Tk 22

R e
WILLIG EDEN, Esg.







WILLIAM EDEN, Efg;

ON THE SUBJECT OF HIS TO THE

EARL or CAWLISLE;
F7
+HE IRISTRADE

)
g“ @‘”—"‘ﬂ
By RICHARD SHERIDAN, Efy

Of the City of DusriN, BARRISTER at Law.

I wenture to expofe my own weaknefs, rather than be wanting
o 0t this Time 1o my couniry.
MoryNEAUX.

0% B F N

PrixTED By M, MILLS, No. 135, CAPEL-STREET.
d 600 086 o0 CT 00060

& M,DCC,LXXIX,

v Wi







A
35 wou g ot agl s ST s YR
T O

WILLIAM EDEN, Eso.

S1r,
Dublin, December 6, 1774,

I HAVE read your printed letter to
Lord Carlifle, on the reprefentations of
Ireland refpeting a FREE TRrRADE ;I own,
I at firft thought it rather ominous, when I
faw the name of alate commiffioner to Ame-
rica prefixed to a work, the fubje&t of which
involyes in it a queftion concerning the
Ricurs oF A ProrLE.~—I find, however, 1
had little reafon to be alarmed ; for though
youdo not feem to poflefs, like 7y country-
man Burke, all the patriot warmth that
| glows
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glows for general liberty, yet you do not
appear, in the common acceptation of the
word, an enemy to this kingdom :—there is
fomething that looks at leaft like candour in
your f{entiments; your ftyle is gentlemaniy,
and your meaning, where it is not envelo-
ped in words, and obfcured by explanation,
may, I think, be comprehended. However, I
am of opinion, that if you had underftood
a little the fubje& you had undertaken to
difcufs, your pamphlet would have been
more compleat. I fhall make no apology
for this letter, for though your’s is addrefled
to your private friend, and public colleague
in negotiation, yet, Sir, as it hasbeen pub-
lithed, and I prefume with your approba-
tion, it i3 now a candidate_fubje& to praife
or cenfure from every individual who may,
like you,.“have “ leifure to advert to the
“ printed accounts of fome occurrences which
“ have lately.engaged. the public attention :”
For my own part I rejoice at the opportunity.
While men of powerful abilities are exerting
‘every effort in the defence of Ireland’s na-

44 tional
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tional rights, I.am happy to find an obje&
within my capacity on a matter of {o much
importance; it has ever been my ambition,
and where in my power, my endeavour to
be of fervice to my country ; confiftent with
my idea of that fervice, I think it my
duty to declare, without further egoti{m or
introdu&ion of myfelf to Mr. Eden, that
the tenor of, and fentiments contained in
his letter to the Earl of Carlifle, oveHT TO
BE REPROBATED IN IRELAND.

You confefs in yout.exordium to your
correfpondent, that wyou are more deflitute of
competent information, 1¥ POSSIBLE, than he
has hitherto found yous; how -his lordfhip
may have hitherto found you I know- not,
and therefore fhall not infer that you were
totally unfit for the ¢ new #g/4” which you
had impofed upon yourfelf; but, Sir, let
this circumftance be as it may, the want of
competent information need not have dif-
couraged you. If we may reafon by analo-
gy, “according to the fyftem eftablifhed by

~ your
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your patrons, the miniftry, incapacity is in
no cafe a difqualification; the confeffion
therefore of this want of competent information
may not have been in you, Sir, any affeGa-
tion of modefly, it ferves only to anticipate
an obfervation which every one muft cer-
tainly make upon reading your performance.
Neither, Sir, am I furprifed at this your con-
fefled want of competent information with
regard to the prefent queftion ; I have faid,
it relates to “ THE RIGHTS OF A PEO PLE,”
a term which I apprehend has been long ba-
nithed the circle in which you move, and
confequently cannot be there underflood.
I regret, Mr. Eden, that either from the
blunder, or good intentions of governor John-
ftone, you were deprived, on your embafly to
America, of any conference with her fena-
tors ; had you been fo happy to have had
any communication of fentiments with them
on the “ riguTs oF A PEOPLE,” you
would have received fuch information that
your competency on fuch a fubje& could ne-
ver be queftioned, and from the apparent in-

