Y EOM A N’S

4 g C 0N -BD

BE T TERAR

TO THE RIGHT HONOURABLE

WILLIAM WICKHAM,

ONE OF HIS MAJESTY'S MOST HONOURABLE
PRIVY COUNSIL,
e e W,

OCCASIONED BY THE SECOND EDITION
OF AN IRISH CATHOLIC'S ADVICE
TO HIS BRETHREN.

"/“; ’ P

SECOND EDITION

Ryid tergiverfamur ? funt bac tua verba, necne ? In eo quiden
libroy qui continet ommem difciplinam tuam ?—Non enim
verbo foliem pofuit ; fed etiam explanavit quid diceret. Num
fingo? Num mentior ? Cupio refelli. Quid enim laboro,
nifp ut veritas, in omni quaflione, explicetur ?

Cicero, Tufcul. L. 3.

DUBLIN:

PRINTED BY AND FOR R E.MERCIER,
31, ANGLESEA-STREET

1804.

gl
]
|






TO THE RIGHT HONOURABLE

WILLIAM WICKHAM,
. @e. W,

DEAR SIR,

I ASK pardon for this fecond in-
trufion ; which ftands the more in need of an
apology, becaufe I am aware of your indif-
pofition. But indeed you muft prote@ me
from the conta& of Mr. Scully : which I would
avoid, on the fame principle, that leads us to
decline wreftling with the members of a certain
vociferous profeflion, whorefemble, in coftume,
the “ fable warriors” of the law ; and are {carce-
ly lefs denigrans than the Catholic Advifer.

My fecond letter is occafioned by the pe-
rufal of a Tra&, entitled the fecond cdition
of his advice; in which I find a flattering
~ portion of notice beftowed upon the Yeoman ;
confidering that the Author defcribes him as
one altogether beneath attention, *
On the pages of

« this paft, vamp’d, future, old, revived, new piece,”’+

I fhall take the liberty of offering fome com-
ments ;. beginning with the preface; which I
2 conjecture

- Préfacc, p- 41.
+ Dunciad.
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conjeCture to be the joint produ@ion. of a
Dennis and a ‘Tibbald ; * if it be not the fole
performance of the latter. | ,

The Writer commences by informing us,
that ¢ the motives which di€tated the former
““ edition are pretty obvious: that his views
“in writing that addrefs have not been mif-
“taken; nor can be eafily mifreprefented ;”
and that thofe laudable intentions ¢ have been
“ approved of by even thofe anonymousPens,
¢ which have made the work a fubje& of faf-
“ tidious verbal comment. ‘They have ad-
“ mitted its advice to be found in many re-
““ {pecls, excellent in more, deferving of cor-
¢ dial praife in others, and on the whole
¢ praifeworthy in ifs motives and objes.
*“ Such is their outline of its compofition.”
He adds that ¢ a miferably imperfe& and
““ mutilated edition” of this valuable difcourfe
““ was put forth without the Author’s know-
¢ ledge, in September.”

Having thus given the ftatements, let us
compare them with the fats.

Firft, the matilated Edition is copied verba-
tim from that, publithed under the aufpices of
the Author, a month before. I

Secondly,

* Two Dunces, of whom mention is made in the Poem
beforecited. Pope there informs us that the name which
is pronounced Tibbald, is ufually written Theobald. (a)
So Dennis is fometimes fantaitically written Denys.

+ Viz. of the Irifh Loyalift, and the Yeoman.

1 Though Mr. Scully proclaims himfelf to be ¢ a true

“ born
(a) See the notes to the Dunciad.
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Secondly, the Yeoman’s alledged approba-

tion of Mr. Scully’s views—is exprefled in
the following terms.
« If we are to eftimate the merit of a work,
“ by its tendency to promote the end for which
“ it was defigned, and if the obje& of Mr.
“ Scully was to animate the loyalty of his
¢ fellow fubjects, I doubt whether I have ever
“ met a worfe production, than that which he
“ has lately offered to the publick. Indeed,
if his wifh had been to damp that ardour,
* which he pretended to excite, then his pages
““ might be well calculated to attain their pur-
“ pofe: and by becoming mifchievous, would
“ ceafe to be contemptible. Zo deny them
“ this latter praife would be a degree of candour,
“ to which, if we are to fearch bis paragraphs
“ for bis principles, a_ cenforious Critic might
“ alledge that be bad no title. - But [ am con-
“tent fo wave all emguiry as to motive ; and
“ adopting the Hjypotbefis, that this Pamphlet
“ was well intendedy fhall exanrine whether
“ thofe intentions have been carried happily
“ into effe¢t. In.the meantime, let it not be
“ fuppofed that [ detra&t from the charater,
‘“ public or private, of Mr. Scully. I have
“ never heard any thing that could warrant a
“ {ufpicion

-

‘

o

¢ born Irifhman,” (a) I prefume he will not contend, that
an addition of notes is a mutilation of the text. Yet I have
heard of gaining a lofs; which is a fpecies of acquifition
peculiar to our country.

() Advice, p. 2.
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“ fufpicion of his loyalty : * nor, wnlefs bis
“own wwritings fbould be thought to tend this
“ way, have I ever read any thing that could
“ lead juftifiably to its impeachment. What
‘ he has himfelf avowed, I cannot flander him
“ by repeating; and I fthall, for argument,
“ afcribe to him the moft laudable defigns.
“ One of a writer’s firft tafks is the fele@ion
of his topicks: and in making a judicious
choice, much ability may be fhewn. But
this feleCtion may be {o extravagantly impru-
“ dent, as not only to be unaccountable on the
“ {core of want of {kill ; but to induce a doubt,
“ awhether the author’s profeffed objelt was what
“be really bad in view?”  And again. “ if to
*“ extenuate the guilt of Rebellion, and {peak
“ of Rebels with oftentatious refped, be to
“ difcourage treafon, then this pamphlet muft
“ banifh difaffection from the country.” +
Having

(11
(19

114

* With what Lberality and politenefs, this treatment of
Mr. Scully, by the Yeoman, has been requited, the preface
and notes to his fecond edition abundantly thew ; leaving no
doubt, independently of all confiderations refpecting ancef-
try, as to his being a Gentleman.

+ In pages 52, 53, (and paffim) of the Yeoman, fimilar
teftimonies in favor of the motives of Mr. Scully, may be
found. ‘In page 13 indeed, a fingle paflage of the Adviceis
prailed.  But the author there declares that he muft « fepa-
¢¢ rate it from the pollutions in which it was immerfed, left
¢ their impure contackt fhould defile his approbation.” The
Yeoman proceeds civilly to defcribe the paflage which he fo
commends, as ¢ according better with Mr. Scully’s refpect-
¢¢ able character, than with his objetionable trat.” How

this courtefy has been retursed, it is for the publick to
.decide.
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Having collated Mr. Scully’s aflertions with
the faéts, I fubmit to the reader to pronounce
upon their contraft, or correfpondence. For
my part, conceding that his views * have nos
‘ been miftaken,” and prefuming to hope that
my former letter may have rendered it difficult
“ to mifreprefent them,”—I muft not with-
hold the tribute of juft encomium from that
candour, which induced the author, in the firft
and fecond pages of his work, to give the
reader an introductory and warning {pecimen,
of his ftrict and honourable regard to truth:
inftruting us as to the degree of alkance
which may be placed on fubfequent allegati-
ons; for example on the equally well-founded

_charge, which he has ventured to bring againit
the Yeoman, of mifquotation. * But, though
my extracts from the firft edition were made
with the moft accurate fidelity, T I admit that
a confiderable variance will be found, between
the fentiments appearing in the Advice, fince
it has been altered and zaken in and thofe
which having been printed by the Advifer,
in the laft year, were correitly reftated to the
publick, by the Yeoman. I inveighed againft
certain moft pernicious do&rines; and their
Author unexpededly afks me where they are
to be found? I held what I (perhaps errone-
oufly) conceived to be the bafe coinage of
{purious loyalty. inmy hand; and had expof-

. ed

v grefags; p. 3
T As areference by thofe who poflefs that edition, to the
pages which I have cited, will evince.
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ed the thinly wafhed and covered difaffeQion.
The Juggler produces his fecond edition 5 and
bids the detected counterfeit begone. * But
let us be patient. The powers of Mr. Scully
are far from fupernatural; and the impure
fubftance which feems to have efcaped _us,
may be found lurking in the pages of his re-
cent publication. But even though this were
not the cafe, a recantation of former fenti-
ments or expreflions, inftead’ of refuting,
would juftify my reprehenfions: and there
would be as little of gratitude, in at once pro-
fiting by and objeting to the Yeoman’s cen-
fure, as there is of logic in the conclufion,
that by amending a fault, we prove it not to
have exifted; and that by conforming to the
precepts of a Criticifm, we refute it. In a
word, I confefs, the Letter which the Yeoman
wrote in 1803, Contained not a fingle pro-
phetic animadverfion, on any unborn do&rines
which may have fince appeared.

Having -attributed to the Yeoman, mifre-
prefentations, of which not a fingle inftance
can be adduced, and imputed obje@s to him,
which are about as rational in the conception,
as they are gentlemanly in the flatement,*
the Catholic Advifer proceeds to defignate, in
a mode that precludes all uncertainty and
doubt, one of the Judges of the land, T as

the

* Preface, p. 6. ¢ We alone can render government,”
&¢e.—The paflage fhall be again referred to.
- 1 Evidently Baron Smith ; as will thortly appear.



[

the author of the letter; and obje& of his
unqualified contumely, and vituperation.

Suppofing for a moment, the conjeture
to be right, that Baron Smith was the au-
thor of the letter figned a Yeoman,——yet
nothing fhort of perfonal aggreffion, or the
promulgation of illegal or immoral dotrines,
on the part of this anonymous writer, could
excufe Mr. Scully’s flagrant attack on a pub-
lic Fun&ionary, of, I apprehend, unblemifh-
ed charalter; and certainly dignified fitua-
tion. But fo free from perfonality are the

ages of the Yeoman, that he has, with greater
plaufibility and thew of juftice, been accufed
of treating his opponent with more refpe&,
than was confiftent with a due attachment to
that Conftitution, whofe wital principles this
Antagonift fo openly * affailed : and as to the
tendency of thofe do&trines which are to be
found in his letter, a reference to its contents
will enable us to decide, whether thefe thould
be confidered as pernicious: unbecoming a
loyal {fubject,or a reafonably enlightened, and
conftitutional interpreter of the laws.

An anonymous writer cannot corre& a wrong
conjeGture as to who he is, without more or
lefs affifting the publick to form a right one;
and thus raifing a portion of the veil which
he has taken. But to prevent all cavil, I am
difpofed. to cut the knot, which (whilft I pre-
ferve my incognito,) it is difficult to untie.

In

* Tadvert to the tendency of the work ; not the intentions

of the Author.
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In my former letter, towards facilitating dif-
cuflion, I affumed the views of Mr. Scullyto
be laudible; or at leaft innoxious. It is not a
more extravagant hypothefis, to fuppofe that the
perfon who now addrefles you is Baron Smith.
I am therefore tempted, for the fake of argu-
ment, to do fo; and, (with the view above
explained,) to proceed on this fuppofition. *

If the dolirines of my former tra& be re-
pugnant to the conftitution, and that Baron
Smith be the author of them, he fhould {ub-
mit patiently to the cenfures, however coarfe,

which he has provoked. But if the letter be .

liable to no fuch objecction, he is blamelefs at
the leaft. "Maxims which, on the bench, he
would have been bound'to recognife, he muft
. {urely be at liberty to reduce to writing in his
clofet: and might even be thought entitled

to fome praife, for opportunely diffeminating.

remedial dodrinesy and gratuitoufly expofing
an ambufcade, which threatened the Conftitu-
tion.” If fuchwere his merits, they have been
but ill repaid, by calumnies amounting to
Scandalum ‘Magnatum. Indeed, to wound
the character of Baron Smith feems (but
doubtlefs is not,) a grand obje& with the Ad-
vifer; while the defence of himfelf, T againft
ferious and fupported charges, is poftponed,
as a {ubordinate and fecondary confideration.

, With
' * 1 do not aflert the cafe to be fo; but concede the fup-
pofition, in order to bring matters to a fpeedier iffue; and
fhew that fuch an hypothefis would not juftify the treat-

ment which Mr. S. has offered to this Judge.
t Or rather, of his work.

T —y
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With the former view, we find him ftating, *
that a certain Individual * abdicated an office
“ of dignity, and fcampered, ex mero motu, +
“ to Paris, There he doffed THE ErMINE
“ OF JUSTICE, for the enlanguined babiliments
“of a Chef de Brigade I 2s a qualification
“ for the Confular levee. Thus equipped, Aec
“cafts rank and office at the fect of Regicide
“and Ufurpation ; in the face of Eurspe; to
“ the amazement of his fober brethren, and
“ the amufement of the newfpapers. Re-
“ turning, be declaims upon the charins of the
“ Revolutionized Departments ; and the Jplen-
“ dour of facrilegious pillage : and finally, after
‘“ this probation, denounces this advice, under
“ the aflumed appellation of 4 Yeoman. Such
““ a traveller has doubtlefs, a flrong antipathy
“ to Jacobinifm!” §

- To come within thé above defcription, it
is neceflary that the perfon bé an Irith Judge:
y that the pe gt

and as Baron Smith happens to be the only
{uch, who vifited Paris during the peace, the
flander applies manifeftly, and exclufively to
him; while the .paffage alfo marks the Au-
2 thor’s

* Page 24. |

+ Viz. under the Lord Lieutenant’s leave of abfence, on
account of his health.

I Quere, what, precifely, this means ?

§ Thefeare heavy charges againft a Judge. I will not
fay what fhould happen if they be falfe ; butif they be true,
I think it plain that he ought to be removed.

In another place (p. 13.) the fame perfon is faid to have
fallen “¢foul of Mr. Scully’s Appeal to the Reafon of the

¢« Catholicks, as favouring of moderifm, a crime, which
“¢ his vifit to Paris has taught him duly to abhor.”
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thor’s opinion, that he is the Yeoman, In-
deed, from this ftory we may pronounce that
the veracity, which Mr. Scully vends through-
out his work, correfponds with. the famples
which he furnifhed at the outfet. - For firft,
Baron Smith was never at a confular levee,
nor prefented to Bonaparte: * fecondly, he
never, while on the Continent, appeared in,
or poffefied any military coftume; and third-
ly, he has never {poken of the French re-
gime, 1n any other terms thofeof firong dif-
approbation. For thofe lively'and inaccurate
ftatements, to which ‘Mr. Scully feems ad-
di¢ted, the Englith language has a thort, and
energetic name. But being as indelicate, as
it 1s exprefiive, I therefore choofe to fupprefs
it: acknowledging however, that this and
other pages of the Advice, remind me of an
obfervation which I have heard made upon
fome man; that he drew for his wit upon his
memory ; and for his fats upon his imagina-
tion. In fuch cafes, it is not the Draught, but
the Drawer, that is dithonoured.

The above {candal is introduced, in order
to reprefent its object as a partifan of France;}
in furtherance of which purpofe, he is, in ano-
ther place, I defcribed as extremely “ angry”

at

* T'do not mean to fay that he is a jot the better or more
loyal man on this account ; but merely to fuggeft that the
cenfures of the Catholick Advifer are founded not on faéts,
but falfehoods.

t See the paflage in the text of Preface, p. 24, to which
the note refers. .

3 P.13.



at the temperance of the Advifer; and as hav-
ing, during a three weeks ftay at Paris, learned
to abhor what this writer terms ¢ Moderi{m.™
The Yeoman is utterly unconfcious of having
felt refentment towards Mr. Scully ; and even
doubts whether this cool and well bred Gen-
tleman be capable of exciting fuch a fentiment
in his mind. He therefore withes to' have
thofe -claufes of his letter pointed out, in
which the fuppofed traces of this anger may
be found. Meantime, the reprefentation of
Baron Smith, * as a fanguinary and ferocious
Jacobin, is nearly as entertaining, as it 1s libel-
lous. Incredulus odi, is not a maxim of univer-
fal application. Oa the contrary, I can fome-
times relith thofe bold inventions, which fet
not only truth, but probability at defiance.
There is a fublimity in fuch flights. They
fnatch a grace which lies beyond the reach of
art, and is on'y attainable by the moft un-
paralleled affurance.

To this fame poetic faculty, we are indebt-
ed for the ftory + of the Yeoman’s publithing
his own opinion of his Letter, in an Englifh
review ; therein announcing himfelf as a man
of rank and talents ;—reviling the members of
Government, and the King’s law officers, by
name ;—and flinging an imputation on the an-
ceftry of Mr. Scully. 'This account, in all its
branches, is utterly deftitute of a particle of
truth, I'never wrote or publithed, or caufed

to

- * Whom the Catholic Advifer identifics with the Yeoman.
-+ Preface P. 37.
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to be written or publifhed, or knew of the

writing or publication of,—any opinion of the

letter in queftion, in any Englifh review, or
elfewhere. |
It is tautologous to add, that I did not
revile the Government or Crown Officers,
by name or otherwife ;—announce mylelf as
a man of abilities and diftin@ion; or caft
any ftigma on'the lineage of the Catholic Ad-
vifer. Baron Smith is as innocent of the
above charges, as I am myfelf.. T pledge my
honour to the truth of thofe aflertions ; and

having done fo, I fhall not centradi& Mr.

Scully, if he avers that he is not an unprin-
cipled defamer.

