ro ve ,  that Q u e e n  
M a r y  ad ded  two ihires,  the K i n g  and Q y e c u ’s 
•counties ; and that E l iza b e th  in S i d n e y ’s and Per- 
r o t ’s t im e, erected counties  in C o n n a u g h t ,  but 
ibat no knights were ever fent from  them ; and proves  
f ’ om the R d is - o fh e c ,  that the laft  Parliament in

her



(  7  )
h èr  time held  in Ire land,  con fu ted  but o f  122: 
members ; and after au interval  o f  tw e n iy - fe v e u  
years,^ Jam es created  40 boroughs in the fe v e n te e n  
cou n ties  laft appointed, an d  ca l led  a gen era l  re- 
p refentation, in w h ich  a ï  the inhabitants, w h e th e r  
n e w  fettlcrs, thofe o f  o ld  Engliilv  e x t r a d i c n ,  and 
the o ld  I i i ih  natives met to g e th e r ,  to make Jaics fo> 
the ivfide kingdom : and Dodior D u igen an  refers  " for  
the p r o o f  o f  this ftatement to C a r te ’s O r m o n d  ; 
the ftatute o f  the 28th H e n r y  V I .  w h e r e in  fo u r  
c o u n t ie s  o n ly  in Ire land, t íu b l in ,  K i ld a r e ,  M e a t h ,  
and U r ie l ,  or L o u t h ,  are m en tio n ed  as poíTefíing 
the benef it  o f  the E n gl i ih  la w s ;  and alio to 13 
H e n r y  V I I I .  chap.  3,  w h ic h  further  confirm s t h i i  
f ta ttm cn t.  T h e  12th E l iz .  ch ap .  3 ,  enum erates  
nine ihires o n l y  as o b e y in g  the E ngli ih  laws ; a n d  
S ir  John D avis  obferves o f  M u n ite r ,  that the p eo
p le  were fo degenerate  as that no J u ft ic e  o f  affize 
durft e x e cu te  his com  million am on g them . “  It was 
not until  the 13th Jam es I. that a n y  a f fem b ly  w h ic h  
deferved the name o f  P arliam ent w as  e v e r  h e ld  
in this k in g d o m .”  A l l  fo rm e r  affemblies w e r e  
mere p ro v in c ia l  m eetings  for the g o v e rn m e n t  o f  
that fmall d i f t r id  ca lled  the P ale ,  in w h ic h  th e  
E n gl i ih  laws w ere  o b e y e d .  I f  thefe u n d o u b te d  
hiltorrcal fafts  requ ired  a n y  further p ro o fs ,  
the fp eech  w h ic h  the S p e ak e r ,  S ir  John D a vis ,  
m ade to this Parliam ent,  w h ich  met u n d e r  the 
L o r d  D e p u t y  C h ic h e l te r  in  1 6 1 3 ,  is a fu l l  c o n 
firmation o f  thefe fadls.

I his lp e e c h  is to be  fo u n d  at the e n d  o f  his 
IJiftory o f  Ire land, and his T r a i l s  re lat in g  tt> 
Iriln Affairs.  Davis in it to ld  that Parliam ent,  

that before  the d e c ly n in g  o f  E d w a rd  II’s. re ign ,  
the m eetings and confultations o f  the great L o r d e s ,  
withyîw.r o i  the C o m m o n s  lo r  appealing o f  dijjlh- 
tions nmcng themjelves, though t h e y  be ca l led  P a r 
liaments, y c i  i j c i r g  w itho u t  o r d v r l y  lan:n:i>as or

fo rm a l



( 8 )

form al  proceedings,  are rather to be ca l led  parlies 
than Parliaments.  A g a in  : “  F o r  the fpace o f  
140 years  after the firft e r e & in g  o f  this high court  
in  Ire land,  it is apparent that n ever  an ye  P arlia
m e n t  was ca lled  to r e d u c e  the Ir ifhrye  to o b e d i
e n c e ,  or to perfect the conqueft  o f  the w h ole  
if land, but  o n e ly  to reform  the Englifh colonyes that 
w e r e  b e c o m e  d eg en erate ,  and to re tayn e  the fove- 
raigritye o f  the c ro w n  o f  E n g la n d  ever them only, 
and to no other e n d  dr purpbi'e.”  Davis  again ob- 
ferves ,  that in thé re ign s  o f  H e n r y  V I .  and Edw ard  
I V .  thefe affemblies were  n ever  ca lled  fo th ic k  b e 
fo re  upon  a n y  occailon, and then afks, “  to what 
e n d  th e y  did ca l l  m a n y c ,  what matters did  th e y  
h an d le  in  thefe co m m o n  c ou n ci ls  ? D id  th ey  con- 
fu lt  about the r e c o v e r y e  o f  the pro vin ces  loft, or 
the f y n a l l  fu b d u y n g e  o f  the Iriih  ? W e  find no 
fuch  matters p rop oun d ed  ; but in the ro l ls  o f  
thofe times w e find an extraord en arye  n u m ber o f  
p r iv ate  bills and petitions anfw erçd,  c o n te y n in g e  
iu c h  meane and o rd e n arÿe  matters, as b u t  for 
w ant o f  bufinefs, wTere not fit to  be  h andled  in 
fu c h  a c o u r te .”  A n d  after going through the fo r
m e r  reigns, he com es to the time o f  this Parlia
m en t o f  the 13th Jam es I. in  w h ic h  he prefided, 
an d  w h ic h  he was then addreffing. H e  tells  them , 
,e this Parliam ent is not ca l led  in fuch a tym e as 
w h e n  the fou r fnires o f the Pale only d id  fend their 
barons, knights  and burgefles  to the Parliam ent,  
w h e n  they alone tooke upon  them to m ake lawTes to 
b in d e  the whole  k in g d o m , n e g le f t in g  t o  ca l l  thé 
fubjecis, rejidin* in other parts of the rtalme to them, 

"but it is called  in a ty m e  w h e n  this greate an d  
m ig h ty e  k in g d o m  b e in g  w h o l ly  r e d u c e d  to fhire 
gro un d , co n te y n e th  th irty-three  c o u n tye s  at large, 
when all Ulfter and Connaught as w ell as Leinfter and 
M unfter have voyres in Parliament b y  their  knights  
and burgeffes,  w h e n  all  the inhabitants o f  the

kingdom,.
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kingdom , Engliih  by byrth, Engliih  b y  bjoude, the 
new Britifh colonye, and the old Iriih natives doe, 
a ll meet together to m ake laws for themfelves and their 
poiterityes/”

A n d  in the fame fpeech he again tells them,—  
“  Certeynleye the number o f  thele new  boroughes 
compared with the countyes that never had any 
burgefles before this time, doth carry a lefle pro- 
portion than the ancient boroughs, compared with 
the number o f  the anciente countyes, for in thefe 
1 2 or 13 old /hires, there are thirtye cityes and bo
roughes at lealt, which fend citizens and burge/Te; 
to parliament ; whereas for feaventeene countyes 
at large, being more than h a l f  the /hires o f  the 
kingdoine,  which had not one boroughe in them 
before this new erefi ion, his Majefly hath n ow  
erected but fortye new boroughes or thereabouts, 
which in the judgement o f  all indifferent men, 
m ull  needs feeme reafonable, juft ,  and honoura
ble.M Such is the account from hiltory o f  this firii 
general Affem bly  or Parliament, and which  the 
.Speaker, Sir John Davis,  gave to that aflembly upon, 
their meeting in the year 1 6 1 3 .  A n d  this is alfo 
the a/Tembly, which the anfwerer in his Addrefs  to 
the Citizens o f  D ublin  calls “  a B o rou g h  Parlia
m e n t / ’ and, in his la'l  publication, “  one erefted 
to counteract county representation, in order to 
pack a Par l iam en t/ ’ W e  traft however that thefe 
extradls Sufficiently prove to every reafoning man, 
that before the time o f  lames I. reprefentation wfas 
not general, and legiflation o f  courfe could not be 
fo, when from hillory we learn, that the edifts 
ot all the provincial Affemblies that met before the 
Parliament of’ James I. were not obeyed out o f  
the diitrici called the Pale ; a very iacpnfiderable 
part o f  this k in gd om  at that day.

A gain it  the C h an ce l lo r ’ s ftatemenr, fupported by  
an accumulation o f  hillorical fa&s, the ahfwerer op-

C  pofei,
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ppfes, w e  fli on Id fay attempts to oppofe “  a 
ípeech^”  made in Parliament cc the records o f  Par*» 
liament”  which we have proved to be contradictory 
to his aifertions ; the name o f  “  Lord C o k e ”  w ith 
out quoting him, which  he could not do upon the 
prefent queilion ; “  the Statutes o f  Ireland,”  w h ich  
w e  have ihewn to be againft his pofitions the 
€C aft  o f  annexation,”  which he does not prove to 
bear upon the fubjeft, which he could not do— * 
the cc Modus Teriendi Parliamentum,’5 o f  vvhicli 
even a partial Irifh hiftprian, D r .  Leland, obferves,. 
€C the authenticity o f  this M o d u s  is indeed liable to 
many objections and finally, to finiih this anti
c lim ax o f  affeveration, his o w n  ajjertkn cc that Ire
land had a Parliament from the beginning, and that 
the Legiflature was not o f  the Pale,  but o f  the N a 
tion.”

1 fhall now pafs @ver fome aifertions in lïiis an- 
fwer (which I propofe to refute immediately,)  
and come to that part o f  the w o r k  im m e
diately connected with the foregoing hiftory 
o f  the Parliament w h ich  James eitabliihed. —* 
T h e  Chancellor,  in page 4 1 ,  o f  his fpeech, makes 
ufe o f  thefe expreffions : cc before I difmifs this 
adjuilment o f  82, I (hall take leave to advert t a  
the defcription given b y  the gentleman» w h o is 
called the father o f  it (the anfwerer) o f  the fpon- 
fors o f  its finality ; it is contained in his valedic
tory addrefs to his conflituents o f  the metropolis at 
the expiration o f  the lait parliament.’ 5 * “  T h e  
greater part o f  the boroughs were creations by  the 
H oufe  o f  Stuart,  fo f  fubverting the constitution.” —  
(H iftory  has told us that they were created to g e 
neralize the reprefentation o f  the country, which 
was before only local), tc they were grofs and mon- 
itrous violations, and fatal ufurpations in the con- 
ftitution, by Kings vvhofe family loft their kingdoms 
f©r crimes lefs deadly to freedom, & c . ”  A g a in — 1

46 Ton
* See M r. G ’s Addrefs.
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Tou banijh  that family (the Stuarts,)  for other 

a its ,  and you retain that a ft ,  (the borough parliaj  
ment,)  by which yo u  have baniihed the C om m o n s.”  
A g a in ,  “  T his  fabrick o f  boroughs, like a regal 
pandemonium, conflitutes' a regàl l io u f e  o f  C o m 
mons ”  (See the whole  extraft  from this ad dr els in 
page 52, L o r d  Chancellor's Speech.)  T i e  anfwerer 
indeed n ow  denies, that this was any more than a 
defcription tif the Parliament o f  jam eá in 1 6 1 3 —  
(anfwer page 7.) Vv ê call upon the citizeÉs o f  D u b 
l in ,  w h o  remember that addrefs, to recolleft  whether 
thé ïmprèffion upon their minds, was not,  that it 
alluded to tha,t parliament, from  which tlie author 
o f  the anfwer then found it prudent to letire, and 
whether m  their minds, its objeft  was not (apparently 
at lead) to degrade the prefent parliamentary confti- 
tution, which has continued fince James s time, 
{though the term o f  its duration has been altered.) 
W e  call upon them now to read that addrefs, and beg 
o f  them to  cordider for what purpofes fuch a de
scription was given o f  a parliament which iat 187 
years ago, (fee anfwer', page 7 , )  unlefs it was meant 
to allude t o  th e  parliament which  the anfwerer then 
■left, as well  as to every one which had fat prior to 
that time -  for as we obferved beiore, the conltiiutiou 
o f  them all, (that o f  the boafted one o f  82 included,)  
was the f a m e — namely, confifting o f  64-county m em 
bers, and w h a t  the author o f  the A n fw e r  in his A d 
drefs o f  98, “  calls the inundation o f  the borough

fyftem.”  . . x
1 truil  however,  that I ihall b y  quoting fome ot

the paiTages o f  this celebrated Philippic, fufficiently
prove, that the defcription given by the anfwerer o f
the “  B o rou g h  Parliament ot James I .”  was applied 
not partially, but in the moft general extent—  and that 
the favourite parliament o f  82, comes in equally tor 
irs íhare o f  this caricatura. In page 25, o f  the edi
tion o f  the author’s A ddrefs  to the Citizens o f  D u b -