tegrity
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tegrity of your intentions,.all pérverfion of
underftanding removed ; I am convinced you
would have facrificed to your information
every grace and favor of a court; but, Sir,
agreeable to your prefent mode of thinking,
you have not once in your letter touched up-
on THE RIGHT of the people of Ireland to a
free trade. Youfay “ we fhould diveft oyr-
“felves of all prejudices contracted from
“ the popular altercations of zhe 'a’cyf, that
“it is not the f#r:&7 policy of a former cen-
““ tury, or the accidental diftrefs of the prefons
“ hours” here we have. both hour and day,
as if our {ufferings, borne and growing in
“this umweeded garden,” {o len g ur::dif-
turbed, had theirorigin in the prefent bour,
or at fartheft a poft or two before 'Mr.
Eden thought proper to write his letter
to lord Carlifle: it is impoflible, Sir, with
temper tocanvas the inany terms, phrafes,
and epithets in your pamplilet, fo trifling in
themfelyes and fo difrefpeciful to this in-
jured country; there are a few of them,
however, that it would be criminal to

“pafs over without animadverfion; do you

mean
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taean by « altercations of the day,” the una-
nimous fenfe of the people of Ireland? Do
you call the /ong and fhameful probibition
againft the natural and juft rights of this
kingdom “ an accidental diftrefs of the prefent
hour 2’ and do you flile the perfevering, per-
fecuting infolence of your  countrymen,
“an 7maginary negle&?’ = One phrafe you
ufe indeed with fome degree of juftice ; our
“demands you define to be “ urgent eagernefs;”’
be it fo. When I admit the truth, I am in-
different to the tautology of the exprefiion :
the diftrefs of Ireland you fay « by whatever
“ circumflances occafioned, exifts and operates,
“ Great-Britain cannot hefitate to give re-
« lief, the principal wing of hber building is in
“ danger.” [ Still, Mr. Eden, you avoid zhe
claim of right, and choofe rather that barren
refource, the BouNTY of Great-Britain ; but
you affert “ the cannot hefitate togsve relief.”
The amafing fortitude of Great Britain is be-
yond comprehenvion, fhe is a véry Jelo de fe
in heroifm. The impotent efforts of her cou-
rage have almoft wearied the arm of America;
yet, Great Briiain cannot befitate to geve relsef

alas
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alas, Sir, you are in this affertion too full of
the milk of human kindnefs. The feclings
of your Great Britain are as ludicrous in the
judgment of an Irithman, as the blufh of
Cafar in the opinion of Cato. You qua-
lify indeed your gezerous aflertion, for you
add this relief is to be gren, becaufe it is
for « the fafety and firength of the great
ceuter edifice”, and you defcribe Treland ¢ the
principal wrng of HER buildings” 1 will al-
low you, Sir, your figure in archite@ure, and
if you pleafe all the ability of a Dutch en-
gineer, you fhall dam up the ocean ; but I
know not where you will find that cement
which can make Ireland, being a diftin@&
kingdom, the wing, as you exprefs it, of Great
Britain’s buildings,

I fear from the purport of your letter, you
view this Country as a province to your’s;
if fo, you are one of the worft mediators
that could poffibly appear ; however I can-
not help withing you more {uccefs on this
oc¢afion, than the refult of your embafly
to America can give us reafon to expect.