But Mr. Scully is confiftent; in reprefent-
ing as an angry adverfary, and fcurrilous re-
viler, one, to whom he afligns the charaGer
of fpleen, peevifhnefs, and il nature. *

Whether I am acquainted with the perfon
fo defcribed, may be a queftion. But though
there are others, whom [ love much better, he
15 one, for whom I'have no flight regard; and I

hope for his own fake, as well as that of his

focicty, that thofe infinuations againft his
temper and difpofition may be ill-founded;
though whether they be, I do not feel my{elf
competent to decide. If they fhould be falfe, a
generous fentiment will probably induce thofe,
who form the circle in which he lives, to
vindicate their friend from fuch a flander,

In

* Preface, P. 28. We have already feen that, with the
Advifer, Baron Smith and the Yeoman are the fame.
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In the meantime, to difparage the private
chara&ter of his adverfary, though it may
gratify the fpite, will not firengthen the
arguments of the Catholic Advifer, nor refute
the obje&tions which have been urged againft
him. Indeed, I fhould be even afthamed of
having, however tranfiently, digreffed, to a
matter {o irrelevant, and {o uninterefting to
the publick,—if it were not that the difcuf-
fion, by expofing the animofity, may affe
the credit, of my prejudiced opponent.

Having afcertained the s#mpartiality of its
author, let us now examine the Revolutionary
Tribunal which he has ereled, for condemn-
ing all the principles that fecure our conftitu-
tion: entering on our furvey by that new
portico and front, with which (like fome
Dublin archites,) he'has faced the unfound
and ruinous fabrick, which it is intended to
conceal.

I in the firft place mifs an iufcription, * that
adorned the former veftibule; but which has
been judicioufly omitted. 'The Advifer pro-
bably conceived, upon refle@tion,—that a
motto, which if it meant any thing, meant
this, that Catholicks were perfecuted, plun-
dered, and enflaved, by Proteftant Intolerants,
Free-booters, and Oppreflors,—was lefs calcu-
lated to promote charity, than to foment jea-
loufies and difcord ;—and rather tended to
produce, than to ¢ repel, invafion and civil
“ war.” |
’ But

i

* From a Speech of Mr. Burke.
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But how is the infeription, * which has beefr
{uffered to remain, conducive to thofe conei-
liatory and loyal ends, which this Counfelior
of his Brethren profefles to have in wview?
In order that the Catholicks may form fuch an
“ eftimate of their fituation,” as thall induce
- them to give the Government a firm and cor-
dial fupport, he reminds them, that ‘without
any affignable reafon, (and therefore not com-
patibly either with policy, or with juftice,) all
of their perfuafion are fthut out from public
nonours ; and invidioufly excluded from the
Council, and the Bench.

It was perfedly confiftent with the fpirit
of fuch a parole, but not equally fuitable to
the profefled obje& of the Advifer, to call
upon the Catholicks to “ awake inftantly from
““ their lethargy ;” + and to allure their atten-

tion by an affurance, that his fentiments were

untainted, ¢ with the leaft mixture of {olici-
“ tude for the interefts of England.” +—But
to the remonftrances of the Loyal, agaiaft
thefe latter expreffions, he replies, § that in
fo fhort an addrefs, it was not neceflary to
profefs any fuch folicitude ; and that in ap-
plying toany body of men, the moft perfua-
five topicks which we can refort to, are their
own peculiar intercfts.—But firft, the objec-
tion 15 not that he has cafually omitted . to
) _ profe
* From Archdeacon Paley.
t Firlt Edition, p. 4.
t Ibid.
§ Second Edition. Preface, p. 8.
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Profe/s, but that he has ventured explicitly to
difclaim, a proper folicitude for the interefls
of Britain. Secondly, as to the efficacy and
decorum of addreffes, to the peculiar interefts
of a party, I conceive that thefe might be il-
luftrated, by a familiar ftatement. Suppofe,
that towards encouraging a fervant to defend
his mafter’s houfe, againft a gang of robbers
that was expe&ed to break in,—I fhould in-
ftead of warning him againft the guilt of petit
treafon, or fuggefting the duty of domeftic al-
legiance,—declare to him that I felt no folici-
tude about the interefts of his mafter; but
was afraid that if the doors were forced, his
own ftrong box and money would be taken,
—I doubt whether my exhortation would be
orthodox, or unobjectionable. = At leaft, if the
aflailants were apprized of the arguments which
I meant to ufe, they might obviate them by
promifes of indemnity or reward. For the
furrender of his interefts, a man may obtain
what they are worth : but how can he be ade-
quately paid for a violation of his duties ? It is
therefore on an inculcation of thefe latter that
we fhould rely ; and we bring our own loyalty
under juft fufpicion, by preaching, not the ob-

ligation, but the prudence of allegiance. *
Indeed Mr. Scuily appears to underftand
the value of “ an honeft and unpurchafed
C “ attachment

* If the paflage in which Mr. Scully difclaimed {olici-
tude for Englith interefts was objectionable, why has he
fought to juftify it ? (a) If it was juftifiable, why has he
omitted it, in his fecond edition ?—See p. 2. of his Advice.

; (a) Preface, p. 8.
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“ attachment to the throne.” * But if he
claim for himfelf the merit of fuch a fenti-
ment, it is not on his Advice to the Irith Ca-
tholicks, that his pretenfions thould be found-
cd. T Iamaware that many of the moft re-
prehenfible, and cloven-footed paflages of the
firflt edition, have been altered or totally omit-
te€ in the fecond ; and thus thofe Very cen-
fures of the Yeoman juftified, againft which

the Advifer brawls, with coarfe .and vulgar
inveQive.

Rode Caper, vitem : tamen hing, cum ftabis ad aras,—&e¢.
Your pruning is in vain. Many copies of
that former edition, which you endeavoured
to {upprefs, remain ; with all its original lux-
uriance of expreffion, to afcertain the extent
and quality of your allegiance. Meantime
the publick feels with.due refpeé@ for your ho-
nourable ' conduct, in putting forth your pre-
fent vamped and mended paragraphs, as if
thefe had been the objeQs of my criticifm in
September. '
Having deviated, in the above apoftrophe,
from that diflant path, which at the commence-
ment of my prefent letter, I avowed a wifh
to keep, I return in hafte from the perilous di-
greflien, to obferve, that extraordinary as any
co-incidence of opinion, between the Advifer
and the Yeoman, may appear,—yet this latter,
far

* Preface, p. 4.

1 Sec firft edition, paflim : efpecially pages 63. 65. and

99. fmoothed down in pages 38, 39. and 63. of fecond

edition.

~
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far from being defirous, that in the approachs
ing ftruggle, the great body of the people
thould mifcondu& themfelves, ® has on the
contrary concluded, by exhorting Catholicks
to arm in defence of our common country
and Religion; and by venturing to promife
them a fure, and cordial reward. T Mr. Tighe
has done the Author the honour (of which he
is fenfible) of introducing the entire paflage
into his letter to Mr. Fox; which amongit
other merits poffefles that of being the work
of a gentleman
Mr. Scully obferves that the Yeoman, T in
his clamour about the phrale of ¢ affutlina-
“ tions at Ballinamuck,” overlooks the falt,
that no fuch expreffion appeared in the « Ad-
“wice.” The Advifer i1s miftaken. It is he
who has overlooked the fa&, that no {uch ex-
preflion was attributed to him by me; nor
any clamour raifed on fuch an imputation.
But nothing is farther from the intention of
my opponent, than to *‘ aflimilate” the occur-
rences of Wexford and Ballinamuck ; though
he has applied the epithet of « Maflacre,” in-
difcriminately to both. ¢ Ma({acre, Carnage,
¢ Strages, Ceedés,” § with him mcan putting
Rebels and. Deferters, on the ficld of battle, to
the {word; or butchering the innocent and
o ¥ C 2 unrefifting
w As i%-i:idif’é&ly imputed to him in preface, p. 4 and 3.
+ Yeoman’s Letter to Mr. Wickham, pages 88. and 89.
1 Preface, p. ;.
§-Preface, p. 5. and Advice, p. 5. and 9. fecond Edi-

tion. It appears, that with this learned Gentleman, Ma/~
Jacre is alfo fynonymous with Supplicium,
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unrefifting loyal, as the cafe may be. “ Maf-
“ facre does not attach a ftronger chara&er to
“ the affair which occurred at Ballinamuck,
** than that which is applicable to the effufion
“of blood, in military execution. - Milton
* applies the word generally to homicide.
“ of whom fuch Maffacre
¢ Make they, but of their Brethren, Men of Men ?”
Butchery is alfo another of the Catholic
Advifer’s fynonimes: for in his firft editiony
he flates the French to have feen “ with un-
*“ concern, almoft every man of their poor Irith
““ allies butchered before their eyes;”’ and this,
in his fecond edition, he tranflates, feeing
* with unconcern their Irifh allies devoted to
“ military execution.” - Of courfe he confiders
the former expreflions as merely equivalent to
the latter. Otherwife he would not meanly
fubflitute thofe laft cited, without noticing the
change ; and acquiefCing in the Yeoman’s cen.
fure of thofe which he had difcarded. If the
epithets which he has chofen, apply properly to
military, they will be perhaps equally applica-
ble to the cafe of civil executions. Yet we
fhould be ftartled by the novelty of fuch
phrafeology. “ Yefterday, purfuant to the
“ {fentence of a court martial, a number of
“ privates, who had deferted from the — —
*“ regiment, were buichered at Blackheath. To-
“ morrow, feveral perfons convited at the
“ late commiffion, will be maflacred in 'Thomas
“ Street; as the law dire@s. = The commiffion
114 is
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““is ftill fitting; and it is expected that a {imi-
“ lar carnage will take place in a few days.”
We fhould confider thefe as curious para-
graphs; if we were to meet them in one of
thofe old “ news-papers or magazines,” * which
the claffical Mr. Scully recommends to my at-
tention.

I doubt whether the paflage from Milton
will bear him out. It is as follows :
{o Violénce
Proceeded, and Opprefion, and Sword Law,
Through all the Plain ; and refuge none was found.
Adam was all in Tears; and to his Guide
Lamenting turned full fad : O what are thefe,
Death’s Minifters, #not Men, who thus deal Death
Inhumanly to Men, and multipl
Ten thoufand-fold the Sin of him,who flew
His Brother: for of whom fuch Maflacre

Make they, but of their Brethren, Men of Men ?
Par. L.

I believe however, that Mr. Scully, content
with referring to Johnfon's Dictionary, omitted
to confult the Paradife Loft. He therefore is
to be excufed, if the Poet’s context is at vari-
ance with his ingenious interpretation. But
having referred to our great Lexicographer,
he is lefs pardonable for having omitted to ap-
prize us,—that “ Maflacre is, by him, defined
to be *“ Murder, Butchery, indifcriminate
“ Deftrulion ;"1 and that two authorities, be-
fides that which he has candidly extracted,
are there given, in {upport of this definition :
Slaughter

* Preface, P. 6.
t John{on defines Carnage to mean Havock.
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Slaughter grows Murder, when it goes too far;
And makes a Majfacre, what was a war.

' : Drypex.
The tyrannous and bloady altis done 4

The moft Arch Deed of piteous Maffacre,
That ever yet this Land was guilty of. '

SHAKSPEARE.

Indeed the Catholic Advifer is rather capticious,
n the phrafeology which he adopts ; ‘and after
trampling down eftablithed diftinétions, in the
cafe which we have juft mentioned, becomes
fuddenly and punctilioufly - diferiminative in
another ; affuring us that. Methodifts and
Swadlers are fects perfely diftin&ly;* whereas
we had conceived the lattér to be but a ladi-
crous, and unbecoming nickname, for the for-.
mer. On the whole, I muft {trongly recommend
to Mr. Scully, to annex a copious gloffary to
the next edition of his work.

But this is verbal criticifm ; and we fthould
not hamper with it, our approbation of thofe
“ unequivocal, expreflions of loyalty,”+ with
which -the Advice to ‘the Irith Catholicks
abounds. Tanfwer, firfl, that whether the lan-
guage be equivocal, is a queftion of conftruc-.
tion ; not to be decided by Mr. Scully ; or by
me, who differ with him; but by the pub-
lick. . Secondly, that towards afcertaining
whether the ideas be thofe of loyalty, we muft,
in a-doubtful cafe, (which I conceive the pre-
fent to be,) examine the figns of thofe ideas;

ViZ.

* Preface, P. 15.and Advice, P. 25. Note,
t Preface, p. 5.
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viz. Words. But the Author vindicates the
humane Lord Cornwallis, from the charge of
cruelty at Ballynamuck.* And how ? By ad-
mitting that he confidered it as a carnage;
{(which was all that the Yeoman had afferted ;)
. and alledging that his Lordfhip was not there
upon the day. An allegation which is imma-
terial,—unléefs we underftand him who makes
it, to condemn the tranfa&ion, as a maflacre ;
and to infinuate that it was difapproved of, by
the Nobleman in queftion. ‘

But, though the expreffions of loyalty were
as {trong as they are alledged to be, the world
is fo marvelloufly given to doubt and defama-
tion, that ftill the views of the writer might
not efcape f{ufpicion. What. was the obje,
which the Author of the Life of Bonaparte
profefled to have in view ? To join Mr. Scully,
In inftru@ing his countrymen “ to repel in-
“ vafion.” And if the two produ&ions be,
in point of heavinefs, the fame,—the merit
and patriotifm of the former muft be admitted
to be greater, by nearly thirty degrees, than
thofe of the Catholick Advifer: for the life
of the firft Conful fold for a penny; and the
Advice cofts two fhillings—more than it is
worth. Yet we know how ungratefully the
Biographer ‘has been ufed. ‘The Catholick
- Advifer might (poor fellow ! +) experience fi-
milar ingratitude; or even worfe, if he pro-

R ceeded.

* Preface, p. 5

* Mr. Scully confiders this as an appellation of con-
tempt ; ‘and fynonymous with pauvre Diable !
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ceeded. 'The public might call him what he
has termed the Yeoman, * a Pfeudo loyalift ; -
and treat him as if he were one. In this lat-
ter cafc, if his future pages were like his paft,
it would not be ¢ fatal learning” that would
“ lead him to the block.” On the contrary, his
prefent paragraphs fo completely hide every
particle of knowledge, that until farnithed
with clearer proofs of its exiftence, than they
fupply, + I am ftrongly inclined to warn the
gentle tribe of Dunces, againft awaking from
the falutary lethargy, which protects them.

‘¢ Ye blockheads, hear,—and fleep !”

But the Catholic Counfellor is untruly
charged “ with having throughout his ad-
" drefs, ftyled Rebellion civil war.”f No. §
The accufation is exprefled in the following
terms. ‘I advert to the tranfa&ions of the
*“ year 1798 ; which we conceived to amount
““ to a Rebellion; but which this tra& || in-
“ forms me, (paffim,) were merely a civil
“ war.” If the reader wifthes to have
change for paffim, 1 refer him to pages g, Ioci

- —— and.

* Preface, p. 8.

T For I do not mean to deny that Mr. Scully may bc.a
man of genius, and information. I merely affert that in
the pages before me, no trace of either can be (by me) dif-
covered.. In fhort I ebferve ¢ not on the author; but fole-
‘“ ly on the work.”

T Preface, p. 6.

§ On the contrary, the Yeoman, (p. 28.) admits the Ad-
vifer to have called it Rebellion.

I Viz. the Advice.

% P. 44. of the Letter to Mr. Wickham, by a Yeoman.
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and 89, of the firft; and to pages 5. and 57.
of the fecond edition of the Advice: where
he will find the paffages altered, by the in-
terpolation of the word ¢ Rebellion.”—It is,
in this place, only neceffary to add, that even
where Mr. Scully adopts this latter term, he
in the fame breath attributes gui/t to the loyal
fubjet; and extenuates the criminality of
the Traitor. * Inadvertently, no doubt. In-
deed if the cafe were otherwife, we thould,
to a man whofe fentiments appeared at beft
to hang balanced between difaffeion and al-
legance, be tempted to exclaim, in the lan-
guage of our Poct, :

. 'Who can be
Loyal, and neutral, in a moment ? no man ¢

Before I enter on the difcuflion, at which,
in my progrefs through the preface, I am at-
rived,—wv:z. of the terms in which the late
King William is defcribed, let me give Mr.
Scully the full benefit of his ftatement, § that
the word “ Invader” was printed in Capitals,
by a mere error of the prefs. I can, without
any material {acrifice of ground, put the to-
pick of magnitude entirely out of the cafe;
and argue the queftion as if the letters of this
- word were of ‘the ordinary ftature; and as if
the defamation of the Prince of Orange was
Roman Characters. - Having thus withdrawn

D my

* Pages 61. and 93. of firft edition: altered in pages

37.and 59. of the fecond.

1+ SHAKSPEARE.
T P 7. of fecond edition.
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my {pecial Demurrer, (to adopt his black let-
ter allufions, *) I admit, that upon the fub-
ftance of thofe expreflions, which have ex-
pofed him to cenfure, he is as humorous as
argumentative; and vice versd. + Butin de-
fiance of his reafoning and his wit, and ex-
prefiing myfelf in the falfe {pirit of this lat-
ter,) I hope by a few fimple and intelligible
propofitions, to put not a comma, but a pe-
riod, to the flimf{y fophifms, and {lippery ter-
giverfation of his work.
In the firft pace, he enquires “ of what
import to the principles of Liberty it can
“ be, to difpute at this day, whether the Irith
“ fubje&ts of James II. in 1689, confidered,
“ or ought to have confidered, King William
“1n the light of a Dutchman, or Invader” {
This queftion refts upon a fuggeftio falfi;
viz, that the affertion which attra@ed the
cenfures of the Yeoman, was no more than
this, that in 1689, the Irith confidered Wil-
liam’s landing'as an invafion. For the pur-
pofe of infinuating this, he in the fecond
edition interpolates certain words, which fhall
be given in a note below; and diftinguifhed
by Italicks. The paragraph, as it ftood inf[l:hfc;
r

(4

* ¢ In vain, it feems, did Ruggle, two centuries ago,
¢ ridicule fuch Criticks. In vain has he held up his black
¢ lcttered hero, Ignoramus, exclaiming O ho! hic eft
‘““ Pefaita Zitere: emenda; emenda: nam in noftrd lege,
“ . unum comma evertit totum p{ﬂtituln.” Pref. p. 10.

+ Inp. 10, 11, 12. of Preface.