C 2 lin,
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l ia ,  printed by Millikin in 98, ( W e  are thus minute, 
that our readers may refer to the whole w o rk ,  text 
and c on text ;  he tells them, “  under the reign o f  
James, this borough fyftem was bad, but in the 
next it was worfe.”  For we are next  told that the 
great, good,  but unfortunate Strafford, attempted to 
•“  fleech and cheat”  the people o f  Ireland, “  and 
fucceeded. W h y  ? Becaufe there was a third in- 
ftrument, worfe than himfelf, a borough parliament ! 
T h is  “  borough parliamenr,”  after joining in the pro- 
fccution o f  that faithful fubjett , (for which by an 
innuendo it feems to be praifed’y c‘ gave way (w e  are 
told in page 26) to the meannefs o f  another borough 
parliament”  under the reign o f  Charles II .— and, 
again, in the next page, he continues, “  I pais over 
130 years, a horrid vacuum  in your hiRnry o f  bo
rough parliaments, fave only it has been filled with 
four horrid images in the four-fold profcription o f  
the religion, (the R o m an  Catholic  he meant), the 
trade, the judicative and legiilative authority o f  the 
country,  & c . ” — and “  I come to the bo ndary o f  the 
gulph, when the conftitution begins to live and ilir in 
the octennial bill,  accompanied however with and 
corrected by a court projedl o f  new parliamentary in

fluence and degradation ; this project may be called 
a court plan o f  reforming borough parliaments, 
(obfervs the fneer) but reforming them not in the 
piinciple oi a popular reprefentation, but o f  a more 
perfeit  and compleat e x d u f io n  and bániíhment o f  
the c o m m o n s :”  and, a little farther, “ • you had 
but little to give up, and that you furrendered 
and next follows a lift o f  the crimes o f  the “  bo
rough parliaments,”  until he brings us to 82, when 
“  that borough parliament”  obtained fo. Ireland a 
free trade, which he thus accounts for—  
“  W h y  did that Parliament exprefs i t fe l f  in that 
m anner,  and dem and its rights a fhort time after ? 
becanfe  parliam ent was at that time in c o n ta ft

with
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w ith  îhe p e op le ”  ; (p ag e  28)— y e t  it was ftilV a bo
rough parliament, and e q u a l ly  cam e in for its ihare 
o f  the description o f  the a f le m b ly  in  1 6 1 3 .  'I hat 
this is the cafe, the n ext  (e n te n te  puts b e y o n d  a 
matter o f  d ou bt— “  that parliament ( o f  8*0 d e 
c lared  that nothing cou ld  lave  us but a free  trade, 
but it'-declared m ore,  it protefted againft the bo 
rough parliaments o i  a c e n t u r y , ’ o i  w h ic h  it wan 
e q u a l ly  o n e ;  and next,  after g iv in g  the argu m ents  
o f  his party for a re form , he con tinu es  “  In op- 
pofition to "this h iftory ( o f  borough parl iam ents)  it 
was objected that the borough fy-ftem had  w o r k e d  
w e l l  at h a f t  f m c e i  782”  — his an fw er is, that “ as 
far as the p loughm an  or w e ave r  Were c o n c e r n e d ’" 
it had w o rked  w ell ,  but “  that as far as that boaii  
goes to polit ical  meaiures, w e  cannot io Well ex-  
prefs our deteftation o f  them as b y  re c i ta l .5’ S e e  
the curious  cata logu e  c i  enormities in  page 3°» 
in  w h ich  e v e r y  law that has b e e n  palled  for  th e  
purpofe  o f  cou n teract in g  re b e l l io n ,  is arraigned  
r.nd ft igm atized, and the philippic  c o n c lu d e d  w ith  
thefe expreflions, “  t h e y  w e r e - t h e  introduction o f  
practices not o n l y  u n k n o w n  to la w ,  b u t  u n k n o w n  
to c iv i l iz e d  an d  chriftian countries'. ! !”  D o  m y  
readers th in k  a n y m o r e  quotations n e c e f f a r y  to  
p ro v e  that the an fw ercr ’ s delcr iption o f  b o ro u g h  
parliaments was general  and not p a r t i a l '  l a k e  
this as the laft— “  it is now f ixty  years  (page 38 ;  
iince the adoption oi  the p ro je ft  to iu p p ly  in
corruption  w h at  the c h i e f  magiftrate loft in prero
gat ive .” — Does a n y  c a n d id  man a n y  longer d ou bt,  
that in this fe n te n ce ,  as w e l l  as in the p r e c e d in g  
ones w h ic h  w e have e x tr a i le d ,  the ) arhament o f  
82, as well  as its predeceifors  and fuccciTors, all; 
c o m e  in e q u ally  for their ihare o f  that celc-i 
bratcd defcription, and o f  the anfwerer s repro-- 
bation and condemnation, o f  “  B o r o u g h  P ar l ia 
m ents ,”  R egal  P a n d e m o n iu m s,”  and “  D e a d ly

C o u r t

'  (  ? 3  )

0



C o u r t  Infiniment»,”  and that their object was to  
•degrade in the minds o f  the people o f  this c o u n 
t r y ,  the Conftitution o f  e v e r y  Parliament that ever  
has fat in Ireland-*

A  gain ft the unanfwerable  f a d s  o f  hiftory, w h ic h  
í  have a lready g iven  to m y  readers,  a n d a g a in f t  
the obvious interpretation o f  h :s o>vn A d d re is  in 
90, the anfwèrer gives  n o w  his ow n pofitive al
i é n i o n s  and denials,  without c o n d e sc e n d in g  to e n 
ter into an y  proofs— H e  tells  us “  it is not true that 
the pa:tiariient o f  Bz was a p a c k e d  parliament 
l ike  that Cl' 1 6 13,”  w h ic h  “  p a ck e d  p arl iam en t,”  
h i f to r y  proves to  us,  w as  the nrft  free  and g e n e 
ral  aflembiV that ever  fat in Ire land  as a parl ia
m ent.  A n d , : aqain-— he declares,  “  it is not true 
that the reprèfental ives  o f  the boroughs w ere  attor- 
n efs cerks orJervants o f  th e c a f t le a s in  i 6 i 3 , ” butne- 
v e r  th inks  it w o r th  Tw h i le  to inform  his readers 
where in hiftory he found this description o f  the 

' fierions who com pofcd  jthat a f lem bly  in Jam es tbp 
F i r í t s  rcrgn! ’ A n d  again— It is not t n  e that thé 
borou gh s  o f  82 refem bled thofe created  b y  Jam es 
•n 16 13  but as he, :w e  fu p p o fé , ’ fo u n d  it im- 
i-ollible to Hate in what particulars they differed, o f  
that any o f  the old ones had been disfra'nehifed or 
new ones created fince that time, he at oncè cues 
ihort the argument by a iiat denial— -a mode tff rta-

f p n in j

*  T h e  air-he- o f  the a n fw e r  has a moil  i n c u ra b le  p r o p e r t y  
to degrade PariiaJneiJis ;— not content w i t h h i s o w n  h o r r i b le  
í ar ica iura s o f  thpie auguit  affemblie.s, he attributes  to tfce 
|vord C h a n c e l l o r  ( i n  page  31  o f  his A n f w e r )  a d efc r ipti on  
o f  P a r l i a m e n t s  d o w n  10^82, made b y  the ani\verer 's  o w n  
cuftorting im aginat ion ,  as conf if i ing  o f  plunderers,  incendiaries,  
j io tit ical  adventurers, &e.  not a trace ot  w h ic h  is to be iourul 
In the E a r l  o f  C l a r e ' s  Speech,  w h o  thro ughout moil  cautioui ly  
chaws a d i f t in & i o n  be tw e e n  the great  body o f  P a r l ia m e n t ,  and 
that  f ina ll  but  m i fc h i ç v o u s  u n d e r w o r k i n g  f a & i o n ,  w^hich 
f o r m e r l y  too o f te n  ' counteradled,  embarrafted, and yt • 
tardeâ thofe a ifembl ie s in  their  meaiures for  the w e l f a r e  o f t h ç  
iingdom.

( 34 )
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foning that may fatisfy a mob, but never can produce 
conviction in the mind o f  a reflecting man, who can 
compare fa d s  and form a judgem ent from them.

Jf any o f  m y readers ihould be o f  opinion that I 
have devoted too large a iharè o f  my paper to e x 
traits from hiilory, & c.  with a v iew ot defending 
the Parliament o f  1613-, as well  as later a ihm blies,  
from the obloquy which the anfwerer has th ro w n  
u p o n  them in li is  celebrated A ddrefs;  and a l i o ,  for 
the purpofe o f  fhowmg that his denial of the trutiX 

o f  the Chancellor ’s itatement is not borne up by  
fadts, I beg leave to recall to their recollection, t h a t  

the hiilory o f  Parliaments occupies  feveral pages o f  

<he Chancellor ’s Speech, and that the A nfw erer  m 
his W o r k ,  initead o f  difproving i t ,  h a s  f l a t l y  a n d  

ihortly contradidted i t ;  and therefore, l i k e  the c u l 

prit at the bar ( if  we may ufe the f i m i l e ,  w i t h o u t  i n 

tending an improper allulion) as he d e n i e s t h e  ch ^rj^ e,  

it becomes unavoidably neceifary for t h e  c o u n f - d  t a  

take up the time o f  the court in  producing e v i d e n c e ,

and examining witneffes.
T h o fe  w h o  have read the A nfwer,  mu ft have per

ceived that it touches but (lightly upon the queltipfc 
o f  U n io n ,  and that where it does, it throws no new 
lights upon the fubjed. T h e  greater part o f  the 
w o r k  contains denials o f  ilatements and charges, a 
diftortion o f  meaning, and accufations agair.it the 
chancellor o f  falfehood, and invention— a w eak,  and 
perplexed defence— it is a vain attempt^ to arrogate 
a momentary importance by a conteit with lo d igni
fied a perfonage— an abortive effort to traduce a çha- 
radter o f  the mbit uilimpeached integrity and truth. 
B u t  whilft envy and malice continue to u'furp a do
minion over the minds o f  m ankind, how is it po:- 
fible that greatnefs and talents can efcape detraction, 
when even obfeurity is no protection againit flandei. 
“  Detraction (fays Biihop H oadley)  is the perquifite 
o f  "rs&t offices.”  “  Cenfure (fay;; S v . ih )  ii the tax a 
. . %  - v mail
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tnain pays to the public for being eminent.”  T h e  fame 
writer in another place obferves, that the greateft and 
inoft ihining characters are moil  expofed to ilander 
and mifreprefentation, as thofeare always thefweeteil  
iruits, which the Daw s  have been pecking at.

i  come now  to that part o f  the A n fw e r  where the 
author accufes the Chancellor o f  “  fetting up thé 
character, and putting down the cm dufi o f  the old 
Volunteers. I f  the A nfwerer will ior once allow me 
to ufe his own expreffions, this is both mifreprefen- 
tation and miiinterpretation. In the Speech, the 
Chancellor “  defires to be underdood as not convey
ing any thing like cenfure upon that b o d y ,”  and adds, 
thefe itrong and partial expreffions : “  T heir  con- 
du ff v> ill rema:n a problem in hiftory ; ' far without 
any ihadow or military controul,  to their immortal 
honour it is kn ow n , that from their fir ft b v v ,  till they 
diibanded themfelves, no a ft  o f  violence or outrage 
tv as charged againftthem; they did, on every occafion, 
wnere their fervices were required, exert themfelves 
to effeft  to maintain the internal peace o f  the 
country* D o not thefe expreffions, as far as words 
can convey a penegyrick, both fet up their chara&er, 
and praife their conchM ? T h e  man who attempts to 
deny it, except for the purpofes o f  miireprefentation, 
is ignorant of the force of the language in which w c  
daily converie. It was, perhaps, the next  fentence, 
which ( b y  drawing a marked line o f  diftinction be
tween the con d uit  o f  the volunteers, and the agi
tators o f  the coun try ,)  probed the old fore o f  fa& ion, 
tne finart o f  which was felt at the extremity o f  the

■ whole  agitating fyftem. “  I  ihall (Tays the C h a n ,  
cellor) never ceafe to think, that the appeals made to  
that army by the angry politicians o f  the day, were 
dangerous and ill-judged in the extrem e .” — — Hinc 
ilia  lachrymœ.

It was the gall ing truth o f  this obfervation, that 
occafioned the feeble attempt to rouie the refeatment

o f
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o f  the old Volunteers,  and to confound their tempe
rate and praife-wbrthy conduCt with the violent de
meanour o f  faction. W i t h  equal accuracy, and with 
as good a foundation, the A n fw erer  aflerts, that the 
C han cel lo r  “  objeCts on the queftion o f  the claim o f  
right, to the declarations o f  the Volunteers” — and 
what p ro o f  does he give  ? N o n e — becaufe it was im- 
poffible for him to procure any, as not a veit ige o f  
fuch an objection is to be found in the Speech. T h e  
A u th o r  o f  the A n fw e r  next  afks, “  D o es  any man 
affirm that we could have eitabliihed that claim w ith 
out them, &c. i f  fo, he is a miftater o f  the truth, a 
flave,”  & c . — T h e  Chancellor  does not enter into the 
merits o f  this queilion in his Spcecta— he does not 
even glance at it ; though from thefe paflages and 
others, the A nfw erer  wiihed to imprefs upon his 
Readers that he had. T o  what ihifts is mifreprefen- 
tation fometimes driven for the purpofes o f  irrita
tion !

T h e  A n fw e re r  again obferves, that the Speech 
cc condemns the expedition with w hich  the claim o f  
Right was eflabliihed— it calls for delay— to do what ? 
— T o  debate whether the Engliih Parliament had a 
right to m*ike L aw s for Ireland.”  H ere  is another 
miflatement : T h e  Speech gives a faithful hiitory 
(the truth o f  which the A n fw e re r  does not deny)  
o f  the proceedings o f  the Iriih Parliament upon that 
fubjeCt : it liâtes the precipitancy with which it was 
concluded ; (a fa i l  notorious to all w ho remember 
the tranfaCtions o f  thofe times). It  mentions that 
this hurry, fo unbecom ing in fo momentous an 
affair, induced a C ou n try  G entlem an to move an 
Addrefs ,  # “  to take into confideration the difcon- 
tents and jealoufies which had arifen in the K in g d o m , 
and to inveitigate the caufes with all convenient dif-

D  patch

* T h e  M otion  for th is AdJref* v.'as made by  M r. W . P on- 
fonby.
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patch but that this motion, fo temperate and pru
dent upon fuch an occafion, was overruled by the 
ardour o f  a popular Statefman, and the final adjuft- 
tnent, which was to bar for ever the revival o f  all 
confiitutional queftions between the two Nations, 
was fettled in half  an hour. T h e  Chancellor gave 
the text, and left it for his Readers to comment upon 
it. T h e re  are fome men whofe ears are o f  l'uch a 
peculiar conftruflion, that the found o f  truth is of- 
fenfive and grating to them. T h e  Chancellor repro
bates the precipitancy o f  the tranfafEion, and ridi
cules the idea that the happinefs o f  future ages 
ihould reft upon the irrevocability o f  l'o hafty a pro
ceeding.