The
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The idea of conqueft has been long {ince

reprobated—the powerof fupremacy has in
fad, though not of right, remained. '

When you fay « the diftrefs of Ireland,
“ by awhatever- circumflances occaftoned, eXifts
“ and operates,” I am inclined to think that
ill as you are informed,.you, are poffefled of
the knowledge of fome latent caufes or cir-
cumflances occafioning this diftrefs s it
would have been candid to have declared
them ; but-as you are filent, I fhall take it as
admitted that the diftreffes of Ireland are oc-
cafioned by the arbitrary reftrictions on her
commercial rights, and that ¢ nothing {hort
“ of a FREE-TRADE can give relief.”—— -
There is but one aflertion in this part of
your letter which I can admit to be well-
founded and indifputable, namely, that our
diftrefs ¢ exzf?s and operates ;” confident of its
operation we can have no doubt of its exiff-

€7ice,

You tell us, Sir; ““’a kind and manly confi-
“ dence 1n the equity and wifdom of Great
“ Britain
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« Britain fhould regulate the expelations of
« Ireland.” You freely own ¢ that the doubts
“ and difficulties which the firft view of the
“ fubje& fuggefts to your mind, are fuch as
« preclude all farther reafonings without fur-
“ ther znformation ;" but in the fame page you
tell us that “ when you ftate your regfonings
“ you will be berter underftood”.—You fay
~ the queftions to be afked are indeed * nu-
“ merous, 7ice and intricate, and that the
¢« whole fyftem of revenue is involved in
« the propofition.” You recommend candid
recolleCtion, fair and diligent enguiry, caution,
minute invefligation, much difeuffion, and ma-
ture deliberation: Now why and wherefore
all thefe trappings of language ! why is re-
colle@ion, which is in its nature involun-
tary, to be govcrned by candour? and why
thall diligence enquire, caution inveftigate,
and deliberation difcufs ?—I will anfw er--Ire-
land demands what England has no right to
refufe ; unwilling to comply the would take
every chance from time, hitherto by no means
amlcable to her intereft ; many events may
happen
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happen before recolleltion can be perfe@ly
candid, before cantion can thoroughly in-
veftizate the whole minutie of commerce,
and before mature deliberation can difcufs the
involved [jflem of the revemue. - Peace may be,
no matter on what conceffions or conditions,
purchafed or obtained from Spain and
Franee ; Britain, zow exhaufted, will be fuf-
ficiently powerful, and then adieu to fasir
enguiry and candid recolleClion ; farewel to all
the fond hopes and honeft expe@ations of
poor deluded Ireland: heronly afylum will
be, in fuch cafe, THe WISD O M and
EQUITY of Great Britain. After deli-
beration, &c. you proceed with an army of
doubts, bringing up many a perhaps and pro-
bably in their rear ; and among a variety of
novel remarks, as certain as your difcovery
that where diftrefs exifis it operates, you tell
us that “ political operations muft often be
influenced by circumftances; and that unad-
vifed meafures ought not to be adopted”—it
i true,~your flile of reafoning, where

certainty appears to demonftration, cannot
be
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be difputed; like an arithmetical rule it
cannot err; fomething fimilar is the advice
of Friar Laurence, “ wifely and /flow; they
“ ftumble who run faft ;” and this, Mr. Eden,
I have, after mature deliberation, diligent en-

quiry, and minute invefligation, difcovered to
be the grand objet of your pamphlet. I
will not fay you with to confufe one of the
moft fimple and leaft complicated queflions
ever agitated ; but this I am at liberty to
believe, that if your pamphlet is read with
approbation, it will have that effe&t: I will
not affert that your imtention is for fome
malicious purpofe, to caufe de/ey in this
country ; but this I have a right to declare,
that if your reafoning be adopted it will
produce de/ay—the adage is in my favour—
I think it dangerous. When, Sir,a peopleare
convinced that their rights are withheld,
-thcy~caﬁhot, if capable, be too fudden in
their refolves; and give me leave to remind
you, that Ireland is zow in this fitvation,
‘that her fuccefs depends on expedition ; de-
“liberation, difcuffion and invefligation, may
9 be
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be the political motto of your country; I
truft, < carpe diem!” will be that of mine;
but meet our withes, and you will find this
maxim verified by a nation— the brave
“ are always generous.”

