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A  N

A N S W E R ,  & c .

E
V E R Y  liberal man muit regret, with the 

R ight  Honourable Author o f  the R e p ly ,  
T hat  no attempt can be now made to convey ac

curate information to the people, on fubjefts the 
moft important to their interefts, without an im
mediate imputation o f  felfifh motives, or iinifter 
purpofes.

A  lamentation, “  that the public mind lhould* 
“  be poifoned by the artful infinuations o f  defign- 
is ing men, whofe ambitious views are promoted 
“  by encouraging deception,”  comes with peculiar 
propriety from the avowed apologift o f  the late 
conceffions ro Ireland, and the ftrenuous opponent 
of the prefent arrangements, which proceeded 
from them.
• T h e  Reply is as confidently attributed to the 

late paymafter general as his text is to a gentle-
A  2 man



man in office: but  it is o f  little confequence to the 
w o r ld ,  w hether  there is any  ground for  either o f  
thefe imputations.' It is, however, always o f  im
portance to detea the defigns o f  faftion, to expofe  
the mifreprefentations o f  fallacy, and to eftablilh 
in their place real fails and juft reafonings, as the 
only means of judging in reipeft to intereiting mea- 
fures and public men.

l o  point out every difingenuity o f  the Right 
Honourable Author, or to exhibit every fubiti- 
tution of words of his own for the words of his 
text, Which occur in almoft every page of  his reply, 
would be a tafk as tedious and unprofitable as it 
would be dull. In difcuiling, however, this fub- 
jeft, it is impoffible not to recolle# the juft fenti- 
ments o f  Mr. Eden on a fimilar occafion. “  W e 
“  muft divert ourfeíves,”  laid he to L ord  Carliile *, 
“  of all prejudices contracted from the popular 
“  altercations of the day; we muil endeavour to 
“  enter upon the fubjeft with as much benevolence, 
“  and as little partiality, as may be compatible 
“  with the juft interefts of the Society to which 
“  we belong, ihew ifh ,  indeed, o f  all good and 
“  prudent men, both in Great Britain and Ireland,
‘ ‘ muitbe, toihun with abhorrenceailtheoutrageous 
“  delirium incident to national queitions, and to 
“  promote only that conftitutional warmth, which 
“  may aft kindly and with an invigorating in- 
“  fiuence in both kingdoms.5’

W hen Mr. Eden wrote thus,— “  The growing 
“  diftrefles o f  Ireland had overpowered the en- 
“  deavours of Great Britain to avert them and 
we were then loudly told, That nothing Jhort of a 
free trade could give relief. In the general anxiety

*  Letter 4 N ov. 1779.

to
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to nffift Ireland, the H oufe  o f  Commons re-founded 
with the cry : ,£ L e t  Ireland have a fre e  trade;

iince there is trade enough for every nation on 
“  earth, i f  all impolitic reftriftions were removed : 
“  For ,  whatever promotes the commerce o f  Ire- 
“  land will alternately promote that o f  Great- 
“  Britain

Lord North himfelf was at length roufed by the 
fpirit o f  the times. He refolved to grant a free  
and equal trade to Ireland. But, the fame irre- 
folution, which brought about the independence 
o f  the Colonies, at the expence o f  an hundred 
millions, produced a change o f  his original pur- 
pofe. A nd  the export o f  glafs and woollens, to
gether with the trade to the Levant, to A fr ic a ,  
to the Weil-Indies, and to America, were only 
granted f  to the requcfts o f  Ireland for a free  
trade.

It may, however, be obferved, that it was not 
then generally agreed (and ftill lefs is ic now) what 
ought to be comprehended under the expreffion, 
Free Trade. “  Ir is impoffible,”  faid M r. Eden to 
Lord Carlifle, “  in the nature o f  Commerce, to 
“  decide, without a full inveftigation o f  the fubiefl ,  

what can be meant, or ought to be meant, by 
“  a free  trade.” — “  D o  the Jriih mean to aik a 

free trade to Britain, their manufactures and 
“  produce, when imported, being fubjeft to no 
“  other duties than the like manufaftures and pro- 
“  duce of  our own It is pretty well known, 
that M r .  Eden’ s letters to Lord Carlifle formedTbç 
Treafury Pamphlet o f  their day. Written, as they 
certainly were, in concert with the minifter, he

*  See Debrett’s Debates, during the Seffion o f  17 7 0 -8 0 .  
f  B y  20 G e o .  I I I .  ch. 6. 10 .  i8 .

(  5 )
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( « )
furely knew, when he conveyed his wifhes, his own 
intention for the moment at leait. It is therefore 
evident, that the original plan of Lord North and 
the prefent arrangements of Mr. Pitt are nearly the 
fame : Y  et, this pofuion is no where ftated in the text 
o f  the Right Honourable Commentator, though, 
confident with truth, it might have been fafely 
done, had it been o f  any importance, in forming 
a true judgement o f  meafures which require no 
iuch feeble fupport.

Our very confident Commentator, who had fo 
often reprobated Lord North’s want of wifdom 
and efficacy, now ftoutly contends, that the Irifh 
bufinefs was concerted on fyitem; that Lord North 
did poiTefs fufficient energy and power to perfeft 
his plan ; that his arrangements have been carried 
uninterruptedly into full execution Y et  Mr. 
Eden told the Houfe of Commons a very different 
iale,in April, i 7 8 2 , o f “ the alarmingfituationof Ire- 
“  land f .” — “  The difcontents and jealoufies of Ire- 
tf land,”  faid Mr. Secretary Fox, on that occafion, 

have rifen to be very dangerous and alarming.”—  
The prereniions of the Iriih comprehended, ac
cording to this Minifter, not only their commercial 
rights and privileges, but alfo the legiilative 
power and royalty J . — Whatever blame there might

be

*  Seep. 22— 24.
f  bee Debrett’s Debates, vol. V I Í .  p. 2 .— Tvlr. Eden’s mo

tion for the repeal of the obnoxious Declaratory Adi.
I  See Debreti’s Dehates, vol. V Í Í .  p. 24-5. On the 9th 

day o f  April, 178 2 , M r. Secretary Fox, who had been only a 
ic.v dd)s in otiice, delivered the following meiiage from his 
Majelly to the Houfe: “  His Majelty being concerned to find
•* that difcontents and jetfloufies are prevailing among his loyal 
** fubjeûs in Leland, upon matters o f  great weight and con- 

ie^uence, earneiily recommends to this Houfe to take the
<% fame



n u r f í ° n ered, Ín í e bufmefs’  M r ' Fox  did not iuv- 
pute a Particle o f  it to Ireland ; “  but laid it all

“  Y p r  ”  r  ° ? r D° 1 TCT late Adinin‘ ftration.”
r h i  V  l yS S "  g  ï Honourable Coadjutor o f  
thefe R ight Honourable Members, “  Ireland

«  Í  ° f i  int°  f - ? ttUreS ° f  and exultation ;
nd bonfires and illuminations were the tcftimo- 

mes which ihe gave o f  that benefit, which our 
author tells us, had loft its effe<a.” — Upon what, 

authority then, he alks, is it, that the New  Syftem 
has been formed at the defire o f  Ireland *  >

b-C a n fw e r e d > on the  a c k n o w le d g e m e n t

fafts T h T n r  in Part7, and the autho^ y  o f
Car bile’!  Í  nmiment 0t the Iriíh’ under Lo rd  
C arh f lcS Mad,n .n , f tm ,0n was «  fear,”  fays Mr.
Eden f ,  that the fame power which had conferred 

a lree trade might refort back again to the com
mercial monopoly that had juft  been broken.» 

Thefe commercial jealoufies rofe, according to M r .  
* 0 X 1 ,  to an alarming degree.5’ Lo rd  North- 
ington was fent to govern Ireland, without carry
ing with him commercial redrefs o f  commercial 
grievances. And, under his adminiftration, her 
jealoufies continued, and her confufions increafed.

he ihelves o f  office are loaded with this L o rd  
-Lieutenant s difpatches, conveying the Iriih con-

«  f f in J 'n H 0 fl CÍr m ° ft fcri0U- COnfiderat!on> i "  order to fuch 
n  c 5 m a y £ I V e  a mutual fatisfailion to both 

Kingdoms. — M r. Secretary explained to the Houfb that thefe 
difcontents comprehended commercial grievances. Y er no 
commercial K'drefs was g iven. *

* Rep lv ,  p. 1 6  — 14.

l , r^ > Sr f i hlS fam°  S ' eec h °n th e  Sth of  April 17 S 2 .  De- 
brert * Debates, vol. V I I .  p. 2. P 7 *

v o î  v n . hp . t j eech 0n the lubfe(l uent day- Debrett’s Debates,

C 7 )
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(  *  >  ,

il ru fiions of the aft  o f  navigation, and praying 
for Leave to fend American produite from their 
ports to Britain, His adminiilration was peitered 
with pamphlets on their commercial grievances by 
the ableft Members o f  the Irifh Parliament. Pro
tecting duties were thereupon moved for, as ad
equate redrefs was ftill with-held, I he Members 
who refilled thefe motions were infulted by the 
populace, and were obliged to aik for the piotec- 
tion of  the military, Non-importation agreements 
were inflantly adopted* And thefe tumultuary 
remedies were adminiitered by violences the moil 
(hocking to the feelings, and moil terrible to the 
apprehenfions, o f  peaceful citizens. Foreign 

' powers thought they faw the American troubles 
renewed in Ireland. And every difcerning fo
reigner became convinced, before the end of the 
year 178 3 ,  that the fame fteps would conduit Ire
land to a fimilar flation of abfolute independence. 
Y e t ,  o ur  candid Commentator infiils u that her 
“  wifhes were gratified, and her complaints re*
“  m oved .”  9

In  this fpirit  he affurcs us ‘f ' ,  “  that L o r d  N orth  s 
“  concefiion3 were  granted in confequence o f  an 
“  authorized communication between the two na- 
<c tions :— but,  the prefent negotiation has been 
“  carried 011 more like a dark and dangerous con* 
4t fpiracy again (I both liâtes.”  B l inded  by  his 
zeal o f  oppoiition, our Commentator fees no object 
in its j u i l  light. H e  does not confider ihe Refo lves  
and Addrefs o f  the Brit ifh  Par l iam ent to the K in g  
as any authority. T h e  neceflity, ariiing from the 
“  alarming Hate o f  I re land,”  is no juil ification, it 
feems, o f  a meafure o f  redrefs. T h e  ardent de*

*  P. 16 . f  Ibid.
fires



fires o f  t\Vo kingdoms, that their future inter- 
tourfe  might be finally fettled, are as little worthy 
of  notice. And the two minifters o f  great truft 
and refponfibility, in each kihgdom, who adiufted 
the outlines o f  this difficult bufmefs, are, in our 
A u th o r ’s difpaffionate judgement * , “  dark and 
“  dangerous confpirators.”

B u t ,  he complains+ ,  C‘ ;hat the fecfet o f  thi^ 
u  adjustment Was prefervcd with the utmoíl care.”  
And, in the fame breath, lie warmly recommends 
c Lords Sheffield's Ufeful O b f e r v a t i o n s w h i c h  

were pubiiihed with the avowed defign o f  expofmg 
the arrangements before they were opetied in the 
Irilh Parliament. His lordfhip too laments, that the 
important bufinefs was concealed from the public, 
and yet u realons on the general notoriety o f  thofe 

meafiires W’hich were thus kept fecret. It is 
not fo eaiy then, as our, fagacious (Commentator 
imagine?, to keep  a fecret in “  this end of  Europe .”  

It might have been ex petted, favs the R ig h t  
Honourable Commentator j|, in the lame tone o f  
confidence and candour, “  that a Secretary o f  the 
“  Treaiury^ would have paid fqme attention to the 

revenue.  ̂ It was not n ece i fa ry  to be in fuch a 
nation to difcover, m dilcuiling the Irilli arran^e- 
luents, tiiat the revenue would in no pdlhble wav 
be materially atfefted b y . them * for, in direil 
drawbacks, duties, and bounties, the amount is too

*  P .  1 6 . -j* îbïH.
.  ♦ ^ ee Sheffield’s Prefatory Advert!fement, p. 2 . which 
is dated the 25th of Jan . 1 7 8 5 .  T h e  Refolutions o f  the Ir iih  
J a t lia mem were palled on the 12th  of Febru a ') ’  thereafter, 

his Los dihip hat! hfid time previous to the 25th o f ja n u -  
a r ) ,  to wiite his huge punphiet, alter he kncvV thç great out
lines of the pr >pofed airan^ements.
• 11’ P* 9-
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trifling to defcrve mention : and, with refpeft to 
frritiggling, no new facility will be thereby created. 
T h e  Import of the CommiiTioners of the Cuftoms 
has eftabliihed this point very decidedly, as to the 
revenue of cuiloms. The Commiiïioners of Excife 
have dated, indeed, apprehenfions of danger, from 
drawbacks being hereafter allowed of the duties 
on foreign fpirits ; and, departing from the line o f  
their duty, they call upon the Weil India Mer
chants to attend ro their peculiar interefls on a 
point which they had already refolved could not 
afïeil them : but as, from their official fituation, 
the Commiiïioners of Excife muil doubtlefs have 
reprefcnted their apprehenfions, on th%t fubjeft, 
previoufly to the Miniiler, it is impoffible to doubt 
his having guarded againfl any inconvenience 
which might arife from the drawbacks on foreign 
fpirits, if it had even efcaped his notice before. 
There can, indeed, be no reafon affigned, why the 
duties' faould not be retained on the exportation 
of that article in both the kingdoms ; as this re
tention would fecure the revenue of each. The 
danger of importing foreign rum is not very ap
parent, confidering, that it has never been an ar
ticle for falc, to any extent, in the foreign W eil  
Indies ; and that the importation of it is equally 
prohibited in Ireland, as it is in Britain.

The CommiiTioners of Excife have made another 
obfervation, which gives room for a comment, if  
refpecl for fuch a board did not prevent it. They 
remarked, “  that the fmuggler, knowing the re- 
“  fource of regular importation will be always ready 
“  for him, may be tempted before he comes to the 
“  Cuitom houle to try his fnccefs upon the open 
“  coall, convinced that, if  he fucceeds, his gain

“  will
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“  will be double, and tliaL i;: he isdifappointed he 
“  will be it ill upon a footing with the Engliili Ma- 
<c nufafturer."  It is impoffible the Commiffioners 
could have confidered, that the fraudulent trader 
has now precifely the fame opportunity o f  running 
goods from Ireland, that he will have hereafter, i f  
it can be worth any one’s while to try the experi
ment : a perfon, who even now brings contraband 
goods in a trading veiTel from Ireland, with defign 
to run them, may, i f  he fails in the attempt on his 
voyage to the place o f  delivery, report fuch goods 
for exportation on his arrival, whereby he may 
avoid a feizure: i f  the prohibition were removed, 
he might report his contraband goods for an en
try ; which being the only difference, he has the 
fame chance o f  faving his cargo in either cafe.

From confiderations as to the revenue, our very 
temperate Commentator bewails “  the unprece- 
“  dented fituation into which the two countries are 
“  thrown by the rafli and inconfiderate conduft o f  a 
“  young man, who determines without knowledge, 

or experience, and who fcorns to feek, or receive 
“  advice.” — It was, doubtlefs, very wrong nor to 
nik the fage counfels o f  the Kight H o n o u r a b le  A u 
thor o f  the Reply : much might have been learned 
from a legiflator, whole laws defeat their own execu
tion , from an oratoi, who has ipoken, till he is 
no longer heard ; from a placeman, who gained 
fuch credit by reitoring officers, who had been 
convicted of  peculation ; from a reformer, who 
has reformed kitchens, till the reform of  the Con- 
ilitution-is neglected. A nd our very  conliltcnt 
Commentator, whqfe fpecches and pamphlets againft 
Lord  North’s meaiurcs are (till remembered, had

B 2 been
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been fpared the bluih of declaring *  “  how happy 
(t it had been for the peace of the empire, i f  the 
“  wife, temperate, and cautious proceedings o f  
“  Lord  North’ s days had been imitated by the 

prefent admintftration,”

( *2 )

L E T  us now examine the two general heads, 
into which the late Paymafter has chofen to divide 
the chief (Irength of his Reply :

lit, Whether the navigation, or trade, o f  Great- 
Britain, is likely to be affefted in any material 
degree, i f  the produce of Africa and America 
Ihouid be permitted to be fcnt from Ireland to this 
country I

2dly, Whether the produce and manufactures 
of Ireland will be able to enter into competition 
with the produce and manufactures of this country 
in our own markets, i f  the Iriih ihouid be per
mitted to bring them here on the payment of 
equalizing duties, with all the charges of im
portation ?

It has been proved, That t{ie profped of ad- 
“  vantages to Ireland are not particularly flatter- 
“  ing in this part o f  the arrangement.”  Our in
dignant Author was thence induced to inquire -f : 
“ ^If Ireland is to gain no advantage, why is fhe 
f ‘ reprefented as contending the point with fuch 

earneltnefs, or rather with lb commanding a tone,

* P. 24* t  ?6'
“  that



( r  *3  y
"  that we dare not deny her.”  It  is eafy for d i p  
putants to obtain, a momentary triumph, by ihifting 
the terms o f  their adverlary.