W it h  equal want o f  accuracy o f  expreflion, and 
w ith  the moil  groundlefs affertion, the A u th o r  o f  
the A nfw er  calls the Correfpondence which took 
place upon that occafion between the Members o f  the 
Cabinets o f  both Countries “  the intrigue o f  the 
V ice ro y  againft your favourite meafures.”  T h e  
whole  Correfpondence * affords a m o d  convincing 
proof,  that the Cabinets wiihed moil heartily to ac
c o m p l i t  (what was not accompliihed) a final adjuft- 
ment.  _ T h is  Viceroy,  w h o  is ftated to have been 
“  intriguing againft our favourite meafures,”  in his 
letter o f  the 6th M ay to L o rd  Shelbourne, in the 
ftrongeft manner recommends it to the Briti/h Cabinet 
to concede all the points demanded in the Iriih Addref- 
fes ; and expreffes the perfeft confidence he then felt

(and

*  See the w h o l e  Correfpondence ,  paBe 33 to 4 1 ,  i n c l u f i v e - L d .  
C h a n c e l l o r  3 S p e e c h .

A s  to  G e n e ra l F itzp a tr ick ’» ignor«nc« o f  the difpatche? o f  the 
D u k e  o f .  ort land,  whic h M r .  G .  infill* upon— it inufl be remem
bered,  that though that G entl em an Was nominally the Secretary o f  
the Du ke ,  the tranfanflions o f  thofe  days w e re  fettled b y ___— _

S f d T ~ < --------- A ' c o r d i r g  ro p u b l ic  r e p o r t ,  G e n e r a l  F .  was  a man
pleasure rather  than of bufinefsat  that time



(  1 9  )
(and he muft then have had full and Sufficient ground 
tor that confidence, in which by fubfequent intrigue 
he was afterwards difappointed) that the Irifh Parlia
ment was ready to co-operate with the Britifh S e 
nate and Cabinet “  in fettling the confideration to be 
given ior the protection expetted, and the proportion 
which it would be proper for it to contribute towards 
the general fupport of the empire, in purfuance o f the 
declaration contained in the concluding paragraph o f  
their addrefs, and that the regulation o f  trade wouk} 
m ake a very neceflary article o f  the treaty,”  E v e r y  
part o f  this correfpondence between the L o rd  L ie u 
tenant and the Engliih  Cabinet o f  that day proves, 
that the proceedings in Ireland were confidered as 
only introductory o f  a treaty, for eitablifhing the 
con n exion  and confolidating the ftrength o f  the t w o  
countries upon a permanent bafis : and that the con
cevions then made to us, wore g iven,  that Ireland 
m ight treat with En glan d  upon equal terms. B u t  
the very  proceedings at that time o f  another o f  the 
parties concerned, namely the Britiih Parliam ent,  
molt clearly prove, that they alfo confidered Some 
further meafures necefiary to a c c o m p l i t  a Settlement, 
w hich  could be called a final adjultment between two 
nations : for as the Chancellor pointedly obferves, 
the only aft  to be done on the part o f  the Britifh P a r 

liament, in compliance with our addrefs, w a sa r e p e a l  
o f  the 6 G e o .  x. (as all other grievances arofe from  
Iriih Statutes) and the two houfes would therefore 
have naturally Uopped there, i f  they confidered the 
repeal o f  that ftatute a Sufficient ad: to conditute a 
final adjuftment— but they went a great deal further, 
and prefented an addreSs to his Majeity,  “  praying 
him to take Such meaSures as to his royal wiSdom ihall 
ieem meet, and be molt conducive to eltablilh by mu
tual confcnt the connexion between the two cou n 
tries, upon a Solid and permanent bafis j ”  thereby

P  Z giving
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giving a convincing proof,  that to perfect, inch a 
w o r k ,  fotne further meafures were necefTary, namely 
thofe fpecified in the concluding paragraph o f  the 
Iriih addrefs, viz .  the proportion o f  contribution—  
the precife limits o f  the independence required—  
regulations as to imperial queftions, & c .  Here are 
the open proceedings o f  the two houfes in England. 
W i l l  the A n fw e re r  contend, that thofe auguit  af- 
femblies were alfo “  intriguing againit our favourite 
meafures,”  and accomplices in that fyftem o f  k n a
very  with which he fo boldly accufes the D u k e  o f  
Portland ? he certainly m ay with equal foundation. 
T h e  proceedings o f  the two houfes o f  parliament in 
England,  and the *  whole correfpondence o f  the 
mirlifters o f  that day,  prove that certainly not the 
lead confpicuous parties in that tranfaclion, v iz .  the 
Britiih Legii lature, his M ajefty  and his M in i  iters, 
confidered the tranfa&ions o f  that day as only 
introductory to a final fetdément. L e t  us n o w  fee 
what are the proofs which the Anfvverer offers againit 
thofe o f  the Chancellor, to convince his readers o f  
the finality o f  that fettlement— read the catalogue ! 
“  Elis Majefty’s recommendation to the parliament 
to take into confideration the difcontents and jea- 
loufies prevailing in Ireland, in order to come to 
fuch a final fetdement, as may give mutilai fatisfac- 
tion to both kingdom  which recommendation un
doubtedly proves his Majefty’s fincere wifn, that a 
final fettlement might be concluded, but gives no 
evidence o f  its accomplishment : next a declaration

“  that

f  See alfo in the letter o f  the Marquis o f  Rockingham, (a man 
of  the moil honourable dealing through life, and oi the moil u - 
f  potted character— a good and great tfatefman, and not a paltry 
intriguer) theie exprellitfns. “  'i he eiiential points on the part oi 
Ireland now conceded, the only object left for both wil l  be, how 
finally  to arrange, l i t t le  and adjuft all matters whereby the union 
of  power,  ftrength, and mutual and leciprocal advantage be beit 
ftim antnily  fixed
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v  that no body o f  men has any right to make hjws .icr 
Ireland, but the K in g ,  Lords, and C om m ons thereof,”  
which declaration a f f s r t s  the right o f  the Iriih Par
l iament not to be  b o u n d  b y  the afts o f  the L»n- 
tilh Legislature, in  w h i c h  the nation o f  Ireland was 
not rep refen ted  ; a right that no man nows m u c h  
lei's the C h a n c e l lo r ,  has a ttem pted  to  d e n y . —  
A g a i n ,  “  T h e  refolutions o f  the Irifh H o u le  
of? C o m m o n s  ”  made in the in f a n c y  o f  their in
d e p e n d e n c e ,  in  the m om en t o f  fan gm ne h op e,  
butihort-f ighted  e xp e cta t io n / '  T h a t  in c o n fe q u e n c c  
o f  the R e p e a l  o f  G e o r g e  i .  no conir itauona 
queftion iv illexift  b e t w e e n  the tw o countr ies ,  of 
th® disappointm ent o f  w h ich  hope the R e g e n c y  
c u e  ft ion and C o m m e r c ia l  Propofitions fu ra i ih  la
m entable  inftances— “  A n o t h e r  d ec laration  ’ m ade 
b y  his M a ic f ty  “  that the arrangem ent  is ettablilh- 
e d  upon  a bails w h ic h  fecures  the tranquil l i ty  o: 
Ire land,  a n d  unites  the afie&ioiis as well  as the; 
interefts  o f  b o th  k in g d o m s .”  O u r  rebe l l io n s ,  our 
c o n v e n t io n s ,  our  p o l i t i c a l  brotherhood^  o u r h o i -  
t i l i ty  to the E n gî i fh  n am e, the great  b o d y  of  our
f c p a r a t i f t s ,  o u r  attem pts to fe v e r  the tw o k in gd om s,
b y  means o f  th e  affiitance o f  a fo re ign  e n e m y ,  have  
g iv e n  his M a je f ty  fatal  proofs that his b e n e v o le n t  
expectations h av e  be e n  m iferably  fruftrated ; and_ 
l a i l l y ,  “  an A d d r e fs ”  from the Iriili H o u le s  Ox 
P ar l iam en t  cc r e c o m m e n d in g  to its m em bers  to  
convince the people  c f  their c ou n tie s ,  that t h e t w o  
k in gd o m s are n ow  o n e ,  indil lo tubly  c o a n e & e d  m  
u n i t y  o f  confi itution  an d  u n ity  e i  lntereit   ̂ that  
e v e r y  caui'e o f  jealoufy  is  r e m o v e d ,  & c .  u c .  O n  
t h i s  w e ll- in te n d e d  re c o m m e n d at io n ,  1 lhall  o n l y  
obferve ,  that the gentlem en to whom  it was addre.-  
fed,  are now the beft j u d g e s  how far their r h c t o n c k  
has c o n v in c e d  the u n d e r l o a d i n g s  o f  the people  ot 

Ire land  ! ! T __



( 22 )

I  cannot difmifs' this part o f  m y  fub r ,o ■ h

Z Js°ZVV!',iT- pl r-3?raph fromc c l l o r s  S p e e ch  — it is this— “  B a t  let 
mit m  c o n t r a c t i o n  to thefe damning p ro o f ,  t

T h e  A n fw e re r  has g iven  his records__ I 1»,,»
given m y  com m ents  upon them. H e  continues  

here is the reco rd ,  the C h a n c e l lo r  propofes to

• - w T j  t , °  , r r t

intrigue, we wuft foppofc c m n ra r f .o  Îo c e rc y a ™

" I l  M s  M i  ft  J e í , y ’  ‘ h e  i W 0  E c 8 H fll H o " ‘ “ . “ dhis M m ifters  were  co n c ern e d  in  tksr in* *
A n d  that neither  the C h a n c e l lo r o r “  î y  X r T

Iriih H o u i t K rant tHat th6y Were ('as wel1 * a« the i n f h  Houles) the parties con c ern e d  in that treaty.
. J P ro c e e d  to that part o f  the “  A n fw e r  ”  « •

C aM r ' ° F o î ’ M CS thG C h a n ç d l o r  vvith mifreprefent! ~n3 M r .  F o x  s fentim ents ,  M r .  F o x  who was a

S m l l l f  T h e  Engl,í f CabÍil et in ^  fpeaks for 
nimlelr.  i  he e x tr a #  from his fpeech  in 1 7 fl* is

gY cnverbat,m m p ag e43ofth e c haDcellor>sSpeech
w e í Í f o m e  “ i ' Í T  eXP rrfsl7 ^ c I a r c s ,  «  t J . L r e  

ere iom e regulations wanting b e tw e e n  the two
?  ? ’ w h ich  were to extend to political queftion,

only, andnot to com m ercia l ,”  and he fa ir ly  next ftat-s
what th e y w e re ,  n am ely ,  S o m e t h i n g  to replace t h a t
pow er vvhch  in their ftruggles for in d ep en d en ce
th e  Irrfh had im p ru d en tly  infiftcd upon, b e i n g a b o ’

l ifhed



ïiihed, and w h ich  he had given up, in com pliance  
with the ftrong current  o f  p re ju d ice  o f  that nation-, 
though with a*reli i i lahce, w h ic h  nothing but in e 
vitable  neceff ity  c o u ld  have o v e r c o m e .  T h e  power 
w h ic h  he wifhed to h ave  feen re p la c e d  was that, 
w h ic h  had be e n  o f  late u n der  difcuflion in the 
Parliament,  an d  wrhich had been varioufly  term ed, 
fom etim es co m m e rc ia l ,  at other  times external* 
an d  fr e q u e n t ly  imperial  legii lation. '5 H e r e  again, 
w e  h ave  the e v id e n c e  o f  M r .  F o x ,  a m em ber 
t>f the cabinet  in  17 8 2 ,  an d  g i v e n  in 17 8 5 ,  againft 
th e  finality  o f  that adjuftm ent,  as to  conftituti-  
o n a l  queftions, and the in tr o d u & io n  o f  the “  Pro- 
poiit ions”  in that y e a r  ; are an other  p r o o f  h o w  lit
t le  final that adjuftment was to c o m m e rc ia l  quef
tions.^ T h e  w h o le  proceedings o f  82* and the de
c larations o f  the principal  parties concerned* 
p r o v e  b e y o n d  a doubt to  a can d id  man, that the 
fett lem ent,  as it has been  ca lled ,  o f  82, w as  final  
n e ith e r  to conftitutiôn or c o m m e r c e  \ and o n l y  
f inal  as to d ifcontent  and jealoufy-.

I muft n o w  c a r r y  m y  readers b a c k  to that part 
o f  the anfw erer ’s wro rk ,  w h e re  he charges the 
C h a n c e l lo r ,  with  putting into his m outh  a descrip
t ion  o f  that adjuftment w h ic h  he n e v e r  uttered. 
In r e p ly in g  to a w o r k  w ritten  (as the A n f w e r  is) 
w itho u t  arrangem ent and with great p e r p le x i ty ,  in  
w h i c h  charges and d efe n c e s  are m in gle d  and coii- 
fu fed ,  I  muft c la im  th e  in d u lg e n c e  o f  m y  re a 
ders ,  and hope t h e y  will  pardon m e for  fometimes 
ta k in g  them b a c k  to m y  fo rm e r  pages, as w ell as 
to  thofe o f  the anfwerer.  In the b e g in n in g  o f  m y  
w o r k ,  1 have g iv e n  what appear to  m e to be  fatii- 
fa é lo r y  proofs,  that the defcr ip t io n  wrhich  the 
C h a n c e l lo r  charges the author o f  the fett lement o f  
17 8 2  (as he has b e ë n  c a l le d )  with  h av in g  g i v e n  o f  
the “  fponfors o f  its f in a l i ty ,”  was not a partial

one
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y » ’ '

tm e  and confined  to the Par l iam ent  o f  1 6 1 3 ,  but 
that the piólure w h ic h  the anfwerer then d rew  o f  
P ar l iam en t ,  m a y  be  confidered  as a fort o f  fa m ily  
p ie ce  o f  thofe augufi: aflembliës,  from the reign  o f  
Jam es L  to the time w h en  it was drawn. T h o fe  
w h o  law it then, and now  chufe  to v ie w  it again, 
cann o t.co nfider  it in a n y  other  l ight,  than as a 
caricatura o f  al l  the Parliam ents  w h ic h  have ever 
iat in  Ireland.