Confidering, Sir, how ill-informed you
were of your road, you have:ventured to
travel a confiderable way, though you do
not appear to have gained much ground. I
thall not attempt to follow you, for you
{feem to me to be as little acquainted with
the place you would go to, as of the road
you are to travel ; you have been taking the
air in a labyrinth of your own creating, and
after having tripped over ma%y a path which
led to nothing, you at length find yourfelf
at the point from whence you fet out.

However, Sir, as your intentions feem to
be good, though the effe of your opinion
being '‘purfued might be otherwife, I have,
in reading your performance, endeavoured to
refcue the text from all the prittineflfes of

point
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point and antithefis, and to free it from a
number of barren premifes and inconfequent
conclufions; the refult is, you think, Ireland
is diftreflfed and ought to be relicved. - But
to pronounce upon the caufe of that di-
ftrefs, or to point out the mode of relief,
requires in your idea fo much precaution, fuch
dilggent enguiry, fuch candid recolleétion, {uch
ninute inveftigation,and fuch mature deliteration,
that, you doubt, you hefitate, your letter
feems the chance medley of your pen, and
in the end you give noopinion at all about
the matter, To fatisfy thefe doubts, Sir,
as well as to give you, as far as my endea-
vours will permit, a little of that informati-
on you feem fo-defirous of obtaining, I
flatter myfelf you will be obliged to me,
fhould I comment upon fuch paffages in your
pamphlet as 1 have already taken notice of,
or fhall hereafter have occafion to quote.

B In
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In the firft inftance you tell us a kizd and
manly confidence in the EQUITY AND WISDOM
of Great Britain fhould regulate our expec-
tations ;—if, Sir, the equity and wi{dom
of - the people of Great Britain = could
afford us any relief, confidence. in them
might indeed be well placed; but the peo-
ple of Great Britain have long fince forgot
to take the management of their owz affairs
into their owz hands, andI dare fay you are
one of thofe who would be very forry if
they were to renew the praltice. I am con-
vinced therefore you did not mean the wif-
dom and equity of the Britith pegple.—Is it
upon thofe qualities in the Britith miniftry
that you with-us to rely ?——Now, Sir, much
as we refpe@& them, for we, as well as the
Americans, are certainly under great obli-
gations to them, yet I think we fhall fcarce-

ly agree with them in our ideas of wi/dom
and equiy.

As to wispoM, we think a part of it con-
{ifts in profiting by experrence,~in this we
differ
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differ widely from the miniftry, and it is
becaufe we think it wife to profit by expe-
rience, that we do not choofe to place any
confidence in muniflerial wifdom. As to
EQuiTyY—I believe it will be found @hat our
notions on this head differ ftill more wide-
ly from their’s.. We in this country annex
certain ideas of diftributive juflice to the
term equity—I1.do not fay weare right in do-
ing fo, I would not difpute the authority of
minifters, I only fay the fa& is fo. Now I
have endeavoured to find out the . minifte-
rial meaning of the. word equrty, and have
for this purpofe confulted the Britifh fta-
tutes by way of diGtionary. I there find
that equity means. a monopoly of trade and of
liberty ; it means authority without juftice,
and power without right ; it is to treat fel-
low fubje@s, whom local circumftances fe-
parate from you, and inferiority of num-
bers place in your power, as the fubjes of
fubje@s, or rather as unarmed natural ene-

mies.” It is bountiful to fuffer us to ex-
| B2 ift,
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ift, and humanely to deprive us of the means
of exiftence; it is to force us to purchafe
commodities, and to prohibit our earning
the purchafe money—it is to expedt a re-
venue from the poverty minifters would
entail, which could be yielded only by the
affluence they would prevent—itis, infhort,
to fay, that as far as your power can reach,
liberty, independence, dignity, wealth and
commerce fhall belong to you exclufively :—
dependence, poverty and reftriCtive laws
thall be the portion of all who are connected
with you. Thefe, Sir, as far as I could col-
1e& ‘from the diGionary Iconfulted, have
been the various minsfterial meanings of the
word equry for two centuries back—perhaps
it is very well explained there; but this 1s
not exa@ly the fort of equity in which we
can place much confidence.