I Freface, p.12°

¢ 5
N — ...;.....—-...,.'.._.-.._.-..-.M
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firft edition, and provoked my reprehenfion,
was as follows: “ Never was any place more
“ gallantly defended, than Limerick, by our
“ loyal Anceftors; who fought for their heredi-
* tary King, againft a Dutch Invader, and his
“ hired battalions. No {uccour came; and af-
“ ter enduring incredible hardfhips. the brave
“ Garrifon were forced to give vp, with break-
“ing hearts, their laft poffeffion in their coun-
‘“ try ; but not without having obtained, and
“ defervedly, glorious terms of capitulation.
““The French fleet came, (as they have al-
““ ways to their friends)) when all was over;
‘“and they were not wanted.  Never after-
‘“ wards did they ferioufly attempt to refiore
“ James to his Throne; or out exiles to their
“ country.” *

Now to anfwer Mr. Scully’s queftion.—
It may not be important to enquire, whether
in 1689, the Irifh Adheréents of James con-
fidered his Son-in-Law as an Invader. In-
deed it muft be conceded that they did.

But it is of moment to the caufe of civil Li-
berty, and Britith Connexion, to refufe to the
Advifer the privilege which he claims, of dif-

- D2 cufling,

* Advice, p. 12, firlt edition. In the fecond, the paf-
“fage is thus altered. ¢« Never was any place more gallantly
¢ defended, than Limerick, by our loyal Anceftors; who
« fought for their hereditary King, againft what (a) they
¢ confidered as a Dutch Invader, and his hired battalions.
“ No fuccour came,” &c. (as in firft edition.) ¢ Never
‘¢ afterwards did the French ferioufly attempt to reftore
¢« James'to the Throne, which be had cealed to deferve,” &

(¢) A novel ufe of the word what.
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cufling, as a matter open to controverfy and
difpute, whether William ought to have been
confidered in fuch a light. To treat this mat-
ter as queftionable, would fhake to their foun-
dations, both the Throne, and the Conftitu-
tion. What becomes of his Majefty’s title to
the Crown, if the a& which limited it to the
iflue of the Princefs Sophia, never. received
the Royal Affent of that hereditary King, on
whofe fide Mr. Scully’s loyal Anceftors fought
fo bravely; but was merely ratified by the
fan&lion of an Invader, and a Dutchman,—
in fhort of the fuccefsful Ufurper who depof-
ed him?* What becomes of the annexation
of the Irifh, to the Imperial Crown of Eng-
land, if it be queftionable whether in 1689, 1
William ought not to have been confidered
bere as an enemy, and a ftranger? What, in
a word, becomes of the eftablifthed principles
of civil Liberty, or of the Conftitution, if the
itimately blended title of their Affertor, Wil-
liam, be difputed ? .

I do not defire to impute to Mr. Scully,
any difloyal opinions, which he may be dif-
pofed to difclaim. Nor if he formerly held
fuch, and has relinquithed them fince laft
Auguft, would I deprive him of the benefit
of his recantation. I fhould merely affert,
that in this latter cafe, it would be manly to
avow the retraclaion ; and confefs the juftice

of
* Stat. 12, 13. W.IIL c. 2.

T 2. e. a year after the Revolution had placed this latter -

on his head,
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of that wholefome corretion, by which he
had profited ; and which was inflited while
fuch objetionable fentiments were unretract-
ed. It would be but candid to recolle&, that
the Yeoman’s animadverfions were pointed
againft his firft edition; and publithed long
before the appearance of the altered and
amended fecond.

But though I will not afcribe to my oppo-
nent, any tenets, which feeling to be difgrace-
ful, he may with to difavow, I am free to
examine the plain import apd conftrution of
thofe pages, which he has fubmitted to the
judgment of his country. I am the more at
liberty to do fo, becaufe the examination can
operate no injary to him. . The pages are
there to {peak for themfelves; and refute
me, if 1 mifconftrue them. They are open
to the publick; who may carefully perufe
them ; and corred, or utterly reject my inter-
pretations, if erromeous. I hold then, that
the paragraph laft quoted in my text, does
not {fo much appear to difcufs, as an unfettled
queftion, whether William ought to have been
contemplated in a hoftile point of view, as it
feems broadly and explicitly to affert the fad,
that he fhould have been confidered as a
foreign Invader; attacking, at the head of
mercenary bands, the loyal and brave defend-.
ers of their hereditary King. It feems to de-
fcribe thefe latter, in terms of the moft affec-
tionate intereft; and of the moft tender, and
admiring commiferation. [t appears to me to

lament
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lament their defeat; and to dwell for come
fort, on their glorious capitulation. It feems
to imply a refentful jealoufy of the Fren¢h, for
having been tardy in the {fuccour which might
have rendered James’s caufe viQotious! In:
fhort, it applies to William the epithet of
a Dutch Invader; and will the Author deny,
that what he called him, he confideted him
to be? Ve

I believe (and do not mean to affert the
contrary,) that in this country; James met
with brave and generous fupport ; from per-
fons a&ting under, what we are now bound
by our allegiance, to confider as at beft an
error of the judgment; but whom I am willing
to look upon as inftigated by honourable fen-
timents ; and by prineiples of loyalty which
were meritorious, though mifapplied. I am
difpofed to look upon fuch mifguided perfons,
as entitled, when alive, to as great a portion
of clemency, and their memory, when dead,
to as much indulgence, as may have been
then, or as may be now, confiftent with an
effectual refiftance of their fchemes ; and fup-
port of our religion, our liberties, and confti-
tution. “Butas a liege fubje&, I cannot admit
- theirs to have been the better caufe; nor
doubt that many of thofe, whom my adver-
fary commends, fought not in the caufe of mo-
narchy againft revolution ; or of James agzainft
his fucceffor; but (as they had done under
Cromwell, and in 1641,) againft the Englith
government ; and in the caufe of feparation,

Still
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Still lefs can the obtufenefs of my intelle&
difcern, how he who holds the fentiments
which I have extracled, can confiftently, be
attached to our eftablithment, in Church and
State. | ;

But Mr, Scully would, as an antidote ¢ to
¢« the do@rines of Paine, renovate the priftine
“ zeal of our countrymen for Royalty,”* by
extolling their ancient fidelity to James., He
would, by the memory of this loyalty, (refracled
to the Houfe of Brunfwick, from the family
of Stuart,) encounter the Republican do&rines
of the prefent day. He would furbith up the
rufty Jacobitifm of the feventeenth century,
as an impenetrable hauberk of allegiance for
the nineteenth; and give flability to the con-
ftitution- by removing its corner ftone. When
he informs us that the conftitutionad balance
had been exaclly fettled, in the reign of the fe-
cond Charles,T he forgets that it was again,
and ferioufly difturbed, by his fucceffor; and
only practically and fecurely re-adjufted, on
his abdication :—and when, on the authority
of that free difcuffion, which was permitted on
the queftion of Union, he claims to controvert
the legitimacy of the Revolution, he forgets
that the latitude of enquiry which he cites,
ceafed as foon as the a&t of Union received the
Royal Affent. 'The fettlements which took
place ini1688 and 1800, it is not now our
bufinefs. to canvafs; but fubmit to: as, on

P L the
W'Pref. P. 1t
$ Pref. P. 10.
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the other hand, it is the bounden duty of our
Governors, to make the law of the land promote

the bappinefs of the people. |
But though it is objected to Mr. Scully; that
he has defamed the Revolution, he miftakes
the charge which has been made againft him
with refpect to Cromwell ; whom he feems to
parallel with King William, by ftyling him
« another great man.” * He is not accufed of
having “ caft a {lur on the memory of” that
ufurper: but of having mifreprefented the
tenor of what occurred in Ireland in his time ;
by obfervations calculated to invalidate many
titles to property at this day, He anfwers the
charge, by afferting that thofe titles now reft
fecurely, on ftatute and prefcription. But this
merely difproves the ‘efficacy, not the ten-
dency of his flatement: and the account
which he gives of this flatute, is not highly
honourable to the legiflature which paffed it.
“ Oliver Cromwell (of infamous memory,)
“having brought over an army of pillaging
“ knaves to Ireland, they after the flaughter
“ of one hundred thoufand perfons, obtained
‘“ various eftates amongft us ; whilft the Pro-
*“ teftants who had invited them over,—and the
““ Catholicks who” (on the contrary) ¢ had
. { € 210

* Pref. P. 13.—The Author marks this (I hope inad-
vertently) with inverted commas; and alfo feems to give it
as a parallel of the Irith Loyalift. If it be not his, then the
parallel between William and Cromwell, is Mr. Scully’s
own; and he defcribes the latter as one of infamous me-
mory. Therefore William nofcitur i focio.
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“ no crime to anfwer for, were trodden under
“ foot, &c.”* To ratify thefe recent and
nefarious partitions, “ a folemn act of Parlia- -
“ ment paffed,”  on the reftoration.

Now hear my narrative. Firft, the Irith
bad a crime to an{wer for; viz. that of de-
ferting Ormonde, and the Royal caufe. T Se-
condly, much of the land, which the followers
of Cromwell thus obtained, had been juftly
forfeited, by rebellion committed againft King
Charles. § Thirdly, the a& which was pafied
in his fon’s reign, was therefore fairer in its
origin, than Mr. Scully reprefents: for it did
not ratify the plunder of innocent proprietors;
(which had not occurred ;) but merely remit-
ting the rights of the Crown, (on which the
ufurper Cromwell had infringed,) confirmed
illegal grants of legal confifcations. Fourthly,
this correction of Mr. Scully’s inaccuracies, by
tracing thofe titles to a purer fource, than
he defcribes, is the lefs frivolous,—if if it be
true, that the metes and bounds of forfeited
property are held fcrupuloufly in remembrance;
the hereditary owners accurately defignated ;
and maps of thefe furveys periodically pub-
lithed.

With the Advifer’s palinody on the fubje&
of Lord Camden, I find no fault. He declares

E that

* Advice, firft edit. p. 43, 44-
1 Preface, p. 14.
1 Hume.

§ Tbid.—The matter is more fully difcuffed in p. 14, 13,
16, of my former letter.
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that ““ no perfon is lefs inclined than him, to
»» derogate from that Nobleman’s juft merits,”*
But furely I am cxcufable, for having been
ignorant that the Author’s fentiments were fo
refpectful, when I found his lordfhip deferibed
as “ deputed, without adequate capacity or
** experience, (as the event proved,) to fill the
~ vacant and perilous poft of power; which
“ he held with an unfteady hand.” T

Quid facies odio >—fic ubi amore noces.

But the “ enormities which di{graced” the
adminiftration of the noble Lord,  whom Mr.
Scully thus reveres, are “ to be attributed to
** the temporary fway of certain Individuals,
“ whom he found it impoffible to control.” }
Whom does the Catholic Advifer mean? af-
furedly not Lord Clare,. For though he may
have called this Nobleman unpopular,” and
“ intemperate,” § yet he admits him to have
been a juft man;.and one whofe good quali-
ties have never been difputed. He éven pro-
nounces him to have deferved (and of this
affertion I confefs the truth,) far abler praife,
than was within the compafs of my talents to
beftow.  Yet I am not afhamed of my {canty
offering at the fhrine of departed worth.

I gave to merit, all I had,—a tear;

and
* Preface, p. 17.
T Advice : firft edition: pages 55, and 68.
¥, Preface, p. 18.

§ It is not true (as alledged by the Advifer, in the 45th

Page of his fecond Kdition,) that'] cenfured thole two epi-
thets, as inve@ive.
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and the tribute of the heart can never be alto-
gether unworthy of acceptance. R

But fo far was Mr. Scully from inveighing
againft Lord Clare, that « thofe two Epithets,
“ intemperate and unpopular, comprize the
“ whole of what related to that Nobleman, in
“ the firf! edition” of his work !! *

In preparing the fecond, a page of the for-
mer muft have been miflaid ; and its contents
have efcaped the Author’s memory, [ will
reftore it. |

“ Neither could I have rejoiced, infecing my
* country delivered over, through the fame
“evil council,” (during the adminiftration of
Lord Camden,) to a few intemperate perfons,
“ who undertook to rule five millions of men,
“ WITH A ROD OF 1RON. Thofe perfons have,
“1in my firm judgment, nurfed the feuds, and
“ fwelled the diftradtions, that difgrace this Ifle.
“ But, as more than a year has paifed away,
“ fince the foremoft of them has been arrefted
“ by the hand of Providence, in his career in
“ this world,—and as the others, and thofe of
* their {chool, are either unemployed, or un-
“ noticed by our prefent excellent Rulers, I
“ thall not now enlarge upon the incapacity, or
“ demerits of the departed, or of the fallen.” T

I confefs, (with a thame, of which I am not

' E 2 my {elf

* Advice: fecond Edition: p. 45.

t.Adyice : firft Edition: p. 55. But perhaps the Ad-
vifer will fay that this paffage did not relate to Lord Clare.,
I wifh'he'may fay fo. ¢ But, as more than a year has pafled
away,” &c.
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myfelf the obje&,) that the above paragraph
was amongft the errata of the firft edition ;
and that in the fecond it is omitted wholly.
We know (aliunde) that the Catholic Advifer
1s a Gentleman ; and therefore cannot hefitate
to believe, that the import, and even exiftence
of fuch a paffage were forgotten, when he
afferted that two epithets comprized the whole
of what, in his firft publication, related to
Lord Clare. But whilft we acquit him, we
muft excufe the Yeoman, if he did not per-
celve what was not very manifeft,—the Au-
thor’s refpe for the chara@er of that Noble-
man and Lord Camden.

Having examined his reprobation, let us
now proceed to criticife his praife. ‘The tran-
fition will not feem violent to thofe, (if any
fuch there be,) who confider this latter as a
mafk’d invective; which beneath an culogy on
A, conceals a flander upon B,

So far was the Yeoman from obje&ing to
Mr. Scully’s “ feeble tribute to the merits” *
of Lord Hardwicke, that he avowed {and
now repeats) his cordial affent to {uch enco-
miums. No man refpe@s his Excellency more
highly, than the Yeoman. But he difapproves
of the topicks which the Panegyrift has fe-
leGted ;5 and of the fufpicious fournure of his
praife. - He thiniks it an infult to the under.
ftanding and principles of that nobleman, to
fuppofe that he can be cajoled into an abate-
ment of his vigilance,—a relaxation of his vi-

gour,
* Second Edition, p. 44. note,
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gour,—or the placing of his confidence, where
it is not deferved : *—to conceive that he can
tolerate that audacious and offenfive praife,
which is grounded on the imputation of opi-
nions which he rejeéts, and of condué&t which
he has not purfued : to hope that he will en-
dure to be placed in contraft with thofe, whom
he efteems; and to be commended, with a
mere view to their difparagement.t The
Viceroy will be cautious in accepting praife
from him, who has prefumed to {peak irreve-
rently of the King. I

Neither have I diffented from the praife
which he has beftowed upon the Englith. I
have only obferved, that confidering the mode
of its introduction, it feemed to infinuate un-
juft cenfures of our countrymen.§ If fuch

Slagornerie does not evince diflike, neither is it
a proof of amity to Britith connexion. | This
1s to be preferved, by cherifhing the genuine

principles

* Mr. Scully in the 26th page of his preface, gives the
following, not inapplicable extrac, from Plautus. ¢ Quod
¢¢ fibi volunt, dum id impetrant, boni funt: fed id ubi jam
¢ penes {e habent, ex bonis, peflimi fiunt.”

t+ We now fee, in the high poft that Lord Caniden held
with unfleady hand, the good, the firm, and the upright
Lord Hardwicke, &c. &c. :

1 The difrefpeétful paffage here alluded to, fhall be given
in another part of my letter.

§ See pageé 47. of the firft, and page 28 of the fecond
edition of the Advice. The alterations which it has
fince endured, will entertain thofe whom they do not difguft;
and will leave no doubt on the mind of any, as to the Au-
thor’s being an ingenuous, and manly perfon.

| Sce the Author’s boaft ; Preface, p- 35.
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principles of loyalty amongft us; and by the:

found policy of their condu@, who adminif-
ter the affairs of Ireland. It is not by fawn-
ing on our Englith fellow-fubje@s, who have
fpent little or no part of their lives in ‘this
country, and who confequently muft be de-
ficient in that experience, which would in-
form them of the true circumitances, fenti-
ments, and f{ituation of its inhabitants—it
1s not by availing ourfelves of this Inexperi-
ence, and mifleading them on thefe material
points,—that we fhall promote, or evince a
wifh to ftrengthen the connexion. There-
fore, though the culprit “ pleads guilty to the
“ charge, of refpe@ing the charader of his
“ Britifh fellow-fubjes,”* I thould be {trongly
difpofed to acquit him of fuch a fentiment if
his writings were the only evidence before
me. I have heard of a jury, whofe previous
experience of the veracity T of a certain cri-

minal,

* Preface P. #6.

t T'have already obferved, that my remarks apply not
perfonally to the Author; but folely to the work. I
fee him, merely through that medium. He may be 2
man of {tri€t veracity ; but his work abounds in egregious,
though perhaps not intentional (and therefore not moral)falfe-
hoods. 'He charges me (a) with having painted the Mefls.
Emmett, as ¢ men of the beft qualities of the head and
¢ heart.” Thisis falfe. See my former Letter; p. 95.~—I
am alfo ftated to have declared this, on the authority of a
perfonal acquaintance, This likewife is untrue. With Mr.
‘Thomas Emmett I was acquainted : but fo far from know-
ing his brother Robert, I have never even feen him; and have
no where f{tated myfelf to have been acquainted with him.

(ay Page 15. of feccond editien.

-
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minal, induced them to acquit him of a charge,
merely becaufe he had confefled it.

I have now done with Mr. Scully’s cenfures,
and his praife : which latter T may have en-
larged upon, in fome inftances, not adverted
to by my prefent letter. Whether rightly or
wrongly, Time and Experience will, for  the
information of others and myfelf;  decide.
When that decifion has been made, [ fhall,
as the event may be, applaud my own dif-
cernment, which I hope and expe&®, will be
the cafe;) or pore humbly on the lot of hu-
man fallibility. In the mean time I wait, in
patient expetation ; and am not athamed, if
I have facrificed private feeling to the defire
of. rendering public juftice; and if, while I
fought to be unprejudiced, I have fallen into
a liberal extreme, of prepofleflion in favour of
thofe, who were entitled to no partial kind-
nefs at my hands.