I müft n ow  take m y  readers b à c k  to the third 
page o f  M r .  G ra tta n ’s A n fw e r ,  wherein  he again 
accufes  that h igh  character o f  utter ing  a falfehood, 
in  “  attributing to the anfwerer an affertion, 
w h ich ,  as far as it relates to  him, is without a 

jhadow  o f  co lo ur  or p reten ce ,  and he calls upon 
him p u b lic ly  to  fu'pport his affertions.”  T h e  af- 
fertion made b y  the C h a n ce l lo r ,  w h ich  has called  
forth  thefe v io lent  expreffions, is to be  foun d in 
the 31ÍI pag'e o f  the E arl  o f  C la r e ’s Sp eech .  I 
fhall c o p y  it .  T h e  hiftory o f  this adjuftment 
( o f  82) la te ly  g iven  in the name o f  the gen tlem an  
w h o  is failed the father o f  it, is----- -

cc T h a t  it emanated from the arm ed con ven tion  
aiFemblèd at D u n gan n o n ,  w as  approved  at c o u n ty  
m e e t in g s 'o f  the people ,  arm ed an d  unarmed, and 
Was fan & io n ed  an d  reg iftered  b y  the Iriih Parlia
m e n t .”

In anfwer to this, M r .  G .  declares,  “  N o  fuch 
th in g ,  nor a n y  thing l ike  it, did its author fay,  nor 
fu^ge/t, nor -hint ; and this ftatement is iiot mifre- 
prefentation, nor milinterpretatisn, but palpable 
invention : did not the pamphlet affiime the name 
o f  a ju d ic ia l  ch â ra d e r ,  I w o u ld  fay downright fa
b ricat io n .”

H e re  are both  the charge, as it is given in the 
C h a n ce l lo r ’s Sp eech ,  and the rejpcftful denial  o f  
it in the anfwerer’? p am p hlet/

Upon
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U p o n  this head I beg  leave  to obferve ,  that in 

e v e r y  report o f  M r  G r a t ta n ’ s S p e e c h ,  d e l ive red  
on the firft d a y  o f  the prefent feflion, he is  ftated 
to  h ave  ufed  n e a r ly  thofe w ords  ; an d  therefore  
the hiftory has b e e n  g iv e n  in  his nam e ; and w h at  
is not a little furprif ing, confideriug  what refent-  
m e n t  he now  feems fir ft  to fee l  at h av in g  thefe ex- 
preifions attributed  to him, th e y  ftood uncontradicted 
b e fo re  the pu blic ,  until  he chofe  to  fay in his A n 
fw er,  that th e y  w eré  a diredt fabricat ion  o f  the 
C h a n c e l lo r ’ s. T h i s  c ircu m ftan ce  alone might have 
g i v e n  a n y  man au th or ity  to  attribute the e x p re f
fions to him ; but  I w il l  not attempt to b u i ld  m y  
proofs  e v e n  upon iu ch  a fo u n dation .  I w i l l  not 
v a g u e l y  affert, but  e n d e a v o u r  to p ro ve  ia t is fad o-  
r i l v  to the p u b l ic ,  that M r .  G rattan  did utter  and 
repeat this “  hiftory”  ve rb at im  in the H oufc  o f  
C o m m o n s  o f  Ire land,  in the h earin g  o f  hundreds 
o f  perfons ; a n d  that im m e d ia te ly  u p on  his fitting 
d o w n ,  the C h a n c e l lo r  o f  the E x c h e q u e r ,  M r .  
C o r r y ,  in  re p ly ,  b eftow ed  u p o n  him  the fo l lo w in g
v e r y  pointed  a n im a d v e íh o n  :

“  T h e  next topic o f  the honourable gentleman’ s 
fpeech, is the defcription o f  the conftitution, w h ich  
he begins by  emphatically afking, W h a t  is the 
liberty o f  Ireland ?” T o  this queftion he proceeds to 
give  an anfwer in the full vigour o f  thofe principles, 
w h ich  he has often p r o f e f f s d i n t h i s  houfe, and dif- 
feminated in the nation; principles with which he 
has fuccefsfully operated to debauch the minds, and 
d^ftroy the peace o f  this country ; his anfwer was, 
“ the liberties o f  Ireland are thofe, which were fet
tled at the convention o f  D u n g a n n o n ,  afterwards ra
tified at the meetings o f  the people, armed and un
armed, in the different counties, and finally regiftered
bv  the parliament.”  D oes  he not (faid M r .  C o rry )  

r  £  bluih
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HufH thus to aflfert the Sovereignty o f  the people, an# 
he fubferviency o f  parliament ? Does he not bluih to 

itate that the liberties o f  Ireland emanated from meet
ings at D un gan non , and in the counties in 82 ; dulv 
authorized as it were in two ftages o f  popular le - i f  
íation, whilfl  the office which he affigns R S  
ment is that of regiftering the encroachments o f  the 
peop.e ? H aving thus fettled the liberties o f  Ireland

L V I t o i g p n o n ,  he next proceeds] 
&c.  &c. * See the D ublin  Journal o f  the 1 8th Ta-

G ra tta n ’s f  ^  C ô rr>’'8 reP!y is given to M r.
! h í  h Z  PT 1; Up° n a p a r t  o f  which Speech, at 
the bottom o f  the paper, the folfewing note is fub-
joined. * V / e beg not to be underftood as g iv ing  
th u  part o f  M r.  H en ry  Grattan ’s Speech upon 

f  0wn authority, lt is literally copied fro-n 
newfpapers which fupport that perfon and his po
etics  ; with what feeling it will be read by the loyal 
part o f  Ireland w e can imagine, but it would ill be 
come us to anticipate.”

• H e r l iV he r̂ ° fnd- its authenticity was not before 
impeached and it flood undenied until the author in 
his pamphlet thought proper to call it a “  fabrication

«« that h e r ell° í f f  addrng a P ° fitive declaration,
l i t ,  S ”  * > •  rugse“ ’ or him  *9  « % *

Suoufquam nojira patientia abuteris «

(  26 )

?

I  ihall

«■ See alfüin the Anti-Union Evening Poil ,  o f  Saturday the , g h 
January,  3d page the middle o f  the fécond column of M r  G ’s 
speech,  as given in that print, thefe e x p i o n s - - ‘ T h a t  conflku 
i on, whic h/he  herfcli,  Ireland, feel,, comprehends venerZ  f  
chums, fuch as ihe herfelf  e x p r ^ e d  both in her’ con m o n  at  
Dungannon,  and through all her counties, and cities and h w u - h  
every defenpnon,  and aflbciaiion o f  p e o o l e - a n d  ^
full P«rli,.u,«nt, claimed, curried, r e g ^ Z "  a l Ï r c t d J ^  “  
even fuppoiing that truth lies between the ftateuienrs f è  ' ’

« S Û T * *
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Ï fliall next animadvert upon that part o f  the A n 
fwer, where the A u th o r  charges the Chancellor with 
implying the neceility o f  bribery and corruption, in 
order to govern the Iriih Parliament, which charge 
he builds upon thefe expreffions. “ T h e  only fecurity 
for  national concurrence, is a permanent and com 
m anding influence o f  the Engliih E x ecu tive ,  or ra
ther Engliih Cabinet, in the Councils  o f  Ire land/ '  
and the A u thor o f  the A n fw e r  thus comments upon 
the expreilion ; cc B y  Councils  o f  Ireland* it means, 
and profefies to mean, nothing lefs than the Parlia
ment ; here is it feems the neceflary fubftitute for the 
Britifh Parliament ; here is the h alf  million, & c . ’ 5 
T h e  whole o f  this com mentary is a very great mifre- 
prefentation o f  the C hancellor ’s meaning. T h e  A u 
thor o f  the A n fw e r  detaches a feutence o f  the Speech 
without g iv in g  the text or context,  and then diftorts 
its meaning for his o w n  purpofes. Had he given then 
feveral paragraphs as they ftand in pages 44,  and 45  
o f  the Chancellor ’s Speech, his readers would  have 
feen, that fo far f r o m  hinting at bribery or corrup
tion, the Chancellor merely proves, 65 that from, the 
nature o f  our prefent connexion with E n glan d,  as all 
iegiilative authority in either country is denied to the 
other, it is neceffary that in every branch o f  imperia} 
policy ,  whether o f  trade c r  navigation, o f  peace or 
w ar ,  that there ihould be an implicit concurrence by  
Ireland, in every imperial a d  o f  the C r o w n ,  which has 
the fanftion o f  the Britifh Parliament, and upon every 
article o f  Britifh legillation upon imperial fubjefts, or 
elfe there is an end o f  the connexion o f  the two coun
tries and then he concludes, cc I repeat k ,  the only  
fecurity for national concurrence, is a permanent and 
com m anding influence, & c . ”  or in other words, the 

r M in if try  o f  England mufl infure the concurrence o f  
the Irifh Parliament, in all wars, treaties, & c .  made 
by  the Engliih  Pai l iam ent (how ever the former m ay

E  z  difapprove

\ C '27 )
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disapprove o f  them,) for the moment that the two 
legiflatures are at iffue upon fuch Subjects, a war,  or 
a Séparation o f  the two Kingdoms is inevitable. In a 
country fplit like Ireland into parties of  fuch oppofite 
views and deligns, fuch a want o f  concurrence upon 
imperial queftions, we kn o w  by experience, is not 
beyond the reach o f  poffibility ; and that the want o f  
that concurrence, might probably lead to feparation, 
I believe few men that have considered the fubjefit 
can deny.

A s  to the infmuation o f  the half  million (an ex- 
prefiion made ufefcf  in L o rd  T o w n fe n d ’s admiriiftra- 
tión, fee appendix), I cannot conceive what fentence 
in this part o f  the fpeech could have even fuggefted 
the idea to the anfwerer, unlefs indeed it was the fol
lowing : cc every unprincipled and noify adventurer, 
w h o  can atchieve the means o f  putting himfelf for
w ard,  commences his political career on an avowed 
Spéculation o f  profit and lofs, and if he fails to ne
gotiate his political job, will endeavour to extort it by 
iaftion and fedition, and with unbluihing effrontery 
to fatten his own corruption on the K in g ’ s M inifter .”  
I f  this fentence alludes to any lavifh expenditure o f  
the public money (which I do not pretend to deter
mine it does), the Sum was not half  a million, but 
.£.50,000 ; how well it has been applied, I will not 
take upon me to fay ; the minds o f  a great many o f  
the people o f  Ireland are perhaps now fully made up 
as to the merits o f  the object o f  its application.

I come next to that part o f  the A nfw er,  where 
the writer quotes the Chancellor ’s fpeech in 179 8 ,  
againft his fpeech o f  1800, which he does with his 
ufual candour and fairnefs, in thefe words : “  But I 
think I could quote another authority againft this 
pamphlet ; it is another pamphlet in the name o f  the 
fame author in 1798, which charges the Oppofition 
with a breach of iaith in agitating certain political

* queltions,
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queílions, after the k in gd om  had come to a final 
fectlement with England,  a fettlement fo compleat 
and fatisfattory, as to render a renewal o f  political 
and conifitutional controverfies impofiible.”  Here 
again is another inftance o f  the A n lw erer ’s fair deal
ing, in detaching a fentence (which  by the bye was 
not the Chancellor ’ s, as we ihall prefently ihow), in 
.order to mifreprefeçt it. T h e  fpeech to which M r .  
G .  alludes, is the Chancel lor ’s anfwer to L d .  M o ira ’ s 
6C motion for < onciliution.”  T h e  noble author in it 
gives that N oblem an a hiftory o f  the different con
cevions that had been made from time to time to this 
country, to gratify popular demands ; aqd (hows 
him how inefFe&ual they ha<4 all been found by e x 
perience ; and in this fpeech, actually anticipates 
fome of his own arguments upon the fubject o f  
union, by proving how ineffectual the feitlement o f  
82, and the fubfequent t r a n s i t io n s  have been to 
fatisfy the cravings o f  Iriih demands : need I
apologife to m y readers for g iv ing  fome extracts 
from it ? fc I f  ever (Taid the Chancellor then) there 
was a proceeding w h ich  might afford a rational hope 
o f  quieting the apprehenlions and relieving the e x i 
gencies o f  a d i i traded  country, it was thi> 
appeal to their ow n teft imoay for a know ledge  
o f  their complaints ; to deiire them to come 
forw ard,  and to ilate the meafure o f  their 
calamities, and the beft expedient for the relief 
o f  them and after mentioning that this adjufbnent 
was framed by the Irilh opposition cabinet, for the 
truth o f  which the Chancellor refers to the Journals,  
which will  prove that the amendments agreed to, 
w ere  voted by the oppofition fi j c  of the houle ; and 
after dating what the grievances complained of were, 
and the D u k e  o f  Portland’s anfwer [hat the Britifh 
Cabinet had paid immediate attention to them, and 
that the K ing was ready toalTent to any bills to give

them
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them full effect, and then g iv ing  the anfwer o f  bo th  
houfes,  (framed by the oppofition) who declared 
<c that they were perfectly fenfible o f  the magnani
mity ot his Majefty,  and the wifdom o f  Parliament 
in feconding thofe gracious intentions, & c . ”  Them 
the Chancellor adds, “  the Com m ons w e n t  a ilep » 
beyond t h i s ‘ houfe, and aflured his Majeity * chat 
from henceforth no conilittitional queiHon could b y  
poffioility arife-to interrupt the harmony eftabliihed 
between G r e a t  Britain and Ireland,”  T h e  exprefii- 
ons made ufe o f  by the H o  life o f  C om m on s,  quoted 
by  the Chancellor in his fpeech o f  98, and now  
givçn b y  the Anfwerer 2$ the Chancellor ’s. T h e  
Chancellor goes on to inform L o rd  M oira ,  “  that 
the Com m ons voted 50,000!. to the gentleman who 
had pledged himfelf and pledged parliament to a final 
adjuftment o f  conftitutional grievances between the, 
tw o  countries ; 5> and after mentioning the momen
tary  popularity which he acquired by this conduct, 
he goes on to ftate that cc unfortunately in a ihort in
terval all harmony was at an end ; a gentleman o f  
diftinguiihed ability difcovered that the fimple repeal 
o f  a declaratory law, was not a renunciation o f  the 
principle that had been declared, & c .”  and continues 
to give  L o rd  Moira a full hiftory o f  the complaints 
■■which have followed complaints, and the grievances 
w h ich  have fucceeded to grievances ever fince that 
m o il  incompleat adjuftment o f  82,