Ireland, (landing now on equal ground, nwft be 
allowed to be the only judge  o f  her own intirefts* 
J f  ihe choofts to fend her linens to a diilant market 
p f  doubtful fale, inllead o f  a  neighbouring one o f  
certain advantage, wnatever we may think o f  her 
prudence, we mull allow, that Jhe has a right to 
follow her inclination. I f  {he defires to fend her 
furplufes o f  American produce to Britain, in the 
infancy o f  her traffick, where (lie mull meet the 
powerful competition o f  the Rritiih factors, in the 
improved date o f  their commerce; whatever we 
m ay think o f  the probability o f  her fuccefs, we 
mull admit her right to determine for heri'elf. In 
any event, the prefent inequality is painful and 
humiliating to a people who have ju l l  been re- 
llored to an equal ilation, W hether the navi
gation fyilem is bell underitood by the one Author 
or the other, and to which of  them ignorance and 
impudence is moil defervedly applied, nnrft be left 
to the public to decide. Certain it is, our greatell 
writers fpeak o l  the ail  o f  navigation in a very 
different ilyle from our very accurate Commentator.

S ir  Jofliua Child treated o f  The Act o f N a vi
gation, atter :t Ixad been o f  feventeen or eighteen 
“ years Handing'*,”  and after the palling o f  the 
1 5  Charles I I .  23 Charles II.  and other Cuilom- 
houfe laws o f  that reign. Davenant fpeaks o f  
‘The A d  of Navigation J- immediately after the 7 th 
and 8th of king William had adopted its fpirit 
and enforced its provifiou^. Forty  years after,

*  Difcourfe, p. —g,

»

f  I I I .  v. p . 84-
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Sir Matthew Decker confidered The A ft o f 
Navigation as a monopoly injurious to trade. And 
D r .  Adam Smith has lately Hated the advantages 
and difadvantages o f  The A d of Navigation, in a 
manner the moil iatisfaftory and convincing. 
Thefe writers may perhaps lead to a determina
tion who ought moil to be regarded as “  an ig
norant innovator.”

The imputation of extreme ignorance, or ex
treme impudence, was occaftoned by the aiTertion 
in the text, “  That much contrariety of opinion 
had been held in Great Britain and Ireland about 
the interpretation of The Navigation Act ; yet the 
modefl and well-informed author of the Reply had 
proofs of the truth of that affertion in his own 
power. He could not have mixed with men of  
bufmefs from Ireland without hearing the fubjeft 
difcuifed ; though no fort of ilrefs was laid 011 it 
in the text, nor any arguments deduced from 
it. In Michaelmas term, 20 Charles II. it was 
determined by the Court of Exchequer, after 
f.m r years argument, That the words foreign 
growth or manufacture, in the 4th feftion of 
the Aft: of Navigation, were meant of the goods 
of  Afia, Africa, and America, but not of Europe. 
The very ait quoted by the author of the R e 
ply proves, that the Aft of Navigation was dif
ferently underilood in the two countries: For the 
preamble of the 12th Geo. III. recites, “  that rum, 
“  fugar, coffee, and other American and Afiatic 
“  goods, have been entered outwards for exporta- 
“  tion, in the kingdom of Ireland, to be imported 
“  into Great Britain, and have been clandeltinely 
“  and illegally landed in this kingdom, notwith- 
“  {landing the aft 12  Cha. II .  cha. 18 .”  This

recital
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recital p lainly fhews, that the Cuitom-houfe in 
one kingdom cleared outwards the ihips which 
the Cuftom-houfe in the other could not admic 
to an entry.

T h e  independence given to the Iriili legiflature 
has not only repealed this aft o f  the 12th  Geo. 
I I I .  but has created inextricable difficulties in 
afcertaining what the trade laws now are between 
the fitter kingdoms. T h e  afts o f  the 15 th  Char. 
II .  23d Char.  II. 7 and 8 William III .  and the 3-4. 
o f  Anne, which are cited with great exultation as 
Shutting the ports o f  Ireland, are equally repealed 
by that meafure o f  his friends. A n d  it was. pro
bably  in order to fix the merit or  demerit o f  ac
knowledging the independence o f  the Iriili legif
lature, without concert or regard for confequences, 
on the true authors, that the Iriih Revolution was 
mentioned in the text, and by other writers -, who 
have alfo attributed our prefent perplexities to 
that event.

M r.  Ye lverton ’s act has adopted (as ftated in the 
text) the laws o f  Great Britain, only Jo f a r  as they 
confer equal advantages, or impofe equal rejlraints, 
on both kingdoms. “  But there happens,”  fays the au
thor o f  the Rep ly ,  «  to be an Iriih aft, which fpeci- 
“  fically adopts th eE ngli ih  Navigation A d s.”  In his 
petulant zeal to impute abfurd ignorance, or de- 
ligned concealment, to his opponent, he gives us 
itrong reafon to fufpeft his own. T h e  fri(h a i l  
o f  the 14th and 15th  Char. II, ch. 9. which 
direits The Aft of Navigation to be duly obferved, 
could not adopt Engliffi Affs that had then no 
exigence. T h e  Iriih law enforces The A ft o f N a
vigation alone by its Engliih title, when it requires 

5 _ ,the
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the Cüftom-houfe officersf€ to take care, that the 
•• âil  paffed in England, intitled, An Aft for the 

encouraging and increfifing o f Shipping and fta- 
f< vigatioH) be from time to time duly obferved 
“  and executed.”  And the author o f  the criti- 
cifed Pamphlet, with the Iriih laws befóte him* 
argues throughout, that The AEl of Navigation is 
a fundamental law of  Ireland.

The Iriíh now argue, that* whatever* the con- 
flru&ion of the law has been, it is at prefent unrea- 
ionable they íhould be deprived of thé fame advan
tage of  fending Weft India produce from their 
ports to Britain* which the Englifh have of fend
ing to them ; that they think the inequality the 
more unreafonable, as it is contrary to an equitable 
conftrudtion of the navigation act: itfelf : Our ihips 
and our feamen, fay they, were declared to btf 
E n g l i i h : * W £  were admitted to that, which we 
had indeed always enjoyed, an unreftrained trade 
to the tranfatiamic dominions of the Crowri : By  
a liberal confti*u£Hon of  the Aft of Navigation, the 
continental Colonies were always allowed to fend 
Weft India produce from their own to Bri
tain ; and, without poffeffing equal merits, now 
enjoy the very right which \V E  think', oti 
principles  of equity, we ought in the fame manner 
topoffeft, fince we admit the Engliih merchants as 
equal competitors with the Iriih traders in our own 
markets.

The author of the Reply; however* without re
gard to confequences, inculcates, that no fnch in
dulgence ought to be granted :— W e infift., fays 
he, on the letter of the law: Without the mono
poly of the Plantation trade, we cannot Jhezv cvr 
Juperiority* or exercife the lcgi/Iative rights which

belong

(  i «  )
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belong to the fupcrintending few er of the Empire. 
It is, however, a dread of this fuperiority, or a 
jealoufy o f  this fuperintendence, which urges the 
prefcnt requeft more perhaps than any expeihuion 
o f  commercial advantages for a century to come. 
It  was a fimilar jealoufy,  as we may learn from 
M r. Eden, which induced the irilh to requeft a 
free Iegiilature; “  left the power which had af- 
“  fumed a right to bind her, even after a free 

trade had been granted, might refort back 
“  again to that commercial monopoly which had 
“  juft  been bro ken *  !”  If ,  to allay this jealoufy, 
or to remove this apprehenfion, M r. Fox  gave 
independence to the Iriih legiflature in i 7 8 2 , &and 
confirmed it in 1 7 8 3 ,  our Author, his Right H o
nourable Friend, ought to urge ftill Wronger rea- 
fons for denying the commercial regulation, which 
the Iriih thus confidcr as included in a fre e  and 
equal trade ; and which will, in all probability, be 
beneficial to our commerce, and will certainly in- 
creafe our naval ftrength.

T h e  Author o f  the criticifed pamphlet is not the 
firft writer who fuggefted a fimilar meafure ; nor 
is the prefent Miniiter the firft ftatefmnn who 
adopted its liberal policy, without being accufed 
in the polite language o f  our refined Commenta
tor, o f  ignorance and raihnefs, o f  felf-fufficiency 
and inattention to the public welfare. Sir foil ah 
Child propofed, a century ago, a plan o f  union 
and o f  traffick extremely analogous to the prefentf.

Sir

*  See M r .  E d e n ’s fpeech on his motion to allow legiflative 
independence to Ireland. Debrett’ s Debates, vol. V I I .  p^ 2 — 3.

t  “  W ith entire lubmiffion to the greater wifdom o f  thofe,
“  w hom  it much more concerns, g ive  m e leave to querj , fays

c  “  S ir
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Sir Matthew Decker *  fuggefted an idea fomewlmt 
fimilar, when he propofed, “  to unite Ireland, and to 
“  put all our fellow fubjefts on the fame footing in 
“  trade.”  And one of the ableft writers of the 
prefent age recommends fimilar meafures, though 
in different language: “ this freedom of inteviir 
“  commerce,”  fays he, “  is perhaps one of the 
“  principal caufes of the profperity of Great Bri- 
“  tain ; every great country being ncceflarily the 
“  bed market for the greater part of the produc- 
«  tions of its own induitry. I f  the fame freedom 
“  could be extended to Ireland, and the plantations, 
“  the profperity of every part of th&Empire would 
“  probably be ftill greater than at prefent.”  Thus 
the Author of the Reply, by endeavouring to fix 
the charge of raihnefs and ignorance on the ob jets  
of his envy, clearly convich himfclf.

In oppofition, however, to thefe authorities, and 
to the reafonings of the criticized pamphlet, which 
he is more forward to mifrepreient than ftudious to 
anfwer, our Commentator infills, that by opening 
the Irilh ports to Britain, v Such f  a competition 
«  wiH prefent itielf to the Britilh planter and

“  Sir Jofjah Child, whether, initpad o f  the late prohibition o f  
Iriih Cattle, it would not have been much moie for the heisc- 

“  fit o f  this kingdom of England, to fuffer the Irifh to bring 
into England not only their live cattle, but al/’o ail other com- 

“  mutinies o f the growth, or marufachirc, o f that kingdom, eu/iom- 
“  frte, or on raty cuftovu, and to prohibit them from trading 
‘ ‘ homeward or outnvqrd w ith  the Dutch, or our own p'tvttntions, 
“  or any other places except the kingdom o f England ? Molt 
“  certainly fuch a law would in a tew years wonderfully increafj 
“  the trade, (hipping, and riches o f  this' country.”  (Difcouvfe, p. 
g ; . ) —Every one mult perceive, that this is diredtly the reverie 
or what Lord North actually did.

*  P. 16 3 .
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f '  merchant, as muit leave them little hopes o f  fup* 
“  porting their trade or their credit, or o f  paying 
“  the heavy tqxes with which they itand charged 
“  b y government.”  B y  fuch inflammatory lan
guage our Author attempts to divert the attention 
o f  the public from the true ftate o f  the queition j 
let us, therefore, clear it from the darknefs in 
which his mifreprefentations have involved it. 
W h en  Lord North allowed the lrifh to export 
their manufaftures to Africa, to the W eft Indies, 
and Am erica,  the Irilh were admitted to thefe 
profitable markets as the competitors o f  Britiih 
merchants. Had our A u th o r ’s declamation been 
levelled againit this famous meafure, it had had 
the appearance o f  argument at leaft * .  W hen 
Lord North admitted the Iriih to bring into theif 
own ports dire^ly the produce of  the Colonies, 
he thereby created the mod powerful competition, 
becaufe the Irilh came directly to their own markets ; 
while the Britiih merchants went thither by a 
circuitous voyage. Here too our Author might 
have railed his voice to iome advantage, if  he had 
not been entangled in his own abfurdity, o f  fup- 
pofing, that the traders, who bring their goods 
to market by a dire51 voyage, can be underfold by  
the traders who come by a circuitous one. W hen 
M r .  Fox, perhaps properly, .permitted the Irilh to 
regulate their foreign trade in their own way, he 
gave the Iriih traders an opportunity o f  appearing 
as competitors with the Britiih merchants in every 
European market.

*  T h is  w a%9 in fa i l ,  an abandonment o f  the monopoly o f  
which the author and Lord N orth ’s other friends now talk fo 
much a* an in traction o f  the law o f  Europe.

C  2 The
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T h e  propofed Arrangement, as to the opening 
of the Irilh ports, contains then a very fimple pro
portion. The Iriih having thus been allowed to 
import W elt  India produce direitly to Ireland ; 
having thus been permitted to fend this produce 
all e ver Europe ; it is propofed to allow them to 
fend the lurplus of fuch Weil India produce (if 
ever they ihouid have any) from their own ports 
to Britain, where they may expeft the molt v i
gorous competition. It is againft this propofal
mat our great Commentator has condefcended to
itate fome of iiis objections in detail.

( 20 )

T I I E  S U P E R I O R I T Y  O F  P O R T S .

The propofition which is maintained relating to 
them is, “  That the markets o f  Great Britain can 
“  be fupplied with Weit India produce cheaper 
“  through Ireland, by a circuitous navigation, 
“  rhan by a direft importation from the W~eft 
“  Indies.”  And, to defend this novelty in com
mercial reafoning, the advantages of the ports of 
Britain are decried by our Commentator, and the 
harbours of  Ireland exalted in their itead. The 
fea coait of Britain, which comprehends, according 
to Templeman, at lealt eight hundred marine 
leagues, can be no longer confidered, it feems, as 
the molt commodious tor trade of any in Europe. 
And we are no more to give credit to the Survey 
of C a m p b e l l “  That we have as many large and

*  I .  v .  p. 274— 5.
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“  baTs> êcuve roads, and convenient ports, 
“  arifing from ihe peculiar difpofitions o f  our lea 
“  and ihore, as any other country in Europe.”  
’i  ct our Author admits the force o f  the remark o f  
his adversary, that the Jriih ports, lying on the 
li ' i ih lea, from Bel fa i l  to W aterford, poflefs 110 
one fuperiority over the Engliih  ports, on the op- 
pofite coail, from Whitehaven to M ilford. In 
the companion between C orke  and the ports o f  
the Briilol channel, our Commentator confeffes his 
difappointment at finding fo much fuperiority 
where he leail expedled it. It is the W e i l  coalt 
o f  Ireland, from Cape Clear, on the South, to the 
Muller ,  and even to Lough Swilly ,  on the North, 
where he contends for fuch fuperior advantages! 
"Vet, having a very different purpofe to anfwer, he 
very confidently exhibits “  the wild and thinly 
“  inhabited ilate o f  the far greater proportion o f  
“  the coail o f  Ireland which the fmuggler muft firfl 
“  make on his return from the Weft Indies.”  A  
wild and thinly inhabited coail, then, is to over
power the South-Weflern ports o f  England in 
every competition fcr freights.

But is it at all probable that a fmall advanta°e o f  
local pofition, a little more to the W e i l ,  or to the 
E a f l ,  ihould fix the lcat o f  commerce, or retain the 
relidence o f  merchants ? T h e  “  wild and thinly 
“  inhabited ihores”  o f  W ales  have not rifen fu- 
perior in trade to the Englifli coafls o f  the neigh
bouring channel. A n d  the merchants o f  Briilol 
choofe rather to improve the courle o f  the Avon 
than emigrate to Milford Haven, notwithftanding 
its allunng advantages.

( 21 )
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F R E I G H T  A N D  I N S U R A N C E .

The notoriety o f  the faft compels our Commen
tator to admit * , that the freights and infurance 
from the ports of Ireland are not lower than from 
the more Eaitern harbours of .Britain. But he re- 
probates the realomng of his opponent for argu-» 
ing from the experience of the paft to the proba
bility of the future : he lofes all moderation when 
he hears it laid, that things having been always 
thus will probably continue in nearly the fame 
ilate. Y et  it is from this “  experience of the paft,”  
the infallible guide of real bufinefs, that the 
planters, merchants, ihips’ owners, and infurers, 
tix the dated rate of their freights and infurance, 
both out and home, in peace and war. Settled, 
as thefe are, from year to year, by all thefe parties, 
from a mutual regard to each other’s interefts, the 
freights and infurance are probably as low at this 
moment as they can be reduced by any competition. 
And the Weft India bulinefs being carried on 
through a prefcribed circle, which includes the 
mutual advantage o f  the planter and merchant, the 
(hip huiband and infurer, it is not likely to be
diverted from its prefent channel.

