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TO THE RIGHT HONOURABLE

W ILLIAM  W ICKH AM ,
&C. Sift'. &C.

D E A R  S I R ,

I A  S K  pardon for this fécond in- 
trufion ; which ftands the more in need o f  an 
apology, becaufe I am aware o f  your indif- 
pofition. But indeed you muft proted me 
from the contad of Mr. Scully : which I would 
avoid, on the fame principle, that leads us to 
decline wreftling with the members o f  a certain 
vociferous profeifion, whorefemble, in coflume, 
the “  fable warriors” o f  the law ; and are fcarce- 
ly lefs denigrans than the Catholic Advifer.

M y  fécond letter is occafioned by the pe- 
rufal of a T rad ,  entitled the fécond edition 
o f  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 o f
“  this pail, vamp’d, fu tu re, old, revived, n ew  p iece,” f

I ihall take the liberty o f  offering fome com
ments ; beginning with the preface ; which I

A 2 conjedure

* Preface, p. 4 1 . 
t  D uuciad.
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conjedure to be the joint produdion of a 
Dennis and a Tibbald ; * if it be not the foie 
performance of the latter.

The Writer commences by informing us, 
that “  the motives which didated 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 44 have been 
“  approved of by even thofe anonymous Pens, j* 
“  which have made the work a fubjed of faf- 
“  tidious verbal comment. They have ad- 
“  mitted its advice to be found in many re- 
“  fpeds, excellent in more, deferving of  cor- 
“  dial praife in others, and on the whole 
“  praifeworthy in its motives and objeds. 
“  Such is their outline of its compoiition.” 
He adds that “  a miferably imperfed and 
44 mutilated edition” of this valuable difcourfe 
44 was put forth without the Author’s know- 
41 ledge, in September.”

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

Firft, the mutilated Edition is copied verba
tim from that, publiihed under the aufpices of 
the Author, a month before. |

Secondly,
# T w o  D an ces, o f  whom mention is made in the Poem 

before cited. Pope there informs us that the name which 
is pronounced Tibbald, is ufually written Theobald, (a) 
So  Dennis is fometimes fantaitically written D enys.

f  V iz .  o f  the Irifli Loyalift, and the Yeom an.
% T h o u gh  M r. Scully proclaims himfelf to be u  a true

“  born
(a )  See the notes to  the Dunciad.



Secondly, the Yeoman’s alledged approba- • 
tion of  Mr. Scully’s views— is expreiTed in 
the following terms.

“  I f  we are to eilimate the merit o f  a work, 
“  b y  its tendency to promote the end for which 
“  it was deligned, and i f  the object o f  Mr. 
“  Scully was to animate the loyalty o f  his 
“  fellow fubjeds, I doubt whether I have ever 
“  met a worfe produ&ion, than that which he 
“  has lately offered to the publick. Indeed, 
V i f  his wriili 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. To deny them 
“  this latter praife would be a degree o f candour, 
“  to which, i f  we are to fearch his paragraphs 
“  fo r  his principles, a cenfor'tous Critic might 
“  alledge that he had no title. • But I atn con- 
“  tent to wave all enquiry as to motive ; and 
“■ adopting the Hypothefis, that this Pamphlet 
“  was well intended, lhall examine whether 
“  thofe intentions have been carried happily 
“  into efiedh In the meantime, let it not be 
“  fuppofed that I detrad from the character, 
“  public or private, of Mr. Scully. I have 
“  never heard any thing that could warrant a

“  fufpicion

“  born Iriihm an,”  (a) I prefume he w ill  not contend, that 
an addition o f  notes is a mutilation o f  the text. Y e t  I have 
heard o f  gaining a lofs ; w h ich  is a fpecies o f  acquifition 
peculiar to our country.

(£) A d v ic c ,  p. 2.
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“  fufpicion of his loyalty : *  nor, unlefs his 
“  own writings Jloould 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 {lander him 
‘ by repeating ; and I ihall, for argumenty 

afcribe to him the moil: laudable deiigns. 
“  One o f  a writer’s firft taiks is the feleftion 
“  of his topicks : and in making a judicious 
“  choice, much ability may be fhewn. But 

this fele&ion may be fo extravagantly impru
dent, as not only to be unaccountable on the 
fcore of want of ikill ; but to induce a doubt, 
whether the author s proj'efl'ed objeSi was what 
he really had in view." And again. “  if  to 

“  extenuate the guilt of Rebellion, and fpeak 
“  of Rebels with oftentatious refpedt, be to 

difcourage treafon, then this pamphlet muft 
“  baniih dilaffedtion from the country.” f

Having

* W ith  what liberality and politenefs, this treatment o f  
M r. Scully, by the Yeom an, has been requited, the prefacc 
and notes to his fécond edition abundantly ihew  ; leaving no 
doubt, independently o f  all confederations refp eà in g  ancef- 
try, as to his being a Gentleman.

t  Pages 52, 53, (and paflim) o f  the Yeom an, ftm ilar 
teftimonies in favor o f  the motives o f  M r. Scully, may be 
found. In page 13 indeed, a iingle paflage o f  the Advice is 
praifed. But the author there declares that he muft iC fepa- 
€i rate it from the pollutions in which it was immerfed, lelt 
iC their impure contact ihould defile his approbation.”  T h e  
Y e om an  proceeds civilly to defcribe the paflage which he fo 
commends, as “  according better w ith M r. Scully’s refpeft- 
iC able character, than with his objectionable t r a d .”  H o w  
this  ̂ courtefy has been returned, it is for the publick to 
decide.