W h e n  M r. G .  accufed the Chancellor o f  want o f  
mem ory, he ihould have been certain that he could 
fupport the charge : before I have done, I (hall give 
that gentleman another proof that the Chancellor is 
not deficient in that faculty o f  the human understand
in g ,  and that his memory is a much more ready one,

upon,

*  Sec-pagcs 4 ,  ^  6 ,  7,  8, o f  the Lord Chancellor’ s fpeecli in
— {.ant particular in giving my readers a reference ro psge% 

t h e  A n iw e re r  dots noc always condescend to be equally kind ro Ins.
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tp o n  all occafions where he makes an affertion- o r
applies an eprtb.t, thsn that c f  the f r e m W  , 
has come forward as his antagonist. ‘

W e  follow the A n fw erer  to the proportions • H e  
in this part of his W o r k  obferves, -  that the Chan 
cellor proceeds (o / la te ,  but not to rta e fairly ^  
proportions,”  W hen ,he Anfw eter talksVn Ï Ï tnhd 
and t,v il terms o f  the Chancellor’s raMakes it i 
p ro o f  that lus ilatements cannot in anu r ^
be very different from his o w n .  M y  r e a d e ^ m a v  
compare th e  two ilatemcnts, i f  they have a„ v d oT bï 
t p o n  the matter. I /half difmifs the i b b j e f t b y  ob

that‘ rh ’ V  V  pr° p ° fui0ns are a convincing p roof 
that the fettlement o f  8 ,  was net fir,.) S P ’

her Colonies anSd K S X 0, ' !  '" " ' " “ í
tha t, tins Affembly did not confider the ad jí l lm en t 
, i  J as final to all conrtitutional queltions ■ a r d
hat although the Iri/h Nation w aS then dupeS by The 

nnfreprefentattons and intrigue o f  a faffioS? (for h e

h e C r / c e i o r t S o " "  h3 10 " ’ 1 Æ Î  
t n r e ? o aa T " : V h a ? : h ? ; S X 2  £ * , £  “ /  —
have long Cnee feen the folly o f  their p r o e e e d W ? 7

alfo fol low the A nfw erer  to the R e g e n c y  I n d  
here I  am happy that I  need not take u p  the’ d m e

n j  Mofternfby l0ng ftatements’ or tedi°us  argument . M o lt  o f  us remember the tranfadion and 

&
o  / x i ,  calamitous event mav fufflrp -

tnoft bf iÔed ™

s t e a a s i w S S
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hàving perufed the legal evidence, which was fubroit- 
ted for their confideration, after the moft folemn in- 
veftieation, and upon the moft cautious deliberation 
-appointed ihe Prince o f  W a le s  regent w u h  hm ted  
r l v o s  T h e  Parliament o f  Ireland, precipitated by . 
à party', without any other evidence but what the 
public newfpapets afforded, withm fix days appoint 
, d  the Prince o f  W a le s  R egen t  with unlimited 
Powers. It pteaied the A lm igh ty  Difpofer o f  events, 
to reftore to our M onarch that reafon, o f  which his 
malady had deprived him — and thus by the merci
ful interpofition o f  his Providence, to p r i e n t  the ex- 
ercife of  this anomalous Pow er,  and all the miferies 
-n d  diftraaions which mult have followed tne exer- 
ciïe o f  i t ;  and fo fenfible are the n e w  friends 
o f  the « A n f v v e r e r t h a t  by this conduct the 
Ixifh Parliament laid a broad  precedent for t ,~  
reparation of  the two countries, that one of them has 
l a t e l y  Ptopofed to parliament a bill (though a moft 
i n a d e q u a t e  one for the purpofe)_to prevent the r e 
v i v a l  of future difference o f  opinion and proceeding 
upon the occurrence o f  fuch another fata calamity, 
the anfwerer may rave upon this fubject as he plea es 
he  may with his ufual juftice accule the Chancellor 
« o f  making a charge againft the country, not for her 
conduft,  but for her power.”  M y  readers have only 
to turn to his Specch to be convinced that her power 
w a s  never queftioned by him, though her c o n d u it  
v a s  iharply cenfured ; nor is the Chancellor the only 
ceniurer o f  the proceedings o f  that day. M any,  very 
many o f  thofe concerned in the tranfaftion, n o v  fc 
the ftiarp c o r r o d i n g s  o f  regret. T h e re  is b u t o n . , c r- 
cumftance which can confole the friends of Bntiih  
connexion in this country, for the evils o f  tha hour 
it is that to them they are indebted for the exalratioi 
o f  a champion for that connexion, and for thead-  
vifer o f  that meafure, which will giv.e Ireland her 
due weight and c o n f e r e n c e  among the nations o f

the earth. j  follow



1 follow the anfwerer to  that part  o f  the w o rk,  
wherein he mentions the W h i g  C lu b ,  which he is 
pleafed to ftile by infinuation, “  the broad Ihield o f  
a  free people.” T h e ir  political exigence is now moil  
happily extinft,  and i f  the Chancellor has in any part 
o f  his Speech, paifed a cenfure upon their conduct, 
there are few loyal men in Ireland, w h o do not join 
in it. I pafs over alfo the L o rd  M a yo r  o f  that day 
and ”M r.  T a n d y  ; * the firít I refpect as a valuable 
c it izen, and fhall therefore«^iniike no obfervations 
upon the part which he adted in the citv-politics o f  
that day ; the latter is now in prifon, and it would be 
unjuftifiable to animadvert at this moment upon his 
former conduct. I fhall, therefore, pafs on to the 
comparifon which the anfwerer draw's between “  the 
investigation o f  the fituation o f  the poor o f  Ireland,”  
w h ich  the W h i g - C l u b  ordered to be made during an 
impending invafion, and that part o f  M r .  D o u g la s ’s 
Speech in the Englifh Houfe o f  C om m on s,  wherein 
he offers an opinion, that an U n io n  would ameliorate 
the condition o f  the Irifh people. . T h e  intention or 
the parties (to fpeak generally) was fo dilferent, and 
the f  effeds likely to be produced fo oppofite as to 
require no comment, and therefore, to avail our- 
felves o f  the anfwerer’s expreffions, “  we have alfo 
done with fuch trifling.”

H o w ever  fatigued I may find myfelf, I m uil  follow 
the Anfwerer to his plan o f  R eform  and that o f  the 
U n ited  Irifhmen. M y  readers will  find them both, 
the one in the body o f  the L o r d  C hancellor ’s Speech*

*  See pages 19 ar.d 20 of  the A n fw e r ,  by M r.  Grattan.

f S e e  Lord Chancellor ’s Speech, w here the report o f  the invef- 
t igit ion o f  the W h i g  C lub  is given in page 73 .

page
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p age7o,and  the other in the A p p e n d ix  to it,and if  they, 
pleafe, may compare them together ; and here for the 
iirft time I will not deny, that I perfectly agree with 
the anfvverer in his opinion, “  that the effect o f  the 
former as well as o f  the latter) had been to prevent 
an U n io n  moil  undoubtedly;  for eirher o f  them 
was fufficient to accompli ih a reparation, and for the 
truth o f  this aiTertion, I refer m y readers to the 
very  unexceptionable teftimony o f  Meffrs. E m m et,  
O ’C on n or,  M cN evin, Sweetrnan, & c .  given before 
the B$r o f  the Iioufe o f  Lords.

A s  to the charge which the Anfvverer immediately 
makes a g a in f t th e C h an c e l lo r ,cc o f  not giving either the 
Inflory o f  that reform, or any other public meafures,”  
to the firft I reply, that the Chancellor has in his 
Speçch (to which I refer) given both plans o f  reform ; 
and fortunately  for the country, their rejection by 
Parliament has prevented him from giving their hif- 
tory ; and as to the hiftory o f  other tranfaélions, I 
cannot but think the Chancellor has been tolerably 
explicit in the detail o f  them in his Speech.

I n ow  accompany the Anfwerer to “  the Catholic- 
Ckteftion,”  and the firft circumftance that ftrikes me, 
is a very glaring mifinterpretation. T h e  author o f  
the A n fw e r  afferts * that the Chancellor is pleafed to 
quote him as follows ; cc L et  me advife you (the C a 
tholics) by no means to poftpone the confideration o f  
your fortunes till after the war : your phyficial cou- 
iequence confifts in a ftate o f  feparation from E n g 
land, & c .”  and then the anfwerer declares with his 
ufual civility, “  that this is a palpable fabrication.”  
Here we cannot but obferve that a charge is fabri
cated, to furnith an occafion for a rude denial. L e t  
any o f  our readers turn to page 68 o f  the Chancellor’s

* Pnge 22*

Speech.,
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Speech, and they will  find that the Chancellor dies 
not quote th i■ fentence as M r . Grattan’s , but as the 
o bvious  c o m m e n t  w h ic h  others have made upon  
his text.  L o r d  C l a r e ’s w o rd s  are, “  W h a t  is the 
leffon o f  peace  and good will, in c u lc a t e d  b y  the 

Juccejfors o f  the gentlem an w h o firft in ve n te d  this 
re v o lu t io n a ry  weapon— L e t  m e a d v i f e y o u  n ot 
to poftpone the confideration, & c . ”  W i l l  M r .  
G ra tta n  d e n y  that he e v e r  m ad e  ufe o f  thefe cx-  
preflions ? S u r e ly  he w i l l  not.  T h e y  are  to be  
fo u n d  ’verbatim in a p ublication  o f  98» containing 
the C ath o l ic  A d d r e ls  t a  h im , f igned b y  MefTrs. 
B r o u g h a l l  and S w ee tm a n ,  w i th  his. an fw er  a n n e x 
ed. T h e  reft o f  the fentence  is not a ttr ibu ted  to 
h im , but is g iv e n  as the obvious com m ents  m a d e  
b y  his fuccefibrs,  w h o  took  up this queftion as a 
r e v o lu t io n a ry  weapon ; and to p ro ve  that the 
C h a n c e l lo r  was juft i f iable  in c a l l in g  C atho l ic  
E m an cip atio n  “  a revo lu t io n ary  w e a p o n ,”  n e ed  I  
rem in d  m y  readers o f  the e v id e n c e  c f  Dr. M e .  
N e v i n ,  a R o m an  C ath o l ic ,  w ho d e c la r e d ,  that 
he  a n d  his p a r t y  had no other object in  m ak in g  
that meafure a p re te n ce  fo r  g r ie v a n c e ,  “  for  
that he w o u ld  have as loon thought o f  efta- 
b li ih ing  the M ah o m e tan  as the R o m an  C ath o 
l ic  religion in Ire lan d .”

B u t  th o ’ the C h a n ce l lo r  in that fentence,  (w h ich  
M r .  G .  ca l ls  a p a lpable  fabrication) gives  the c o m 
m ent w h ic h  others have made upon  his text,  
m ight  he not have be e n  w a rra n te d  in going far
ther ? for in  the courfe o f  the prefent leifion. o f  
P arliam ent,  M r .  G rattan  did  exprel 'sly ftate, “  that 
whilft  Ireland co n t in u e d  a diftimS k in gd om , the 
C a th o l ic s  w o u ld  rem ain as three to one,  but after 
U n i o n  they w ould  be as one to fo u r — that U n io n  
w o u ld  therefore d eftroy  their  p hyf ica l  c o n ie q u tn c e ,

thût
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that i f  their polit ical  claims w ere  y ie ld e d  to b y  thé 
Im peria l  Parliament, th e y  w o u ld  gain nothing, 
and that th ey  might as well  be  units in  
the ftreet,  as units  in  Parliam ent.”  H e  
n o w  attemps to quibble  on the w ord  feparation.—  
O n e  is in c l in e d  1‘ometimes to imagine that he had 
not feen the C h a n c e l lo r ’s S p e e c h ,  but u n d e rto o k  
ro anl'wer from  recollection charges w h ich  he 
th o u g h t  it poffible might be  brought againft 

him.
A s  to the next  c h a rg e  againft the C h an cel lo r ,  

w h ic h  M r .  G rattan  ftates from  a news-papef,  w i th 
out referring his readers to the print or its date—  
“  that a certain p arty  took  up the C ath o l ic  quef- 
tion as a fubjeét o f  difcontent after the P lace  and 
Penfion  B i l l  had b een  c o n c e d e d  as no fu c h c h a r g e  
that w e  r e c o i l e d  is to be  fo u n d  in the “  S p e e c h ” 
w e  ihail  pafs it o ve r ,  and we are in d u c e d  to do fo, 
p art icu lar ly  as M r .  G rattan  ackn o w ledges  in  the 
fame page, that he  did take up the queftion in 
g  : th e  difpute turns u p on  a few  months, and 
it  is therefore o f  little c o n f e r e n c e  to  afcertain 
the precife m om ent o f  the birth * o f  this mon- 
iter; its fe ro c ity  and devaftations can n ever  be  erafed 
fro m  our recollection. T h e  principal fa<ft w h ich  
th e  A n f w e r e r  denies, an d  w h ich  I ihall  attempt to 
difprove is, that charge “  that he e x c ite d  thé 
C athol ics .”  B efore  1 enter upon  this fubjeft  
it may n ot  be a ltogether unneceflary, in  confir
m a tio n  o f  the Chancellor’ s f iatement, that the C a 
tholics were n o t  fupported by a certain party u nti l  
after the time that their claims were taken up by  
the K i n g ’ s Minifters in 1793, to rem ind m y readers,

*  I would not be ur.derflood as applying this expreffion to thé 
Catholic  queftion o f  Emancipation in the abilraCt, but to that 
qucftion as an engine in the hands o f  iuch d e f i n i n g  men as Ur,  
M ‘Nevin, Sweetman, &c.



th at  in the report o f  the refolutions o f  the C atho-  
!ics in the lajl month o f  the year 1792, f igned by  M r .  
ShieJ, and c ounterf igned  by M r.  M ‘ C o r m ic k ,  a com- 
com pla in t  is made, “  that  the R o m a n  Catholics,  
c o n ft i tu t in g  three-fourths o f  the people, had n ot  
influence to induce any one m em ber  o f  Par l iam ent  
to  patronize  their petit ion  but  M r.  G r a t ta n  c h u -  
fes in every inftanee to p u t  h im felf  forw ard  as the 
p ro m in e n t  polit ical chara& er  o f  Ireland. T h e  
C h an ce l lo r  ftates, “  that w h en  the K i n g ’ s minifters  
fupported  the claims o f  the C atholics ,  their  old 
persecutors became apoftles o f  e m a n c ip a t io n .”  
C a n  M r.  G r a t ta n  d en y,  that his m odern  political  
aiTociates, M r .  P o n f o n b y a n d  his con n ection s,  u n i 
form ly  oppofed the firft relaxation o f  the P o p ery  
knvs, w h ic h  m erelv  e x te n d e d  to reftore to the C a 
tholics  the r ights  o f  propertv  ?