The Author of the criticifed pamphlet endea
vours in vain to {hew how unable the Iriih are 
to enter fuccefsfutly into fuch a competition, rea- 
fouing from their want of capitals and ihips, o f

*  P* 47*
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fállors and cargoes. O ur Commentator gives 
them all thefe by  a dalh of  his pen : the allowing 
them to fend W e i l  India produce from iheir own 
ports to Britain, will confer all thefe, and leave 
nothing to the Engliih. Capital then is to be 
gained gratuitoufly, and not by "ages o f  induftry 
and care, by a conteft with the ableft competitors. 
T h e  opulent in Ireland, who get 6 per cent, intereft 
on private fecurity, and 7 per cent, on the public, 
arc at once to inveft their property in W eit  India 
ihips, which yield the fmalleft profit in proportion 
to the amount o f  the advance. T h e  failors too 
are to accept o f  lower wages in proportion as this 
iticreafe o f  {hipping requires a greater number o f  
hands. And the Iriih are to furnilh the mifcella- 
neous cargoes which the W eft  Indies require, on 
better terms than the Britiih merchants can fend 
them. 1 he writer who argues thus is not to be 
envied ; nor is the trader to be pitied who allows 
his credulity to affeii his intereft.

But, though our author admits, that freights 
and inlurance are as cheap from London to the 
W e ft  Indies as from Limerick, yet he contends 
apparently againft conviction, that’ the caufe is only 
temporary. T he provifions, fays he, which the 
government had fent to the W eft  Indies, during 
the war, have been fold in London, fince the peace 
at any pricc. '1 his aflertion is fo extraordinary, 
that it ought not to be credited without proof. 
But,  it is an undoubted fait ,  that proviiions were 
alinoft invariably bought in London in fmall quan
tises ,  during the war, as cheap as they could have 
been procured at C o rk .  T h is  then is owing to a 
permanent canfe. T h e  truth is, not only proviiions 
and linen, but every produit o f  Ireland, which 

7 may
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may be imported duty-free, can be generally
b o u g h t  as cheap in London as in the Iriili markets. 
]n the fame manner, the woollens of Yorkihire, 
the cottons of Manchefter, the hardware of Bir
mingham, and the (lockings o f  Nottingham, may 
be purchafed cheaper in the warehoufes of London 
than in the feveral places o f  manufacture. For, 
London is the great market, in which the fellers 
and buyers of the world affemble ; the one fet to 
fell as dear, and the other to buy as cheap, as 
poihble. And it is from the competition of all 
parties, that the prices of every commodity are 
reduced to the loweft poffible point.

W ere we to argue from (peculation with our 
Commentator rather than from experience, with 
the author of his text, we ought to infer, that 
London, from the dearnefs o f  proviiions, and the 
high price o f  labour, ought to have loi?g ago loft 
her (hip-building and her trade. Would our 
Author allow us to appeal to fafts, we (hould find, 
that, during the prefent century, the ihippiog of 
London has increafed wonderfully. There were 
entered in London, during the year

Britifh Tons.
16 9 4  ------- 60,COD
I7IO — ---  70,000
1 7 1 8  ------- l 8 7 ,COO
1 7 5 1 ------- 198 ,0 00
17  5 8 ------  125 ,00 0
1 7 6 5 -------266,000
1 7 7 5  ------- _ 364,000 _

The outports have augmented their (hipping in 
the fame proportion. But it is remarkable, that 
the greateit ports have increafed their ihips in the 
larged number ; while the pooreft have fcarcely

added
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juJdcd any to . their ancient ftock. A ll  thîs tirée 
there has bçen a free competition between London
and the Outporrs, and between it and each indi
vidual one. Still, however, the rich and great 
Oyer-powerthe poor and fmall. Thefe fails, and 
?hele reafonmgs, may be applied to the compcti.ibn 
phich hasexifted, or may exift, between' an opu
lent country and a poor one.

Our Commentator, however, infills *  with a con
fidence al mort peculiar, to himfelf, -  that, by open-

“  T h  ‘ ° Irehnd' the American
trade mu ft infallibly become a monopoly to this

. country, as it has hitherto been to Great Britain:”  
H e  allows Ins zeal to carry away his judgement.

orgets, that every man, and every party, h a v e  
Condemned monopolies, as i neon fuient with free
dom and ft,U more, as giving an injurious turn to 
he diligence ol the indullrious dalles : He proved 

himfe.f lune acquainted with the commercial 
writers, who having ihewn the monopoly of the Ameri
can trade to be difad van tageous to the many, how
ever gainful to the few, propofed to relax the mo
nopoly, by admitting competition. T h é  indepen
dence ot the IJlilted States has relaxed the mono- 
po y as to them ; without injuring o u r  American 
Commerce, f b e  admitting of  the lriih into the W eft  
India ports ftill further relaxed the rigour o f  that 
monopoly,  ̂without enabling them, clurino- feven 
years exertions, to fupply their own confiimpfion.

_ It is, however, infilled upon with peculiar per
tinacity, that the lucrative objett o f  Britifn 
ipeculation, “  )s to be refigned to the Iriih by 

admitting American produce into Enti :h  mar-
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«  kets through the Iriih ports.”  I f  they are n<* 
to enioy a monopoly, they are yet, according to 
our Commentator, to have a competition fo gain
ful as to amount to a monopoly. In this com
petition the Britiih traders and planters are to 
fupplv the Weft-India demand from the great 
ftorehoufes of London, Liverpool and Brifto . 
The Iriih traders are to fend the Weft-India 
fupplies, mifcellaneous as they muft be from the 
narrow warehoufes of Limerick and C o r k . The 
Britiih merchants and planters are to fupply the 
Britiih market with Weft-India commodities by 
the dir eft importation of one voyage: The lriU 
are to fupply the fame market by the round- 
about importation of / ^ v o y a g e s :  The one are 
to be fubjeôed only to the expence of on 
freight and infurance, one entry at the Cu 
houfe, and one commiihon to the merchant . 
others muft incur the much greater expence _ ot 
double freight and infurance, of double entries^ 
and commiffions, befides the r.fque of waftc and 
the -lofs by delay. Thefe reafomngs of the text 
our Commentator fagely confiders “  as to the
iC laft decree abiurd

It having been ftated, «  that a very great pro- 
«  portion of the Weft-India eftates belong to 
«  planters who ref.ded in Britain; that much of 
«  the produce being under engagement to be con- 
“  figned to merchants in Britain, and ipeculations, 
»  even on the dire* importation, not b a v w ^ a n -  
«  fwered once in a hundred times ; our Com- 
roentator “  appeals to every merchant in Great 
“  Britain, if he knows how the writer means

(  26 5
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“  apply fuclx obfervations.’ ' I defire to appeal ta 
every merchant’s clerk, whether his mailer ever 
imports Wcft-India produce on his own account: 
L e t  him inftruit our Commentator, That there is 
no arguing again/l fa ils .

H av in g  in this decifive manner convi&ed his 
text o f  manifeil abfurdity, our learned Commen
ta to r*  pronounces a pompous panegyric on the 
circuitous trade, which has made us opulent, g lo 
rious, and great. Here too he clearly (hews the 
extent o f  his reading, and the accuracy o f  his 
knowledge. A  circuitous trade in cppoiuion to a 
domeftic trade ! It has become almoft proverbial, 
That a home trade is always the beji : It is the beft ; 
becaufe the returns o f  the foreign trade are very 
feldom fo quick as thofe o f  the domeftic trade: 
T h e  returns o f  the latter generally come in once, 
and fometimes three or four times a year : Th<& 
returns o f  the former do not come in always once a 
year, and often not in two or three years. A  ca
pital employed, therefore, in the home trade may 
be fent out and brought back twelve times before 
the capital employed in foreign trade has made 
one return or one profir. And it neceffarily fol
lows, that, i f  the capitals are equal, the one em
ployed at home will give infinitely more encou
ragement to the induftry of the. people than the 
other. In proportion then as you widen the circia 
o f  commerce, the capital engaged in it becomes 
lefs gainful to the owner, and l ^ s  advantageous to 
the community.

Our Commentator ought at leaft to have {hewn, 
that we had long enjoyed a great circuitous trade,

(  2 7 )
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before he had exulted cn the wealth derived from 
it. “  It is certainly matter of ferious regret/’ lays 
Mr. Eden * ,  “  that thefe iflands, though aided by 
“  the grèateil local advantages, poifefs fo little of 
f.c what is peculiarly called the carrying-trade of  
u  Europe ; which confers of fupplying the North 
lt with the goods of the South, and the South with 
ic the goods of thç North.”  And the fame gen
tleman attributes the caufe of what he thus re
grets to our prohibitions on the import and export, 
and to the various reitriclions of a. monopolizing 
Ípirir. Í he carrying-trade is Uie natural effeft o f  
great national wealth, fays Doitor Adam Smith * 
but it does not feem to be the natural caufe o f  it. 
The Minjilers, who have been diipofed to favour 
it with particular encouragements, feem to have 
iniftaken the iymptom for the caufe.

Our Commentator is rather unlucky, then, in 
the application of his aoftrine of a circuitous trade 
to the meafure of opening the ports of the filler 
kindoms to each other. Considering the Irifh t* as 
“  our fellow-fubjcils,** and their country as a moil 
valuable part of the empire, the encouraging a 
mutual intercourfe mult be confidered as a wife 
policy for the purpole of promoting that domeftiq 
trade, which, by every commercial writer, is ex
tolled as highly beneficial to the individual, and 
•advantageous to the ftate; becaufe it yields thé 
cjuickcft return of capital, and'is carried on within 
the fphere of 'every trader’s comprehension and 
care. The trade between Great Britain and Ire
land is therefore the next belt trade to the com
merce carried oil among’ the peoplé ôf G r e a t Brî-

*  5  letter to Lord Caríiíle,
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fain themfelycs. Per fe it  freedom lias rendered 
jliis commerce the moil gainful to the induilrious 
inhabitants q f  a nation yvhich has had the wiidora 
to allow no reilraints on its internal interchange o f  
every commodity. Ufeful regulation in the naval 
intercourfe between the lifter' kingdoms ought to 
be diredled confequently, by fimilar means,"to the 
fame profitable end.

But our Commentator had been told, that the Aft 
ç f  Navigation is a great fea  charier ; and, without 
confidering its provifions, or their tendency, be 
fuppofçs, thqt this often-quoted law, which is fo 
much praifed and fo little underftood, had created 
the circuitous trade, the great objei l  o f  his undif- 
tinguiihing panegyrick. H e  did not perceive, 
that the various reftriitions and prohibitions o f  the 
Navigation A i l  have necefiariiy prevented the cir
cuitous trade, by  fubjeElivg Britain to a difadvan-
tagc in every branch o f trade o f which Jhe has not the 
monopoly,

On the other hand, the judicious perfons, who 
frave fpoken without prejudice on this fubjeft, 
a llow the Navigation AQl every merit that its 
warmed admirers can wifh, in refpeil  to the naval 
power, which its provifions have certainly formed. 
On this head o f  its policy it deferves every com- 
nnendiition that the molt eloquent tongue can 
utter, anc} every fupport which the moil zealous 
patriot, warm with the love of Ins- country, and 
Ppiticjpating in her fafety and renown, can give 
to a wile iyilem, directed to the nobleii: and molt 
ufctul end. B y  opening freely the ports of the 
fitter kingdoms to each other for ihips navigated 
by Britjh fubjefls, the principle o f  the N avigation 
A i l  will be extended, and its policy purfued, in

exact
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exaft proportion, as this meafure would certainly 
create a greater body of Britiih feamen. Our 
naval power would alfo be thereby invigorated, at 
the fame time that our private wealth would be 
increafed by additional freights, and by the various 
employments which a numerous ihipping create.

But, it is one of the ftrongeft objections to the 
propofed fyftem, fays our Commentator that it 
entrufis the care of the navigation laws to the Irifh 
cfficers. This remark was probably borrowed from 
Lord  North and Mr. Fox's earlieft fpeeches on 
the fubjeft, which was ftill more confiftent in 
them than in our Commentator himfelf. It may 
be remembered, that the care o f  the Navigation 
Act was delivered by the Iriih ftatute of the 14th 
and 15th of Charles II .  ch. 9. to the Iriih Cuftom- 
houfe officers, who were required to caufe it to be 
duly obferved and executed. As far as the naviga
tion of Ireland was employed in carrying on her 
foreign and coaít trade with Britain, and with the 
reft o f  Europe, the Navigation Aft  was entrufted 
to the care of the Irifh officers from that day ta 
the prefent. When the Iriih traders were allowed 
the American, African, and Levant trade, the 
Ihipping, which they thereby employed, were in 
the fame manner delivered by Lord North to the 
care of the Iriih officers. The additional Ihips, 
which the opening of the ports muft doubtleis 
create* will equally be entrufted to the Iriih officers 
by the Miniiler who fhall carry the prcpofed ar
rangements into laws. T. he objection then, in all 
its extent, could have been only ftarted by acute 
difputants, who were ftudious to oppoie, but re-

*  P. *6.
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gardlefs o f  confiftency. W h ile  the A i l  o f  N a v i
gation {hall continue to be a fundamental law ô f  
Ireland, it muft neceflarily be entrufted to the 
execution of  the Iriih officers, who have thus 
every  motive o f  intereft and duty to aft with fide
lity and vigour. t€ Such *  reafoning our Author 
“  leaves to be refuted by its own abfurdity.”

T h e  W eft India planters and merchants having 
been {hewn, that their intereft conflits in freedom 
o f  commerce and univerfality o f  markets, are 
alarmed by our Author with the fpeétre o f  Smug
gling. T h e  Irifh, it feems, are to fmuggle Frencii 
fugars from the nearer ports o f  Ireland to Britain, 
i f  thefe ports ihall be opened to them, The A u 
thor's opinion amounts to this, that a commerce 
altogether prohibited affords fewer opportunities 
to the fmuggler than a regulated trade, guarded 
by reafonable reftrictions, and enforced by proper 
certificates. M r .  N ecker  thinks very differently 
from our Author on this fubjeft : a duty f ,  fays 
this refpeftable financier, ià preferable to an abso
lute prohibition, as it prevents a great deal o f  
fmuggling.

“  The controverfy zvould be at an en d ”  fays our 
Commentator J ,  indeed, if  the Author o f  the cri
ticized pamphlet could prove, that it is the intereit 
o f  Ireland, as it is ours, to prevent the fraudulent 
importation of  Sugars. The  duty on Mufcovado 
fugars is 1 3  3^4- per Cwt. T h e  duty on foreign 
fugars, which may be diílinguiíhed by its package[j,

*  P. 4 6 . . .  3
+  Adminiftration o f  the Finances, v. I I .  p . 202-— 3.
{ 4 P .  43 .
II Foreign fugara have been condemned on the evidence o f  

the nails.
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i f  not often by its quality, amounts hearty to i  
prohibition. It is the intereft o f  the fair trader 
to prevent fmuggling* It is the intereft of the 
Cuftom-houfe officers to prevent ic, as Well in Ire
land as in Britain, efpecially in fugar* becâufe, if  
they were even inclined to be difhoneft, the rate of 
duty is fo low, compared with the value o f  the 
article, that the fraudulent traders cannot find it 
an objeft to corrupt thofc who are puniflied fe-j 
verely when they are dete&ed. It is the intereil of  
the Iriih adminift ration topunifh negligence as well 
as difdbedience in the officer, fince no' minifter 
wiihes to perform the unpleafant talk of ifnpofing 
taxes. And the volunteers of the “  thinly inha-' 
“  bited coaft o f  Lewder”  have recently turned 
oi t̂ to fupport the Cuflom-houfe officers, with an 
Alacrity which has feldom been (hewn? in any 
part of England. The controverfy, with regard 
to fmuggling, is at an end therefore, by the ad- 
miflion of our Commentator himfelf.

Thé Weft India proprietors, who were at firft 
alarmed by the various arts of party * have, upon 
mature inquiry, been fatisfied, that their intercils 
cannot be materially affefted by Iriih fmuggling. 
They were eafily fatisfied, that whatever illicit 
praitices may exift in the Weft India Wands wilt 
be bed prevented by acts of their own ailemblies.' 
And the Weft India planters were at length con
vinced, by motives 1 cfs mean than thofe fuggefted, 
by our Commentator’s malignity, that their real 
interefts would be better promoted by enlargement 
of  markets, than they could poffibly be injured by 
the fmuggling of a commodity, at once very cum- 
berfome and very waftefuL

“  ThW



«i /* ?■ danS er has» however, always exifted
«  u o  Áng t0 the report o f  the CommilTioners o f
r, n -  „ r mA} thV he pra£Hce o f  permitting the 

oriti lh \\  eft-India produce to come circuitoufly
through the Britiih colonies in N orth  America. 
nd> with a wifdom arifing from experience, thev 

propole , that the fame remedy may be annlied in 
this cafe, which has been found to aniwcr in 
others, that Weft-India goods, when iliipped from 
Ireland for Great Britain, {hall be accompanied by 
the original certificates, founded on the affidavits 
ot the planters. A  fimilar regulation has been 
adopted by  the legiilature, in refpeft tc wines 
coming from Guernfey, without any ill confe- 
quences having arifen to the revenue.