[ 6 ]
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Having collated Mr. Scully’s aiTertions with 

the fadts, I fubmit to the reader to pronounce 
upon their contrail, or correfpondence. For 
my part, conceding that his views “  have not 
“  been miflaken,” and prefuming to hope that 
my former letter may have rendered it difficult 
“  to mifreprefent them,”— I nruil not with
hold the tribute o f  juil encomium from that 
candour, which induced the author, in the firil 
and fécond pages of his wrork, to give the 
reader an introdudtory and wrarning fpecimen, 
o f  his ilridl and honourable regard to truth : 
inilrudting us as to the degree o f  alliance 
which may be placed on fubfequent allegati
ons; for example on the equally well-founded 
charge, which he has ventured to bring againft 
the Yeoman, o f  mifquotation. *  But, though 
my extradls from the firil edition were made 
with the moil accurate fidelity, f  I admit that 
a confiderable variance will be found, between 
the fentiments appearing in the Advice, fince
it has been altered and taken in------and thofe
which having been printed by the Advifer, 
in the lail year, were corredlly reflated to the 
publick, by the Yeoman. I inveighed againil 
certain moil pernicious dodtrines ; and their 
Author unexpedtedly aiks me where they are 
to be found? I held what I (perhaps errone- 
ouily) conceived to be the bafe coinage o f  
fpurious loyalty, in my hand ; and had expof-

ed
*  P re face , p. 3.
f  A s  a reference by  thofe w h o  poflefs that edition, to the 

pages w h ich  I have cited, w ill  evince.



ed the thinly waflied and covered difaffedion. 
T h e  Juggler produces his fécond edition 5 and 
bids the detected counterfeit begone. But 
let us be patient. T h e  powers of Mr. Scully 
are far from fupernatural 5 and the impure 
fubftance which feems to have efcaped us, 
may be found lurking in the pages o f  his re
cent publication. But even though this were 
not the cafe, a recantation of former fenti- 
ments or expreifions, inftead of refuting, 
would juftify my reprehenfions : and there 
would be as little of gratitude, in at once pro
fiting by and objeding to the Yeoman’s cen- 
fure, as there is o f  logic in the conclufion, 
that by amending a fault, we prove it not to 
have exifted; and that by conforming to the 
precepts o f  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 dodtrines 
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 ftatement, *  
the Catholic Advifer proceeds to defignate, in 
a mode that precludes all uncertainty and 
doubt, one o f  the Judges o f  the land, f  as

the

*  P reface , p. 6. W e  alone can render governm ent,”  
&  c.— T h e  pail’age ihall be again referred to.

f  Evidently  Baron Sm ith  j as w ill  iliortly appear.
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the author o f  the letter ; and objed o f  his 
unqualified contumely, and vituperation.

Suppoiing for a moment, the conjecture 
to be right, that Baron Smith was the. au
thor of the letter figned a Yeoman,------ yet
nothing ihort o f  perfonal aggreifion, or the 
promulgation of illegal or immoral dodrines, 
on the part of this anonymous writer, could 
excufe Mr. Scully’s flagrant attack on a pub
lic Functionary, of, I apprehend, unblemish
ed charader -, and certainly dignified fitua- 
tion. But fo free from pcrfonality are the 
pages o f  the Yeoman, that he has, with greater 
plaufibility and ihew of juftice, been accufed 
of treating his opponent with more refped, 
than was confiftent with a due attachment to 
that Conftitution, whofe vital principles this 
Antagonift fo openly *  alfailed : and as to the 
tendency of thole dodrines which are to be 
found in his letter, a reference to its contents 
will enable us to decide, whether thefe fhould 
be confidered as pernicious : unbecoming a 
loyal fubjed,or a reafonably enlightened, and 
conftitutional interpreter of the laws.

An anonymous writer cannot corred a wrong 
conjedure as to who he is, without more or 
lefs aflifling 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 
difpoled to cut the knot, which (whilft I pre- 
ferve my incognito,) it is difficult to untie.