Finally, (or almoft finally as to him,) I
congratulate the Advifer, on % the teftimonics
“ which have becn borne, by Proteftants as
“ well as Catholicks,” (and which I admit to
have been “ flattering,”) « to the utility of his
¢ Addrefs.”* But if he be right in his affer-
tion, that the work  has been found gene-
“ rally to accord with the fentiments of that
“ clafs of perfons, who were its objets,”—
this is‘a fact, on which I cannot felicitate the
Publick : “nor indeed can I confider the appro-

vers

* Pref. P, 41.
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vers of fuch a tra&t, to be as * valuable,”

(though they may be as “ numerous”) a body,
as he defcribes them.
I acknowledge however, that the addrefs
may have “ produced the falutary effe@, of
“ undeceiving fome of” the. Advifer’s’ Pro-
“ teftant fellow-fubjects, refpe&ing the incli-
‘“.nations and opinions of {uch of his Catholic
“ Countrymen,” as concur in fentiment with
him. Indeed in fuch cafe, it would be well
calculated to purge the vifual ray of the moft
dim fighted ; as may appear by the following
{election of paflages which it contains.

I do not tranfcribe the whole of the addrefs ;
nor in all cafes follow the arrangement of the
Author: but I give his own words ; witheut
a fingle interpolation. In fhort the fubjoined
abridgment no. otherwife alters Mr. Scully’s
{enfe, than by the juxta-pofition, and as it
were new fetting, of thofe brilliant {entiments,
which are fcattered through his work,

“ My Countrymen,”*

“ I addrefs you with a heart full of devo-
“ tion to your welfare ; and deeply interefted
- ¢ in the deftiny of that beloved country, where
¢ in former times our anceftors 4 have flou-
“ rifhed.. I perceive no reafon, why men of
“ different religious perfuafions may not fit

““ upon

* It may be proper to obferve that, from the title page,

this Advice, appears to be addrefled exclufively to the Au-
thor’s Catholic Brethren.

+ See laft note.
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upon the fame Bench; deliberate in the
fame Council. We know that tolcration is
odious to the intolerant ; freedom to o
preflors ; property to robbers; and all de-
grees of profperity to the envious.* The
following fentiments flow from an unbiafled
furvey of our interefts; without the leaft
mixture of folicitude for thofe of either
England, or France; farther than as thefe
countries affect our profperity and independ-
ence. | am a true born Irithman; a Mile-
fian ; a Catholics fharing in the fame pri-
vations, reftraints and grievances, with my
Catholic countrymen. I with to demon-
ftrate the calamities which impend, unlefs
we fhall inftantly awake from our lethargy.
I feel pride in belonging to a clafs of people,
who fuffered, with manly fortitude, a cen-
tury of unexampled injuftice; and finally
redeemed themfelves from fervitude, by
their unbroken energies. The French pro-
claim the menace of invading our ifland. It
1s high time therefore, to bethink ourfelves,
whether we fhall a& with them or againft
them? We are to confider, whether to re-
ccive thofe French vifitors with open arms
whether we fhall keep to ourfelves what we
now have, be it ever fo little; and drive
them back ?

“ Let us difcufs this queftion calmly ; and
when we have determined, let us a& with
vigour, and in concert.

F . (13 It.

* Mottos.
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“It is 112 years—fince the capitulation of

“ Limerick, to William III. It was the laft
“ place which furrendered to him; and never
“ was any more gallantly defended, than it
“had been by our loyal anceftors; who
“ fought for their hereditary King, againft a
“ Dutch Invader, and his hired battalions.
“ France had amufed the befieged with pro-
“ mifes of fuccour: no fuccour came; and
¢ the brave garrifon, after enduring incredible
“ hardfhips, were forced to give up, with
“ breaking hearts their laft poffeffion in their
“ country : but not without having obtained,
“ and defervedly, glorious terms of capitula-
“ tion. 'The French came, (as they have al-
“ ways to their friends,) when all was over,
“and they were not wanted. Never after-
“ wards did they ferioufly attempt fo reftore
¢ James to his throne, or our exiles to their
“ country ; although they had plenty of fhip-
“ ping. In 1798,atCollooney, who were their
‘“ conquerors ! ‘They were Catholicks: brave
“ Irifh boys; defcended from the renowned
“ defenders of Limerick. TheFrench, over-
“taken by Irith troops, at Ballinamuck,—
“ finifhed their fhort race by an a&, fcarcely
“ to be cqualled in cowardice and treachery,
“towards 1500 of our haplefs countrymen.
~ “ Thele dithonoured fellows, inftead of de-
- “manding terms for their allies, faw with
“ unconcern, almoft every man of thofe poor
“lIrifh butchered before their eyes. I have
“ fince been on the field of maflacre; and was
“ thewn
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¢¢ fhewn the large pits, into which heaps of
“ Irith carcafes were thrown ; without the or-
“ dinary rites of Chriftian interment. The
“ French never afterwards complained of this
« maflacre, as of a matter which concerned
“ their honour, or our efteem for them.

« If we need not fear, what better reafon is
¢ there for us to love them? let us coo//y con-
¢ fider this matter; and fee whether their
“ amity is to be confided in; or their alliance
¢« efteemed. Their revolution is at an end.
“ They had gained, after the flaughter or exile
¢ of two or three millions, the opportunity of
“ firmly fixing their liberties,~—and of calmly
¢ choofing their own form of Government ;
¢ whether a limited Monarchy, a qualified, or
‘ a pure Republick. All their friends in other
‘¢ countries looked for the event, with impa-
“tient folicitude; and hoped * that the
“ French would now produce fome admirable
“ mafterpiece of a free Conftitution.t But no.

“ We have feen their bafe trgachery at Balli-
“ namuck. Weknow that they have feduced
“ feveral Irithmen to their caufe; fomeof whom
“ were undoubtedly men of great talents and
“ sntegrity. But we know that they have been
“ cruelly deceived and difappointed. They

F 2 “ were

* This friend/bip, and thefe hopes nothing abated, by the
flaughter or exile of two or three millions; nor by the prof-
pect of a pure republick, as the mafterpicce which they
might produce.

t Now, that they had got rid of their two or three mil-
lions of impedimenta.
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* were promifed ample and generous aid from

“ France : they believed in thofe promifes.’

¢« Allured by the falfe lights of France, to
“ their reception has been fo cold and chilly,
that you would really pity their prefent feel-
“ings. They are allowed no Penfion. 'Thus
“ our abufed Exiles drag on the burden of life,
“in the land of unfeeling Strangers s unjufily
“ fufpecicd of being robbers and affaffins.
«“ Now let us compare this chara&er, with that
“of the Englith Regulars and Militia, who
“ were in this country, - Did they not gene-
roufly and fuccefsfully interfere,* in ftem-
ming the animofities of the ruling party,—
in reprefling the fury and bigotry of our
countrymen, and in prote&ing the weak
and unarmed native ! need I name our pre-
fent commander in chief Fox?+ I come now

(14 to

(44

14
111
(13
147
(19

111

* Unlike the treacherous French; who did not ftem the
animofities of the ruling party, at Ballinamuck ; but fuf-
fered the poor natives to be butchered before their eyes.

+ Who will be afferted by Mr. Scully to be no friend to

the Yeoman. Nor perhaps were all his general orders well
calculated to refute this affertion ; however groundlefs. Be
this as may, ¢ the regulars and militia did not at all times
¢¢ {uccefsfully interfere in ftemming the animofities of the
¢ ruling party,—in reprefling the bigotry and fury of our
¢ countrymen, or in protecting the weak and unarmed na-
¢ tives. Need I name” the 23d of laft July? Amongft
the wmarmed and unproteéted, who perithed on that occa-
fion, there was one, whofe name was Wolfe, and whofe
title of honour was Kilwarden. But I freely admit thzt hti}sl,
dea

“ fteer to fuch a coaft in queft of Liberty,.

T T P w—
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« to a painful topick: our redemption from

“ our prefent political degradation, is that to-
13 1

pic

death was not only the effe& of accident, (a) but of furprife;
and that for our fafety on that alarming night, the Pro-
videnice to which we are indebted, is Divine. (6) Mr. Scul-
ly indeed, in both his editions, views the matter in a light
extremely different ; and this is to me 7o matter of furprife :
No doubt, whenever his advice fhall have been widely cir-
culated, it will corre& the error under which government
feems to labour. Meantime, our parliament, our privy
council,—and our courts of juftice, appear to be under the
influence of a ftrange delufion. To quell this infignificant
difpute, the former have read the riof adt, not once, but
three times; and given it the pompous title of the Irith
mattial law bill : whillt in {pite of the wholefome admoni-
tions of the Advifer, now fix months after the affray, this
ftatute remains in force 3 and the habeas corpus alt continues
to be fufpended. But when we fhall have been converted
to the tenets of Mr. Scully, our parliament will repeal their
rigorous provifions ; our council retract their hyperbolical

proclamations ;

(a) “ The impartial Obferver” hastheld an inqueft; which found it ac-
cidental death.—Secc his Pamphlet.

(6) T am forry to learn'that, by fome of my friends, this paflage has
been mifconceived. That, on the 23d of July there was furprife fome-
awhere, 1 meant to affert ; and who will deny ? But [ huve not afferted that
our Governmeni was- furprifed ; nor fo far as (with, 1 admit, inadequate
mieans) I have been able to obtain information, refpecting a fubject on
which, perhaps, farther light fhould have been thrown, does this ap-
pear to have been the cale; but the contrary. Government may, at
laft, have been taken unawares. But it is equally true that this may
have arifen from megle&, in another department, of the warnings and
direcions which Government had given. If Government wifhed to pro-
portion their preparations to the probable extent of the danger of which.
they were apprized, and not alarm the loyal, or encourage the difaffected,
by precautions exorbitantly. more than adequate to the occafion, their
condul, (fpite'of events) would be (as I believe it was) not only blame-
lefs, but ‘praifeworthy.—At prefent how ‘does the cafe {tand? Serious
blame is, almoft avowedly, imputable in fome quarter : therefore we will
not enquire where, or by whom, it has been deferved.—My imagination
cannot fuggeflt the latent propofition, which fhall turn this enthymeme
icl.‘ltcl'i a fyllogifm, confifting of premifles which will warrant the con-

ulion.
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“ pic; and it conftantly affociates itfelf, in the

“ minds of fome of us, with French invafion
(41

(14

ftate; and gladly would I avert my eyes {from
thofe bleeding gathes, to which falves ought
to have been long fince applied. The a&tive
parts of that degradation bear moft heavily
upon the middling and higher claffes; and
I feel my full {hare of them, as feverely as
any of you. But they bear indire€tly upon
us all; and the acrimonious irritation which
they cherifh, to our annoyance, is far more
oppreflive than their political operation. But
is our flate of life fo galling, as to leave us
no alternative, but French tyranny ¢ *

“ Some

111
cc
(19

(43

13
(11
73
14
7

11

proclamations ; and our judges ceafe to infliék the penalties
of high treafon, on thofe who have in fa&t been only guilty
of a mifdemeanour. Probably what fticks with them ma
be a circumftance, which the advifer overlaoked. (4) I mean
that formidable depot, the exiftence and contents of which
he has entirely forgotten; in making his tot of the dangers
of July. He has omitted the part of Hamlet, in his recital
of the tragedy.

¥ The late Mr, Robert Emmett was of opinion that there
was; and the language ufed by him on the day of his exe-
cution, (as given in the Dublin Journal,) bore a ftrong re-
femblance to'that of Mr. Scully. Mr. Emmett’s avowal of
cqual antipathy to Britith and French connexion, led me
after quoting his expreflions, to affert, (in p. 21 of my for-
mer letter,) that anti-gallici{m and anti-anglicifm might be
confiftent. This Mr. Scully flippantly pronounces to mean,
that loyalty and wifdom may confift with difaffetion and
folly, (Pref. p. 20.) But this is not the cafe. It only

means
(a) Preface, p. 20.

and revolution. We are indeed in a fore

P R S — T —
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 Some of you will fay, that a certain fa&ion
*¢ cannot longer be endured; * and force you,bi)»’
¢ their infults and outrages, to favour thofe
« foreigners : that they terrify you by the me-
“ mory of the maflacres in Wicklow, Armagh,
« and Wexford: that you cannot enjoy fecu-
“ rity in your homes; or repofe in your beds ;
“ and that Defpair drives you into rebellion,
“ for fhelter. I fay to you that this faion,
* difloyal as they may be to their King, and
“ terrible as, if they had power, they might
“ be to their country, are yet Angels of Mercy,
“ compared to French tyrants. T
%¢ Some of you will tell me, that you fuf-
“ fered much of injuftice, indignities and ca-
“ lumny, fome years ago. I admit the fact;
“ and have keenly felt and fympathifed with
¢ thofe {ufferings. ‘There is no good fenfe in
“ extenuating the vices of our former rulers.
“ Would to God the effets of thofe- vices
“ could be expunged! But, fince they muft
“ fubfift

means, that a wifh for French alliance is not the neceflary
confequence of a diflike to Britith connexion: nor do I
mean to deny that the fentiments of the Advifer may be
antigallican.

* This, and the following fentence, furnifh an anfwer to
the queftion put in the preceding.

t i e So far from difputing the truth of what fome of
you fay, T adopt your fentiments and pofitions; and make
them myown. But terrible as this faction of buftling bi-
%ots i5, I aver that even they are better than the French.

herefore rid yourfelves of your intolerable tyrants, with-
out the interpofition of French aid. Mr. Emmett would
have given fimilar advice. Mr. Scully cannot have intended
togive it.  His words muft pervert his meaning.
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“ fubfift for public thame,—let them {ubfift
“ for public infitru@ion. It befits our can-
“ dour, to define to our Legiflators, the feel-
“ ings and wants of upwards of three mil-
¢ lions of {ubjects; whom it is their duty to
“ govern with 1kill, and to legiflate for with
“ wifdom. * And, as we are not reprefented
by thofe who might {peak our true fenti-
ments,—as we are prohibited bythe law from
choofing any perfons to watch over our in-
terefts,—-—occafional publications might be
found amongft the leaft exceptionable chan-
nels of communications, between our rulers
and our body. In the following review
therefore, you will receive a pledge of my
attachment to your interefts ; and our rulers
will find fome ufeful matter. I know you all
agree with me, that when his Majefty’s mi-
nifters T violated their faith with the Irith
people, after having pofiefled themfelves of
the Irith purfe,—when they caufed a peal
of indignant complaint to ring from Derry
to Dingle,—when they deputed Lord Cam-
den, without adequate capacity, as the event
proved,.to fill the poft of power, they
liftened to evil counfel; and alted with- .
out good fenfe. Neither could I have re-
| : joiced
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* i.e. to the tafte of Mr. Scully. .

+ At the head of thofe treacherous minifters; was Mr.
Pitt; to whom the Advifer renders homage in the 12th
page of his Preface. I may agree with Mr. Scully in con-
fidering Mr. Pitt as a truly great man; but cannot in the
fame breath concur in thinking him a public fwindJer.
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“ joiced in feeing my country delivered over,
“ through the fame evil counfel, to a few
“ intemperate perfons, who undertook to
“ fule five millions of men with a rod of
“ jron. 'Thofe perfons have nurfed the feuds,
“ and fwelled-the diftractions that difgrace
¢ this Ifle. Our difcontents had however
“ nearly fubfided, when Hoche appeared at
“ Bantry Bay. We came forward to fhake
« hands with our fellow-fubje&s. = It was not
- “amoment for them to hefitate, in accepting
“ our aid, towards maintaining tbeir efta-
« blithments. They looked round; and faw
¢“ the paucity of their numbers: that they
« fcarcely exifted, or were to be heard of, in
« many of our diftricts. To venture alone
‘“ upon the tafk of repelling invafion, would
“ be, as if our drummers and fifers were to
¢ charge the battalions of France; whilft our
“ rank and file lay in their tents. ?
¢ 'Thofe generous peafants were offered mo-’
“ ney as the reward of their facrifices: but
“ they fpurned money. What rewards did
“ we look for? not money ; but juftice: the
“ removal of unmerited dithonour.* We ex-
| G ' “ peited

Lol

* Such is the gratitude avowed by Mr. Scully, for the
then and ﬁ?l'ﬁqént favours, conferred by a Proteftant le-
giflature on thofe of his perfuafion : for the repeal of the
penal code, the grant of the ele&tive franchife, and the re-
moval of every incapacity, fave that of fitting in Parliament;
and filling a few of the principal offices of State :—and in
this angry effufion he is not affnamed to indulge, after all
shat occurred in the year 1798.
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« pected thathis Majefty’s minifters would have
“ unyoked us. That was a fit time for them-
“ to have abolifhed the remnant of civil dif-

114

“ an additional period of ten years, without

« neceflity or provocation, and at fo much coft
“ iftence. They did not {eize that opportuni-
« ty. Ifear they liftened to thofe meddling
« men, already alluded to. =~ We all lament
<« this foul play; and its difaftrous confe-
« quences. I fhall pafs rapidly over the hor-
“ rid {cenes, which were afterwards a&ed.
¢ Sanguinary men, both the loyal and the re-
“ bel, outraged the properties and perfons of
“ the innocent, * and guilty, almoft indifcri-
“ minately. Some fled to the laws for re-
¢ drefs. But the doors of juftice were clof-
“ ed; and they were repulled by bills of in-
“ demnity. Others obtained compenfation,
“ from the fame legiflature, that enacted thofe
“ bills. + I grant all thofe things; nor do I
“ vindicate the rulers of that day, or their

“ meafures.

* 1f we perufe this fentence with moderate attention, we
fhall find it to prefent the picture of fanguinary Loyalifts,
outraging #nunocent Rebels.