T h e  littlenefs o f  mind which diftinguiihes the 
advocates o f  the prefent oppofition, would not 
allow our Commentator to forego a farcafm on th- 
Commutation T a x ,  thefuccefs o f  which gives them 
many painful fenfations. Defperate in their own 
fituations, they are rendered ftill more mifcrable 
b y  feeing the country profper under the fofter- 
ing hand of  the Minifter, who is the conihnt ob
ject o f  their envy and our Commentator’s malignity.
I  he produce o f  the taxes, which has lately been 
laid before parliament, (hews very clearly how 
touch the revenue has benefited by the reduction 
or thé duties on T e a t  N o  induftry or arts o f  the 
enemies to their country will, therefore, be able 
to create or keep up difconttntx at a meafure» 
by which fuch important advantages have been 
obtained for a nation that had been well nigh ru- 
ined b y  the meafures o f  our Commentator s friends*

E  Having
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Having thus difcuffed the favourite topic o£ 
Smuggling, our Author naturally adverts to fair 
trade * .  In order to lhew his idea o f  the ufeful- 
nefs o f  averages in commercial calculation, he 
ftates the exports o f  nine years againil thofe of a 
fingle year: And to evince his candour he ex
hibits the trade o f  the firft year of peace, againil 
the traffic o f  feveral years o f  war. The following 
ftatement will ihew the progrefs which Ireland 
has made fince the extenfton of  her trade. O f  the 
produce of  that country, there Was exported in 
value, according to a three years average, ending 
with

T o  G r .  Britain. T o  the Britifh colonies. T o  all parts.

1 776— £ .2 ,3 4 5 ,9 4 3  — / .2 4 8 ,0 6 6 —  £ .4 5 8 ,0 7 6  
1783— £-2 ,27 2 ,6 4 5  —  £-355>991 ~  £ - * h M 9

Such is the change which has been produced 
by Lord North’s meafure o f  1780, according to 
the aceompts from the Iriih cuitoms. T o  Africa 
and the Levant, Ireland has not yet opened any 
trade. And from thefe faffs the reader may infer 
what will be her future progrefs.

It was a policy recommended by every commer
cial writer from the reign of king William, and 
adopted by the parliament-}', to cultivate the 
commerce with our colonies in preference to the 
trade with foreign countries. It was the policy o f  
late times to open the ports of Ireland to all the 
world, but to fliut them againit Great Britain.

* P. 88.
-j- S e e  the various laws, giving bounties on the importation 

o f  Colony produce, in exprefs preference to the tomn.odities o f  
iojeign countries.

a And
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A nd  it is from this policy that Ireland enjoys at 
this moment a right to trade freely with all 
E u ro p e  and A fr ica ,  with America and part o f  
Afia ,  though her traffic with Britain continues 
greatly reftrained. T h e  word right may, per
haps, again provoke our Commentator’s repre- 
heniion: H e  reprobates the fuppofed Secretary 
fo r  fpeaking o f  rights, conditional as well as abfa- 
lu te : The  Irifh, according to our Author, have 
only a permiflion to trade with our colonies: T o  
confider the privileges which the people enjoy 
under the fecurity o f  a&s o f  parliament as a mere 
permijfion which may be withdrawn on the pre
tence, that conditions have not been performed, 
our Commentator muft have learned in the femi- 
nary o f  his education, or in the fchool o f  M r. F ox .  
It is not furprizing, then, that the Iriih feeing 
fuch do&rines propagated by a Right Honourable 
Writer, and hearing fuch language from fuch a 
party, ihouid fear for their prefent poifeffions and 
defire future fecurity.

In purfuance o f  the Refolutions o f  Parliament, 
in compliance with the loud requefts o f  Ireland, 
it was adopted as the great principle o f  the pro- 
pofed arrangements to conciliate and to unite the 
Irifh with this country, by affeftion and intereft. 
Bat,  againft this fundamental principle, fq contrary 
to that o f  his party, our Author raifes a very 
violent outcry. W E  are to be plundered, ac
cording to his moderate language, o f  whatever 
could fupport the credit, the grandeur, and the 
power of Great Britain * .  Union then is to create 
weaknefs ; the feulement o f  a diftraded empire is

C 35 )
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to lefiett its grandeur 4 and the diffufion of equaj 
indudry and commercial confidence is to leffen its 
credit. Our Commentator’s-eyes are (b jaundice^ 
by his prejudices, that he fees every objefl: through 
a mift. And in the dark he runs about the nation 
with a torch in his hand *, carelefs whether he 
can extinguiih the conflagration, which he is thus 
active to lio,ht up in the capital, in the pountry, 
in the empire.

The  ac'cufations of fuch a man carry with them 
their own confutation. The reprefentations o f  
fuch a writer ought to be fufpe&ed of  fallacy. 
And the reafanings of fqch a politician ought to be 
confidered as too vehement to be candid, too pe
remptory to be perfuafive, and too prejudiced tq 
be juft.

In this moderate fpirit our Commentator $ 
gravely aiferts, “  That ignorance and incapacity 
“  have delivered over to Ireland the whole 
“  trade of Great Britain, without ilipulating any 
“  equivalent in return.” He proves this incredible 
charge, by dating, that we fend goods amounting 
to io ,co o  1. a year duty-free to Ireland and receive 
annually no lefs than the value of 2,000,000 J, 
duty-free in return. Whether the Right Honour
able Gentleman adopted his very candid objeftioq 
from the newfpapers, or the newfpapers received 
it from him, is a quedion which does not deferve 
much confideration. One truth is clear, that the 
whole drain, fentiment, and even language, of our 
Commentator, may be evidently traced in para
graphs in the newfpapers and in eifays, which 
have been diligently circulated through the king
dom.

11 See from p. 50 to 59. P. 5 1 .
Let
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L e t  us, however, ilate the fa&  before we e x a i  
jiiine the obje&ion. T h e  value o f the whole pro
duce o f  Ireland w hich was fent to England, ac
cording to a three years average, ending with 1 7 8 3 ,  
as ftated by the Iriih Cuftomhoufe, amounted to

£.2,272,645
which included the three great arti

cles o f  Provifions, R a w  Materials* 
and Linen, imported duty free.

( a ?  )

O f Provifions,

Bullocks
H ogs
B e e f
Tongues
Butter •
Pork
Hams
Flitches
Hoeflard
Fiih

9 5 2
229  

8 0 ,0 18  Bar.
I ,I2 Q  D o z . 

1 3 1 , 4 3 6  Cw t. 
5 5 ,3 7 6  Bar .  

299 Cwt. 
1 ,9 4 2
2 ,688  Cw t.

2 2 9
1 0 2 , 6 9 1

6 7 7
2 6 2 ,8 7 2

73>o 64
4 5 0
4 8 5

4 *°3Z
968

T otal o f  Provifions

O f  R a w  Materials.

W ool-iheeps —  2 ,0 4 4  Stones
Cotton —  3>5M  Œs*

v „  ~ Linen —  3 ^ 0 6 2  Cwt. 
W oollen  —  777 Stones

-W orfted —  77>452 Stones 
Tallow  —  35>382 Cw t.
Hides untanned —  8 3 ,5 2 1  N°« >

1 7 6
19 8 ,3 7 6

1 1 0 ,6 7 8
•7 0 ,7 6 4
1 1 1 , 3 6 1

Total o f  Raw  Materials £ .4 9 2 ,5 0 0
O f
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O f Linen Cloth.'

Cambricks —  1 3 5  Yards —  £ .38
Plain —  18 , 108 ,9 58  Yards —  1 ,207,263
Coloured —  256 Yards —  20

Total of Linen Cloth ------  £ . 1 ,2 0 7 ,2 6 3

T h e  value o f  the Irifh cargo being
thus ----------  £ .2 ,27 2 ,6 4 5

The value of articles imported duty
free being ---------  2,050,049

The value o f  Iriih duty goods mufl
therefore be --------  222 ,596

Ï have in this manner placed our Author’s fails 
in as ftrong a light as he could wiih. Yet,  when 
the particulars are attended to, what do they prove ? 
Nothing againft our exifting laws, and little againft: 
the propofed arrangements.

That the importation of  cattle from Ireland was 
once declared a nuifance by Parliament, is an o c 
currence which hiftorians have recorded, to mark 
its folly, or its faftion. Salted provifions were 
alfo imported, in former times, under prohibitory 
duties. But the progrefs of liberality among the 
country gentlemen and farmers, who, o f  all de- 
feriptions of men in Britain, are, to their honour, 
the lealt governed by an avaricious fpirit, has at 
length allowed the importation from Ireland duty
free. It has indeed been remarked by a mod j u 
dicious writer, 7'bat to hinder the importation of pro* 
•vifionsy is to Jet bounds to the indujlry and population 
o f a man^Jaduring Kingdom : yet our Author would



infinuate, that we were governed, in this m eafure, 
b y  a greater regard to the Irifh nation than atten
tion to our own induftrious claffes. T h e  Iriih 
a rgue,  however, in a very different manner. W e  
h ave  confented, fay they, that provifions fhall be 
always fent to you thus, on paying a trifling e x 
port duty o f  about $  per cent, on the value, which 
will  be in fome meafure injurious to us, and bene
ficial to you, in two refpeits ; provifions will be 
thereby fomething dearer in Ireland, and fome- 
thing cheaper in Britain. A n d  in this manner do 
the Iriih give,  and we receive, fome equivalent 
on this head o f  the propofed arrangements, con
trary to our A uth or ’s candid fuggeftions.

It was late in the progrefs o f  commercial know
ledge that we admitted the importation o f  any ma
terials o f  manufaflure duty-free. W e  thus import 
from Ireland raw materials to the value o f  half  a 
million, which our manufacturers declare to be 
very eflential to their buhnefs. Our own intereft 
then governed the meafure o f  allowing the impor
tation of what we couid not well do without. T h e  
prohibition o f  the exportation o f  our wool to I re 
land is to continue, notwithstanding which we h a v*  
the extenfive right of fending our woollen manu
factures into that country, as they are prohibited 
from M  the reft o f  the w o r ld ;— on the other hand, 
ihe gives us the raw materials, both in linen and 
woollen yarn, with which we carry on our rival 
manufactures. T o  procure in this manner raw 
materials from the Iriih, amid ft their folicitude for 
themfelves, while we deny them ours, is judici
a l l y  cor.fidered by our author * ,  “  as a m'anifeft

(  39 )
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u p roof o f  the ignorance and incapacity of thfi 
** negotiators on the part o f  Great Britain.”

But, our Author chiefly complains, That we 
fliould allow that to continue, which has long 
exifted : T hat  we ihould permit the Iriih to fend 
us linens, duty-free, in preference to thofe of 
Germany and Ruffia. The Iriih fupply us with 
plain linen, duty-free : W e  fupply them, in the 
fame unincumbered mode, with fine and figured 
linens. The  principle of the regulation is thus 
perfectly equal, or rather fomething in our favour, 
becaufe we improve the linen fabricks, which we 
fend to them, to a higher Hate o f  manufafture ; 
though the benefits of a larger confumption are 
doubtlefs on the fide o f  the Iriih, who being heither 
fo numerous, nor fo rich, cannot confume fo much 
o f  ours as we do o f  theirs: Two-thirds of the Iriih 
linen imported are neceifarily ufed at home; be
caufe increafing as our manufacture is, it cannot 
fupply enough for ourfelves : One-third is ex
ported, as part o f  the mifcellaneous cargoes which 
our extenfive traders fend to every market : A  tax 
on the import of an article o f  neceilary confump
tion muit be paid by the confumer, without in
juring the maker: Such a tax mud be drawn back 
on the exportation, or we ihould lofe the profit of 
the foreign fale. This principle, however, our 
Author warmly declares *  “  to be partial, unjuft, 
“  and ruinous,”  without confidering to what an 
extent our export trade is increafed by the imall 
bounties paid on the low-priced linens.

It is furely o f  imporrance to trace minutely the 
operation of the principle which is thus cenfured

*  P. 5 1 .

as



a& /c y n ju i l  and ruinous becaufe the propofed 
arrangements, being framed on a principle ana
logous to it, mud ftand or fall with the refult of 
our inquiries. T he filler kingdoms feem to have 
enjoyed each a linen manufacture from the earlieft 
ages. W ith  a view to revenue, perhaps more 
than to regulation, the Iriih parliament impofed * 
at the Restoration an exciic and cuftom o f  twelve 
{hillings for every hundred ells o f  Britijh  linen 
which (hould be’ thereafter imported into Ireland. 
D uring  thofe days o f  monopoly Iriih linen could 
not be imported into England. It was firft per
mitted by the 7 and 8 o f  King William III 7 ,  “  for 
“  encouraging the linen manufacture o f  Ireland,”  
upon a recital, that great fums of  money had been 
yearly  exported for the purchafing of hemp, flax, 
and linen, which might be prevented in a great 
naeafure, by a fupply from Ireland. T o  encourage 
Irifh linens, and to difcoùrage thofe o f  foreign 
countries, was the ruling principle o f  this act, 
which has continued in force, without complaint, 
to the prefent times. W h ile  the diiputes about 
the Union were depending, Scotch linen was pro
hibited X by an Englifh aft from being lent inro 
Ireland. A nd it was not till the 4th George I. that 
Britiih linen was allowed [| to enter into compe
tition with the Irifh, by being admitted duty-free 
into Ireland. From a period, favourable to free
dom, the commerce of linen between the fifter 
kingdoms has been perfectly unreflrained, and

*  B y  1 4 ,  1 5  C h .  II .  ch. 8 , 9.
t  C h .  39,
X B y  3 and 4 A n ,  ch 8.
11 B y  Iriili 4 G e o .  I .  ch. 6.
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the manufa&urers o f  both have been the fup- 
porters, rather than the rivals of each other.

Were we to argue, with our Author, in favour 
of monopoly, we ought to prefume, that the in
fant manufa&ure o Ï Irilh linen muft have fuf- 
tained an irreparable injury, in 1 7 1 8 ,  from the 
unqualified importation of Scots and Engliih linens: 
W e  know, however, from experience, that ao 
fuch blow was given, and that no fuch deftru&ion 
followed- Few manufactures have ever grown 
from fmall beginnings to perfection with quicker 
fteps than the Irilh linens, fince the commence
ment of competition ; as the candid reader may 
learn from the following ftatement* O f  linen cloth 
there were exported from Ireland, according to a 
three years average,

ending with 1 7 1 6  —  yards 2 ,176,499
ending with 17  j 6  —  6,240,353
ending with 1 756 —  12 ,4 7 1 ,6 5 4
ending with 1 77 6  —  19 ,2 0 8 , 1 16

While the export of the Iriih linens thus in- 
creafed to that va ft amount, and in fome fubfe- 
quent years to a ftill greater ; while the Iriih found 
their beft market in Britain ; the Eritiih linens in- 
crealed nearly in the fame proportion. W e may 
learn this animating truth from a confideration of 
the augmented quantity o f  the raw materials 
brought in, befides great quantities raifed under 
the bounties lately granted by Parliament ; from 
the increafed quantity of Britifh linens exported, 
or made for fale ; and from the diminiihed value 
of foreign linens at different times imported

( 42 )
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OF linen yarn there were imported.
ín 1 7 s i  -------  *bs. 1 ,6 44 ,553
in 1 7 7 1  ----  3>943>322

in 1 7 7 2 - 3 - + *  —  ib s* n >343>585
in 1 7 8 0 - 1 - 2 -----  1 7 , 8 5 1 ,439

W e  fhall perhaps be told that fome o f  this is
Ufed in the cotton manufacture •, the proportion is,
however, very finall fincethe fp inningof cotton has 
been brought to fuch perfection by Mr. A rkw rig h t ’s 
machines.

T h e  increafe o f  the manüfa&ure o f  Britifli linens 
may be interred, 2.dly, from the quantity exported, 
after fupplying the demands o f  the home market.