I fhall not obje@ to the next paffage I
have taken notice of, in which you proceed
or attempt to ftate your reafonings, imme-
diately after having acknowledged that

without
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without fuller information you are preclud-
ed from all farther reafoning upon the fub-
je& :---you might fay that this would be
carping at a term, thatl thould confider what
the faf was, and that no one who was not
determined to cavil, could poiilibly miftake
what followed---for regfoning.—1 admit the
force of the obfervation, and fhall proceed
in my review of fome other paflages,

You fay the queftions to be afked relative
to the granting of a free trade to Ircland are
indeed * numerous, " nice and Iintricate;
¢ theoretical dedu&ions will not affift us;
“ trading eftablithments, regulations of com-
“ merce, and the whole fyftem of revenue
“ are inveolved in the propofition:” You
exprefs your fears at “ reverfing the {yftem
“ purfued by wife ftatefmen during twe
“centuries:” You dread “the giving
“ a fudden fhock or precipitate revulfion
“ to. the courfe of Britith trade, com-
“ merce and revenue:” And after having
*made fome conceflions in our fa-

vour,
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~ vour, they are-done away by your obferving.

“ that all thofe theorems of trade, however
“ plaufible they may appear on paper, muit
“ be received fubje& to much previous exa-
“ mination, and a diligent difcuflion .of all
“ collateral circumfiances;” that. you are
not “ upon a fudden outery, which like other
“ commercial comypizints may be fallacious or,

4

-

ill-founded, to make a fudden revolution
“in all the praQicel fyftem of your trade;
“and upon #2¢ fpur of a moment to overturn
“a plan of commerte and revenue which
““ has been the work'of ages,”

What, Sir, i3t you mean by a fudden outery,
that may be fi/lzius or ill-founded? Do you
call, Sir, the unanimous addrefles of both
houfes of parliament z Judden outcry2 Do you
call the unénimous voice of tlic whole peo-
ple of Ir¢land « fudden outcry that may be
Sallacisusor il founded '—Read your ftatutes,
Sir, which with a clerk-like care’ you have
collcﬁed, and feem to have made fo little"

| ufe
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ufe of—look at their effeéts——then tell
. us-—-the owtcry may be fallacious and ili-
founded.  Your want of information, Sir,
will not avail you here for your want of ref-

pe&t towards the legiflature of Ireland, and
the feelings of a whole people.

I afk pardon, Sir, for the warmth into
which you have betrayed me ; perhaps
you were not aware of the force of what
you faid; and as you have in moft
places ufed a multiplicity of words without
faying any thing,—you have here, without
- knowing it, faid a great deal in a few. It
muft be owned youfor the moft part fhelter
yourfelf under a number of laboured ex-
preflions, defigned for ornament, and defti-
tute of meaning; you would hide the
deficiencysof. your matter in the tinfel of
“your flile ; like a fhining bubble, gaudy,
light and empty, you float upon the furface
of a fubje&, to enter deeply into which feems
to require talents more weighty than your’s.