'+ I'at firft did not underftand the objetion to this Sta-
tute. But [ now recollect that the objets of compenfation
were {uffering Loyaliffs 5 and that innocent Rebels, who had
fuffered in their property, were not within the meaning of
the a&. The acts of Indemnity indeed protected Rebels;
and fo far were unexceptionable. But they alfo threw a
fhield over the excefles of loyalty ; and hinc illz lachrymz..

tinctions, which have been permitted, during-

to humanity, to prolong their goading ex--
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« meafures. But a change of meafures, and
« of men, has taken place. The fa&tion whom
“ you dread, have changed fides; and are be-
« some clamorous againft Britith connexion.
« They are incenfed by the late Union ; which
« has demolifhed (not our parliament;* for we
« had no fhare in it, but) their club-houfe.

« The firft magiftrate in every country is
« Jiable to fits of anger, and caprice, and pre-
« judice, like the reft of us. He may natu-
“rally be at times obftinate, ill-humoured,
“ jmprovident, or even infatuated upon fome
« particular fubjeQs. Let us confider

« How fmall, of all that human hearts endure, _
«¢ That part, which Laws or Kings can caufe, or cure !

« A new and happier day dawns upon us. It
« is not to be imagined, that in defpite of the
« reafonings of a Butler and a Newenham, a
« quibbling crotchet in an oath will circum-
ct (l!cribe the juftice of the father of his peo-
« ple. Even though relief {hould be obftruct-
« ed for a moment,—yet our fufpenfe will not
« be meafured by eternity. We fee an en-
« lighten’d Prince, beckoning us to the banner
« of genuine Loyalty ; and drawing leffons of
« future policy from our Patron, the gallant
“ Moira.

G2 “This

* The Legiflature, which Mr. Scully thus difclaims and
reviles, may be fuppofed to have been influcnced by no undue
partialities, when they conferred on his Brethren the many
valuable privileges, which they enjoy.
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“ 'This was your”—pamphlet ; and in my
mind, contained do&rines, lefs calculated to
conciliate, than * to threaten, and command.”
Whether the fentiments, to which you have
become wedded fince, are conveyed in ex-

pretions deferving equal feverity of reprehen-

fion, I fhall not ftop to enquire. - Let it fuf-
fice to fay, that thefe latter pages coincide
fufficiently with the former, to refemble, in
-my eyes, a foul Satire on the conflitution.

But I have wandered into a {fecond apof-
trophe. Let me return.

The Irifh loyalift, and his humble copyift,*

the Yeoman, are charged with motives of no
venial kind. 'They aré inimical to Britith
connexion ; and net averfe from French alli-
ance : they diflike the Catholicks ; and re-
Ject their cooperation : they would menace
the Irith people, and fhout ¢ Rebel’ in their
€ars; in hopes, by irritating, to prevent them
from conduding themfelves unexceptionably,

n

* This charge is better founded, than many in the ¢« Ad-
“vice.” T certainly was anticipated in {everal important
topicks, by the work from which I am ftated to have copied
mine. Feeling this to be the cafe, I not only cited the Re-
monftrance, whenever I borrowed from it, butin p. 5. of
my letter, the following paflage will be found. « [et me
“now proceed to confider Mr. Scully’s topicks feriatim s
¢ if indeed the undertaking be not rendered Juperfluous, by the
“ [enfible and conflitutional Remonflrance of an Irifh Loyalifi.”—
Iihall only add, that if my letter was the mere plagiarifm
which it is alledged to be, it feems firange, that befides
reading the original Remonftrance,—the Publick fhould
have called for five Editions of the Yeoman’s fervile Copy,
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in the impending ftruggle; and meriting, and
obtaining, the reward of their allegiance.. In
fhort, they would “ wreft the reins of power
~ from the fervants of our fovereign; and
« trample on the laws and conftitution of the
“ country.”*

Whether the Yeoman has juflly incurred
thefe imputations, will be beft determined by
a perufal of his letter; and his rancoreus en-
mity towards Catholicks, and wifh that the
great body of the Irith people {hould mifcon-
duct themfelves, may, for inftance, be collect-
ed from his two concluding pages. T

But if fuch were his malignact views, it
feems unlikely that this anonymous writer
thould be Baron Smith.

On the maternal fide, Baron Smith’s con-
nexions are chiefly Cathelick ; and he quar-
ters the arms of an ancient family of that per-
fuafion, with his own. . In flinging contume-
lies on their wor{hip, be would thus refle& pe-
culiar dithonour on himfelf. Befides, he would
contradict his own conviction; that as bright
examples of ability and worth may be difco-
vered amongft thofe who profels that faith, as

- amongft their Proteftant fellow Chriftians.
With one of that Religion he was once ac-
quainted ; for whom, whilft alive, he felt the
tendereft affe¢tion ; and the memory of whofe
virtues he muft ever cherifh, and revere: one,

¢ Good

* Pref. ages, 4. §. 6 47.—19.
S, BE, gorr
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¢ Good without noife,—without pretenfion great ;*

and whofe exemplary life fupplied unanfwer-
able proofs, how amiable a fincere, and zeal-
ous Catholick may be.

Can he ever regard with averfion or' con-
tempt, opinions embraced by one, whom he fo
cfteemed? tenets, on which were founded thofe
virtues and pious hopes, which he trufts are
now amply rewarded, and fulfilled ?

No! never can he look, but with refped,
upon the path, which has led this beloved
Relation to a better world.

But let us fee how far his condu& has been
conformable to the fentiments, which we pro-
nounce him to entertain. The examination is
not impracticable : for though not an eminent,
be has, for fome years, been a public Man.

I would however take up the queftion, at a
full earlier period. Ia the year 1792,* there ap-
peared fome eflays on political fubjeis, which
if not publifhed under his name, were generally
afcribed to him.  From thefe I fhall take the
liberty of making the few following extras ;
as pertinent to'the fubje&t which we are upon,

“ The paffage from Cicero, which I have
“ feleCted for my motto ¥, is a key to my opi-
“ niomy on what is called the Catholick quef-
“tion. That great Man conceived, that the

- “ poffeflion

* 7 . Previoufly to 1798; and to many Paftoral In-
firu&ions.
+ ¢ Minimé mirum eft, communicata cum his Republici,

“ fideles efle,—qui etiam expertes ejus, fidem fuam femper
¢ preftiterunt.”

T S W S S
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« poffeffion of privileges was calculated to pro-
“ duce attachment, to the {yftem under which
“ they were enjoyed ; and that we might pro-
« mote the loyalty of the Subject, by giving
“ him an intereft in the defence of the Confti-
“ tution. But, aware how inconclufive mere
“ theory might be, the Statefman has thought
“ fit to add the previous loyalty of thofe, to
“ whom new privileges were extended : fidem
& fuam femper prafliterunt. 'Thus, confifting of
“ blended principle and fac, I truft the rea-
“ foning will apply to the Irifh Catholicks. It
*“ is founded on confiderations of political ex-
‘“ pedience ; that rational and wholefome
“ fource, whence alone I would derive any ar-
“ guments in their favour.
*“ Cicero built no conclufions on imaginary
“ Rights of Man. He, in his higher {phere, lett
“ fuch do&rines to. Mark Anthony;* and I,
“ in my obfcurity, confign them to Thomas
“ Paine.t It therefore is with grief, that I
“ have perceived the hopes of the Catholicks
“ cheer’d by the cries of the feditious :I that
“ I have obferved Atheifm affecting to extend
“ the hand to Chriftianity ; and found the pe-
“ titions of fubjects, for conftitutional privi-
“ lege, drowned in the claims of rebels, for
¢ pretended Rights of Men. The bonds of
“ religion

* See his Philippicks.
+ Of whom, (Pref. p. 11.) Mr. Scully infinuates that the
Yeoman is an abettor.

¥ For inftance, Mr. Tone.



13
e
14
(44
14
(19
'Yy
65
(49
14
(14
(44
(1]
[
14
14
£
(19
(14
[14
(44
(14
(13
(44
114
(44
(44
144
(44

(44

[ o6 -]

religion conne& Proteftant and Catholick to-
gether: for though not of the fame Church,
we are but varieties, alike belonging to the
fublime clafs of Chriftianity. ‘That we
thould be their friends, is therefore to be
accounted for, on principles confonant to
piety and good order. Indeed the policy
{feerns obvious, which fhould make Chrif-
tians coalelce, at a moment like the prefent,
to oppofe a {tronger barrier to the irruptions
of Infidelity. But what {hould unite the
Atheift with the Catholick? What buta falfe
cement, formed of mifchievous defigns,
which having firft produced a temporary co-
herence, muft foon explode, with ruinous
difunion !—I am a friend to Catholicks: but
Iam a friend to Order, to Religion, and
the Conftitution; and though I may re-
joice at the liberality which my brother
Chriftians have experienced, and may hope’
to fee the generous principle extended far-
ther in their behalf,—yet I qualify my hopés,
with a proper deference to that Legiflature,
the invafion of whofe privilege, isa furren-
render of my own. ‘The treafures of our
moft valuable Conftitution—I would f{hare
as extenfively, as is compatible with its
fafety ; and fhall' therefore confider the quef-
tion of Catholic privilege, with reference to
the complete fecurity of the State. 'The fol-

“ lowing are amongft the topicks, appertaining
“ to this fubje&t. 'The number of the Catho=

(13

licks : their fhare of national property : the
« political
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“ political tendency of their religious fyftem ;
“ and their propenfities to order, or commo-
‘¢ tion,—as evinced by their paft, and prefent
“ conduct.
“ Firft, upon their numbers they thould not
“ be fond to dwell. The circumitance only
“ proves that every benefit, which can with
“ fafety, ought to be extended to {fo numerous
“a body ;—and if it be qualified with the hy-
“ pothefis of their unfriendlinefs to prefentefta-
‘““.blithments, this circumftance, of their num-
“bers, becomes an argument againft their
“ claims. No doubt, thofe civil benefits thould
“ be fcattered widely, for the attainment of
“ which, political inftitutions have been formed.
‘ But this liberal principle is not applicable to a
“ cafe, where the more numerous body in a
“ ftate, is fufpected of difaffection.  Whilft he
“ maintains his allegiance, the Subje& (hould
“ be cherithed ; for id firmiffimum longe imperi-
“um ¢ff, quo obedientes gaudent. ® But having
“ afcertained the difloyalty of any body, we
“ fhould notinveft them with privileges, which
“ amount to powers of difturbing the ftate, to
“ which they .are ill affeGted. I fay then to
“ my Roman Catholic countrymen, that {upe-
¢ riority of number is weak ground on which
“ to ftand. ~ Alone, it is infufficient to {upport
¢ their claims : add that they are well affected,
“ and itsaid is {carcely wanted : fuppofe them
“ to be difloyal, and their numbers make
¢ againft them. For though, as already men-
H *“ tioned,

* Livy.
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tioned, Government fhould aim, in the firft
inftance, at fecuring the attachment of all
bodies, by a liberal donation of advantages
to each, yet let any of thofe bodies be al-
ready hoftile, and there will (under fome
refirictions,) be every reafon for profcribing

them. Their enmity was all we had origi-

nally to fear ; or by the con¢effion of bene-
fits, were likely to prevent. Qnce they have
declared war, we are to confult our own fe-
curity ; by fhuting the gates of our confti-
tution.  Political privileges are powerful
weapons ; and muft not be put into the hands
of the fufpeCied.” |
“l am next to confider the fhare which
Catholicks have, of national property and
dignities amongft them. And here the foun-
dation which they ftand upon, if {ufficiently
cxtenfive, undoubtedly is firm. From their
renk and wealth in the country, as from a
commanding eminence, they may be able to
point out various grounds of policy, which
fhould preduce them an acceflion of autho-
rity in the ftate.”
“ Indced the wifdom of the legiffature me-
rits praife; for having permitted them to
acquire permanent property, as a prelimi-
nary to political importance. - We have al-
lovwwed them to fettle and improve in the
outikirts of our conflitution; until by fafe
degrees they may become eitizens with our-
felves,  Mingled into the feveral orders of
the ftate, and enjoying dignities and pof-
{eflions
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« feflions which that State prote&s, they will
« have acquired intercits which may connedt,:
«“ and identify them with our eftablithment.”

«“ With regard to the tendency of their re-
« ligious fyftem, if (asis faid to be the cafe,”)
“« a5 Catholicks, their opinions and habits be
« monarchical, this tendency may be coniider-
« ed as favourable to their pretenfions, at a
« moment, T when Republican doctrines very
« mifchievoufly prevail. Perhaps (though this
« I will not venture to pronounce,) it might
« be added, that by poffefling a Hierarchy,
« (that link, conne&ive of our Church and
« State,) they politically deferve to be preferred
« to thofe, whofe clerical democracies lels ac-
« cord with the principles that pervade our
« conftitution. Thus Hume admits, that the
« maxim of “ no Bithop no King,” is not
« without foundation : and afcribing to the
« puritanic clergy a violent turn towards Re-
« publicanifm, confiders fuch principles as al-
« Jied to their religion. But if the Catho-
« ]icks, on account of their Hierarchy, thould
« merit favour, yet the fubordination of their
“ clergy to a foreign power—muit be con-
« feffed to diminifh, and weaken, this ground
“ of claim,”

“ But the good condu of the Catholicks

. NG H 2 T

* Not by Do&or Huffey ; whofe Paftoral Letter had not
appeared when thefe effays were publifhed. In that letrer,
he takes pains to prove that the R. C. religion can thrive 7o
ﬂ!:{uﬂ as well under a Republick, as under a Monarchy :
and it may be fo. .

+Wiz. 1792.
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“ 1s what muft fupply their ftrongeft claim upon
“our kindnefs. Yet I prefume not to fay
“ that the legiflature has been parfimonious
“of indulgence. In cafes fimilar to the pre-
““ fent, it is prudent to convey an infereft that
“ fhall attach to the conftitution, before we
“ beftow a privilege that might difturb it : nor
* where the quiet of an empire, and perma-
“ nency of a valuable eftablifhment are at
“ ftake, can any caution be confidered as ex-
“ceflive. I hold then, in general, that Ca-
““ tholicks deferve our favour: but the pro-
“ per limits of conceffion, it is for the legif-
“ lature to define. I will not fay that they
* fhould obtain no more than is already grant-
“ed: but I am fure that gratitude for what
““ has been beftowed—will corroborate their
“ title to additional ‘and future kindnefs. J;
“ we find that we have created loyalty, by be-
“ nefits conferred, we may expelt to promote its
* growth, by conceding powers. Upon them-
* felves will depend, the enabling us to im-
“ part the more intimate and important pri-
“ vileges of our conftitution ;—and juftifyin
“ our conceflions, on the principles of liberal
““ policy, to fay with the Roman Statefman,
*“ whilft we enrol them amongft our citizens,
“ minime mirum eft, communicatd cum bis repub-
“ licd, fideles effe,—qui etiam expertes ejus, fidem
“ fuam femper prafliterunt.

Again, in the thirteenth of thefe effays, *

the following proofs of enmity to the Roman
Catholicks may be found.

“ 1 think

* Written in January, 1793.
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« I think the elective franchife fhould be
« extended to the Catholicks : but doubt if it
« {hould not be, with fome limitation. I de-
“ precate the mafs of abjeét dependance, which
“ might be let in, if this privilege were pro-
“ mifcuoufly conceded. We have too many
“ forty-thilling freeholders, as it is. And fince
“ any reftriCtions which I annexed to the grant,
‘“ would be meant to regard, rather property
‘ than religion,—perhaps they ought to apply
‘“ equally in future, to indigent perfons of
‘ the Proteftant perfuafion. ~ Perhaps twenty
% pounds per annum would make a proper
¢ qualification ; and that perfons poflefied of
“ long terms for years thould be eleCtors ; the
«“ grounds of their exclufion being obfolete, and
¢« merely feodal. Yet, as to the expediency of
¢« abridging the elective franchife in the hands
« of Proteftants, fome doubts may perhaps be
“ entertained ; grounded (amongit other confi-
¢ derations,) on' the {uperior numbers of the
« Catholicks ; and the neceflity towards fup-
« porting the religion of the State, of politically
¢« embodying as many members of the Church
“ of Ireland, as may be *. 'Therefore, while [
“ offend the Roman Catholicks, by propofing
“ limits to our conceilion of franchife to them,
“ I may difguft Proteftants, by (cven doubt-
“ ingly) fuggefting any abridgement of their
“ privileges. But here is my motto :
' ¢« Papift,

* ¢« And therefore, if by admitting Leafeholders to vote,
¢ we fhould lodge with the Roman Catholicks, an over
¢ proportion
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¢ Papift, or Proteftant, or both between ;
¢ Like good Erafmus, in a golden mean : *

¢ In moderation placing all my glory ; »

¢ While Tories call me Whig ; and Whigs aTory.”’¢

In 1795, Baron Smith, then in Parliament,
fupported the Roman Catholic Bill; § and in
his fpeech on that occafion, made ufe ‘of the
following, amongft other arguments ; which
though they may not prove ability or know-
ledge in the Reafoner, ftill lefs demonftrate en-
mity towards the obje&s of that bill.

“I fupport the Catholick claims, on grounds
“of policy and juftice; and. in fa& he that
“ proves the juftice, goes a great way towards
“ demonfirating the policy of any meafure.

“/The

¢ proportion of the ele&tive franchife, a new and folid ob-
« jection fucceeds the ancient feudal one—to their ad-
«¢ mifhion.” Note annexed to Effay.

The elective franchife in the hands of Proteftants has been,
in effect, abridged by thofe regulations, which difqualify
perfons holding offices m the Revenue from voting, &c.

* Viz : of property.

+ Pope. Indeed Baron Smith may be confidered as a
fort of Mule; not in refpect of his obftinacy, but of his
hereditary unfitnefs for the propagation of religious bigotry.
For the firft of his paternal anceftors who f{ettled in this
country, was a Colonelin the ¢ hired battalions” of the
¢ Dutch Invader;” and thad.three {ons killed in action, by
his fide, fighting againft the ¢ Joyal anceftors” of the Ca-
tholic Advifer.