O f  Britiih linens receiving bounty, there were 
exported from England,

in 1 7 4 3  ------- yards 5 2 ,7 7 9
in 1 7 5 3  ---- -------  6 4 r , 5 i o
in 1 7 6 3  ---------------  2>308>31 0
in 1 7 7 3  ---------------  $>235,266'
in 1 7 8 3  *-------  8 ,8 73 ,0 9 2

O f  Britifh fail cloth there were alfo exported,
in 1743  — >ard3 I 2 I »374

1753 *----------- 549w4^
in 1 7 6 3  ------1----  9 6 2 , 3 1 6
in 1 7 7 3 ---------- i , i 35>566
in 1 7 8 3  - — *— • I j 5 9 6>3 28

O f  the rife, or decline, o f  the linen manufacture
of Scotland, we can more certainly determine, from 
the regifters kept o f  the quantity llampt annually

(  43 )
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for Tale, which is but a part o f what is made there. 
L.ittlewas probably manufactured for export prior to 
the year 17 2 7 ,  when the linen o f Scotland received 
fome additional encouragements. There were ftampt 
for fale,

in 17 2 4  (about) 2,000,000 yards,
in 17 3 4  ■—  4,746,82 6
in 1 7 4 4  —  5, «40 ,727
in 17 5 4  —  8 ,914 ,569
in 1764  (about) 12 ,000 ,000
in 17 7 4  —  1 1 ,4 2 2 , 1 1 5
ill 1784  —  15 ,348,744
in 178 3  —  17 ,0 74 ,777
in 178 4  —  l 9}l 3%>593

T o  fuch a point of great nefs has the linen manu
facture of Scotland rifen, in half a century, not- 
withftanding every competition and fome temporary 
checks, from the Itate o f credit and circulation, 
which equally affected the Englifh manufacture, 
about the years 1773  and 1774. Whether we con
template then the increafed quantity of linen yarn 
imported; the increafed quantity of Britiih linen and 
hempen cloth exported ; or the va ft additions an
nually made to the number of yards ftampt for fale 
in Scotland; we muft be fatisfied, that the linen 
manufacture of Britain is in a moil flourifbing itate, 
though the principles of equal competition, under 
which it flouriihes, is condemned by our Author 
“  as ruinous.”  „

W ere any confirmation o f this agreeable truth 
ncceilary, we might derive additional proofs from 
confidering how much the importation of foreign 
linens has diminiihed, as our own manufacture has 
increafed. O f foreign linens thcie were imported 
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into England * ,  according to a five years average, 

ending with 17 5 6 ,  —  yards 3 1 , 5 6 1 , 5 3 7

T h e  linen manufaihirers, who came up to par
liament, in 1 7 7 3 ,  to complain o f  the ruin o f  their 
bufinefs, attributed that ruin indeed to the in- 
creafed importation o f  foreign linens. T h ey  did. 
not perceive that almbft all their diftreffes arofe 
from an obllru&ed circulation, which grew  out o f  
the fufpefted credit o f  thole bankrupt times. A n d  
they called for a new duty on foreign linens, as 
the beil remedy for a difeafe which did not really 
exift. But, neither the complainants, nor the 
Woollen manufafturers, who oppoied their defires, 
becaufe they feared the retaliation o f  foreign 
courts, objefted to the encouragement that for 
eighty years had been given the Irilh linens, as 
the cauie of the jealoufy of other countries. T h e  
Board o f  Trade, at which fat Lord Carliile and 
M r. Eden, attributed the augmented import o f  
Iriih linens, and the diminiihed import o f  foreign f ,  
“  to the accumulated duties on foreign linens, not- 
“  vvithftanding fuch duties are faid to have ope- 
“  rated to the prejudice o f  our own woollen trade, 
“  by inducing foreign powers to lay reciprocal 
“  burdens on it.”  Eut, the Board' o f  T rade do 
not, like our Author, alfign as a caUfe>of foreign 
retaliation, that, b y  a law o f  K ing W illiam ’s 
reign, we had given fpecial encouragement to the

* Report o f  the Linen Committee*
f  L inen  Report ut i y 3o.

ending with 1 7 6 1 ,  
ending wirh 17 6 6 , 
ending with 1 7 7 1 ,

2 8 ,3 3 4 ,8 2 1
24,815,364
2 4 ,9 8 8 ,4 77

Iriih



Iriih linens in declared preference to that of other 
countries. Foreign powers did not complain, at 
leaft we did not much dread their complaints, 
when we gave encouragements to our colony pro
duce in preference to theirs, from the reign 01 
Queen Anne to the prefent time. Nor can they 
complain of the avowed preference given to the 
produftions of our fellow-fubje&s, which is onl) 
continued at the end of ninety years, but is not 
now begun.

This preference muft be retained, whatever our 
Author has faid in paragraphs, or in his pamphlet ; 
otherwife, many of our own manufactures would 
be undone. Let us take the example of iron w
are the iron-maiters prepared with all their im
provements and their ikill to continue their impor
tant works without a duty on foreign iron ? Ihey 
will tell our Author that they are not ; and will , 
probably add, that they are little obliged to him 
for attempting to raile a jealoufy, which may pro
duce mifchief, but can do no good. Our Author 
had fo fine an opportunity, however, of involving 
the nation in a dilemma with the European powers, 
or with Ireland, that his prudence could not refill 
his malignity, whatever might be the conieqrence
o f foreign or of civil war.

Having endeavoured to point out the ruinous 
tendency of the general principle of the propofed 
a r ra n g e m e n t s ,  contrary to faCls, to experience, and 
tothedeciiive experience of fixtyyears,our Commen
tator proceeds with his ufual moderation to ceniure 
the mode : the Refolutions had been traiifmitted 
to Ireland * , it feems, long before the Committee

( 4 «  )
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o f  Council had been appointed to m eet: T h e  
evidence appeared too late for any wife or prudent 
purpofes. T h e  Refolutions, which were thus fenr, 
contain, whatever may be their number, one ru l
ing principle, that a free  and equal trade muft be 
for the mutual benefit and lafting advantage o f  the 
filler kingdoms. T h e  truth o f  the general pofi- 
rion had been often difcufled before the public. 
T h e  opinions o f every confiderable man, in both 
countries, had been fettled, as to its truth and 
wiidom. T he Parliament had fan&ioned the utility 
o f  the meafure, by refolving on the motion o f  
thofe who now oppofe the execution o f  it, “  that 
“  the connexion between the two kingdom s ought 
“  to be eftabliihed b y  mutual confent on a  per- 
“  manent bafis.” — It s q u ir e d ,  therefore, no addi
tional evidence to illuflrate or fupport a principle, 
which had thus been jullified by private appro
bation, and confirmed by public authority.

But, to carry into prattice the principle o f  an 
equal trade required the information o f  profef- 
fional men, who, being belt acquainted with the 
minute particulars o f  their own affairs, could beft 
point out the various modifications which an equa
lity o f  trade requires. In order to gain this in
formation, two queftions were fubmitted to the 
Committee o f  Council: l i t ,  Whether, in pru
dence, the duties payable in Britain, on the im
port o f  Iriih proJu& s, could be reduced to the 
rate payable on the importation o f  Britiih gooJs, 
o f  the fame kind, imported into Ireland ? 2dly, 
\  Whether it would be the intereft o f  Britain to 
continue the preferences, whatever they might be, 
which ai'e now allowed to Ireland, in oppolitioa 
to fimilar articles o f foreign growth ? And the

Com-
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Committee of Council affembled time enough to 
gain the neceffary information for anfwering both 
thefe que liions, important as they are. I he 
Committee approved o f the general plan, “ that 
certain moderate duties ihould be impofed on 
the importation o f the goods, the manufacture 
o f each other, fo as to fecure a preference^ in J ie  
home market to the like articles o f their own 
growth; and at the fame time leave the filler 
kingdom advantages, though not equal to its own, 
yet fuper'ior to .tbofe granted to any foreign coun
try .”  Such are the great outlines of the proposed 
arrangements : And the Committee of Council 
give it as their opinion, “c lh at  the duties now 
“  payable on Britiih goods, imported into Ireland, 
“  are} by their moderation, as well adapted to an- 

fwer this purpofe as could be devifed.
W ith the refult of this inquiry our Author ap

pears to be extremely diffatisfied. K e  did not ex- 
peû , that, in a cafe where the prejudices of the 
manufacturers were much more likely to govern 

.them than their real interefls, they would gene
rally fpeak with fo much diftinctnefs, moderation, 

'and liberality : And he exults, that a body of 
manufacturers, called together at a tavern, for the 
purpofe of working on their prejudices, Ihould 
contradift and condemn what any one had laid 
and approved before the Committee of Council. 
W ith his ufual decency he cenfures the Privy 
Couafejlqrs for confining the inquiry to the 
only object, which could be conlidered : For,
they knew, “  That Ireland as well as Great 
“  Britain has already a right to fupply its own 

market, and the markets of foreign countries, 
with any ecods of its manufactures, fubjeft
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Z ,0nlZ  t0 fucnh , duties and reftriaions as its own

th ey  fu d ^ H  K k ,Pr° per to imP ° fe-”  A nd
duty though \v COnfiflent with their
duty though their forbearance does not gratify
our Author, to inquire how much the Irifli i r e
lik e ly  to rival the Bririih manufacturers in the
European or American markets, to which they had
been admitted by the party for which he is an
apologiil. _ ih e y  probably thought with M n
fcden, that it is lnconfirtent with practical wifdoin

To mourn a mi/chief that is pajt and gone.

"  H aving, however, cenfured this examination «  as 

«  f J "  3,?d ll,m,tf d’ ”  the interrogatories “  as
«  rn ív '” 115’ T  - evidence » as unfatisfac- 

tory our Author, with a h a p p y  confiftencv
retails this evidence to the public, through three and
wenty pages. H owever tedious the ta lk  may b e ,

and however dull, the interefts o f  truth require
that we ihould follow him, in order to reftifv his
mis-ftatements, to detett his mifreprefentations and

m :  7 al f a a s , " I  the & cc o f  intended
t e  o " „  order. "  Wl,'Ch "  B i "  fol,OW “

(  4 9  )

S I L K S .

. T llls  1S .n° t  an Iriih manufacture o f  long ftand- 
m g ;  nor is it a flouriihing one. W e  may infer 
thus much from the quantity both o f  raw and ma- 
x. biûured iilk, which the demands o f  that country

G



««mired O f both there were imported, accord- 

ing t„  a three years “ d‘" « anofaautcd

lb .  lb .

with 1 7 5 4  —  Í M 08  —  »4*485
with 1 7 6 4  —  49.^94 —  2°>735
with 1 7 7 4  —  4 V >*8 —  1 5*949
w i t h  17^4  37 jo i 5 20>  95

' C an  there  b e  a  m ore convincing p ro o f  adduced, 
that the filk m a n u fa a o ry  does not flourtih

í ° s r d Æ t t t t s s ï ï

our o f  w ork  in Ire lan d , he had g o t  immediate em

p lo y  in Spittalfields -, and that a JhM»S Wl11 6 °  
fa rth er  in a  poor man’ s maintenance in L o n d o n , 
t h a n f o u r t e e n  pence in D u b lin ,  w here  lodgings are 

j. r  reafonable as in Lo n do n . 1 his man s plain 
X  m S l  -a greater impreffion on the com m ittee 
S  the fl“ Æ d c n c c Pof M e flr ,  Peele, W alker,

Ou'r'ftgaciom Commentator has, however, dif- 
covered , that, when the ports o f  Ireland we i e  opene , 
the Ir i ih  exp orted  filks ; that in 1 7 8 3 ,  a year 
ücace they fent out a  la rger quantity than in 1 7 8 2 ,  
a  v ear  o f  w ar ; w hile  their own consumption was 
c h S  fupp lied  from  B r ita in , But the queftion ,3 

t w h at  theV fend to other countries, to which 
thev have now, a right to tt .d e ; but what they ate 
i kelv 1 0  fend to this country ; the Infh good, being 
l u a d i  with duties to eountervad the Bm .ih orns.

(  5° )



together with the charges o f freight, infurance, and 
faftorage. T he Iriih it feems will not in future 
fend their filk and other manufa£tures to thofe 
markets, wherein they may meet us on equal 
terms; but it is inculcated by our Author, and feared 
by his deluded followers, that the Iriih will work 
for the Britiih markets alone, wherein they mull 
pay duties, befides 3 per cent, for charges o f im
portation. He contends, that the Iriih, from the 
ihortnefs of the voyage, may fend their goods to 
the Weft Indies and America on better terms than 
the Britifh : ye: he confidently tells us, that the 
Irijh ivill involve Great Britain in ruin, by fupply- 
ing her home market, though burdened with a 
greater charge, than any manufacturer can hope to 
gain by his bufinefs.

The mod judicious writers calculate the ufual 
profit of manufacture at double the intereft of 
money. The profit .in Britain ought therefore to 
be ten per cent. ; the profit in Ireland mult confe- 
quently be twelve per cent. : And before the Irifh 
can difpofe of their manufactures in the Britifh 
market, there muft be an advance on the firfl coil 
o f three percent, more than the reafonable profit. 
Yet our Author wifely argues, that the Iriih will 
refort to the Britifh markets in preference to thofe 
o f  the reft of the woVld, where, he fays, they can 
fell even on lower terms. And this deep obfer- 
vation he is particularly anxious to have remem
bered through the whole of his reafoning.

Ireland has been hitherto fupplied in a great 
meafure from Britain with manufactured and even 
with raw filk. The Irifh have formerly employed 
about fifteen hundred filk manufacturers, who re- 
üde chiefly in Dublin. They cannot from this cir-

G  2 cum-
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( 52 )
cumftance manufacture fo cheap as the fame goods 
are made in Britain, as Boulger informed the Houle 
o f  Commons, and as the manufacturers themfelves 
confefled to the committee of council. Yet thev_ v •
ilill thought, that the Englifh manufacturer would 
have great feafon to apprehend the competition o f 
the Iriih for two reafons ; the Britiili pay duties on 
the import of dying fluffs ; the Iriih have the raw 
lilk at a lower price. With regard to the firil, the 
manufacturers were certainly in an error; they muft 
have miftaken the duties on the exportation of 
dying materials for duties on the importation. And 
they were perhaps as much miftaken, in fuppofing 
that the Irifii having the raw materials at a lower 
duty than we have them gives them every advan
tage in coming to this market, becaufe their manu
factures muil be loaded with additional duties to 
countervail that ;— nor does it give them the fmalleft 
advantage over our manufactures in a foreign mar
ket, as there are bounties on our filk goods ex
ported to compenfate fully for the duty on the raw 
material ; the Iriih can therefore derive no benefit 
from their low duty but for their own confumption, 
a great part of which we do and muft continue to 
fupply.

T he manufacturers who were heard before the 
Committee o f  Council, complained of the Dublin 
Society for giving bounties to their tradefmen, 
and were apprehenfive that there would be great 
quantities o f foreign Silks fmuggled through Ire
land into Britain. Experience feems, however, to 
have dccided againft the reafonablenefs of their 
fears in both cafes. T he Dublin Society firil 
ereCted their filk warehoufe in 17  6 5 ;  yet, from 
that time to the prelent (as we have leen) the im

port



port o f  raw filk has decreafed, while the amount 
o f  the manufactured filk carried thither has in
creafed. I f  fmuggling has been reduced to a fyf- 
tem, can we fuppofe, that the Smugglers to effeCt 
their purpofes will take two voyages inftead o f  
one, will run a double rifque to land their foreign 
filks, when a fingle rifque would bring them 
ihore? or will venture into Ireland, where the 
manufacturers are aCtive in detecting the enemies 
o f  the fair trader, and where manufactured ft Iks 
cannot be removed from place to place without 
permits, when they may land their goods on fôme 
o f  the neighbouring coafts o f  England, where 
meeting with aflociates in the fame caufe they may 
hope to efcape detection ?

W ith his ufual confidence our Commentator 
challenges the fuppofed Secretary to point out 
what article of manufacture the lrijh buy in Britain , 
which they can get cheaper in any other country. 
Manufactured filk is one article, and woollen cloth 
another. T he Iriih parliament have impofed a 
duty o f £ . 3  15 / . 2í/. per pound weight *  on wrought 
filks imported, except from Great Britain . And
wrought filk might be imported cheaper from 
Italy and France-, woollen cloths we have already 
ihewn are excluded by prohibitory duties ; and 
10  per cent, has lately been laid on various com
modities not imported from Britain, T hus our 
Commentator’s confidence leads to that conviction ' 
o f  his own ignorance, which he laboured to fix  
on the objeCts of his envy.

From the article o f  filks our Commentator, how
ever, proceeds triumphantly to the great buiinefs

*  Eaton’s book o f Rates, p. 9 G e o . I I .  ch. 2.
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O F  W O O L L E N S .

I T  is doubtlefs true, that this has always been 
the great article of jealoufy in this nation till the 
prefent moment ; becaufe this vail fource o f our 
opulence has been carefully guarded by the pro- 
pofed arrangements, and properly underftood by 
thafe who are the moil interelted in its preferva- 

/tion. From the Revolution to this day, no wool 
in its manufactured ftate could be exported from 
this kingdom. N o  wool or woollen manufacture 
could be exported from Ireland, except to Great 
Britain, fince the reign of king W illiam : W ool, 
worfted and woollen yarn, have been long ex
portable from Ireland, and importable into this 
nation, duty-free. The Britiíh manufactures 
o f wool couid be fent into Ireland, on payment 
o f very trifling duties, while foreign woollens 
are excluded : The Iriih manufactures o f  wool 
could be imported into Great Britain, on paying 
prohibitory duties. The intended arrangements 
propofe no other change, in the article o f wool
lens, than to admit the Iriih wroollen manufactures 
into this country, on paying the fame duties which 
have long been paid on the Britiih woollens iu 
Ireland. T he Iriih parliament, in this feffion, 
have already rejected the meafure of prohibiting 
the exportation of worfted yarn, which our manu
facturers fay is a very effential article ; and which 
they will, therefore, continue to have duty-free : 
on the other hand, we deny the Iriih our wool on 
any terms : T hey only deûre, in return, that the

woollen



woollen manufactures of the two kingdoms may 
be admitted into each other, on paying equal du
ties, but mutually fubjeCted to the extra charge 
o f  freight, infurance, and factorage.