You

. y
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You have indeed endeavoured to render the
queflions relative to the granting A Frep
Trape to Ireland, numerous, nice and in-
tricate—you boldly affert that the propofi-
tion involves in it the whole {yftem of the
Britith revenue.——TI think, Sir, as you dif-
claim “ all hafty inferences and deetfive affer-
“tibns,” you might at leaft have mdde an at-
tempt at proving one of fo much importance
as the prefent. But, Sir, your fubfequent
arguments, if they tend te any thing, tend
to prove that the Britifh revenue has little
or nothing to do with the queftion; and I
will undertake to- fhew: that your fears of
reverfing the fyflem purfued by wife flatef-
men dufing two centuries, and of giving a
fudden thock or precipifate revulfion to the
courfe of Britith trade, are equally ground-
lefs.  'This grand queftion of granting a
free trade ‘o Ireland, which you have en-
deavoured to invelve in fo many difficulties,
is contained in the fimpleft propofition ima-
‘ ginable
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ginable LET THE REGULA-
TION OF THE IRISH TRADE
BELEFT TO THE WISDOM
AND EQUITY OF THE IRISH
LEGISLATURE,

A FrEr TraDE, Sir, the meaning of
which you have affe@ed not to comprehend,
is fuch a trade as FreemEN ought of right
to pofiefs it is a trade fubje& to no re-
ftricticas in the country to which it belongs,
but “ich, as the inhabitants of that coun-
tiy, bemng freemen, have through their repre-
‘ertat;ves, confented fhould take place—
What, Sir, is the meaning of the term Freg
CountrY !—Your wifit to AMERICA may
pofiibiy have helped you to comprehend,
however unknown to yon before :——1s it
not, Sir, a country {ubje& to no laws but
thofe to which the inhabitants fhall have
dire@ly or wvirtually given their affent®
ought not this to have led you to what
was meant by a FREE TRADE. Folly

itfelf
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itfelf could never have conceived (it to
imply, a trade fubje& to mo reftriftions,
any more than that a free country fhould
be a country fubje& to no law; swhen then
you call it * an undefined expreffion™ you
talk ignorantly—it is an expreflion as de-
finite and determinate as in the nature of
language can exift. —Now, Sir, let us exa-
mine what effe& the leaving the regula-
tion of the Irith trade to the wispoM AND
sourty of the Irism legiflature would
have upon the revenue and commerce of

Great Britain,

'The propofition, as far as it relates to
Great Britain, can be confidered only in
two points of view ; firf, how far it can
effe& the Britith commerce and revenue,
with regard to the trade immediately car-
ried on between Great Britain and Ireland;
fecondly, how far it may interfere with
the trade of Great Britain to forezgn parts.—

I fhall here, Sir, remark once for all, that
the
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the prefent propofition has no relation
whatever to the trade of Great Britain
with any of the Britifh fettlements or co-
lonies in Afia, Africa or America (I include
America only for argument fake) It
Great Britain admits Ireland to a participa-
tion of her trade to fuch fettlements or
colonies, the Irith will confider ‘it as a
favour to which of 77 they have no
claim, for which they will not only be grateful,
but will be ready to make every equitable
compenf{ation in their power ; 7bis, however,
muft be a matter of future difcuflion, and
muft reft upon the mutual agreements of
the parliaments of both kingdoms, and 7ksr

~may probably be a matter of mature deliber-

ation.

With regard then to the firft queftion
before us, the effe® a free trade to Ireland
will have upon the Britith revenue imme-
diately ‘refulting from the Britith trade

to Ircland; I conceive, as the produce of
)4 the




| 28 ]
the Britith colonies and fettlements is left
totally out of the queftion, there is but

one inconvenience to Great Britain which
can poflibly arife,

You have remarked, Sir, that though
Ireland has at all times had full liberty to
manufaclure goods for her own confumption
wonderful favour! generous indulgence!
Was there no mature deliberation, no minute
invefligation, in Britith councils, that zbss
liberty has fo long exifted ?