T o  re tu rn  to the an fw erer ’ s aiTertion, “  th at  w e  
did  not  excite  the C ath o l ics .”  Should I run a n v  
rifque in  pr.fting over this charge ,  w i t h  c a l l in g  u p 
on an y  C a th o l ic  in  the c o u n tr y ,  to  lay  his hand 
upon  his heart, and to anfwer, w h eth er ,  in  his o p i
n io n ,  M r.  G r a t ta n  and his friends, did or d id  n o t  
excite  their  body  ?

I fhall h o w ev er  re v ie w  M r .  G r a t t a n ’ s c o n d u i t ,  re
lative to that body  o f  his M ajefty ’ s fubjeits. T o  trace 
the w h ole  o f  his co'nneition w i th  the R o m a n  C a 
tholics abovo, from 1793 to the year 1798, Would 
require more o f  o u r  paper than w e can devote to 
the fu b je d .  M y  readers m a y  fee this con n ect ion  
a n a to m ize d  in  D o d e r  D u i 'g e n a n ’ s “  an fw er to  
M r* G r a t t a n ’ s addrefs it  is therefore o nly  necef- 
fary to ftate a fewr f a d s :  A  c o n v e n t io n  was aflem- 
bled in this c ity  in  the year 1792, bv  M r .  E.  B y r n e  ; 
w h e th e r  the an fw erer  had a n v  c o n n e x i o n  w i t h  
this m e e t in g  I can n o t  d eterm in e ,  their  com plain t  
rather proves the reverfe ; but  w h e n  in confequence

G  o f
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o f  the precedent th en  fet, another C atho l ic  c on 
v e n t io n  was convened  at A th lo n e ,  and w h e n  g o 
ve rn m e n t ,  t a k i n g  the alarm, fo u n d  it neceftary to 
fupprefs fuch dangerous  aflemblies, M r.  G r a t ta n  
gave  a m oft  v io lent  oppofition to  the a &  o f  P a r
l ia m e n t  (the  c o n v e n t io n  b il l)  devifed for that pur- 
pofe. I n o w  pafs over an interval  o f  C ath o l ic  
tr a n q u i l l i ty ,  and com e to the Lord L ieu ten an cy  o f  
E ar l  F itz w i l l ia m .  Ju it  before his arrival  a C a t h o 
lic  c o m m ittee  o f  n in e  perfons met ; a copy o f  a p e
t i t io n  to parl iam ent was draw n  up, and fent round 
th e  counties.  T h i s  petit ion was ready for the in- 
ípeóHon o f  the viceroy,  upon  his arrival at the 
Caftle.  T h i s  nobleman has g iven  it to the public  
u n d e r  his hand, that  fo far from c o m in g  to  this 
c o u n t r y  w i t h  *  a d ei ign  to b r in g  forw ard the C a 
th o l ic  claims, his in ftru& ions were  o f  the very 
oppofite n atu re .— M r .  G r a t ta n  became his minifter, 
(as he h im felf  aflured us) and inftantly the R o m a n  
Catholics ,  or rather their com m ittee ,  who had before, 
b y  th eir  refolution in print,  declared, “  that the 
w h o le  o f  their  late application neither did, nor 
does con ta in  any t h in g  more, either in  fubftance 
or principle, than the fo l lo w in g  objeéïs, v iz .  ad- 
miffion to the bar, capacity to ferve as grand jurors,  
as c o u n ty  magiftrates, and to vote  for proteftant 
reprefentatives in parl iam ent,”  inftantly  came for
w a rd  to dem and total em an cipation  ; is it natural 
to  fuppofe that  th ey  w o u ld  have taken fuch a ftep 
un advifed  and unincited,  at a m o m en t  w hen their 
avo w ed  cham pion had entered into office? Is it n ot  
m ore  natural  to  fuppofe, that they were excited by 
h i m ?  L o rd  F itzw il l ia m , in confequence o f  his pre
cipitate meafures, was recalled, and M r.  G rattan  
“  re i igned his mnijlerial breath.”  T h e  addrefs

w h ich
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*  H i s  letter to L o r d  Carliile.
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w h ic h  he then fent forth  to th at  body, is n o t  for- 
go tten,  th o u g h  poihbly the w o r k  is in  the pof- 
feflion o f  few  o f  m y  readers. Some e x tra its  from  
it m av not therefore be u n acceptable .*

“  Y o u r  em an cipation  will  pals— rely upon it, it 
m u ft  pafs, it m ay  be death to  one v iceroy,  & c . ” —  
“  L et  m e advife von not  to  poftpone the confide- 
ra t io n  o f  v o u r  fortunes till after the w a r .” — “  L e t  
us at once inftantlv  embrace, and great ly  e m a n c i
p a te .” — “  I trem ble  at the return  to p o w e r  o f  
your old tafk-mafters ; that  co m b in a t io n  w h ic h  
galled the co u n try  by its ty r a n n y ,  infulted her by  
its manners,  exhaufted her by its rapacity,  an d  
flandered her bv  its m alice .”

“  M y  c o u n tr y  is com m itted  in the f t ru g g le ,  and 
I b e g  to  be committed w i t h  her.” f

I f  this is n o t  exc itat ion ,  the words o f  the la n 
g u a g e  w e  fpeak have no meaning*— I t  was u n d e r-  
ftood as fnch b y  the lo w e r  orders, as well  as others 
o f  that  u n io n .  A n d  as far as this intem perate  
and i l l- t im ed addrefs ( to  g iv e  it the mildeft appel
la t io n ,  c o n tr ib u te d  to  drive  that  in fatuated  body  
o f  m en in to  o u tra g e  and rebellion ; the au th o r  
m uft  be coniidered in fome degree  as refponfible for 
the fufterings and calamities w h ic h  their  c o n d u i t  
b r o u g h t  upon  th em . T h e y  m ay  be poffibly co n -  
fulered as the authors o f  their o w n  perfecution ; 
( i f  the p u n i ih m e n t  w h ic h  the la w  inflióts upon  
crime, can be called p erfecu tion ,)  but  i f  there had 
been no inciters, there certa in ly  w o u ld  have been 
no perfecutors.

*  M y  readers may alfo befides recollect h o w  often Mr.  Gra ttan  
has expatiated upon the “  phyfical force o f  that  b o d y  o f  men - 
A n  expreffion very  full o f  meaning,  and not perfectly unintelligi
ble to  the lower orders o f  that  communion.

-f- D o e s  this gentleman’ s praft ice  always agree wi th  his preach

ing ?

I l l
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In turbulent politics,  as well  as in capital  cafes in 
law  the infti gators,  aiders and abettors are as g u i l 
ty  as the adtual inftruments,  th o u g h  there may not 
be the fame equality o f  pu nifhm en t in both cafes.

I pafs on to that part o f  the anfwer where the 
au th or  condem ns fome expreflions w h ich  he a t t r i 
butes to  the Chancel lor,  relative to the great R o 
m an C atho l ic  B o d y .  A s  he has not  referred us to 
a n y  w o rk ,  and as w e cann ot find them  in the 
fpeech, w e conclude that they are his o w n  c o m 
m ents  in his ufual ftile o f  candour upon the C h a n 
cellor’ s words.  W e  find indeed in the fpeech, la
m en tat ion s  at the delufion o f  the people o f  the 
low er  orders o f  that c o m m u n io n  ; h ig h  and de- 
ferved praifes o f  fome o f  the nobility  and gen try  
o f  th at  b o d y  ; regret  at the degradation and mi-  
fery o f  the inferior clafies ; a w a r n i n g  to the good  
and t h i n k i n g  R o m a n  Catholics  that they have 
been duped by plans, w h ic h  th o u g h  they" w o u ld  
n o t  have relieved their  con d it ion ,  w o u ld  have led 
to  Republicanifm  and Jacobinifm . “  A n  abftraft  
ftate m a x im  w ith o u t  regard to the peculiar ftate 
o f  this c o u n tr y ,”  “  that  a confcientious R o m a n  
Catho l ic  ecclefiaftic, from the nature o f  his re l ig ion,  
can n o t  be in every  refpedt a well  attached fubjedt 
to  a proteitant ftate,”  inafm uch as a R o m a n  C a 
th o lic  Prieft  muft look up to the Pope, and n ot  to 
his temporal prince, as the head o f  his C h u rc h  : 
and laftly, a declaration made in the fpirit o f  u n 
bounded toleration, “  that in private life he never 
enquired into the re l ig ion  o f  an y  man, i f  he be 
honeft  and a good chriftian, it  matters not to me, 
th at  he m ay  fubfcribe to articles o f  faith or rules 
o f  difcipline, that m y  reafon rejedts.”

U p o n  the lubjefi: o f  U n io n  the anfwerer hardly 
touches, (except upon the adjuftment o f  1^82) 
and where he does, he miftates the C hancellor  by

m a k in g



m a k i n g  him  declare “  that  this c o u n tr y  is uriablt 
to  pay her eftabliihm ents.”  T h e  C h an ce l lo r  in  
his fpeech, after g i v i n g  a ftatement o f  the increafe 
o f  ou r  w a r  efrablifhment,  made neceflary by the 
diftraóíions o f  the c o u n try ,  and the v a i l  debt whicfy 
w e  have in curred  in coniequence o f  o u r  “  w a r  o f  
Faction, W h i g  war,  and U n ite d  Ir i ih m an ’ s w a r ,”  
aiferts, that  at the rate w e are g o i n g  on,  the c o u n 
try w il l  not be able to  bear fuch an expence for 
m o re  than three years longer.  He ftates, that  o u r  
debt is near 25 mill ions, at this m o m e n t  ; that w e  
have borrow ed this year 8 m ill ions,  w h ic h  m u l t i 
plied by three w i t h  the intereft and charges added to 
o u r  prelent debt, will  in  three vears accum ulate  
to  fi fty mil l ions ;— and m y  readers w i l l  fee, i f  
th ey  refer to  the C han cel lor ’ s fpeech, that  in f ta t in g  
the national  debt he exprefsly d ift inguilhes  be
t w e e n  the fums paid Into  the exchequ er  and the 
capital  created, a d d in g ,  “  I f  the n at io n  is obliged  
to  borrow  m o n e y  upon ufurious  terms, the debt 
is not  the fum paid in to  the exchequer,  b u t  the 
fu m  w h ic h  Ihe contracts to p a y .”  M r.  G r a t t a n ’ s 
anfwer is, “  H e ftates th at  w e b o rro w  a n n u a l ly  
e ig h t  m il l ions  ; he fhould have ftated, that we b o r
r o w  four m il l io n s .”  L e t  the g o v e r n m e n t  fecuri-  
ties iffued at the exchequer in the laft year decide 
the queftion ; the capital created in the laft year 
was e ig h t  m ill ions,

M r .  G r a t ta n  fays, “  W h a t e v e r  capital we m a y  
create o n  each loan, he (the  C h an cel lo r)  ihould 
{late, h o w  m u c h  léfs we fhould b o rro w  on the adop
tion o f  an U n i o n . ”

T h e  Loan  and L o tte r y  o f  this year ,  on the mere 
p ro fp e i l  o f  an U n io n ,  o u g h t  to fi lence M r .  G r a t ta n  
u p on  this fubjeét. T h e  L oan  o f  laft year was fold to 
M r .  W h i t e  at ffeventv- tw o  per c e n t .  ; in  this year,  
in confequence o f  a c o m p é tit io n  in  the m o n ey

m arket
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m arket  bv  E n g l i fh  bidders, liç has been obliged 
to  pay 90Ï. 5s. p e r c e n t .  T h e  L o ttery  o f  laft year 
■was fold at the rate o f  5I. 2s. 6d- each T i c k e t  ; in  
this vear it has been fold at 7I. 2s. 6d. O n  Loaii  
an d  Lottery ,  therefore in this year, the Irifh n ation  
has gained  nearly 400,000!. by the mere profpeft 
o f  U n io n .  Is M r.  G r a t ta n  anfwered w h en  he 
called for proof,  that w e fhall b orrow  left m o n e y ,  
or create lefs capital  after U n io n ,  that w e art; 
obliged  to  borrow as a d i f t i n d  k in g d o m  ?

I may n o w  even allow the anfwerer to aflume 
fo r  a f a d  (a lthou gh  parliament has not yet  fettled 
the proportion to be paid for each b o ro u g h )  th at  
above a mill ion will  be neceflary for their purchafe;  
and I leave it to the greater part o f  m y  readers 
to  coniider, w hether an U n io n  is not l ikely  to ba- 
nifh from our c o u n tr y  dangerous Irifh and E n gl i fh  
f a d io n s ,  the fource o f  our  calamities ; and w h e 
ther, w h e n  we become one people w i th  the E n glifh ,  
th e  g o v e rn m e n t  o f  either c o u n tr y  w i l l  not be e n 
abled to employ the arm y in w h a te ve r  part o f  the 
empire it is moft wanted,  and thus to decreafe the 
expence o f  our  feparate eftablilhment ? A n d  as to 
the C hancellor ’ s n ext  aifertion ; (again ft  w h i c h  
the anfwerer o b je d s)  that the cortftitution is in 
com petent  to provide for the fecurity o f  the 
c ou n try ,  I reply, that the events o f  p j f t  years have 
proved, that it is incom petent to provide for her 
happinefs and tranqu il l i ty— and that the reg en cy  
and the rebellion, the d o d rin e s  o f  refiftance and 
reparation, w h ich  w e have lately heard and read—  
a n d th e e v e n ts  of  the prefent hour, fufficiently prove, 
th at  ou r  prefent conft itution is not competent to 
provide for the fecurity o f  the connexion between 
E n g la n d  and Ireland, upon the permanency o f  
w h ich  the happinefs o f  this k in g d o m  depends.