Our Commentator’s defign has led him, how
ever, to mifreprefent what he could not deny. 
H e aflerts *  boldly, in the face of an a il  of parlia
m ent!, that the new duties to be paid on Irijh wool
len yarn w ill be extremely prejudicial to the Jlu ff  
manufacturers, becaufe they cannot procure a fuf- 
ficent quantity o f Engliih. It is impofiible that 
new duties can take place, under the propofed ar
rangements, in a cafe where old duties did not 
exift before on either fide. The ftatute juil quoted 
removed all duties from the exportation of worited 
yarn to England, although that article cannot be 
exported from Great Britain to Ireland. And it 
is but common juftice to the Minifter, to fuppofc 
he will guard againft any innovation, in this refpeét, 
in the final arrangement of the bufinefs.

N o , fays our Author];, in the fame {train of can
dour, it is of no commercial confequence to any 
country, whether its produce is fent out at the 
price of two fhillings or of twenty. He reprobates 
the fuppofed Secretary for itating, that the old 
drapery, being o f the value of 14 j. a yard, and 
the new drapery of 2 s. 6d. the old was a more ad
vantageous manufacture to Ireland than the new. 
T ill  our Author enlightened the world with his 
Reply, it was univerfally acknowledged, that a 
country was enriched in proportion as its manu
factures were worked to perfection ; becaufe every

♦ P. 58— 9.
f  Iriih att, 3  G eo. II .  ch. 3.
X P. S 7.
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nrw operation requires additional labour, which 
produces ftill more employment and profit. Hence 
has it been an objeit of anxious policy, for ages in 
Britain, to manufacture highly every fleece of 
her wool. And hence we may judge of the va- 
l u e o f  that equivalent which Ireland gives, when 
(he permits us to work up fo much o f her raw ma
terials, even for her own confumption.

But our Commentator has difcovered, from the 
Cuftom-houfe accounts in the News-papers, that 
the export of Irifh woollens have greatly increafed 
iince 178 0 . T h e  door was then opened by his 
friends; and the Iriib availed themfelves of this 
favourable circumftance: The peace was made at 
the end of 1 7 8 2 ;  and the Iriih fent their goods to 
iuch markets as had till then been hoftile to them. 
T h e  Iriih looms have, by thefe events, been fet to 
work; and they have been more employed lince 
they were free than before. Thefe are doubtlefs 
difcoveries worthy of our Author’ s fagacity : But, 
he contends for the honour of a ftill greater dilco- 
very : That the Iriih traders will not fend their 
Woollen goods to thofe markets where they may 
meet on equal terms with Britifh woollens, nay, on 
better, according to him; but, with a fpirit pecu
liar to themfelves, will alone trade in that mar
ket wherein their goods muft neceflarily come 
charged with a duty and other confequent expen- 
ces of freight, commiffion, and factorage, on the 
firft coil, which amount to the profit of the manu
facturer.

It is unneceflary to litigate a point, which has 
been already decided by the proper judges. T i e  
manufacturers of Norwich, o f Yorklhire, and 
[Wilis, declared to the committee of council, with 

5 a com-
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a commendable fpirit o f  candour and liberality, 
that they were under no apprehenfions o f  the com
petition o f  the Iriih in the home market while 
they themfelves were allowed the exclufive manu- 
facture o f  the raw material, as they had always 
been That, as to foreign markets, it would ill 
become them, even by their wiihes, to deprive fel- 
low-iubje&s o f  natural advantages. T h e  woollen 
manufaiturers have fince coniidered the propofed 
arrangements : and they have again declared, that 
their interefts cannot be materially affeited by the 
competition of the manufailured goods ; while the 
advantage o f  the raw material will remain folely to 
Great Britain. But our Commentator, with his ac- 
cuftomed decency, cenfures *  their reafons «  as ab- 

lurd — and condemns their conduit, “  as allow
ing party to outweigh felf-intereft.”  Few  men 

argue abfurdly againft their private interefls to 
public predileffions. And the woollen manufac
turers of the W eltern counties were too prudent 
to gratify Mr. W edgw ood’s pailion for politics, at 
the hazard o f  provoking Iriih retaliation : they faw, 
that by oppoiing the arrangements, in order to 
pleafe a party, they might probably lofe, but 
could not poilibly gain. From this difcuffion o f
'voollens, we may now proceed with our Author to 
the Article

* P. 6t—2.
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O F  R E F I N E D  S U G A R .

H e on this head of his fubjeft blames the fup- 
pofed fecretary, not fo much for what the text has 
faid, as for what it ought to have faid. Our Com
mentator admits, that though the Iriih will not be 
able to fupply the Britiih market with refined fugar, 
they may fend it molaffes. Whatever the text, or 
the commentary may fay, the proper judges have 
determined the point o f  policy in favour of the 
arrangements. The fugar bakers are perfectly fa- 
tisfied with the countervailing duties, which the 
Iriih have laid. And under the proteftion o f  fuch 
duties the refiners determined, that the propofed 
fyftem would not injure the Britiih trade.

Bur, fays our Commentator, the importation o f 
molaifes at a low price will necefiarily fink the 
value in Britain, and encourage the diftillery o f  
molaffes, to the prejudice o f the malt diftillery. He 
is again entangled in his abfurdity o f  fuppofing, 
that a circuitous voyage brings the commodity the 
cheapejl to market. I f  the traders can gain by the 
importation of molaiïes, they will bring them di- 
refily from the Weft Indies, and not from Ireland. 
The high duty on the importation will fufficiently 
proreft the malt-diftillery. And our Author might 
have known, that it is one of the greateft diffi
culties of political ceconomy to reduce the prices, 
which have once been high. From his contra
dictory remarks on fugar, our Commentator pro
ceeds triumphantly to

i C O T
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C O T T O N .

“  I f  Ireland has profited fo much, fays he, with 
u  his ufual artifice, by a diftant trade, which is but 
u  in its infancy, what may we not dread from her 
u  having a near market opened to her, where (he 
u will have fo many advantages.”  W hether Ire
land has profited fo much by her American trade ; 
whether Manchefter, which has fent cargoes to a a 
almofl incredible extent to America fince the peace, 
is likely to gain more, when file lhall receive re
mittances ; are queilions which need not here be 
difcuifed. T he Iriih doubtlefs profited from the 
opening o f  their ports in 1 7 8 0 :  T h e y  fent out 
ftill greater cargoes, as the Britiih traders have 
always done, when the return o f  peace offered 
larger markets. A nd the Britiih and Iriih mer
chants have an equal right to appear on equal 
terms in foreign countries : T h e  Britiih have a right 
too to iupply Ireland, as they have hitherto done, 
on paying a duty of 10 ^ -per cent. on the value, 
with charges o f  importation, amounting to about 
i f  per cent. more : A nd it is propofed to allow the 
Iriih to fend their Cotton manufaftures to Britain, 
on paying the fame duties, with the Excife (where 
an Excife  exifts) and charges o f importation.

T- he Iriih (according to the fuggeition o f  our 
Author) are to relinquifh the market, wherein they 
have now a right to appear on equal terms, and 
to find their principal fales in the market wherein 
they muit pay an unequal duty and charges to a

H  x greater



greater amount than the full profit on the goods. 
This is the queftion, which our Author prefumes, 
but does not prove : yet this is the only queftion 
which he ought to have proved.

If  the realonable profit of manufacture is ad
mitted to be double intereit o f money, every parcel 
o f  Britiih goods, on which ^ 10 0 .  had been ex
pended, mult come to the B i it ik  market at £ 1 1 0 .

On the other hand,
The Iriih firft coft and profit muil be ^ 1 1 2  0 0
T ax  l o f  per cent. —  1 1 1 5 6
Charges i \  per cent. —  2 1 6 0

1 26 1 1  6

(  6o  )

In this view of the fubject, the Britiih manu
facturer can afford to underfell the Iriih in the Bri
tiih market £ . 1 6  1 is. 6cJ. for every £ 10 0 .  firit coil 
of goods. And when an excife is paid, they can 
underfell the Iriih competitors itill more -, though 
our Author will have it, indeed * ,  that when Iriih 
excifed goods are fold, the confumer will pay the 
tax ; but when the Britifh ext iied goods are dif- 
pofed of, the confumer will nor !

In opposition to this fatisfaitory ftatement, our 
Commentator appeals to “  the decifive evidence”  
o f the cotton manufacturers, who were examined 
by the Committee of Council, and by the Hcufe 
of Commons. It is ridiculous to fpeak of evi-'  
dence given by perlons on the faith of mere com
mon report ; let us appeal ra her to the evidence 
fince given to the Houle of Commons by perfons 
who carried on the cotton manufacture in Ireland,

* r.  70.
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and are come back to this country, to crofs the 
Water no more :— they could have no predilection 
for Ireland, or her interefts; and they proved to 
abfolute demonftration, that the people o f  that 
country carry on the cotton manufacture, and ever 
mult, from immutable circumftances, to much 
more disadvantage than we d o :— fome manu
facturers, o f  vvhich number thefe witneffes were a 
part, w ere under the fame delirium in 1 7 So, when 
the Iriih ports were opened, which fome are under 
now : - T h e y  went over to that country in hopes of 
carrying on a profitable trade ; a few  who went 
with them died broken-hearted, and from aCtual 
want. Subfcriptions were raifed in Mancheiter, 
and its neighbourhood, to enable others to return ; 
and the remainder are It ill in Ireland, indebted to 
their mailers, and confined thereby to their fervice.

Cotton wool the Iriih may doubtlefs obtain from 
all the places of its growth, though, perhaps, not 
on better term s; but ihey have as yet chiefly im
ported it from Britain. They find here a credit 
which they have not at Sm yrna, or Demeraray ; 
though for this credit they miiil pay an advance 
on the price. I11 proportion â  manufacturers are 
poor, they require a longer credit, which creates 
a greater rilque : and this longer credit and greater 
rifque the merchant never fails to conf.der in 
fettling the price o f the commodity. In f a i l ,  
cotton wool is generally dearer in Ireland than in 
England, from 2d. to i \  per pound. And the 
Iriih are, moreover, fubjeCted to the inconvenient 
uniteadinel's of price, which always prevails in 
narrow markets. This is the true caufe that cot
ton wool is always dearer in France than in Britain. 
T h e  cotton warps, which are now fpun by ma

chinery,
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fchinery, are generally imported from Britain, and 
are dearer in Ireland, nearly in the fame propor
tion, as linen warps are cheaper. T h e  Britiih 
warps are fold in the Iriih market, after adding 
the charges o f importation, upon as good terms as 
the Irifh-fpun warps. The country, which, being 
itfelf a manufacturing country, furniihes its neigh
bour with the raw material, muil furely have no 
fmall advantage.

The low wages of labour in Ireland ; the Ioivcr 
price of labour in Ireland as five (hillings a week 
are to eight ; are thefafts, or rather the mis-ftate- 
rr.ents, on which the manufacturers have grounded 
both their calculations and clamours. Thefe 
ims-ftatements furnifh the chief argument againft 
the propofed arrangements. And it may be pro
per therefore to inquire minutely how the fadt 
really ftands.

The wages of common labourers are certainly 
higher in England than in Ireland. Mechanics are 
as amply paid in the one country as in the other. 
But, in every fpecies o f weaving (except in plain 
linen) the Iriili weaver earns more money in pro
portion to the work dene than the Englifh. In 
the cotton manufacture (for example), in Dublin, 
fixpence a yard is paid for weaving a 45 beer cal- 
lico : whereas, in England, the average price of 
fuch manufacture is not quite three-pence. The 
well-known rates eftabliihed at Dublin for work- 
manihip are higher than at Manchefler. This cir- 
curriLnce induced the Irifh to plant their cotton 
manufacture at Profperous, on the border of the 
Bog of Allen. Here they eflabliihed nominally the 
Lancailiire prices : but there are fo many indul
gences given of houfe rent and machinery, and the

work
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w ork performed b y  the men for their waçes Is fo 
much lefs, that the price o f  labour at Profperous, 
and at other cotton manufactories in Ireland, is in 
fa i l ,  _ much higher than it is in England. ’  A  
working printer o f  linens, or cottons, is paid in 
Ireland a guinea a week, which is the ufual price 
in England when the men w ork by the week } but 
when the printers work on ta/k by the piece thev 
are paid higher wages in Ireland than in Lan- 
cafhire. A n d  this laft fa fl the manufaiturers them- 
ielves acknowledged to the Committee o f  Council 

In order to confirm thefe fails, and to leave no 
room for doubt in any one’s mind, a comparative 
ltatcment ok the prices, at which cottons can be 
manufactured in Britain and Ireland, framed upon 
an accurate attention to the refpe&ive prices o f  
the raw materials and labour in both countries is 
now fubjoined for the public fatisfatfion. ’

N o . I. T h e  Loweft Species o f  IR IS H  F U S T I A N ,  
3 0  Yards each piece, at 9 id . a Yard .

r • Iriih M on ey.
Linen warp —  6s. '
4 § lb. Smyrna cotton wool

at 1 8d. —  fa, p j .
W eaving 30 yards at 2 \d. ‘ _1  J  0 6
Spinning 4^ lb. cotton at io d . ~ n ■» „  
D yin g  and finifhing __

Firft coil

0 3 9
o 1 9

C '  4 6
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B R I T I S H  F U S T I A N .

Iriih Money.
Raw material ---------  £ °  ^  9
Labour —  —  —  °  9 S

£ 1 2 °

The linen yarn being cheaper in Ireland than 
in England, and the cotton dearer, the raw mate
rial is dated in the above calculations 2S equal 
in both countries; the advantage on the yarn be
ing fuppofed fufficient to counterbalance the difad- 
tantage on the cotton. W e here fee the caufe 
why the export of fuitians to Ireland ihould have 
rather declined, owing to the difference of io  per 
cent, in the price of linen yarn.

No. II. I R I S H  C A L L I C O ;  28 Yards in the 
P iece ; price u .  9 \d. a yard.

Irilh Money.
Raw  material, W eft India Cotton 9 1  18 o

at 2J. ------  —  J
Spinning the warp ----------  0 8 7
Spinning the weft -------- * 0 7 6
W e a v i n g ------------------ ------  o 14  o
Bleaching —  — 1 0 1 9

Firft coft ------  ------ - I 1 9 I e

B R I -



B R I T I S H  C A L L  I C O

Engl i i h Warp ------- f.o  1 5  o
W eft    ——  ------- —  o 16  S
We a v i n g  -------- —-----  0 8 0
Bleaching —  -------  0 1 9

Fi ri l  coil —-  £ 2 1 5

However extraordinary, it is yet a fa i l ,  that ilat- 
inç the weaving o f  a 45 beer calhco at the higheft 
price p.tid in England, viz. 8j . at the lowed paid 
in Dublin, on a very late redu&ion, the difference 
o f  weaving is no leis than fix ihillings.

N o . I II .  H alf  E ll  IR IS H  K IM G  C A R D ,  mixed 
linen and cotton, 36 yards, at 2 J .4 ;/ .  each. 

Iriih M oney.
5 lb. linen yarn at 2f .  —  ( o  l o  o
1 3  lb. W e il  India wool at is .  t 6 0
Spinning —  —  *“ • o 1 3  o
W eaving 7 1 per yard ------- 1 2 6
Finiihing, cutting, dying, & c. —* o  12  o

L \  3 6

B R I T I S H  K I N G  C A R D .  

Iriih M onev.JT
5 lb. linen yarn - — -  —  £ o  1 1  o
1 3  lb. wool at tod. —-—  î 3 to
Spinning and weaving at is. id . per lb. i 8 i
í'inilhing — o 12  o



The manufacture o f this anicle has increaftd 
greatly during thele few years, particularly iri 
Dublin ; and the annexed prices are perfeftly uu- 
deritood and determined.

No. IV . K I N G ’s C A R D ,  xVith Cotton W arp,
26 beers, 38 Yards.

Iriih Money.
Eftabliihed price o f  warp ready fo r i  r Q 

the loom — —  J  1
1 3 !  lb. cotton wool at is .  —  1 7 0
Spinning ---------- o 13  6
Weaving at 8d. —  —  1 5 4
Finiihing —  —  o 12  o

Firit coft ------  ------  £ 4 1 9  6

Britifh K I N G f s C A R D .

Iriih Money.- 
Price o f  the warp in England at the 1 y. jg

higheit ----------  J  *  4
1 3§ lb. cotton at is. 10d. —  1 4 9
Spinning and weaving at 2s. 2d. 1 9 3
Finiihing —  —  0 1 2 0

_ ■/

FiríÍ coil ------  —  £ \  4 4

This article too has increafed in Ireland ; and 
the prices are accurately itated, and perfçâly un- 
deritood.

(  66 )

n °  v >
4



C 67 )

N o . V .  I R I S H  I  E L L  V E L V E R E T ,  all
Cotton, 38  Yards.

Iriih Money.
W a rp  ----------  —  £ l 1
16  lb. wool at 2 s. —  i 1 2  o
Spinning v--------- - -------o 1 6  o
W eaving at yd. —  —  1 8 6
Finiíhing ----------  ----------- V *  7 2

F ir il coil —  —  —  £ 6  5 4

B R I T I S H  V E L V E R E T .