1 And uniformly, (I do not enquire whether rightly,)
was the advocate of their pretenfions, whenever thefe were
brought forward, during feven years, and in two fucceflive
parliaments, of which he was a member. Thus implicit
was his acquiefcence in all the political opinions of Doétor
Duigenan. Avunculus excitat He&or. See preface p. 29.
Baron Smith’s father, the prefent Mafter of the Rolls, had
alfo fupported the R. C. claims in Parliament. (&)

(2) Sce Sir Michael Smith’s fpeech on the R. C. Bill, Feb. 25, 1793.
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“The abftra&t juftice of the Catholick de-

* mands—is deducible from the legitimate end
“ of political power; which, according to the
“ principles of our revered conftitution, is the
¢ fecurity of civil right.

“ The Catholicks therefore, being poffefs’d

“ of rights, which our late liberality has even
“ much enlarged, it may perhaps be reafona-
“ bly inferred, that they are become entitled
‘“ to powers, for their defence. Qur rights
¢ Sir, are our conftitutional pofleflions ; whilft
“ our privileges form the ftrong entrenchment
“ which furrounds them; and that man may
“ be thought to hold the former infecurely,
“ who holds them unattended by proteiting
“ powers,” * ¥ * « Butithe Catholicks are fo
“ numerous, that if the powers demanded be
¢ conferred, their religion will predominate ;
“ and our eftablithment beoverturned. Againit
““ this rifk, having preferred it to a greater, I
“ am willing that we fhould guard. I fhall
“ always concur in defence of the Proteftant
“ afcendancy ; an expreflion, which conveys
“ no more, than I think our religion thould
“ enjoy. I would give complete afcendancy
¢ to theChurchs and as much totheindividual,
“ as may be requifite to fecure it, It would
‘ undoubtedly be defirable, that our popula-
¢ tion fhould not lic one way, and,qur efia-
¢ blifhment another. But we muft cop2 things
% as we find them; and where rifk oy itine kind
“ muft be encountered, on the one 1ide or the
“ other, all that we can do is—to prefer the

‘“ lefler
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leffer dangel Thus here, fuperficial con-
ceflion may be fundamental confervation ;-

“ 1maque tellus
¢ Stet, quia fumma fugit.”

“ I would fain preferve our church eftablith-
ment, not only unimpaired, but religioufly
1nv101ate, in its uttermoft pomearia: but
would rather abate fomewhat of Proteftant
pre-eminence, than not enfure'the fabrick
of both church and ftate.” * * * % % % [f
there be danger ot Catholic afcendant, and
Catholic puln icks, on the one hand y—18
there no tear of infidelity and jacobinifm,
on the other? And if the poifon of this lat-

“ter has already tainted the Irith people,
 fhall we not at leaft try to prevent the fur-

ther progrefs of theinfetion? What pledge
have we, on the part of the Catholic Eccle-
fiaftick,” for his averfion to the wild chaos
of Jacobinic opinions ! We have the cruel-
ties exercifed on his order, by the French :
his convition, that the prevalence and ope-
ration of thofe opinions, would involve the
inevitable ruin of the priefthood. What fe-
curity have we for the anti-jacobinifm of
the Catholick Gentleman? We have his pro-
perty and his rank ; which con{pire to render
him the natural champlon of fubordina-
tion,”** * * « [t muft be admitted, that
Protcmef(tlfm is the eftablifthed religion of
the ft. Ay But I will go a ftep higher; and
affert that Chriftianity is, more remotely,

our
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« our eftablithment. In the facred and para-
“ mount bonds of this Religion, whofe very
“ name fuggefts good will towards men, we
¢ are at once conne@ed with our Catholick
« fellow fubjects. Let us, as far as policy and .
“ exifting circumftances will allow, rememnber
“ this grand union, and forget fubordinate
¢ diftintions. As ftatefmen, as well as be-
« lievers, we fhould be Chriftians : for Infide-
« lity and Jacobinifm ftalk through Europe,
“ hand in hand; and the fame man who
« wrote the Age of Reafon, was alfo the author
« of the Rights of Man. Chriftianity is al-
« failed. Should not all its deferiptions be em-
« bodied for its defence,—and the worthip,
% throughout all its branches, be made refpect-
« table i—Bearing this principle in mind, we
«¢ fhall be the lefs relu&ant to remove any in-
“ capacities, which attach upon the Catholick.
« We thall feel, that we ought to guard againit
« even feeming to impofe penalties on reli-
« gion; and that we may offer a bounty to
« the Infidel, by impofing a tax upon the
¢« Chriftian.”

Such was the {peech of Baron Smith in
1795. Whether the do&rines which it con-
tained, or~rather perhaps the application of
thofe doérines, thould be confidered as unex-
ceptiopable, was then doubted by many of
our wifeft and moft upright ftatefmen; and
the legiflature decided againft the conclufive-
nefs-of fuch reafoning. And it muit be con-
feffed, that if the arguments for complying

N 1 with
8
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with Catholick wifhes were then weak, they
have not been ftrengthened, by any thing
which occurred in 1798. The above ‘extracts
have been given, not fo much for the purpofe
of difcufling the queftion which they concern,
as with a view to refcuing from the charge of
enmity to any defcription of his countrymen,
the perfon whom Mr. Scully identifies with
the Yeoman. At the fame time, I thould not
have cited thofe fentiments, if they were not,
to a certain degree, my own. I accede to them
precifely in the fame degree, in which at the
prefent day, he who uttered them may be rea-
fonably fuppofed to do. ThatI do fo, may be
collected from thofe final pages of my former
letter, to which I have already had occafion to
allude. In the fpirit of the opinions delivered
there, I maintain that—confidering the pro-
portion between the two religions in this coun-
try, nothing, fhort of neceffary policy, can
juftify a political diftin&ion between the Ca-
tholicks and us. I go farther: I confider the
neceflity as a national misfortune: as an un-
lucky obftacle, which impedes the operation
of principles, in the abftra&, liberal and found:
and I fhould regard that man as a benefac-
tor to his country, who could difprove, or ter-
minate, the exiftence of this neceflity, for con-
tinuing difabilities on any clafs of the King’s
fubjects ; or thwarting the honourable am-
bition of the individuals who compofe it.:

t

# Feeling at the fame time, as T do, the mifchievous falfe-
hood and abfurdity, of defcribing as flaves, the Cathohckﬁ-,
who
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It is therefore I have fuggefled, that Invafion
might {fupply a teft, which v’quld fatisfy the
moft fcrupulous, of the title of the Catholicks
to a farther acceflion of political imporiance;
and that the loyalty of their conduct, in the
courfe of fuch a ftruggle, might juftly procure

them all, that they can reafonably require. *
It is not Baron Smith, or the Yeoman, that is
their foe. It is the man who circulates, under
the name of Paftoral or other Letters, his ran-
cour to our Church, and difaffe&ion to our Go-
vernment. Such men as (unlefs their writings
do injuftice to their opinions,T) the late DoGor
Hufley, the prefent Mr. Scully, and the writer
of thofe Inftructions, on which I commented
in my laft letter. If the pages of the « Ad-
vifer” ftate his opinions with precifion, and if,
as he affures us is the cafe, thefe * have been
« found to accord with the fentiments of that
« numerous clafs of perfons, who were the ob-
“ je&s” 1 of his addrefs, then on their own
heads be the odium of their exclufion from that
political confequence, to which they {o ardently
afpire. If they hold, with Mr. Scully, § that
the government under which they live, 1s
founded on an ufurpation, which their ¢ loyal
I2 “ anceftors”

who enjoy complete toleration; equal protection with our-
felves ; and no inconfiderable portion of political power.

* I do not fay that other circumitances befide Invafion,
might not furnifh fuch a teft.

+ As perhaps they do. 1 Preface, page 41.

§ For fuch is my conftruction of the import of his firft
edition ; (pages 12. 13. &c.)and it is this firft edition which
he afferts, (in his preface to the fecond) to have contained

fentiments
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“ anccftors” unfuccefsfully refifted,—it is evi-
dent that their docirines muft negative their pre-
tenfions : nor in that cafe, will the cunning of
feditious advocates avail, to wheedle the Bri-
tith Lion into a f{urrender of his teeth and
claws. Let the Catholicks, if they would
fucceed, refort to arguments and to condudt,
of an oppofite defcription.  Let them fhew
cordiality to their Proteftant brethren; and
allegiance to their Proteftant rulers. In a
word, and in the language of an anonymous
writer, already quoted, (and conjeGured to be
Baron Smith,) “ let the Catholicks refpe&t the
“ venerable fabrick of that conftitution, in
whofe benefits they fo largely participate
already ; and in whofe privileges, (if it be
not their own fault,) they may be ftill more
intimately interefled hereafter. Let. them

(44
(44
144
(14

“ mies, the Fa&ious; and in every Patriot,

“ they willfind a friend.” * _ 4
But the Yeoman Baron, (whofe antipathy to
Catholicks we have already feen,) is a friend
to French, and a foe to Britith connexion
would provoke and irritate his countrymen to
mifcondu& themfelves; and would audaci-
oufly trampl: on the laws and conftitution.

Inftead

{entiments which accorded with thofe of the ¢lafs which
he addreffed. The awhole fentiments have indeed been
honoured with the approbation of a Gentleman, who has
publifhed a fhort Appendix to this Letter ; and who is re-
ported to enjoy a penfion under that Government, which
Mr. Scully defcribes to have originated in ufurpation. But I

have heard that this addrefs was not generally approved of,
* Effay xi.

hafien to detach themfelves from their ene-
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Inftead of enquiring, whether it be con-
fiftent with the feeming tendency of Mr.
Scully’s pages, that their author fhould hold
fuch views to be fit matter for reproach, I
{hall confider how far they are imputable to
the perfon to whom they are afcribed.

For this purpofe, I thall give fome farther
extraés ; which I fhould not, if they were a di-
greflion from my fubject. But I would be un-
derftood as adopting the fentimentswhich thofe
paffages contain ; and tranfcribe them, as per-
tinent to the matters which we aretreating.

In Auguft laft, while the events of the late
infurreGion were ftill recent, I find this mo-
dern Jefferies (if we may rely ona news papet
rﬁrt,) making the following attempt to pro-
voke and irritate his countrymen.

¢« What fate was in ftore for our country or
ourfelves, it would ‘be prefumptuous to pro-
nounce with certainty.» This refled in the
womb of time, sand difpofal of the Almighty.
Butlet our lot be'what it might, our principles
and condudt were. at our own command : we
conld be loyal to'our King, and devoted to our
Country: we could be prodigal of our lives, in
defence of our Religion, our Liberties, and our
Conftitution, Bodies, fuch as he addrefled,
had the privilege of declaring thofe feelings to
their Sovereigh, and inculcating them on their
Country. . Allegiance, patrioti{m, intrepidity,
moderation,~—thefe were {fentiments, of which
no humian enemy, be he foreign or domeftic,
could deprive us. He was perfuaded the
o ) Grand
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Grand Jury would agree with him, that how.
ever critical the times might be, they did not
the lefs (perhaps the more) call for modera-
tion, and a ftrit obfervance of the law. They
would agree that nothing which had recently
occurred, or which rumours ftated to be im-
pending, fhould be permitted to open or exaf-
perate the wounds of the year 1798. He knew
the liberality of the Gentlemen whom he ad-
drefled ; and therefore relied on their concur-
rence with him, The difaffe@ed, covered as
they were with crimes, were yet our Country-
men ; and if they were not the vitims of delu-
fion, would be our friends. ‘Therefore, though
the menacing reports which were in circula-
tion fhould be authentic, our meafures, how-
ever vigorous and cautious, fhould be all de-
fenfive: not marked by any harth or party
fpirit. We ought, on the contrary, to encoun-
ter treachery, with generous forbearance; and
be mild to thofe, wio were fanguinary to us.
It became the righteoufnefs of our caufe,
and the humanity which chara&eriftically be-
longs to courage, to fhicld from oppreflion the
very arm that was raifed againft us; and afford
the proteGion of the law, to thofe deluded
creatures who were attempting its deftru@ion.
We fhould thus deny to difaffe@ion even the
fhadow of pretext ; and render treafon (if that
were poflible) more unpardonable than it is.
We fhould thus obey the dying injun&ions
of the good Kilwarden, that no man fbould
Suffery but by the laws of bis country ; admi-
niftered with caution, and executed in mer-

cy.
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cy. Such condu& muft corret every {pirit
which was not incorrigible. But thould we be
at laft obliged to meet our enemies in the field,
could we doubt that fuch condu& muft {ecure
to us an invincible ally ? could we doubt that
God would defend the right ? or that the defence
of Almighty Power muft be effectual for our
protection ¢ *

So much for his with to goad the great body
of the Irifth people to difaffetion. And now
for his attachments to France; and his en-
mity to the feene of bis education, Britain.

- Baron Smith’s firft coup d’effai, in the way
of political controverfy, was a pamphlet en-
titled the ¢ Rights of Citizens; or civil
« Rights of Man: contrafted with the unfo-
« cial code of Mr. Paine,” This tralt was
written in 1791 ; and its-author there oppof-
ed the pernicious doctrines of the French;
at a time when * their friends in other coun-
« tries expe@ed they would produce fome ad-
« mirable mafterpiece of a free conftitution.{”
The motto to this pamphlet fuggefts the ten-
dency of the Work :

< Fufque datum [celeri canimus; populumque potentem ;
et rupto feedere REGNI,
¢ Certatum totis concuffs viribus orbis,

« In commune nefas.”

Amongft thofe political Eflays which have

been already cited, the fifth, fixth, and ninth,
+  afford

* Baron Smith’s Charge to the Wexford Grand Jury, at
the Summer Affizes, 1803 ; as given inthe New{papers.

+ See the Advice p. 26. of the firft, and 15. (altered) of
the fecond Edition.
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afford a fimilar example, of the author’s reve-
lutionary propenfities, and adherence to Mr.
Paine. The two former contain an allegorical
encomium on our conftitution, as contrafted
with one formed on the model of French opi-
nions; and the latter is entitled ¢¢ Rights of
“ Waters, @ fable; intended as a companion
“ for Paine’s fable, of the Rights-of Man.”
The writer was “ a very young man,’* when
thofe Effays were compofed ; and will not be
difpleafed with me for obferving, that I dif-
encumber them of the #bus et odores, in which
they have been long embalmed, for the pur-
pofe of evincing, not the talents, but princi-
ples of their author.

In

* Preface to Advice, P. 29.—I do not precifely know
whether Mr. Scully be angry with Baron Smith, for hav-
ing been, or for having been called, ¢ a very young man,”
in 1799. If the former, I apprehend he might plead ¢ not
¢¢ guilty,” to the charge: for in that year he was thirty-
three : an age at which, whatever may be the cafe of the
Advifer, it 1s ufual for men to. put away childith things.
In 1792 however, I confider him to have been a young
man; and this circumftance may.excufe the levity of the
following additional and burlefque proof, of the extent of
his attachment to thofe principles, to which Mr. Scully
profefles himfelf {fuch a foe. It is a paflage from a fic-
titious leter. ¢ Quant gu rétabliflement de I'egalite, chez
¢ les Frangois I’ on s’y prend autrement, Je I’ avoue.
« L3, on fait pendre les petits; ce qui doit leur alonger
« le cou: enfuite on tranche la téte aux Grands ; et voila
“ tous les Citoyens de niveau. Mais, malgre mon pen-
« chant pour le dégat politique, Je ne faureis gouter les
¢ ufages d’'un pays, on I’ on exerce le defpotilme, pour
I’ amour de la liberté: ou, I on fait mourir le peuple,
¢ au milieu des cris de ¢ vive la.Nation !” ;

(11



A8

In the feventh and eighth numbers, written
in the months of Auguft and September, 1792,
I find the following fymptoms of attachment
to French dorine ; and defire to trample on
our laws and conftitution :

¢ Caliban.—Freedom ! hey day ! hey day! Freedom
¢ Freedom ! hey day! Freedom !
«¢ Stephano.—O brave Monfler, lead the way.
SHAKSPEARE.”

“ What Stephano addrefled to the patriotic
¢ Caliban, I am tempted to apply to the Jaco-
“ bins of France. It is not enough to fhout
¢ Freedom in our ears; without acquainting
“ us in what form of government the dwells.
“ Dire& us ye Calibans, or rather Cannibals
“ of France, in that fearch for liberty, which
“ you prefcribe: y o

«¢ O brave Monflers! lead the way.”

“ Nor fhall we be fatisfied with the flou-
“ rifhes of mob-leaders; which are probably
“ as infidious, as they are certainly abfurd:
““ nor yet with the extorted profetlions of poor
“ {laves, who in boafting of their liberties,
“ are trembling for their lives; and know
“ that a fingle moderate expreffion would be
“ trcafon. You muft point out that freedom,
“ which youn fay is within gra{p; and whofe
“ attainment could alone, and barely, palliate
* your exceffes.”