“  W e l l ,  we have done,”  (to  quote the anfwer-
er’ s
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er’ s clajfic expreff ion) w i th  that part o f  the w o r k  
w h i c h  im m ediately  relates to the U n io n ,  and com e 
to his political  portraits,  w h ic h  Teem to have been 
introduced for the fame purpofe, that  bookfellers 
o rn am e n t  w i t h  en grav in g s ,  th eir  new editions ot old 
authors, n am ely  to  prom ote  their fale.— VVe v e 
nerate the characters o f  fome o f  them , as m u c h  as 
the au th or  proffeffes to do, and the C han cel lo r  has 
th r o w n  110 reflection 011 their  memories.  W e  c a n 
n o t  conceive,  that a itatem ent o f  the defects o f  o u r  
c o n ft i tu t io n ,  and o f  the ineffectual efforts made 
from  tim e to t im e to  conciliate  Ireland, 
w h ic h  have been rendered abortive  by the i n 
tr igues  o f  faction, can  caft a n y  reflection upon 
the^memories o f  m e n ,  w h o  w ere  n ot  factious, and 
w h o  are n o t  ftated to have been fo— It is the a n 
fwerer an d  not  the C h a n ce l lo r  w h o  w o u ld  feem  
to  in v o lv e  thofe perfonages in an y  aceulation 
w h ic h  has been m a d e :  the virtues  o f  m a n y  ot 
them  are e n g ra v e n  in the hearts o f  th e ir  c o u n tr y 
m e n  ; th ey  did  n o t  require a p a n e g y r ic  from  the 
pen o f  the anfwerer.

L et  us pafs over the e n co m iu m s w h ic h  the a n 
fwerer h o w  laviihes upon parliaments,  from  the 
year  f i fty-three  to e i g h t y - t w o ,  where  he flops fud- 
d en ly .  A f t e r  the defcription w h ic h  he form erly  
g a v e  the c it izen s  o f  D u b l i n ,  o f  thofe aflemblies, 
this partial  recantation  o f  form er opinions,  m uft  
be h ig h ly  g r a t i f y in g  to them . A n d  w e  follow h im  
to  the p age  w h e re in  he tells his readers, that he 
has three publications o f  the Chancel lor  l y i n g  
open before h im , and “  that  they all con ta in  a fyf- 
te m  o f  polit ical ,  moral,  and intellectual le v e l l in g .”  
T h a t  “  the pam phlets  are r u n n i n g  a crazy  race 
t h r o u g h  all ages,”  and that  they contain “  a great  
th r i f t  o f  a r g u m e n t ,  a turn  to be oftenfive, fiery 
in  th e  tem per,  and *  fa m in e  in the phrafe .”  Ï

have
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have here o nly  to obferve, that  this charge  againft 
the C han cel lo r  for levelling -principles, is perfectly 
n e w  and quite  o r ig in al  : and this accufation, is a 
f t ro n g  proof,  that  the author  o f  the anfwer has a 
large  fhare o f  that talent,  w h ic h  all writers look 
u p o n  as the firft in g r e d ie n t  o f  genius— v i z . —  
In v e n t io n .— A n d  n ext,  I cann ot  but  exprefs m y  
iurprife, that  the anfw erer fhould have laboured 
w i t h  fo m u c h  art and fophiftry, to  anfwer w h at  
he  confidered as fuch harmlefs and contemptible  
p ro d uir io n s  !

A n d  yet,  to  degrade thefe productions,  fuch  as 
thejt' are, he either mifconceives or mifreprefents 
th eir  m e a n in g ,  and fuppoles the C hancel lor  to have 
faid ( w h a t  he never uttered)  “  T h a t  to  demand 
a free c o n fu ta t io n ,  was to feparate from G r e a t  
B r i t a i n . ”  “  T h a t  Ireland is a co lony,”  the C h a n 
cellor ftates Ireland to be a d e p e n d in g  k in g d o m , 
“  A n d  that upon  all imperial queftions ihe muft 
fo l low G r e a t  B r i ta in  or feparate.”  again,  that 
“  Ireland m ay prudently  fubmit to  legiflation w i t h 
o u t  reprefentation.”  “  T h e  Chancel lor ’ s expreffions 
ftate merely his private o p in io n ,”  that  w h e n  he 
looked back to the events o f  the laft t w e n ty  years, 
he lhould feel h imfelf  happy to com m it  his c o u n tr y  
t o  the fober difcretion o f  the Brit i f l i  legiilature, 
t h o u g h  w e  had not a f ingle  m em ber in it. L et  but 
the people o f  E n g l a n d  underftand the folid inter- 
efts o f  Ireland, and he had no fear that th ey  w o u ld  
n o t  attend to th e m .”  T h e  fame ftatement has 
been exprefted by fome o f  the moft v iolent A n t i -  
U nionifts  in the Houfe o f  C om m o n s.

A n o t h e r  charge againft  the Chancellor is again

*  Some o f  thefe phrafes neverthelefs feem to have whetted, in 
a  very enaccountable manner, the anfwerer’ s refentful appetite.

made
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made by the anfwerer, that he had aflerted “  that  
Ireland had 110 parl iam entary  con ft itu tion  till the 
t im e  o f  Jam es I .”  T h e  Chancel lor  in  his fpeech 
contends,  th at  Ireland had not a parliamentary c o n 
ft itution w h ic h  included general  legil lation till 
that  period— and hiftory w arrants  the aflertion. 
A g a i n ,  that he had declared, “  that the rem edy for 
o u r  prefent free  C o n ft i tu t io n  was to  put into  the 
place o f  the Irifh P arliam ent,  the c o m m a n d in g  
influence o f  the E n g l i fh  C a b in e t . ” — N o  fuch th in g .  
B u t  the Chancel lor  aflerted, “  th at  in  im perial  
queftions, the B r it i ih  C ab in e t  m uft  in fure  a co-ope
rat ion  o f  the Irifh P a r l ia m e n t .” — A n d  n o  man w h o  
u nderftands the nature  o f  o u r  c o n n e x io n  can d e n y  
it . A g a i n ,  cc couple this w i th  the declaration o f  the 
h a l f  m i l l io n .”  N o  fuch declaration was ever made 
by  the Chancel lor,  [ fee appendix.^— A g a i n ,  “  c o u 
ple this w i th  the declaration th a t  for the laft feven 
years a Noble  M in i f te r  has recom m en ded an  U n i 
o n .”  He avows it  and m a y  g lo ry  in it ; it is a 
p ro o f  o f  his w ifdom  and his confiftency— “  C o u p le  
all this together,  and the reluit  o f  the pamphlet  
(Lord  Clare ’ s Speech) is an ample and com plete  
ju ft incation  o f  th at  op po fi t io n .”  [[See anfwer, page 
41^ L e t  o u r  readers call to m in d  the w h ole  c o n d u é l  
o f  that  oppofition, w h ic h  fince 82 b r o u g h t  fo r 
ward  gr ievan ce  after grievance,  and the reluit w i l l  
be, th at  th e ir  conduct  has made an U n io n  abfolute- 
ly neceflarv for the fecurity  o f  the con n e x io n  o f  
the t w o  countries,  and the falvation o f  the u m 
pire.

I have fol lowed the anfwerer clofely th r o u g h  
th e  pages o f  his intr icate  performance, and have 
n o w  arrived at his recapitulation ; but  before I alfo 
recapitulate,  I m uft  anim advert  u p on  a note fub- 
joined to page 21 o f  his pam phlet  ; in w h ic h  M r .  
G r a t ta n  exprefles very  great  re fen tm en t  at M r .  A r -

H thur
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thiir O ’ C o n n o r ’ s b e in g  {Hied by the Chancellor the 
“  unreferved friend o f  the W h i g  C on fed eracy .” —  
This, M r.  G r a t ta n  calls “  our unreferved friend  
a l th o u gh  he denies any confederacy w ith  the E n g 
liih P arty .  M r .  G r a t ta n  alfo denies that  M r.  
O ’ C o n n o r  had an y  c o m m u n ic a t io n  o f  a n y  k in d  
w i t h  U S, i. e. w i th  M r .  G r a t ta n  and the o th er  
M em bers  o f  the W h i g  C onfederacy,  fave on the 
queftion o f  reform ;— and calls for legal evidence, 
or a n y  evidence that can fatisfy a reaionable m an, 
th at  M r.  O ’ C o n n o r  was the unreferved friend o f  
th e  U n ite d  W h i g  C on fed eracy .— M r .  G rattan  
lhall have it .

E x  trail from, the 'Trial for High Treafon o f James 

O'Coigly, Arthur O'Connor, John Birns,  John Allen, 

and Jeremiah Leary, at Maid/lone :

T h e  R i g h t  H o n .  H. G ra tta n ,  Sworn.

E x a m in e d  by M r .  G u r n e y .

Q ueft ion.  Y o u  ^re acquainted w i t h  M r.  A r t h u r  
O ’ C o n n o r  ? Anfwer' .  I am. Q .  Plow lo n g  have 
y o u  been acquainted w ith  him  ? A .  I have been 
perfonally acquainted w ith  Air. O ’ C o n n o r  ilnce the 
year 1782 ; I k n e w  h im  by chara&er before, but  I 
have been well acquained w ith  h im  fince that t ime.

Has. y o u r  acquaintance enabled you  to form a 
ju d g m e n t  o f  his political  opinions ? A .  I th in k  it  
has. Q .  D id  y o u  ever hear any opinion  o f  his,

which
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w h ic h  led you to  fuppofe he could favour an in v a 
sion o f  his co u n try  by the French ? A .  N o ,  rather 
the contrary .  Q .  W h a t  do yo u  conceive  to  be M r.  
O ’ C o n n o r ’ s private  character ? A .  A  very  go o d  
one. Q .  I underftand he w as  form erly  a M em ber  
o f  the Irilh Houfe o f  C o m m o n s  ? A. He was. 
Ç). W e r e  you  a M e m b e r  at the fame t im e ? A .  A t  
the lame t im e .  Had y o u  an y  o p p o rtu n ity  o f  
k n o w i n g  w hether M r .  O ’ C o n n o r ’ s character was 
referved or unreferved ? A .  I th in k  his charatter 
was unreferved. (^. A n d  y o u  have had an o p p o r tu 
n i t y  o f  fo r m in g  a j u d g m e n t  o f  w'hat his character 
really  was ? A .  I th in k  I have.

N o w  are w e  to  believe w h a t  M r .  G r a t ta n  has 
w r i t t e n ,  or w h a t  he has fw o rn  ?*

T h a t  this is legal evidence no perfon can doubt ; 
w h e th e r  it is fuch as t a f a t i s f y  a n y  reafonable m an ,
I fhall not antic ipate  ; b u t  this I w il l  boldly affirm, 
th at  it  received full  credit  from  the J u r y  u p o n  M r .  
O ’ C o n n o r ’ s trial ; and that  to  th eir  belief  o f  it , 
th a t  gen tlem an  is n o w  partly  indebted  that  he has 
his head upon his fhoulders.

I n o w  recapitulate  in  reply to the anfwerers 
twelve denials.

From  the w h ole  ten or  o f  M r .  G r a t t a n ’ s and his 
friends’ con d u ct  tow ard  the R o m a n  Catholics  ; his 
oppofition to  the co n ve n tio n  b i l l ;  his addrefs to  
them , & c .  & c .  w e are in cl ined  to th in k ,  'that he is 
g u i l ty  o f  a great  miftake, w'hen he aiTerts that “  JVe 
did n ot  excite  the C athol ics .”

If  M r .  G r a t ta n  and his friends did excite  the g reat  
body o f  the Catholics ,  th e y  m uft  in  a great  meafure

*  F or the unreferved friendihip o f  M r. O ’Connor w ith fome 
other Members o f  the W hig  Confederacy, fee their evidence upon 
oath at the fame time.

be
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be confidered as the authors o f  their {offerings, or 
i f  they pleafe to call th em — p e r f e c t i o n s .

A s  to the denial that  he and his friends took up 
the C atholic  queftion after the place and penfion bill 
had paffed— we difpute not as to days or m onths  ; 
b u t  the queftion was taken up b y  them foon e n o u g h  
t o  g ive  the co u n try  fufficient caufe for deep regret  
th a t  it was ever made a political  e n gin e  in  the hands 
o f  an y  party.

A s  to  the denial that  M r .  G r a t ta n  ever declared 
th a t  the adjuflm ent o f  82 emanated from D u n g a n 
n o n — w e  leave ou r  readers to  determ ine how far 
th e  evidence w h ic h  w e have g iv e n  is a p ro o f  or 
not.

T h a t  M r .  G r a t ta n  ever compared the parliament 
th at  açcomplilhed the adjuftment to the Parliam ent 
o f  1 6 1 3 — we leave alfo to our  readers to determine 
o n  the fame grounds.