Iriih M oney.
W arp  —  —  —  £ 0  18  4
16  lb. o f  wool at u . lod. —  1 9 4
W eaving and fpinning at 2s. 2d. per lb. 1 1 4 8  
Finiihing ----------- -------  1 2 2

F ir i l  coit ----------  ^ -------  £ 5  4  6

T h e  cutting, dying, finiihing o f  velverets, are 
cheaper in England than in Ireland ; which, with 
the difference in other branches o f  the labour, 
make thus a difference of 20s. in one piece o f vel- 
veret. And to thefe articles o f  expence might have 
been added coals, which are three times as high in 
price at Profperous as at Mancheiter, and yet arc 
a very eflential article in the cotton manufaflure.

Such, then, is the refult o f thefe accurate ftate- 
ments, which, on every trial, demonftrate how 
much cheaper the cotton manufafture is carried on 
in Britain than in Ireland. I f  the manufacturers, 
who have formed very different calculations, cannot

I  2 point



point, out any material inaccuracy, we mud infer, 
that they have been too hafty to be accurate, and 
have taken their information too much from com
mon report.

T he foregoing ftatements, founded as they arc 
on the aftual fituation of the bufinefs, will furely 
have proper weight with every well-meaning 
mind. On thofe who object to the intended ar
rangements in the whole, becaufe they hope to 
gain from confufion, they will probably have little 
influence. Our Author will continue to think 
“  That the opening of the Biitilh market to Ire- 

land will have an immediate efftft from the ad- 
€c vanced itate to which the cotton manufacture has 
“  already attained in Ireland ; and that the Iriih 
“  can draw immediately for a great part o f the 
“  amount of their goods.** All this is much more 
eafily faid than proved. That the fettlement o f 
thefe arrangements, and with them of commercial 
quiet between the filter kingdoms, will have an 
immediate efFeit, is certainly true. There will be 
a great export o f Britiih manufactures, becaufe 
conditional orders are already arrived, as Mr. Everet 
informed the Committee of Council. But, that 
a country which has not yet fupplied its own mar
kets ihould at once fupply the very people who 
have hitherto over-flocked their warehoufes, is a 
pofition which may be leit to the felf conviótion of 
its own abfurdiry. It has been pofuively aliened, 
that Mr. Peele, who gave evidence at the bar of 
the Houle of Commons, o f the danger of the Iriih 
pouring in their cotton manufactures here, under 
all the difadvantages which have been Hated, does 
b im fdf continue to lend large quantities of cal-

*  P . 7 1 .

licoes
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licoes to Belfafl:, where there is the largfft manu
facture o f  thole articles in the kingdom ; certain it 
is, that great aflortments do continue to be fent 
there cheaper after the payment o f  duties and 
charges than they can be manufactured in Ire
land.

Yet, our Author continues to think, that the 
delay and expence of carriage to London will be 
little more to the Iriih than to the Lancalhire ma
nufacturer. From Profperous it will be almoit as 
eafy (according to our Author) to fiil the London 
warehoufes as by the daily coach, by the weekly 
waggon, or by the various navigations, coait-ways 
and internal, which fo commodioully connect Man- 
cheiter with every part o f the kingdom as well as 
with the Fait fea by the Trent, and with the W eft 
by the Merfey.

Under all thefe difad vantages, and with fuch 
profpedts before them, our mailufaiturers are to 
emigrate with their capital, their flock, and their 
workmen, with M r. l 'eele at their head, to make 
cottons, not for foreign countries, but for G reat 
Britain. M r. 1 eele will do well to confider the 
foregoing ftatements, which he will find fomewhat 
lijoi e accurate than his own, before he carries his 
incautious threat into final execution.

From cotton, which is certainly one o f  the motf 
flourilhing of our manufactures., we may proceed 
with our author to

I .  E  A
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L E A T H E R * .

T h e policy o f  the fitter kingdoms with regard 
to this article, has hitherto been dire&Iy the re
verie of each other. Hides untanned cannot be 
exported from this country. Ireland has gene
rally fent out two-thirds of hers in the raw ftate 
owing to the want of bark \. W e, who have that 
article in plenty, commonly import from Ireland 
about 80,000 hides undrefled. Leather, in its 
manufactured ftate, may be now imported from 
Ireland on paying 77 per cent, o f the value: W e 
may fend leather manufaftured to Ireland on pay
i n g  10-*. per cent. And the propofed arrangements 
would admit the Iriih into this country on paying 
the lower duty over and above all our duties o f 
Excife. But our Author afks, by which of the 
Refolutions are they to pay this duty, and what is 
the amount ? T he anfwer is under the 4th Refo- 
Jution; and, according to Eaton’s rates, the duty 
is 1 1  d.4 * 4  on each tanned hide which Hands 
rated at i o j . Our Author furniihes fo many in- 
ilances of confident ignorance or wilful misftate- 
ment, that we ought to diftruft him everywhere. 
Failing altogether in argument, he afferts at oncej, 
“  that" there is not an article more eiTentially en-

+  It was proved at the Bar o f  the Houfe o f  Commons, by  a 
peifon who fells large quantities of bark annually both in 
England and Ireland, that the price o f  that article is ‘upon an 
average 61. a ton in the latter, when it is 4I. in the former.



“  dangercd b y  the new fyftem than this o f  lea- 
“  th w . ’ W e  may fafely trufl the profperity o f  
the leather manufactures to the advantage we have 
over the Irilh in a confiant and plentiful fupplv o f  
bark, and to the duties on Importation with the 
duties o f  Excife  added to them, to which our own 
manufactures are fubjefl, and to the fuperior ikill 
and capital o f  our tanners. T h e  increafe o f  re
venue on leather alone evinces, that this is a verv 
flounfhing manufacture, which may be invigorated* 
but cannot be leflened by the competition o f  a
rival one, loaded with fo great a duty and fo man* 
charges, *

From  leather which our author pertinaciouflir 
urges, will be fent to a market, where it muft be 
loaded with taxes and charges to the amount o f  
1 3 per cent, rather than to markets where the com
petition will be equal, W e may without fear pro 
ceed to r

(  7 1 )

S O A P -  a n d  C A N D L E S .

Thefe are articles which are doublefs very wor
thy o f  our care, whether we regard them as ob-

the SfreeC°^ H  CrCe ^  ° f  rtVCnUC# Notw ithftanding the free and equal competition- o f  the Irifh in

ne?r«SIf  m ,etV ha  eXport o f  there article* aP-
£  I' i°IT!i C n'houfe books to havelittle d unng the lafl feven years, and to be

" o ° A m e  K b l C -- T h U S ’  t h ° U^ h  th e  ír i lhto America have mcreafed, the Britiih trade to that 
country ,n the fame a rt ic le  fe m a  not Co h ive

minilhed.



minifhed. But, according to our Author’s new 
theory of commerce, the moment that the duties
©n the imports from Ireland are 1° wer®* t0 1 
itandard of the Iriih import duties, the Iriih traders 
will quit an equal market and try a competi
tion in an equal one. They will no longer fend 
their l'oap and candles to tbofe markets where they 
may fell, on paving equal duties, but they will 
only traffic in Gréai Britain where they mult pay 
an  import duty of ¥ . 10 d. * the hundred 
weight on candles, and 9s. 5^ 4  the hundred weight 
oh foap, befides .the excite duties peculiar to this 
country. And, if  we may believe the manufac-, 
U i r e r s  themfelves, the Iriih goods are not fo well 
manufactured as Britiih; yet, according to our au
thor* “  the new fyftem will completely^ anmhi- 
“  late the fale of Bntiih foap and candles.”  Such 
wild aifertions carry with them their own refuta
tion. The countervailing duties will amount to a 
good deal more than the complete profit on the 
firft coft of the goods. The Iriih mult therefore, 
have two whole profits on their goods, before they 
can underfel the Britiih in the hom e market. 1 he 
Iriih have not yet driven the Britiih from the 
foreign market^, wherein they pay no counter
vailing duties; and they confequently cannot un
derfel the Britiih in our own markets, in whicll 
they mull pay import as well as excife duties, 
with the charges attending the coniignmenr, betora 
they can commence a competition.

Leaving our Author then entangled in his own 
theory, and bewildered with the con traditions of

• * ( 7* )

5
* P- 73-

his



liîs own witneffes on the fu b je fl o f  foap and can-
dies ' , we ihall proceed to confider what lie lays 
on the important fubjeft

C /3 )

o f  i r o n .

Our Author fees tnis head o f  the propofed ar
rangements with mil more prejudiced e y e s :—  
“  Under the new fyflem we can have no fecuritv 
(according to him f )  for the Britijh  market, as 
there is nothing provided that can make Ireland 
increafe her duties e:ther on importation or e x 
portation.”  B y  difcuOing the fubjedt o f  iron, in 
the general, without dividing, the complicated bu- 
finefs into us feveral parts, dèfigning men have
raifed alarms without the fmalleft foundation for 
them in truth.

. T h e  great iron works o f  this country are ear
ned on by two diftinft claiTes o f  men ; by the iron 
majtcrs, and by the iron manujafturers, whofe in- 
terelts are different, and who are confequentiY 
competuors with each other. T h e  capita! of the 
iron mailers is employed in converting the eve 
into pigs, the pigs into .bars, and : he" bars into 
various fcantlings, by flirting and rolling, for 
the various ufes o f the manufafiurer. 1  lie fé
cond daG> confills o f  the ftill more numerous

-mît T h e  ,a j  t ’,aders in fcaP and c3l,dlcs received confideraWe 
affiitance sud advantages from the a£ts 24  G eo. I I I .  ch. 1 1  —

(e lT nk ii  ■ 1 th e  I,rl,h P a r l iam en t have , d u r in g  the prefe iu
i  tj '  taxes o n  the ir  “ tak e rs  o t  l'oap mid candles.T v  77-

K  body



body whofe capitals are employed in furniihing 
hardware, ironmongery, and cutlery. The firft 
clafs are the fuppliers o f the raw material ; the 
fécond are the confumers of it : the intereil of the 
firft conflits in felling as dear as poilible ; and that 
o f the fécond in buying as cheap. The advan
tages of the iron mailers further depend upon the 
prevention o f the import o f any flit or bar iron. 
T h e  interefts of the cutlers, the ironmongers, and 
button-makers, conflit in allowing the import of 
iron, whether bar, flit, or rolled, duty free, from 
e\'<îty quarter of the world. But, the public in
tereft  having on moft occafions happened to con
c u r  w i t h  the views of the iron mafteis, duties have 
been impofed from time to time on foreign iron 
i m p o r t e d ,  till it has rifen t o £ .z  i6 j .  i\d .  a ton. 
T h e  whole o f which, except a moiety of the old 
f u b f i d y ,  is d r a w n  back on the exportation ; fo
that  o f  the w h o l e ------------- £-z 1i
th e r e  remains o n l y  —  L 3 6

and the d r a w b a c k  is —  1 2  7 *

In this  o peratio n o f  r e v e n u e  and regula tion it is 

a p p a r e n t ,  th at  the intereft o f  the i e c o n d  clafs was  

facrif iced to the firft, b e c a u fe  th e  r a w  material b e 

c am e t h e r e b y  f o m e w h a t  d e a rer  in t h e  h o m e  m a r 

k e t ,  and f o m e w h a t  c h e a p e r  in the foreign one.
Y e t ,  u n d e r  this m an a g e m e n t,  the im p ort  o f  f o 

reign iron has increaled ; the m a k i n g  o f  p i g ,  b a r ,  

and flit iron, c on tin ues  to a u g m e n t  y ear  afte r  y e a r  ;  

and at no t im e w a s  th ere  more  w o r k  d o n e  b y  th e  

cutler ,  iron m o nger,  an d h a r d w a r e m a n ,  than at p r e-  

fent.  '  T h e  quantity  o f  iron y e a r l y  i m p o r t e d ,  and
the
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the revenue thereon, w ere, according to a  three 
years average, ending

Tons. Taxes.

w ith 1 7 1 5 —  i 5>°36 —  £ - 37>998
w ith 1 7 8 2  —  4 2 ,6 3 8

It  is generally fuppofed, though the fa i l  cannot 
be known, becaufe it is carefully concealed, that 
the quantity o f  iron made in Britain is nearly 
equal to the quantity imported. But much o f  the 
foreign iron is again exported, and one fixth o f  
the whole to Ireland. A n d  the home-made iron 
has confequently a great advantage in the home 
market.
Britiih bar iron is generally fold at £ .2 0  per T o n
Swediih ------- —  17  o o
Ruffia aíTorted —  —  16  o o
Ditto old fable —  -------  1 5  5 o
Ditto new fable —  —  1 4 5 0

T he great variety o f  iron, which, at thefe dif
ferent prices, we actually find in the home mar
ket, evinces that each variety is applied to fome 
different purpofe : and we may prefume too, that 
the Britiih  bar iron is applied to the rnoft valuable 
purpofes, otherwife it could not ftand the compe
tition o f  the foreign at fo low a price. T h e  ma
nufacturers o f Birmingham, W olverhampton, and 
Sheffield, have their choice which kind o f  iron, 
whether bar, flit, or rolled, they will buy : and 
they can afford to give ^ .2 0  a Ton for Britiih , 
otherwife they would buy Ruffia old fable at 
^ r .14  5 o. T h e  truth feems to be, what indeed is 
acknowledged by all parties, that fo little o f the 
raw material gûes into a button, or a knife, that 
its price is not o f fo much confederation ; and that

K  2 it
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it is by the divifion and fubdivifion of labour, and 
by a very peculiar (kill, the Englrih have excelled 
the world in cutlery, ironmongery, and -in hard^
ware.

I f  we may compare a trifling manufa&ure to a 
vaft one, it may be obfe'rved, that Ireland has her 
iron matters and her iron manufacturers, though 
upon a much fmaller fcale, whofe interefts are 
equally diftinil, and who, in the fame manner, 
enter into competition with each other. Neither 
clafs feem to have profpered hitherto, though the 
Iriih might always have fent their iron wares to 
any foreign market (the Colonies till lately ex
cepted), and even to Britain, though in moft in -  

fiances fubjeft to high duties here. The want of 
ore, fuel, and other requifi'fes, near the fcite of 
their furnaces, has allowed the iron mailers very 
little profit on their capitals. The augmented 
quantity o f foreign iron, which, year after year, 
has been imported into Ireland, at the low duty 
of ten {hillings and fix pence a ton, may have had
its effet. There were imported, according to ^
three years average, ending

with i l l  2 — eg5 1  Tons
with 1 783  —  8661

o f  which from Britain in the firít
period —  —. 2 2 1 8  Tons

Ditto from Ditto in the fécond 3736
Ditto from the Eaft Country in the

firll period ---------  3736
Ditto from Ditto in the fécond 492 4

W e mjty eafily infer, that the price of bar, flit,
and rolled iron, mu ft neceffarily be higher in Ire
land than in Britain. For, whether the importa
tion be from the Eaft Country or from Britain,

every
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every charge mud be enhanced. I f  from the firft,
t îe voyage is longer far, and more dangerous, and
the commodity is paid for in bills on London,
which are never accepted without a commilîion

the importation is from Britain, there mull be
an _ additional profit to the merchant, and double
h e igh t and double charges o f importation.
O w ing to thefe caufes chiefly, the prices o f  bar
non, in Britain and in Ireland, are nearly as fol- 
lows : 7 ,̂-* {
t_ ;æ  j  -n  - n  ,  Iriih Prices. Britilh Prices.
In ili and Bntiih  bar £ . zo per Ton £ .20  per Ton
^ dl(h 17  10  o I7  o o

, 16  10  O 1 6  O O
N a i l  Rods and Hoops 18  1 5  o 1 4  s 0

Notwithftanding the drawback in Britain, and 
the lower duty in Ireland, we fee that, in fait, 
the prices are higher in Ireland than in Britain. 
It is apparent, that the Iriih iron mailers cannot 
increaie much their inconfiderable quantity o f  bar 
and flit iron, without laying greater duties on the 
import o f  foreign iron. Their intereils concvurrino- 
thus with the intereils o f  the public there, as ft 
does here, it is at leail poilible that the Iriih P ar
liament will imitate the Britilh one in this refpeft 

It is a queihon, which requires a more ferions 
anfwer how far would the propofed arrangements 
aftect the íntereíi of Great Britain on the fubieft
0 Iron, trom  this country we have hitherto fup- 
pliecl Iieland with iron. W e  have fent to lïeland 
during the lail five years, iince the trade o f Ireland 
was free hard-ware and i r o n m o n g e r y ,  to a g r e a t e r  

value than we ever did, in any former period. 
Ireland may hereafter fend hers on the fame duties, 
»  the Pvefolutions ihould pafs into a law. She

^  infills,
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infids, that the principle o f an equal commerce 
r e q u i r e s ,  that ihe ought to have a fair chance in 
the Britilh markets, by paying on the import the 
fame duties as Britifh iron-wares pay in Ireland, 
fubjedt however to further duties on importation 
here, to countervail the difference of duty in the 
raw material in the two countries. Would this be 
injurious if  the point ihouid be granted ? It would 
however be a wafte o f  time to reafon further on 
the impoffibility of Ireland fending her iron ma- 
nufaftures into this country ; becaufe the manufac
turers themfelves, who have expreifed moft fears 
refpe&ing the propofed Refolutions, have never 
fuggefted an idea of a rivalíhip in the home con- 
fumption ; their apprehenfions are confined to the 
competition in the American and other foreign 
markets, in which the intended arrangement makes
no alteration whatfoever. _

Our author was fo employed in founding the 
alarm about the high duties in Britain, and the low 
ones on the import of iron into Ireland, that he 
forgot to tell us the actual price of the raw ma
terial in both. He forgot too to mention, that 
hardware, ironmongery, and cutlery, being now 
made in Britain, as good and as cheap as poiiible, 
the Iriih cannot make them better, or cheaper -, he 
has left us to conjecture, how it has happened, 
that the Ruffians and Swedes do not  ̂ excell the 
world in cutlery. And we lhall leave him with the 
iron mailers of Ireland to contrive ways and means 
for procuring additional duties on foreign iron, who 
have alone an intereft in this meafure ; and pro
ceed with him to the laft article

( 78 )
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O f C O R N .