* When Liberty was deified by the heroes
“ of antiquity, they invefted her with no at-
“ tributes fubverfive of order; or incompati-

K “ ble
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ble with reafon, and with focial duty, Of
that rational freedom which they adored, I
fhould—if neceflary, join in the purfuit. If
not already in our poffeflion, I would im-
port from abroad, this worthy obje& of ve-
neration; and place her with refpe in the
citadel of my country. But could any man
be mad enough to look for Liberty in
France ¢

“ Amidft maflacre and pillage, anarchy and
defolation, the defperate fury of a tyrannic
mob, and more difciplined cruelty of a po-
litical inquifition, can Liberty be fuppofed
to have fele@ted her abode? Are we per-
mitted to deem that nation free, where pri-
vate thoughts are capital offences, and the
fufpicions of the rabbie—legal proof ? or even
to ‘believe that the people are not Barba-
rians, where of thofe that have been killed,
fome have alfo been devoured? If my
readers would contemplate liberty in a the-
orctic ftate, it muft be foared for, through
the fubtilties of analyfis and abfira&tion. If
they would fee the {pirit of Freedom embo-
died in praclice, and animating the machinc}

(1 o

* <« An obfolete term, for what is now called the people :

derived from Mobile, a latin word, fignifying moveable, or
uniteady. The reader will obferve, from the date of this
number, that it was written fhortly after the French ex-

celles of the roth of Auguft, and maffacres of the 2d

of September, 1792. ¢

9vil
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“ of government, I have only to refer them
“ to the conflitution of our country.” ¥ ¥ % *
“ I never can contemplate that blood-{tain’d
“ web, which Mob and Jacobins have con-
“ {pired to weave, without fhuddering at its
“ horrors, and lamenting its advancement ;
“and can {carcely forbear exclaiming to my
‘ countrymen,

¢¢ See the griefly texture grow,

¢ "T'is of human entrails made

¢ And the weights that play below,
« Each a gafping warrior’s head.

¢ Shafts for ihuttles, dipped in gore,
¢¢’ Shoot the trembling cords along :
¢ Sword, that once a monarch bore,
¢¢ Keep the tiflue clofe and ftrong.” *

“ The moral quality of thofe motives which
“ firft aCtuated the French, or remote tenden-
“ cy of the tumults which now agitate their
“ country, is a queftion, which I confefs my
“ inability to anfwer. "Perhaps, from the ex-
“ plofions of this horrid chaos, a fyftem of
“ beauty may at length ftart forth. The po/-
“ fible event, my dim fight cannot difcern : the
“ paff and aflual evils, I am not at liberty to
“ doubt. I have means to know, and huma-
“ nity to lament them.” |
The fentiments which immediately follow
thofe that I have cited, muft be confefled
to be lefs anti-Gallican than Mr. Scully’s:
who (in “his firft edition,) declares that he
K 2 would

L o]

* Gray.
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would not ¢ live in one houfe, or travel a
“day’s journey with a Frenchman, if he
“ could avoid 1t.” * Neverthelefs, at the ha-
zard of Baron Smith’s character, I will quote
them. - :

*“ To France, I with freedom and happinefs,
“ moft fincerely. The accumulations of her
“ knowledge have contributed to my improve-

ment. 1 conne& her with much that is ele-
gant in literature, and valuable in {cience.
Happinefs, I muft fuppofe to be the objec
of her fearch : and through conqueft or de-
feat, I with her to attainit.  Yet while I fym-
pathife with the miferies, and with the hap-
pinefs of France, I look on her as the germ
of a great example.’t Let us wait until that
example fhall have been matured. Let us
wait the great teacher,” Time, for his deci-
fion: nor be haity to import the reality of
mifchiet; in order to conftru& what, after
all, may b no benefit. The experimentalift
in mcchanicks, I who deferting precedent,
fpeculates upon bold and hazardous improve-
ment, lofes nothing if he fails, but his tirme,
“ his pains, and his materials, But it is the
“ duty of him who would fpeculate in mat-
“ ters of government, to refle@ that the mi-

“ fery
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* Page 42.

T Written and publifhed in September,
to the murder of Louis XVI.

1 See Mackintofh’s Vindiciz Gallice; where experi-

ments in government, and mechanicks, are put on the
{fame footing.

1792, previoufly
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¢ {ery of his {pecies may be the confequence
¢ of his mifcarriage.
# Therefore,

¢« The art, and practic part of life
¢¢ Muft be the miftrefs to thus theorique.” *

“ But, perhaps the tenuity of fpeculative

“ Good will now condenfe, to the palpable
“ confiftency of folid prattice. Perhaps France
“ is about to exhibit an example, which will
¢ proftrate my theories in favour of mixed
‘“ government. Jf fo, 1 fhall fubmit to this
¢ chaftifement of my pride. But let us be
‘“ patient, until the leflon 1s completed. Let
“ us wait, until Expericnce fhall revife her
“ {yftem; and infert the new dilcoveries, in
¢ her politicil chart: nor, in the meautime,
“ prove Infidels to that Reafon which fhould
“ guide us; and worfhipan imperfe& image,
“in her ftead. 'The propenfity of the French
“ has been always, to invention ; whilft the
‘““ practice of the Englith has rather been, to
“ feleit experiments for purfuit; and delibe-
“rately following where France led the way,
“ to improve, with accurate diffruft, upon her
“ plans. Let us not, in a matter of fuch
“ moment as our liberties, relinquifh this na-
“ tional diftin&ion of chara&er; nor deviate
“ from a caution, fo demonftrably beneficial.
“ The late experiments of the French, in go-
“ vernment—refemble af bef?, their former at-
“ tempts in roftation. They may have taught
“ liberty to foar ; but have not yet found means
“to guide it. Until this be done, fuffer me to
“ cling

* SHAKSPEARE.
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cling to my ancient and eftablithed tenets -
to doubt the prudence of raifing a ferment
in my country; in order to puff out, for
vulgar admiration, a flimfy form of govern-
ment, which Wifdom cannot guide; but
which our flormy Paffions may blowabout,
at pleafure.”

“ Freedom finds its bafis, and fecurity, in
Law. Butina government which is uncom-
pounded, law cannot be really, though it
may be nominally fupreme. . To the law,
as to the man, that feeks to govern, the
counfel of divide, et impera—may be given.
Perfifting therefore in that preference of
mixed government, which I conceive to be
founded on reafon and experience,—and
abating nothing in my praife of the Britifb
Conflitution,—it ‘will not be toreign to the
objeCt of thefe effays, if I touch on the right

“ of petition.* -

(44
44
(44
111
(11
(19
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“ The conftituent parts of the Britifh na-
tion, (fay the King, the Ariftocracy, and
the People,) have each a theoretic right to fo
much power; as will preferve the balance
between themall. More than this, is ufur-
pation, . With this principle for our guide,
we thall eafily find the limit of the Subjeéts
right of petition. So foon as the petition

* *““ becomes

* ¢ About this time, feveral petitions were preferred to

¢ the King and Parliament, which feemed revolutionary, in
¢ their origin and tendency ; and were afterwards lament-
¢ ably demonftrated to have been fo, by the occurrences
«“of 1798.” Note annexed to Effay.
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“ becomes a hoftile fummons,—fo foon as the
“ petition’d begin to tremble at the prayers,
¢ and crouch before the bold humility * of fup-
¢« plicants, whofe enterprifing meeknefs re-
« vives the charalerifticks of a tyranny now
« extin&,T—f0 foon as the Legiflature may ufe
“to its petitioners, the language of Cefar, to
« the fuppliants who took his life,—z/fa qui-
“ dem wis ¢ff, f— in that moment, the equili-
“ brium is deftroyed : the conflitutional {ym-
“ metries are at once diftorted : Right is dif-
“ figured to the monftroufnefs of Power ; and
“ the a& which in form is legal, is in fub-
“ ftance, treafon.” §

“ Towards defining fubordinate and partial
¢ rights, (as of petition,) we muft hold in
“ view the right paramount in a// the people,
‘“ to maintain that balance undifturbed, whofe
¢ flighteft trepidations are formidable to public
¢ {afety.”

“ For

* See Mr. Scully’s ¢ communication to our Rulers,” of
the propriety of doing “¢ juftice” to his flock; by removing
¢ the remnant” of difability and reftraint. ¢« On voit
¢ d’abord, que s'#/ wous plait fignifie dans leur bouche, i/
““ me plait ; ct que Fe vous prie lignifie Fe vous ordonne. (a)
The above paflage may be thus rendered into political Eng-
lith. ¢ It is eafly to perceive, that the humble petition means
¢ the Sovereign pleafure ; and your Petitioners will pray, means
< your Maflers awill compel.” Note annexed to 1 1th Effay.

+ The ancient defpotifm of the Servus Servorum.

i Suetonius, Jul. Cws. c. 82.

§ Such.are the principles of a Man, whom Mr. Scully,
haying pitched upon as being #be Yeoman, defcribes as wifh-
ing to natch the reins from the hands of Government ; and
trample on the laws and conftitution.

(2) Rouflcau, Emile. Livre 3.
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“ For, befides that portion of political do-
minion, which is compofed of the demo-
cratic rights and privileges, the authority
of king, of lords, and commons, are all in
fact, component parts of the people’s power.
The three eftates, in this fenfe, reprefent
the people .

“ To repel hoftility, whether foreign or do-
meftick,—to arbitrate between contending
powers,-——to deliver over the aecufed to the
Inquiry of the law,—to put the national will
In execution,—to call forth merit, and en-
litt it in the public fervice,—or embellifh it
with rank, as an encouraging example,—to
raifc ambitious talent, fafely into greatnefs,—
and divert feditious propenfities, by the view

of honours and diftin&ions, compatible with
public falety ; *—

< ¢ To throw up an intrenchment round ho-
(1%

(44

(19

(49

(44

(14

114

(49

111

:‘nours, when conferred,—to cherith and pro-

1y

te€t the hereditary principle,—and keep
guard upon the eminences of cultivated life;
—to fecure dignity from envy, and opulence
from rapine; t— ‘

‘ Tomanage economically the public funds;
and purcha{e with them, the public wel-
tare ;—to concentrate the wifhes and inter-
efts of a multitude, too numerous to coa-
lefce, but by the medium of reprefentation ;

 to fofter public {pirit,~to check the inroads of

infulting Greatnefs, in thofe defcents which,
“ from

¥ Royal power.
+ Privileges of the Peers.
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“ from its fummits, might be made upon the
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rights (if unprote@ed) of the humble ; *
“To lift the voice of the populace to the ear
of that legiflature, of which one branch is
in a great meafure of their own creation :
to bid proud defiance to the menaces of op-
preflion ; and refer the caufe of Innocence
to the tribunal of Impartiality : T this is a
rude {ketch of that power in the People,
which, prudently diftributed, to enfure its
prefervation, exifts difperfedly—in the king,
lords, commons, and the publick.

“ It 1s the peculiar, and fundamental excel-
lence of the Britith conftitution, that it is a
more effetual mode than has ever been de-
vifed, for colleting the fenfe of a whole ci-
vilifed people; and difcovering that path
along which Authority may move, without
trampling on the interefts of any order in the
ftate. It is a government of combination ;
not difunion : unity is, on the contrary, its
end, and its attainment.

¢ Equal law, in the mean time, encircles like

“ a glory, the whole focial mafs: while that

cc
¢
(19
[
¢
“

(14

coherency of principle, which is related to
it, and fixes the title to the crown, on grounds
analogous'to thofe, which fupport that of an
obfcure fubje to his {mall hereditary eftate,
gives to.the Monarch, and fome of the
humbleft' amongft his people, a reciprocal
intereft to maintain each others rights.” f

L “From

.* Aauthority of the Commons.

1 Right of petition, trial by jury.
3 Effay xii.
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From the Rights of Citizens 1 fhall make no
quotation; but mcrely tranfcribea paflage, from
a-letter of the late Mr. Burke to the Awathor;
which perhaps is not entirely lmpertlncnt to our
inquiries.

¢~ You talk of Paine with more rcfpcﬂ than
« he deferves. He is utterly incapable of
« comprehending his fubje&t. He has not
« even a moderate portion of learning of any
« kind. He has learned the inftrumental part
« of literature; a ﬁyle and a method of dif-
¢ poﬁng his 1deas ; without having ever made
““ a previous preparation of ftudy or thinking,

«“ for the ule of it. - Funius; and other fharp-
«“ Jy-penn’d libels of our time, have furniihed a
« ftock tothe adventutersin compofition,which
«“ gives what they write an air (and it is but
- «an air,) of art and fkill: but as to the reft,
¢« Paine poffefles nothing more, than what a
« man whofe audacity makes him carelefs of
« logical confequences, and his total want of
¢« honour and morality makes indifferent as to
« politicalconfequences, can very eafily write.”

With the above quotation, which though I
cannot control the wantonnefs of fome read-
ers, I am far, myfelf, from prefuming to ap-
ply,—==l fhall here take the i berty of difmifling
Vir Scully, if it be not his own fault, (and
{ufler me to add . his own mlsfortune) for
ever. I alfo hope (without meaning to com-
parc him to the Catholick Advifer,) that I
shall foon have done with Baron Smith: of
whom [ muft confefs that I am tired.

We
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We have now got rid of his French princi-
ples, his church of Ireland prejudices, and
his wifh to take the reins of government into
his own hands. ' It remains to difcufs the juf-
tice of the affertion, that he is unfriendly to
Britith connexion. ‘Though indced bis. con-
du& has been, in this refpeQ, too uniform and
explicit, to require many comments, in refa-
tation of fuch a charge. We find him ex-
prefling the following fentiments, in 1795, *
“ I with thefe two countries to continue, cver,

* ¢ one intimatcly well conneéted empire. I

“ wifth their harmony, from prejudice, as
“ well as principle : from prejudice, the
«“ growth of my partialities towards Eng-
“land. A confiderable portion of my life
“ was f{pent there; and the thought of Eng-
“ land connes itfelf .with much, that is pleafl-
“ing to my mind. . It was the place of my
“ education : T the fcene of thofe carly years,
“ and of thofe early habits, which the me-
“ mory recalls and eherithes, with moft de-
“ light. I am proud to think it contains many
“ friends who regard me; and whofe efteem
¢ affords a realonable ground for pride. 1
“ am befides perfuaded, that in their harmony,
‘“ confifts the welfare of both iflands. If any

fi a L2 “ man

o
* In his Speech on the R. Catholic Bill.

'+ He{ﬂas of Chrift Church; where he had the haonour
and advantage of being educated under the aufpices of
Doétor Jackion ; who was then, and {till continues Dean.

-} In this circle he may poflibly have included Mr. Wick-
ham ; with whom he had the honour of forming an ac-
quaintance at Ch, Church.
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< man wifhed a breach, and endeavoured to
« foment it, he fhould find in me, if not a
« formidable, yet a ftrenuous opponent.” &c.
Again in 1800, he repeats the fame poli-
tical creed ; accompanied by a ftatement, which
demonftrates the correfpondence of his conduct
with his profeflions. T gl
“ 1 for my part, am a fincere friend to the
“ connexion: I have ever been fo. But I
“ would fuit my pra&tice with my principles ;
“ and not rant about my regard for that, which
“ my condu@ manifeftly tended to diffolve.
“ On thefe grounds it is, that for now a feries
“ of years, and uniformly fince T have fat in
“ Parliament, I have fupported every import-
‘“ ant meafure of Government, except the re-
« je&ion of the Roman Catholick claims. I have
¢ done fo, not only without being connelted
¢« with Adminiftration, but without feeking or
« poffefling thatintercour{e with them, which
« ufually fubfifts between Government and
« eyen the humbleft of its fupporters. Scorn-
“ ing to refute the mifreprefentation of thofe,
« who defcribed me as a member of oppofi-
“ tion, (and who have betrayed me into this
« thort egotifm, by prefuming lately to {peak
“ of me as a man who had changed my prin-
“ ciples,) I contented myfelf with refifting
< Parliamentary Reform: with fupporting the
“ Infurrection Bill, and oppofing its Repeal :
« with concurring to fufpend the Habeas
“ Corpus A¢t: with indemnifying thofe, vs}rlho
(13 ad
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« had tranf{zrefled the Law, to fave the Con-
“ flitution : “with vifiting the crimes of the
¢ Traitor on his defcendants: with ftrength-
« ening the hands of Government to an un-
¢ precsdentcd degree : with not deferting my

ft in Parliament to the laft. In fhort, I
«“ fought for the connexion, &c.”*

Finally, Baron Smith’s marked fupport of
an ‘incorporate Union, furnifhed no glaring
proof of hoftility to Britifh connexion. As
for the tendency of thofe arguments, with
which he fupported his opinion, he might
refer the vindication of thefe to Mr. Pitt.
That this great Man was an enemy to the con-
nexion in queftion, I have never heard : and
the Baron may probably recollet with exulta-
tion, ‘that oz the fame wmight, in the Britifh
houfe of Commons, that enllghtened Minifter .
reforted to the very arguments, in fupport of
this Imperial meaf{ure, which were urged by
his (not copyift, but) admirer, here. T

‘ Of

* Letter to Henry Grattan, Efq. by William Smith, Efq.

+ Mr. Scully, who is fuch a foe to ¢¢ ill-natured fpleen,
¢ and party irritation,” (a)

( Quam temeve in nofmet legem fancimus iniquam ! H

appears as if he laboured under their effects, when he in-
dulges in fuch ftrong difpleafure againft Doctor Duigenan,
(b)% having commended the arguments advanced on the

queftion of Union, by Baron Smith. This latter, it is likely,
rcﬁe&s with pride, that others, on that occaﬁon, expofed
themfelves, in the fame way, to the Advifer’s cenfure.

(2) Preface P. 23.
(#) Preface P 29,
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Of the various lights, in which this latter
viewed that queftion, the Publick werewput
in poffeflion at the time : and if they had not
curiofity to read thofe publications then, it is
not to be {uppofed that they would patientlyen--
dure extraéts from them now. Indeed [lam -
the lefs difpofed to annoy the reader with any
fuch, becaufe this might tend unneceffarily to
revive a difference of fentiment, between Baron
Smith and a number of loyal and réfpetable
perfons in this country, with whom he may
expect, on moft other queftions, to agree.
Nor fhould I have faid fo mueh, if any thing,
with refpect to this Gentleman’s opinions ; but'
that for feemingly flanderous purpofes, he has
been identified with the Yeoman.