A s  to  the denial that M r.  G r a t ta n  ever declared 
th a t  the Catholics  would  be the moft powerful  i f  
thefe nations were feparated— w e obferve, that  the 
C hancellor  makes no fuch charge ; but  gives a c o m 
m e n t  w h ich  that body m ig h t  naturally m ake upon 
M r .  G r a t ta n ’ s t e x t — and i f  he had made fuch 
a charge, M r .  G r a t t a n ’ s expreffions in Parliament, 
g iv e n  in  page 27, w o u ld  fully  warrant  it :—

W i t h  refpect to the t w o  n ext  denials,
T h a t  “  he abandoned to popularity  the draft o f  

“  a bil l,  & c . ”
A n d  that  “  he never faw, agreed to, or heard o f  

“  fuch a draft.”
M y  readers will  pleafe to recoiled, that the C h a n 

cellor, in his fpeech, ftates w h a t  paffed in  the Iriih 
H oufe  o f  C om m on s,  l6Ui A p r i l ,  1782. T h e  
C hancel lor ’ s expreffions are, “  no man o f  com m on 
fenfe will  believe that the K i n g ’ s minifters in G reat  
B r i ta in  or Ireland could have been fuch dupes 01* 
drivellers as to reft the future connection o f  the

tw o
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t w o  countries upon  fuch a p ro ceed in g  and he  
refers to the official correfpondence o f  the D u k e  o f  
P o rt lan d ,  carried o v e r , f r o m  the 6th M a y ,  to  22d 
J u n e ,  1792, w i t h  L o rd  Sheibourne. 1 he M arqu is
o f  B u c k in g h a m  and M r . ---------- (probably M r .  F o x )
in proof o f  this fen tim en t.  T h e  C han cel lor  never 
accufed the D u k e  o f  Portland o f  h a v in g  employed 
M r .  G r a t ta n  as one o f  the K i n g ’ s miniiters— he 
has m ore than once aflumed that  character o f  his 
o w n  a u th o r ity — and the Iriih n ation  are pretty  
well  enabled to  j u d g e  o f  his qualif ications for th a t  
office. T h e  a u th e n t ic i ty  o f  the official correfpon
dence he can n o t  queftion : and therefore he c o n 
d em ns it  as an in t r ig u e  carried 011 to  c lo g  the iet- 
tleir.ent. T h e  facSt very  poffiblv m ay  be, t h a t  the 
D u k e  o f  Port land  did n ot  ad m it  M r .  G r a t ta n  in to  
his confidence— and that  g e n t le m a n ’ s polit ical l ife, 
from  the period o f  his ad vancem en t  to affluence 
by public  b o u n ty ,  d o w n  to  his memorable co n fe 
rences at T e n n e h i n c h ,  in  179 ’̂  very  fu l ly
juftifv the D u k e  o f  P ort lan d ’ s cau t io n  in this par
ticular ; and therefore, i f  M r  G r a t ta n  felt his Si
tu a t io n  as every honeft  m em ber o f  the c o m m u n it y  
feels it, inftead o f  accu f in g  the D u k e  o f  Port lan d ,  
th e  M arquis  o f  B u c k i n g h a m ,  and Lord  Sheibourne,  
w i t h  in tr ig u e  and iniinceritv ,  and aiTuming to  
h im fe l f  the character o f  one o f  the k i n g ’ s miniiters,  
w i t h  w h ic h  the Chancel lor  has n o t  invefted h im , 
he fhould w i t h  a b e c o m in g  h u m il i ty  have v in d ic a 
ted himfelf, i f  he felt his v in d icat ion  neceffiarv, 
b y  a l iert ing ,  that he was not adm itted  into  the ca
b in e t  o f  the D u k e  o f  P ort lan d,  n or  privy to the 
p oints  agitated in it. B u t  w h e n  M r .  G r a t ta n ’ s dc- 
fc & iv e  recollection o f  w h a t  he had fo recently de- 
pofed upon oath, on the trial o f  his friend M r .  
A .  O ’ C o n n o r  is adverted to, there is a poffibilitv 
that  his m em ory  m ay  fail h im  w h e n  he loeaks o f
tr a n fa d io n s  w h ic h  ' to o k  place in  1782. T h e

Chancellor



C han cel lor  in  his fpeech fiâtes, “  I happen to k n o w
iom  an unofficial quarter, that the iketch o f  fuch an 

act o f  parliament was th en  d r a w n ,”  & c .  & c . —
bee fpeech, page 38.

M i .  G ia t t a n  feems to t h in k  that he is the o nly  
p ublic  man to w h o m  an y a l lu f io n  can be made in  
~ atm  g  ci y puolic  traniaétion. W h a t  pretêniions 
fias t h i r ge n tle m an  to fuch an afïumption ? T h e  
.ChanceLor ilat^s, ic that he k n o w s  from an unofficial 
quarter,  that the iketch o f  fuch an aét was d raw n , 
and that he k n o w s  the ge n tle m an  w h o  framed it, 
and th at  blanks,”  & c .  & c .

i  o this M r .  G ra tta n  arrogan tly  replies, (( It is 
n o t  juft,  that I,”  & c .  &c.*— I f  M r.  G ra tta n  fpeaks 
t i u t h ,  it w o u ld  have better become h im  to have 
iaid, that lie was not  confulted upon it.

M r .  G r a t ta n ’ s t w o  laft denials are, “  It is not 
f a d  that I ever agreed to  an alliance w i th  an 
L n g l i lh  p arty ,”  & c .

It is not faét that I ever entered into  alliance, & c .  
See his anfwer, page 52.

T h e fe  are denials o f  a ftatement made by th e  
C hancel lor  in page 57, o f  his fpeech. «  T h a t  it  
w as  a fa (ft o f  public notoriety  that the firft a61 af- 
te i  the adjuftment o f  1782, o f  fome gentlemen, w h o  
con fider  the Iriih n ation  as their  political in heri
tan c e ,”  & c .  See page 47,  o f  the Lord Chancellor ’ s 
fpeech.

 ̂ Here a g a i n  m y  readers will  obferve, that M r.  
G r a t ta n  chufes to  put h im felf  forward as the p ro
m in e n t  political  character o f  Ireland. W i l l  M r.  
G r a t ta n  \ e n ture to deny the polit ical  connection o f  
iiiin and his political alfociates in parliament, w i th  
M r .  Fox and his p a rty ?  W i l l  he ven ture  to deny, 
that he a&eu in concert w ith  them  in 178c, to de
feat the Iriih propofitions ? W i l l  he deny, that he 
acted aga in  in con cert  and d ire it  com m unication  
w ith  th em  in 1789 ? W i l l  he venture to denv, that

his
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his friends publicly threatened every man w h o  
Ihould oppofe M r .  G r a t t a n ’ s p r o j e t s  oil the r e g e n 
cy, w ith  the difpleaiure oi the fame partv,  and 
difmiflal from th eir  offices ? W i l l  he denv,  that  the 
W h i g  club was formed hère, as a branch o f  the E n g -  
lifh one, and that the Irifh w h ig s  were voted h o n o r
ary members o f  th at  c lu b ?  W i l l  he deny» that  his
aifociates in politics, the P ---------- vs, p ublic ly  boaft-
ed after 1789, that th ev  had a carte blanche from 
E n g l i ih  oppofit ion, w h e n e v e r  th e y  fhould com e i n 
to  p o w e r ?  W i l l  he d en y ,  that  his E n g l i ih  friends 
have, m a n y  o f  them, in  the courfe o f  this w a r ,  
adopted the means and inculcated the principles : 
( in  concert w i t h  M r .  G r a t t a n )  w h ich  were o r i g i n 
ally devifed by the Rebel  C on fed eracy  o f  the Irifh 
U n io n ,  to abolifh the R e l ig io n ,  and fubvert  the 
M o n a r c h y  of Ireland ? D oes  he fo rg et  the m otions  
repeatedly made in  both Houles o f  "the B r it i lh  Par
liam ent,  on the fubjeft  o f  C ath o l ic  E m an cip atio n  
and P ar l iam e n tary  R e fo r m  in Ireland ? D oes  he 
fo rg e t  the e x h ib i t io n  o f  h im  and his E n g l i ih  fr iends 
at M aidftone.

H e  m a y  put h im fe lf  forw ard  and boldly maker 
aiTertions againft  the con vict ion  o f  thoufands and 
tens o f  th o ufand s  o f  honeft  m en in this k in g d o m  ; 
b u t  the C h an ce l lo r  is fully  w arranted  in  f ta t in g  
it  to  be “  a F a d  o f  public n otoriety ,  that  on tha 
a c k n o w le d g m e n t  o f  Irifh independence in 1782, 
the firft itep taken by fome ge n t le m e n  o f  this 
co u n tr y ,  w h o  have been in the habit  o f  confider- 
i n g  the Irifh n ation  as their political  inheritance,  
w as  to form  a political confederacy in both c o u n 
tries. It  is o f  p u blic  n o to r ie ty  that they have 
been p la y in g  the Independence o f  Ireland, againft  
th e ir  political a n ta g o n i f t s ;  it is alfo a fa &  o f  p u b 
lic notoriety ,  that  the c o n d u i t  o f  fome o f  the par
ties up  to this h ou r  has fom ented turbulence and

faction
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faction in Ireland even to open rebellion.” — W i t -  
nefs the cabinet conferences at T in n e h in c h  w ith  
Meffrs. B o n d ,  J o h n  S w ee tm a n ,  Sam uel N e i l -  
foii, & c .  *

A r e  th e  C h an ce l lo r ’ s afiertions eftablifned or 
n o t  ?

I will  n o w  alfo m ake one denial  ; th o u g h  after 
the body o f  evidence w h ic h  I have produced, I am 
inclined to  th in k ,  that I have no need o f  retorting  
to fuch a mode o f  defence againft the accufations 
w h ic h  M r.  G r a t ta n  makes againft  the Chancellor.  
It  is this— that the Chancellor did not fabricate 
th e  hiftory o f  the adjuftment o f  1782, v i z .— “  that 
i t  emanated  from  D u n g a n n o n , ”  & c . ' & c . — B u t  
that this hiftory is g iv e n  verbatim  as M r. Grattarfs 
in  fome o f  the public  prints  o f  Jan u ary  laft.

I am  n o w  arrived at the co n c lu d in g  paragraph o f  
th e  “  A N S W E R , ” — and I follow this p u b l i c  

a c c u s e r  to  the tw o  awful  tribunals before w h ic h  
lie cites the Chancel lor  to  appear— his c o n s c i e n c e  

an d  c o u n t r y .  T h e  firft has already acquitted 
h im ,  and before he can be convióted by the iecond 
a R epublican-revolutionary  J u r y  m uft  be im pan- 
nelled, and then n o  doubt his condem nation  will
be inevitable.

I have finifhed m y remarks u p on  the “  anfwer 
to  the Earl  o f  C lare ’ s fpeech.”  I have not a t
tempted to force m y readers aflent by folemn afle- 
verations,  nor endeavoured to convince him by de- 
n a ls .  I h a v e  avoided intemperate  language,  as 
I feel no perfonal pique or private e n m ity  to the 
author,  a l th o u gh  I abhor his politics. A n d  th o u g h  
he calls for an anfwer from the Lord Chancellor,  
furelv he can have no objeétion, that  any i n 
dividual in the c o m m u n ity  (h o w ever  retired or 
u n k n o w n ,)  fhould anim advert  upon a pamphlet,

*  See their evidence on oath before  the H o u fe  o f  L o rd s,

&C' w h ic h
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w h ic h  he has g iv e n  to  the p ublic  w i t h  fuch tr i
u m p h ,  and w h ich  challenges p u b l ic  in v e ft ig a t io n —
I have produced f a c t s  and e v i d e n c e .

M y  w o r k  has been w rit ten  in hafte, and I am 
confcious, has n o  o th er  re c o m m e n d a t io n  but  t r u th  
and i im plic ity .  Su ch  as it is, I fu b m it  it to the pe- 
rufal and deliberate con federation o f  m e n  o f  plain 
fenfe and c o m m o n  u n d e rftan d in gs .

DUBLIN,

28th Aprüy 1800.
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L O R D  M O I R A  *  h a v in g  in his reply ftated, that
• he did not w o n d e r  th e  people o f  Ireland ihould 

w ith  for Par l iam en tary  R eform , w h e n  an official 
declaration had been made in  the Houfe o f  C o m 
m ons, that h alf  a m il l io n  mutt be expended to  
p u t  d o w n  the opposition ; the C hancel lor ,  in  
anfwer to this obfervation, thanked his Lordfhip  
for  h a v in g  afforded h im  an o p p o rtu n ity  o f  p u b 
lic ly  r e fu t in g  a ca lu m n y w h ic h  had been propa
g ated  w i t h  u n co m m o n  induftry.  T h e  Chancel lor  
ftated, that  in  the feff ion o f  1789, d u r in g  the 
indifpofition o f  his Majefty,  w h e n  a debate arofe 
u p on  a vote o f  cenfure m oved  againft  Lord B u c k 
in g h a m ,  becaufe he declined to tranfm it  an ad- 
drefs to  his R o ya l  H ighnefs  the Prince  o f  W a le s ,  
an obfervation was made in  the Houfe o f  C o m 
m ons, by  fome other g e n tle m an ,  that a cenfure 
had fonie years before been voted againft  Lord  
T o w n l h e n d ,  and that  in the fame Parliam ent,  a 
f la tter in gad d refs  had been alfo voted to h im . T h e

*  See laft page o f  L o r d  Clare’ s fpeech, upon L o r d  M o ira ’ s 
motion,  for » Concil iation,”  in 179 8.— Printed b y  Miihken.
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C han cel lo r  faid, th at  in  a d v e r t in g  to  this obferva- 
t ion  in  the courfe o f  th e  debate, he ftated fim ply,  
th at  he had heard th at  addrefs, in  all its c on fequ en -  
ces, coft the Irifh n a t io n  h a l f  a m il l io n  ; and the

■ ftory w h ic h  has been b u i l t  o n  this n a k e d  obferva- 
t io n ,  o n  a ftatem ent m ade in  debate by  an other  
g e n t le m a n ,  is, th at  he had, in  d e fe n d in g  n e w  o f 
fices created by L o rd  B u c k i n g h a m ,  juftified the 
exp e n d itu re  o f  h a l f  a m il l ion  in  p u t t i n g  d o w n  th e  
oppofit ion  in  the H oufe  o f  C o m m o n s  : he faid, he  
was n o t  furprifed th at  L o r d  M o ir a  had been i m -  
p o ftd  upon  b y  this im p u d e n t  fa l fehood;  b u t  th a t  
t w o  plain  faéts w ere  fufficient for its d e te & io n  : one 
is, that  the n e w  offices com pla in ed  of, w ere  n o t  
created till after he [ th e  Chancellor^ had ceafed to 
be a m e m b e r  o f  the H oufe  o f  C o m m o n s  ; and the 
fubjedt n ever  was debated in  the Houfe o f  Lords.  
T h e  o th er  f a i l  he ftated to  be, th a t  w h e n  he made 
the obfer.vation, he vo te d  in  a fmall and v ir tu o u s  
m in o r i t y  in. the H oufe  o f  C o m m o n s ,  w h e n ,  fo far 
f rom  his fp e a k in g  officially, i t  was gen era l ly  u n -  
derftood, that  he was to go  o u t  o f  office o n .  the 
c h a n g e  o f  ad m in iftration ,  w h ic h  w as  e xp e& ed  i m 
m ediately  to  take place, fo m u c h  fo, th at  his fuc- 
ceiTor was public ly  n am ed .  A s  to  the tranfa& ion s 
in  L o rd  T o w n f l i e n d ’ s t im e,  he could have fpoken 
o f  th em  m ere ly  from  report,  as at the t im e  th ey  
to o k  place, he was at the U n iv e r f t ty  o f  O xford .
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