O ur Author fcems to have written this ihort 
article with deiign chiefly o f  fuggefting to the Scots 
that the Union is about to be violated, b y  the pro- 
pofed arrangements. He knew, that the Scots 
populace are the moil eafily led to tumult on the 
fubjed: o f v isu al, from a fcarcity o f  which they 
are moil apprehenfive. Y e t, defpairing o f  fuccefs 
from a meafure, whofe evident tendency is to keep 
the price o f  grain fteady and uniform, he appeals 
to the landed mtereft, as being in “  the moil im- 
‘ minent danger.”  And in his zeal to inflame, he 

forgot to mention, that this fteadinefs and uni
formity o. price, in the corn-market, has been re
commended by the molt judicious writers, as the 
true intereft of the land-owners and farmers them-
felves, were the interefts o f  the poor out o f  the 
queftion.

But the 7th Refolution o f  the Iriih parliament 
makes an exprefs exception, “  as to corn, meal, 

malt, fiour, and bifcuit So that the propofed 
arragements do not, in fa d ,  extend to the difficult 
fubject o f  grain, which, as the fuppofed fecretary 
has faid, “  muft be arranged feparately.”

TUTthor dId n0t choofe t0 recollect that the 
A tt  or Union has been often explained, and fome-
times amended : 1  hat, during the lcarciry o f  the 
year 1 7 8 3 ,  large quantities o f  grain w ere  im 
porte rom It eland into Scotland, contrary to the 
exprefs proviíions oiTbe Union : That it has happily

become



become one o f  the (landing laws of the land, to 
allow the importation of beef, bullocks, butter, 
pork, and other articles o f  “  v ifiu a l”  duty free, 
from Ireland, though not from foreign countrie. 
It  would perhaps be wife to extend the principle 
o f their regulation to the permitting o f the ' 
fitter kingdoms to fupply each other with grain, 
when the price riles above a proper medium, to be 
agreed on and eftablifhed. The home markets of 
both would thereby be fupplied with corn at rea- 
fonable rates. I f  our Author thinks, that high 
and fluctuating prices are for the advantage o f any 
clafs, he may be anfwered in his own language, 
“  the whole body o f manufacturers throughout 
“  Great Britain are of a very different opinion.”  
Happy is it for our domeftic quiet, that the 
country gentlemen and farmers are not actuated by 
a monopolizing fpirit, otherwile no prudence or 
policy could prevent a civil war at the end of 
every harveft. So difficult is it to arrange the 
complicated interefts of an empire o f various com
petitors.

From minute difcuffions with regard to our na
vigation, our manufactures, and our agriculture, 
our author proceeds to more general declamations, 
as to

(  8 °  )

T h e  E  Q^U I V  A  L  E  N  T .

He naturally calls the attention of his readers
to the terms of Union with Scotland. It was the
policy of that epoch to unite the fubjefts of the

fame
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fame king. It was the “  retrograde wifdom o f  Jate 
“  times,”  to divide the empire, by m aking their 
legiilatures more diftinft, and the trade o f  the 
.fifter kingdoms more free with foreign countries 
than frequent with each other. But it is the 
avowed principle o f  the propofed arrangements to 
conjoin the divided empire, by a ftronger fenfe o f  
mutual affeftion and intereft, to knit them together 
by communications both o f  confidence and com 
merce. In ftating how much Scotland was to give 
“  towards payment o f the debts o f  Englan d, 
“  previous to the U nion ,”  our A uthor forgets the 
equivalent, which was conferred on her, o f  h a lf  a 
million : and in eftimating the equality o f trade, he 
as little recolletts, that the annual fum o f  two thou- 
fand pounds was granted for ever towards pro
moting the woollen and other manufactures o f 
Scotland. But, though not invidioufly, it may be 
truly raid, that the revenue paid by Scotland is not 
equal to the one-fifth part o f  that paid by Ireland ;  
o f  which a furplus is hereafter to be given to 
this country towards the general expence o f  the 
empire, befides maintaining a part of our military 
abroad, and fupporting her whole civil and m ili
tary eftabliihments at home. T h e  revenue yielded 
by the one country or the other was not, perhaps, 
the chief o b jed  in defiring a clofer union with 
either. It was a defire o f  that energy which arifes 
from bringing the disjointed parts o f  the fame 
country cloier together ; it was the dread o f  future 
leparation ; it was our inclination to pieferve m u 
tual good will, and to obtain future good offices ; 
that eftabliihed the union with Scotland, and pro
duced the arrangements with Ireland.

L  In



In treating of equivalents we ought to confider 
the value of what we give, before we weigh in a 
fcrupulous balance what we are about to receive. 
Thé trade of the lifter kingdoms with foreign coun
tries is to be adjufted in fuch a manner as that an 
effectual preference fhall be given to the produce 
o f each Other. Such a preference was always 
given by the laws of both. And were this propo- 
fal to be carried into praCtice, it would rather be the 
continuance of thfc old than the introduction o f any 
new regulation. England appears to have at afl 
times engrolîed the principal patt'of the trade of 
Ireland." And it is eafy to foretell which of them 
will in future polTefs the grearéft commercial ad- 
vantages. That this country will enjoy a monopoly 
of confumption, our Author will not, however, be
lieve, though the Irilh Parliament have impofed, 
fin ce the refolulioos were faffed, a duty of 10 
per cent, of the value on almoit every article of 
merchandize imported, except from Great Britain.

But American produce is hereafter to be fent 
from the ports of Ireland to Britain. Such a pro- 
pofal naturally leads us to confider that, as far as 
that has any eiieCt, it mu ft increafe the quantity ol 
{hipping and freight, lh e  iiluiid, which muit in 
every age have the greateft number of luips, will 
derive the greateft benefit, whether we regaid the 
public or the individual. IViuch was, doubtlels, 
çiven when Ireland was allowed to traffic to Africa 
and America. But, it is not quite fo clear whac 
peculiar benefit is to refuit to ’ rèland, by allowing 
the furplus merchandize (if any), which may be col
lected from that intercourfe, to be fent to Britain, 
in Briiilh ihips, by Britiih fubje&s W ere theie 
furpluffes to be fent to Hamburgh (as by law they 

a  • ' n i a y ; ,
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njayl, the profit o f the fales would be loft to the 
Britiih merchants. On the other hand, were thefb 
furpluiTes tranfmitted to Britain, the advantage o f  
the fales and the remittance would be faved to 
Britiih  refidents. M utual dealings always create 
mutual benefits. A nd till it is clearly fettled what 
peculiar gain would refuît to Ireland, wherein 
Britain does not participate, it cannot be determined 
what equivalent ought to be given by one country 
to the other. From this meafure, our Author, 
however, infills, “  « that Ireland is gradually to in- 
“  tercept all the great fources o f  revenu#, which 
“  have flowed from the interchange o f  the various 
“  commodities o f  the various quarters o f  the world 
“  with our own native commodities.”  B y  Ihutting 
the ports o f Ireland, the interception, which he thus 
deplores, would partly enfue. B y  opening her 
ports, we ihould furniih a large proportion o f her 
foreign cargoes, and receive in return the pro
duits o f  foreign countries. And the interchange 
being mutually advantageous, it is difficult to de
cide what equivalent ought to be alked, or given.

W here the manufaflures o f the filler kingdoms 
are already imported into each other duty-free, it 
is propofed that a regulation, which has proved fo 
beneficial to both, lliall always continue. In this 
cafe, according to our Author, there is nothing 
new given f :  and confequently there is nothing for 
which a return ought to be a Iked.

But, where moderate duties are paid on one fide, 
and prohibitory ones on the other, it is propofed to 
reduce the tax to the moil moderate rare. On this 
head ot the arrangements Ireland would apparently

(  *3  )
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have the advantage. Bur, in return, ihe allows to 
be fent, on eafy duties, raw materials to the amount 
of half a million, without which this country rauft 
depend on other nations. On which fide the ad
vantage, in fuch an interchange of manu failure for 
raw material, would ultimately turn, requires not 
tjie fpirit o f prophecy to foretell.

D i f t  rafted as m u c h  b y  t e m p e r  as b y  z eal  of  o p -  

p o fu i o n ,  o u r  A u t h o r  v iew s Irela nd “  « c l o a t h i n g

“  herfelf with the ready fpoils of the Britilh rpar- 
“  ket.”  lnftead of acquiring any equivalent^ from 
Ireland, we are, according to him, about to impo- 
verilh the moft productive of our own taxes by the 
emigration of confumers : The ftockhqlders are 
thereby to lofe their fec'urity f ,  and the land
holders their rents. Yet he celebrates at the fame 
time the wildom of the reign of Queen Anne, 
which gave, by the aft of Union, a perpetual an
nuity, for encouraging the manufactures of Scot-

(  8+ )

lar.d.
r If' I  might ufe our Author’ s language, I fhoüld 

iav, this wás giving a bounty on the emigration of 
the Englifh to Scotland. But, has this bounty 
produced fuch an emigration ? Or has it been 
conltantly iaid, by writers of no fmall account, 
that Eirdarid had become depopulated during the 
coiirfe o f  the prefent century but from the valt 
influx of people from Scotland and Ireland. he 
tide is now. to turn. And the emigration is at

f -* *
*  P. 89-‘4- S ince  íHéíe refo lutions h a v e  been  d ep en d in g ,  indeed  iinne 

th e  public  h a 9 i*>eçn .perfuaded  o i  th e i r  bein*; açc-edeo to* *he 
i locks  h av e  rifen m ore  than  4 1. per  cent.  and  th a t  too at a  time 
o f  th e  y ea r  w h e n  th e y  a re  genera lly  ta i l in g ,  previous to  the
budget. k n g t h



length to flow from the rich country to the poor ; 
from the country where the induftrious clafles live 
well to that where they would live worfe ; from 
the country where the labouring poor have a right 
to a comfortable provifion, during ficknefs or a a e to 
the kingdom » where there are no parifh eilabliih- 
“  ments, no fanftuary for the aged and infirm.”  
A l l  this is not only probable, but, according to 
our Author, is certain.

M r .  Pee le is to retire to Ireland. H e too had 
his concealments at the bar o f  the Houfe o f  Com 
mons, as our A uthor has before the public. H e  
did not tell what he knew to be too true, that he 
has in Lancaihire many competitors in every  
branch o f his bulinefs, who would rejoice to fee 
him depart ; who are daily enticing his belt w ork
men, and foliciting his mod confiant cuitomers • 
who are puihing him o ff  the ilage, that they may 
hll his place. Such are the confiant competitions 
o f  a manufacturing country. T h e  old, or the 
opulent, no fooner retire, than their ilations are 
inltamly occupied by the young, or the adven
turous. M r. Peele may carry his caih to Ireland ; 
but he cannot eafily tranfport his warehoufes, his 
workmen, his credit, or his cuitomers. I f  that 
were poffible, he would after all have the difadvan- 
rages to encounter which have been already (rated. 
It is of no coniequence to the ftate, whether the 
revenue is paid by the hand o f  M r. Peele, or by 
that ot his greateft rival.

Loud as our A uthor has founded the alarm, the 
ltock-holders and land-holders have therefore little 
to fear. I h e y  have both fuffered too much from 
me American war, to hope for any good from the 
revival of civil difputes. And their true intereit

conflits
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conflits too mvich in domeitic quiet, and in the 
Ion» abfence of war, to aid our Author, or his 
ijarTv, in embroiling our affairs a-new.

But what plan of proportionate, or any fup- 
plies, aiks our profound Commentator, may be ex- 
petted from Ireland in the event of future wars - 
This queftion may be anfwered by another : W hen 
has Ireland ever (hewn a backwardnefs to contri
bute on emergencies ? did ihe nor hold ou 
hand to affift in extricating this country in the lalt 
war, which was an unpopular one there. and 
what was at lait clofed by the fenfe of parliament 
here, after having long been againft the fenfe of 
the country. While the refidence of the mutual 
Sovereign of both kingdoms is confined to the 
greater by a thoufand bonds, the Entifii M m .fers 
muft be intrufted with the government of both for 
the happinefs of each: and, being thus invefted 
with a great truft, they mult be anfwerable for he 
faithful difcharge of it to a great tribunal. It t* 
to this truft and to this re fp o n fib ih ty  to which we 
muit refer our Author for anfwers to many 
queftions, as to the future conduft * of Ireland, in
foreign or domeitic policy. , .

He is, however, too angry to be eafily fatished.
He will 'nor believe, that Ireland is in carn e i|> 
t h o u g h 'her Parliament has actually impofed addi
tion al taxes, amounting to / : . So,ooo, .n c o ^ h a u ce  
with her virtual engagements. Nor will he cie 
the folemn aflurances o f the Iriih Lords and Com
mons, that the proppfed arran gem en ts contain a 
fina) efiablijhment of their commercial inter ejti. 
And while he endeavours to mitil diflrull m o
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others, he will have no confidence in the declara
tions o f  the Iriih Parliament made to the Crow n, 
“  that this fyftem, being thus eitabliihed on the 
“  firm bafis of reciprocal advantages, will efFeftu- 
“  ally ftrengthen and cement the'common intereft

and mutual affe&ion of-both kingdoms, and will 
“  indilTolubly unite the efforts o f  all his M ajefty ’s 
“  fubjefls o f  Great Britain and Ireland, in main- 
“  taining the ftrength, increafing the refources 
“  and extending the power o f  the Britiih empire.’’

I hefe representations, however w eighty, force 
no con vision on our A uthor’ s mind. In vain does 
the Iriih legiilature reafon, T h at the commercial 
intereft o f Ireland being finally fettled, the advan
tage o f  the one kingdom ought to be deemed the 
profit o f  the other ; that the benefits o f  each being 
thus mutual, the revenue, private and public, o f  
both, ought to be calculated as the firmcft found
ation o f  the Briiifh empire ; that, afluated by thefe 
confiderations, the legiilature had augmented its 
Handing income, and provided an increafing fund 
for contingent purpofes, in order to evince to the 
world, that the conjoined ftrength o f  both king
doms will form in future the collected power o f  
the whole.

Candour ought to admit, that were it true, as 
our Author afferts in the midft o f  his reverie, that 
the emigration o f  the Britiih manufaéïurers, the 
transfer o f Britiih wealth, the defalcation o f ’  B ri
tiih revenue, and the general impoveriihment o f  
the Britilh people, are to refult from the propofed 
arrangements; no poffible equivalent ought to be 
regarded as adequate. How far fuch aifertions, 
however, are founded ; how far they are not de- 
ftroyed by their own wildnefs ; muft be left to the

decifion
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decifion of thofe who have had the patience to
perufe the foregoing pages. .

The length and the tedioufnefs ot thele Iheets
will, it is hoped, be attributed, in fome meafurc, 
to a defire o f vindicating truth from the iophifms 
•of defign ; of expofmg the factious purpofes of .a 
p a T tv  man ; who, having formerly, loft his popu
larity by defending the rights o f Ireland, now con- 
tradifts himfelf by attempting to regain what be 
had'loft in a juft caufe ; and who, having a c 
quired credit by avowing the moft liberal ienti- 
ments on the fubjefts of commerce and govern
ment, cboofes, from whatever motive, to reiin- 
quiih his confequence, by propagating the in- 
terefted jealouiies of petty minds > and who, 
having, with his friends, loft his, fi.tuation in at
tempting a mealure, whicn would have eftablilhcd 
them in power to the deftruCtion or the conftitu- 
tion, now attempts to make a ftalking horfe of the 
manufacturers of this country, in order to overfet 
the prefent Adminiftration, who cannot have any 
felfife view in carrying the prefent meaiure. 
Malignity has not indeed imputed an intere ted 
motive to them in any part of the bufinefs. I  he 
belt Anlwer, however, which can be given to his 
objections, and to the clamours of his party, may 
be at laft found in the Report of the Commune 
of Council: “  The prefent queftion, fay they, is 
“  not, whether the propofed Sy ftem of Commerce 
«  better or worfe than that w bich  exifted be- 
“  fore the change made in the Iriih Con ft i tu* 
“  tion ; but, whether it is better or worfe than 
“  that which, if  fome agreement is not made, is 

likely now to take place.”

( 88 )
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