And now Sir, it is time to refume my apo-
logies, for having wrefpaffed on you, by the
prefent Letter.  ‘The excufe, made at my
commencement, proved my reluCtance to en-
gage In a correfpondence, which I conceived

might

For example,” Lord Caftlereagh, Mr. Corry, and Judge
Daly, (then Prime Serjeant. (¢) But the crime of the
Judge of the Prerogative is aggravated, by his having call-
ed Mr. Smith ¢ avery young Man.” {d) Inftead of endea-
vouring to extenuate his offence, I would merely enquire,
whetherit be likely that the Advifer is as corre&, as he is
flippant, in his application of the paflage which he extralts
from ‘the letter to Mr. Grattan (¢). If he be, is it con-
ceivable, that Dr. Duigenan would applaud—what, in fuch
cafe; his'opinions muft lead him ftrongly to repi_obﬁt& ?
(¢) See their Speeches in Parliament en the queftion,

(4) Preface P. 29.
(c) Preface P. 27.
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'mlght bc degradmg, but did not fhew that

I was ' therefore warranted in troubling you,
who (I am forry to know,) are indifpofed,

'and have retired.  Give me leave ﬁncerely

exprefs my ‘hopes, of your {peedy rcﬁorat:on
to health, and public life. You muft alfo per-
mit me, from my foul to with, that—in a
moment which the recent Union has rendered
critical for this country, and the flate of
Europe renders interefting and ‘awful, to the
empire,—you may be ably {fuccéeded, in the
department which you have filled. Your fuc-
ceffor will enter on his fituation with advan-
tage : for, I truft, he will have to atas Chief
Secretary to our prefent. Viceroy; and thus
the merited popularity of Loord Hardwicke will
extend its encouraginginfluence to him. Un-
der fuch aufpices, the loyal will expet a firm
and vigilant government; and will not deem
the fyftem lefs entitled to their confidence, be-
caufe its vigour ‘s tempered with the greateft
moderation. Nay, though this latter fhould
appear to them in fome inftances to be excef-
five,—they will recolle¢t how conftitutional

Juch excefles are,—and will accompany their

expoftulations ‘with attachment and refpect.
They will imbibe (what T hope and believe to
be) the fpirit of our adminiftration ; and keep
as much aloof from the Alarmift, as from
thofe Extenuators, who aflimilate the late in-
furreCtion to a riot at a Fair. ™ They will
feel
* Thus inadvertendy encreafing the terrors, which they
would appeafe.
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feel aflured, that our Rulers can fet limits to
their mildnefs ; and, on occafion, be as prompt
and formidable, as they have been hitherto,
flow to punith. If the callous Traitor fhall
infift on being taught a leflon {o fevere; our
governors will, however relu&antly, coavince
him that wrath lofes nothing of its weight,
by having been very long, and very patiently
fufpended. In the meantime, they are the
more entitled to our reverence, for imitating,
as far as human infirmity may permit, that
Divine Indulgence, which, far from defiring
the death of an offender, rather wifhes that
he may turn from his tran{greflions, and {ftill
live.

Refifting a panic, which late circumftances,
if they did not juftify, might excufe, they
ermitted the municipal law to take its courfe;
with all the lingering appurtenants of mercy,
in its train. But if the moment of emergen-
cy, which I truft will not, fhould arrive, they
will prove, that though long-fuffering, they
have not been timid. Having pufhed their
clemency to the fartheft warrantable point,
and thus {tripped Difaffetion of its laft pre-
text, our conftituted Authorities will put forth
their terrors, and crufh, without compundion,
their rebellions foes. For the prefent, they
will take care that if Difloyaly be treated with
indulgence, it fhall not miftake clemency for
fear, favour, oraffe@ion. 'Their countenance
will be referved for thofe, whofe loyalty 1is
ftaunch. Thefe they will not only treat with

juftice,
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juftice, but generofity ; and will take Allegi-
ance, cordially and publicly, by the hand.

- But I am tranfgrefling my province, and
interfering with fuggeftions, which may be
juftly deemed officious. My former letter ap-
pears to have fatisfied the coarfe appetite of
my loyal countfymen, who prefer the folid,
beef-and-pudding do&rines of ancient times,
to the fyllabub and fpun-fugar politicks, by
which fome pamphlet writers feem to think
that thofe have been fupplanted ;—but I am
aware how quickly my plain maxims might dif-
guft thofe more refined and fqueamifh taftes,
(if fuch there be,) which can relith the lucubra-
tions of the grave (not merry) Andrew, * the
advifing Denys, the fluent Tibbald, and the
Impartial Obferver. Neither thould I feck a
féat in fuch a Cabinet: but on the contrary,
as little defire, as I could exped, to partici-
pate the fun-fhine in which they bafked.

But, for the fake of Ireland, I do moft anxi-
oufly defire, that if the period has arrived, it
may long continue, when loyalty, property,
rank, influence and reputation, founded on a
thorough knowledge of the true circumftances
of their native country, fhall not difqualify
the poffefiors from a full thare in the public
councils; ‘mor inexperience be held requifite
‘to conftitute a ftatefman. When no ftran-
gers fhall prefume to defcribe a magic circle,
and forbid the Irith fpirit which they have

M roufed,

* See Mr. Andrew Finlay’s pamphlet.
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roufed, to come within it. In fhort, when the
rank and talent which this ifland (fruitful in
ability,) can produce, fhall not be excluded
from the fuperintendence of her concerns.

Having avowed this with, I fhall lay down
the pen, which, though without neceflity, yet
not perhaps without advantage, I have for once,
been tempted to refume.  Renuit quod bic, ju-
bet alter. 'Though Lam buta fubje&, my let-
tersareall patent : thrown afide by a Minifter,
or cancelled in the proper Court, they might
be read by a loyal Publick, with attention and
effei ; and if my talents did not fail to fecond
my intcntions, would create fomething more
valuable than an Office, or a Peer. 'They
would create a vigorous and difcerning fpirit,
of patriotic co-operation, to promote the legi-
timate principles.of Union ; and maintain the
interefts and honour of my Country. Such
exertions would now, I am perfuaded, be
effeCtual : but gui prorogat horam, neglets an
opportunity, which may never be retrieved.

I have the honour to be,
With much refpe&, Dear Sir,

Your fincere and faithful humble fervant,

A YEOMAN.

Dublin, Fan. 2814, 1804.

\
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P. §. If the Author of a fhort Appendix
to the preceding Letter—takes the trouble of
recurring to my firft page, he will there per-
ceive an obftacle to my engaging in any con-
troverfy with him. Befides, we do not {peak
the fame language : Bil]ingfgate being a dia-
le&, with which I am wholly unacquainted.

Neither am I tempted to the conteft, by
thofe infirmities, of which (not without rea-
fon,) he complams They are Indeed appa-
fent, 1n every fentence of his libel ; at once
ent1t]1ng him to compaflion, and expofing him
to contempt.

Burt, protefhng againft the confli&, I would
yet corre@ certain inaceuracies, into which
this writer has been betrayed, by the ravings
of that fury, which my letter {fcems to have
excited.

Firft, his Story ‘of the application of an
Irith Member of Parliament, to be prefented
to Mr. Pitt, if related of the Yeoman, or of
Baron Smith, is, from the commencement to
the end, a tiflue of utter falfechood ; unmix-
ed with a fingle thade, or particle of truth.
Indeed, if fuch trafth as his Appendix could
reach the ears of= Lord Cafilereagh, or of
Mr. Pitt, they would be aftonifhed at the
audacity of that man, who prefumed to fet
his name to fuch a fabrication. They
could go ftill fartbher, in the correction of his
miftatement. But 7 will not: my object be-
ing to infli& juftice on my train-bearer, not
do honour tomy{clf. ‘
M 2 Secondly,
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Secondly, 1 never, in my life, wrote any
“ laboured” or unlaboured “ Effay,” of which
this fretful Storyteller was the fubject ; and
Baron Smith 1s equally innocent of a mifde-
meanor {o degrading.

The propofitions, that he “ was an.ugly
“ Man, and a bad Chriftian,” might be true:
but it would be greatly beneath me, tounder-
take their demonftration. How far his Ap-
pendix may have proved the latter, is for the
reader to decide.

Thirdly, 1 did not charge him with having
aflifted in writing Mr. Scully’s preface ; nor
does his name, or defcription, once occur
throughout my letter. AMe, me, adfum, &c.
is his own rafth and felf deteCting exclama-
tion. I merely avowed my “ conjecture”
that thofe {currilous, or ({cullyrous) prolo-
gomena—were *“ the joint production of a
“ Dennis, and a Tibbald ;” adding that two
of their namefakes were commemorated in the
Dunciad. There have been more than ene
Catholick Agent, of the name of Theobald.
It was, for example, the name of the late ce-
lebrated Mr. Tone;* and other Tibbalds,

befides

* Quonam meo fato fieri dicam, ut nemo reipublice
hoftis fuerit, qui non bellum eodem tempore mihi quoque
mdixerit ? Mihi peenarum illi plus quam optarem, dede-
runt. ‘I'e miror, quorum fata imitere, eorum exitus non

erhorrefcere. Atque hoc in aliis minls mirabar : nemo
illorum inimicus mihi fuit voluntarius: omnes & me, rei-

ublice causi, lacefliti. Tu ultro maledi®1is me lacef-
fifti. Quid putem? Contemptumne meé Non video nec
: - ' in

.
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befides the Author of the Appendix, may
have furvived him. DBut when, in his
“ much ado about nothing,” Dogberry infifts

on having it * remembered that he 1s an Afs,”*
« there is no more to be {aid: the hearers muft

acquiefce.

Fourthly, before he condemned me for hav-
ing tried to “{trip the gilding off a Knave,”
he ought to have reflected that like Pope, I
perhaps may be * unpenfioned.”

But 1t is rumoured, that if I be, my would-
be antagonift is mot fo. Jf this report be
true, and his tenure be during pleafure, does
he a¢t prudently, in panegyrizing the Author
of a Roman Catholic’s Advice, or reprefent-
ing as an honour, the fuggeﬂ;mg a line or
fentence of fo m1ﬁ,hxevous a publication? Is
it right an him, to. fnecer at that Imperial
Meature, which haslately united the Britith
Iflands, and inanuaterthat it was accom-
plithed by corrupting the Members of the

Irifh Parliament? Is it not hazardous, for

{fuch

in vita, nec in gratia, nec in hac mea mediocritate ingenii,
quid defpicere poflit Antonius. (a)

* See Shakipeare—Much ado about Nothing; where
Dogberry appears to have been a fort of Confervator in
Meihna.

+ Not off him; with whom, or his infirmities, I have
not meddled; nor do I now affert that he is a knave ; ; Of
an honeft man. The knave to whom I advert, was that
perfon unknown, who by mifinformation, betrayed the
Catholick Advifer into fo many inaccurate ftatements, in
the prefacc to his fecond edition.

(a) Ansonius might, by a Punfter, be tranflated Tone, yet no ingenuity

rture it either to Dennis, or to Tibbald; the Fobn Doe and Richard

xoc, uho rafhly undertook te profecute the Ycoman and who are accord-
ingly in mercy, &c.
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fuch a man to libel the Judges of the land?
muit not our rulers feel, and will they not
teach their dependants at the leaft, that.en-
deavours to flander and difparage thofe, who
fill the judgment-feat, fhould be more than
difcountenanced, by every prudent ‘govern-
ment? muft they not be fenfible of 'the ne-
ceflity for prompt and vigorous exertions, to
filence Impartial Obfervers, Catholick Ad-
vifers, Appendix Writers, Detefors, and boc
genus omne ? -

Indeed it is mere humanity, to caution one,
whoadmitting that he has “ not any public du-
““ ties to difcharge,” yet feeds-on the bounty of
adminiftration, againft publithing “loofe hints”
for difparaging and undermining the eftablifh-
ed Church,—dif{couraging loval addrefles from
Roman Catholicks, in the hour of danger, +—

: - commending

* In thefe feveral publications, Judge Fox, Baron Smith,
and Judge Johnfon are libelled. Judge Ofborne had been
flandered a little before ; and Baron Smith a fecond, (or ra-
ther fir/l) time, eight months before.

+ See a joint production, purporting to be the work of
Meflrs. Scully and M¢Kenna ; and which, without, (I pre-
fuime) being intended to have, yet feems to have this miichicv-
ous effect. It was publifhed fhortly after the infurretion of

the 23d of laft July; and records the friendfhip and reci-
procal admiration of its authors.

¢« Frater erat Rome, Confulti Rhetor ; ut alter

¢ Alterius fermone meros audiret henores :

¢ Gracchus ut hic illi foret, huic ut Mucius ille:
> * * - * *

« Difcedo Alczus pun&b illius : ille meo quis ?
“ Quis, nifi Callimachus ?” &c. (a)

However inapplicable it, as well as the original may be,

I cannot
(d) HO Rs

!
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commending the difloyal doctrines which are
contained in Paftoral Inftruions, Advice to
Roman Catholicks, &c.—depicting a {yftem,
which is upheld by his paymafters, the State,
as a mifarrangement, compofed of “ penalties
¢ in law, and jealoufies in pratice, which are
“ impotent to fecure, and only effeGual to
“ irritate and divide,”—or infinuating a pa-
rallel between the anniverfary honours, which
are paid to the Revolution, by our great officers
of State,and a commemoration, at Invernefs, of
the victory of Culloden. *

Ibit co quo wvis, momam qui perdidit: and
though, for the fake of the country, I may
wifh for the removal of fuch an impediment
to the Appendixer’s career, yet while the

| purfe

I cannot refrain from giving the Englifh Reader, Pope’s
happy imitation of the above paffage.

< The Temple late two brother Serjeants faw,

¢ Who deemed each other Oracles of Law !

¢ With equal talents, thefe congenial fouls,

¢ One lull'd th’ Exchequer ; and one ftunn’d the Rolls -

¢ Each had a gravity, would make you fplit, .-

*¢ And fhook his head at Murray, as a wit :

¢ "T'was «Siry your law,” and ¢ Sir, your eloquence,’

« ¢ Yours, Cowper’s manner,’—and « your’s Talbot’s
fenfe.

‘¢ Thus we difpofe of all poetic merit,

“ Yours, Milton’s genius, and mine Homer’s {pirit :

« Call Tibbald Shakipeare ; and he’ll fwear the nine,

‘e De‘ar‘.f)e_nni:, never match’d one ode of thine. :

* Let the Reader compare the note, in p. 11.0of the
Appendix, from the words ¢ Look to Scotland,” &c.—
withi the. latter part (and indeed entire) of a letter figned
¢ Congiliator,” in Cobbett’s paper of Feh. 11th. and guafs
the author of this latter, if he can.

-

-
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purfe remains, and is replenithed by the State,
there are limits. which it might not be dif-
creet, or decent to tranfgrefs. :

But I am myfelf tranfgreffing ; and bluth
for having wafted even thus much time, on
the pus atque venenum of pages, innoxious to
me, and difzraceful only to their author. In-
deed if thofe pages, (in which alone I fee
him,) refleGt truly the fentiments and princi-
ples of their writer, the enmity of fuch a
perfon is highly honourable to the Yeoman.

Hactenns ; et tacuit. It isprobable the Reader
will think I have been to blame, for honouring
with any portion of my notice, what was be-
neath even the fhort and tranfient attention,
which it has ftolen. At leaft he will antici-
pate, and approve my determination, of en-
countering future ribaldry, with mere and
total filence. The Yeoman, his honeft pages
will defend from flander; and the Loyalifts
of Ireland will even condefcend to be bis Pro-
te@ors. Should Baron Smith be libelled, the
laws are open to him for redrefs; if he can {o
far facrifice to public principle, his private feel-
ings of contempt, as to be prevailed on to refort
to thefe. If the Termagant Adverfary fhould
chance to be under the check of government,
and that without falling into actual libel, he
thould glide on the outfide edge of fcurrilous
inve&ive,—it is poflible he might receive a
hint from his State patrons, that reviling the

magiftracy,
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magiftracy, * formed no part of the confidera-
tion, which it was expeéied that he thould ren-

der for his ftipend. Btk s
Be this as it may, I, the Yeoman, fhall not
be deterred from repeating my apologies to
Do&or Troy, for any thing bordering on per-
fonal afperity, which in the freedom of dif-
cuflion, (and affailed, as I had been) may have
efcaped me. Neither {hall I retra& my pro-
teft, againft extending this apology to my ar-
~guments. Thefe may be ftrong or weak ; and
which they are,—~my Readers muft pronounce.
I for my part, and for the fake of my coun-
try, moft fincerely wifh they were refuted.
But I fear they are unanfwerable; and am
fure they are unanfwered. Nor {hould I make
the former affertion, if I could not accom-
pany it with an unaffe®ed acknowledgement
of the mediocrity. of my talents; and 2
farther confeflion of my inaptitude for reli-
gious controver{y. I engaged in it, becaufe
T found certain Theological Dogmas fatally
N mingling
# T am aware that fome miferable, and remote, De-
endants on the Government wou/d put down the Judges.
"They are krown: but their penalties are not yet ¢ffreated. Let
them retire in time, beneath the fhelter of that contempt,
which is the only refuge conceded them by Nature. Itis
not for them to repeal that moft important principle of zhe
Conffitution, which provides that the Judges fhall be re/pected
and INDEPENDENT. They will never delude the Govern-
ment into countenancing fuch dangerous and tyrannical inno-
vations; nor the Country Gentlemen of Ireland {when they
refle,) into aiding a degradation of the Magiftracy, near

~its fource, by which, if effeted, their own confequence
-and libertics would be deftroyed.
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mingling with, and impairing, the dorines
and principles of conftitutional allegiance. " I
therefore went out-of my way, to refift their
promulgation ; and I admit that any force of
which my reafoning may boaft, is deriveds not
from the abilities which I poflefs, but from the
caufe which I efpoufed. The doétrinés; above
alluded to, may have been inadvertently broach-
ed, by the Connaught Bifthops, or by Do&or
Troy. But if the Grand Penfionary,* who
has tacked an appendix to my letter, delibe-
rately embraces fuch opinions, + after the ani-
madverfions which they have undergone—it
remams for him to prove that they are in-
noxious, and that he is a good fubje&, (both
which demonftrations I do not fay thzt he
may not accomplith;) or to renounce emolu-
ments, which fhould be beftowed exclufively
on Allegiance. '

Feb, 15th, 1804.

* Not De Wit.
+ See his Appendix.
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