But though .Ireland, you fay, has had
this liberty, the confumers have hitherto
found it eafier to purchafe from England
many articles both of luxury and conveni-
ence than to make them at home ;~———the
effe@ then of a free exportation of Irifh
manufallures to foreign countries would,
probably, be a confiderable improvement
in their quality and workmanthip, fo that
the Irith confumer would no longer be

induced
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induced to purchafe fimilar manufa&ures
from England——the value of the exports
of which to Ireland would be in that
cafe a net lofs to Great Britain—agreed,—
T will admit this to be one of the confe-
quences of freedom of trade to Ireland—
I will not advantage myfelf by affertion
and fay there is no juftice inthe obferva-
tion, and that it fhould neot hold I
will allow it to go much further in theory
than I am convinced it will in pra&tice------
what then?-—-is it only a free frade that
can be produtive of fuch confequences,
and are thefe neceflarily prevented by de-
priving us of it?. do they not already
exift to their utmoft extent, although we
have no free trade? have not our 7zon-impor-
tation agreements already produced in this
refpe& the wvery effeGts which you might
apprehend from granting Ireland a free
trade ?——it is, therefore, fair to conclude,
that asfar as relates to the commerce imme-
diately carried on between the two king-

doms,
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doms, 70 additional lofs . or fnconvensence could
refult to Great Britain from the grant.

Now, Sir, as thefe non-importation agree-
ments were founded in neceflity, not
choice; as they were entered into in order
to give employment to thoufands of flarv-
ing manufaurers, the probability is, that
as foon as we can find fufficient fale in
foreign markets for our manufa&ures, to
keep our manufacturers fully employed, we
fhall again refort to England for fuch
commodities, as from the infant ftate of
many of our manufa&ures, it will require
much time before they can be brought to
any equal degree of perfetion in this coun-
try; {o that, far from being detrimental to
Great Britain, it is by means o7y of allow-
ing a free trade to Ireland, that Great
Britain can ever hope to recover the ad-
vantages fhe formerly derived from her
commerce with this kingdom,

With
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With regard to the fecond queftion, how
far freedom of trade to Ireland may inter-
fere with the trade of Great Britain to fo-
rergn parts, I fhall only quote on the oc-
cafion a few paflfages from your pamphlet,
which, from a comparative view with the reft
of your letter, I thould think had been quo-
tations made by you:—* It is now well
“ underftood that the flourifhing of neigh-
“ bouring nations in their trade is to our
“ advantage ; and that 1f we could extin-
“ guith their induflry and manufa&ures, our
“own would languith;=if we are capable
“ of looking be ond:theextent of a fingle,
“ fhopboard, we cannot confider the Irifty as
“ rivals in intereff, even though they fhould
““ become our affociates in lucrative puifuils.

“ Sir Matthew Decker (who wrote upon,

“ fome points’ with fingular ability) was
“ clearly ‘of opinion that the reftraints on
“ the Irith~woollen contributed in their ef-
“ feQs.to diminith the foreign trade of
“ Great
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“ Great Britain,” and finally, « it feems de-
“ monftrable, that the export of native
“ manufactured commodities from any one
 part of the king’s dominions, muft be ad-
“ vantageous to the whole, wherever the
* burdens and duties are fo regulated as to
“leave no exclufive advantage; for that
“ again would operate as 2 monopoly.”

Now, Sir, what is become of that chain of
difficulties with which you endeavoured to
inclofe the queftion? How is the whole fyf-
tem of the Britith revenue involved in it ?
—Where is the neceflity for all that delay,
caution, deliberation, and mature difcuffion
upon which you defcant fo much ?

I'think, Sir, it is evident that this queftion,
which ‘according to you, is of a nature fo
very intricate and difficult, may bereduced
to a very narrow compafs,—~—The demand
of Ireland for a free trade, means nothing
~more than that all commercial regulations

i
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m Ireland fthould be left to the wifdom and
equity of the Irith legiflature :=—This would
effe& England-only in two ways; firft, it
might her exports to Ireland. Secondly,
it might interfere; with her trade with. fo-
reign ~powers; . ‘As to the firft of thefc, I
have thewn that our NoN-IMPORTATION
agreements, in their operations, are already
produ@ive of ‘the fame effe@s toa great-
er extent, - |

As to the fecond, you have yourf{elf
furnithed very good”arguments to prove
that the apprehenfiens of England on that
account are aroundlefs

'*Wit‘ﬁ“ 'regard‘_; to’ any 'participation  of
fradé that ‘Great'/Britain may think' pro-
per to allow to" Ire‘land I have already
faid, that this forms nd ‘part of the de-
mand of Ircland for a'free trade, but is
a point Wh’ich muft be referred to future

.' dlfaﬁﬁdﬁ ‘probably the* ‘beft means of fet-
C , tling
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tling it, would be to appoint deputations
from the parliaments of both kingdoms,
who fhould determine upon the conceffi-
ons to be made by borh, and upon'the
commercial regulations to be  eftablithed

for the common benefit of the whole em-
pire.

I have hitherto, in {peaking of the fub-
je&t 6f the Irifth free trade, ufed your ex-
preffions, that it fhould be allowed, given,
or granted by Great Britain.-——I have
done this merely to comply with the
ufual flile of {peech upon the occafion;

but had you condefcended to vifit this

country, before you ventured to write
upon it, you would have feen, from the
prefent fituation and {pirit of the peo=
ple, that, to talk of an Englith parlia-
ment. allowing a kingdom poflefled. of a
complete legiflature within  herfelf, the
e of her own ports—to talk of the re-
prefentatives of the freeholders of Eng-

land
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-demand a free trade, they do not addrels

[ .85 ]

land, gruing lave to the people of Ire-'
land, who lacknwledge no fuch authority,
to export their own manufaures, or to
import fuch  merchandize as they fhall
think proper to import I fay,Sir,
that had you condefcended to vifit this
country, you would' have pcrceived, that
to talk thus is to talk zdly,

A frec trade, fuch as I have defined. it
to be; the people of Ireland do not afk of

Great. ‘Britain as a jfavouwr, they demand it

as a 7ght they ~conceive that ne
power ‘upon earth, ‘excepting their own
legiflature, rconfifting of the king, lords
and commons of:Ireland, poflels a right
to-thut up their ports.——~——When they
the Englith parliament in their legifla-
tive capacity to repeal reftriQive laws;—
they ‘addrefs you as a neighbouring na-

tion, to difavow an odious ufurpation, equel-

ly: am;ﬁhtxc and ~unjuft, to difclaim not
5% C |x\\a
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laws but arbitrary illegal ‘determinations,
which nothing but- your being poffefled
of a fleet, and our want of one; could
have infpired you  with “the m]uﬁtce- to
maintain, P e

We would requeft our fovereign, the
king of Ireland, that he would not fuffer
certain  vellels belonging to his Britannic
majefly, (commonly called . revenue ecut-
ters) to board, in a piratical manner, ‘the
thips “belonging tgo  Irith - fubje@sy  for,
wher:  {ueh' ‘cutters, under pretence of
fearching "for™ goeds, the exportation of
which from “Ireland = is ~prohibited only
by the arbittary refolves of the Britifth
parliament, ~and not by any Zi/b law,
{uch' veflels™a& ‘witbout: daw, and -are
therefor¢ pirates, '

This dodtrine may appear new to you,
Sir,.but it would be prudent in your
patrons to recolle@, that it is a doctrine,

| adopted
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adopted by three millions of people.——
When you {peak then, of Ireland’s be-
ing “ a jewel in the Britith crown,”
you feem to forget that Ireland has a
diadem of her own plundered in-
deed it may have been by the ufurped
power 'of a foreign legiflature; but,
firipped and unadorned as it is, it can flill
confer power and dignity on the wearer,

The HONOUR, Sir, of this diadem,
is now guarded by FIFTY THOUSAND
ARMED FREEMEN.

RICHARD SHERIDAN.
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