B In

*  I advert to the tendency o f  the w ork  ; not the intentions 
o f  the A u th o r.
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In my former letter, towards facilitating dif- 
cuffion, I affumed the views of Mr. Scully to 
be laudible; or at leaft innoxious. It is not a 
more extravagant hypothefis,tofuppofethat the 
perfon who now addreffes 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 dodrines of my former trad be re
pugnant to the conftitution, and that Baron 
Smith be the author of them, he ihould fub- 
mit patiently to the cenfures, however coarfe, 
which he has provoked. But if  the letter be . 
liable to no fuch objection, he is blamelefs at x 
the leaft. Maxims which, on the bench, he 
would have been bound to recognife, he muft 
furely be at liberty to reduce to writing in his 
clofet : and might even be thought entitled 
to fome praife, for opportunely difTeminating 
remedial dodrines ; and gratuitously expofing 
an ambufcade, which threatened the Conftitu
tion. If fuch were 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 objed with the Ad- 
vift r ; while the defence of himfelf, f  againft 
ferious and fupported charges, is poftponed, 
as a fubordinate and fecondary confideration.

With
’ * I do not aflert the cafe to be fo ; but concede the fup- 
pofition, in order to bring matters to a fpeedier iflue ; and 
fhew that fuch an hypothefis would not ju ilify  the treat
ment which M r. S. has offered to this Judge, 

f  O r rather, o f  his work.
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W ith the former view, we find him ftating, *  
that a certain Individual “  abdicated an office 
“  o f  dignity, and fcampercd, ex mcro motu, f  
“ to Paris. There he doffed t h e  e r m i n e  

“  o f  j u s t i c e ,  for the enfanguined habiliments 
“  o f a Chef de Brigade J as a qualification 
“  for the Confular levee. Thus equipped, he 
“  cajis rank and office at the feet o f Regicide 
“  and Ufurpation ; in the face o f Etir«pe ; to 
“  the amazement of his lbber brethren, and 
“  the amufement of the newfpapers. Re

turning, he declaims upon the charms o f the 
“  Revolutionized Departments ; and the fplen- 
“  dour o f facrilegious pillage : and finally, after 
“  this probation, denounces this advice, under 
“  the ailumed appellation o f  a Yeoman. Such 
“  a traveller has doubtlefs, a ilrong antipathy 
“  to Jacobinifin !” §

T o  come within thé above defcription, it 
is neceifary that the perfon be an Iriih Tudge : 
and as Baron Smith happens to be the only 
iuch, who viiited Paris during the peace, the 
llander applies manifeftly, and exclufively to 
him; while the paifage alfo marks the Àu-

B 2 thor’s
*  Page 24.
f  V iz .  under the L ord  L ieutenant’s leave o f  abfence, 011 

account o f  his health.
X Q uere, w h a t, precifely, this means ?
§ T h e fe  are heavy charges againft a Judge. I will not 

fay w hat fhould happen i f  they be falfe ; but i f  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 o f  M r. «Scully’s Appeal to the Reafon o f  the 
6i Catholicks, as favouring o f  tnoderijtn, a crim e, w h ich  
“  his vifit to Paris has taught him duly to abhor.”



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 furnifned 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 poifefied any military coftume -, and third
ly, he has never fpoken of the French re
gime, in any other terms thofe of ftrong dis
approbation. For thofe lively and inaccurate 
ilatements, to which Mr. Scully feems ad
dicted, the Engliih language has a ihort, and 
energetic name. But being as indelicate, as 
it is expreffive, 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 wTit upon his 
memory ; and for his faits upon his imagina
tion. In fuch cafes, it is not the Draught, but 
the Drawer, that is dishonoured.

The above fcandal is introduced, in order 
to reprefent its objed as a partifan of France;f 
in furtherance of which purpofe, he is, in ano
ther place, J defcribed as extremely “  angry”

at
* I 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 o f  the Catholick Advifer are founded not on facts, 
but falfehoods.

f  See the paflage in the text o f Preface, p. 24, to which 
the note refers.

t P. 13-
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at the temperance of the Advifer ; and as hav
ing, during a three weeks flay at Paris, learned 
to abhor what this writer terms “  Moderifm.” 
The Yeoman is utterly unconfcious o f  having 
felt reientment towards Mr. Scully ; and even 
doubts whether this cool and well bred Gen
tleman be capable o f  exciting fuch a fentiment 
in his mind. He therefore wifhes to have 
thofe claufes of his letter pointed out, in 
which the fuppofed traces of this anger may 
be found. Meantime, the reprefentation ot 
Baron Smith, * as a fanguinary and ferocious 
Jacobin, is nearly as entertaining, as it is libel
lous. Incredulus odi, is not a maxim of univer- 
fal application. On the contrary, I can Some
times reliih thofe bold inventions, which fet 
not only truth, but probability at defi mce. 
There is a fublimity in fuch flights. They  
fnatch a grace which lies beyond the reach of 
a r t , and is orvy attainable by the moil un
paralleled afTurance.

T o  this fame poetic faculty, we are indebt
ed for the ftory f  o f  the Yeoman’s publishing 
his own opinion o f  his Letter, in an Englifh 
review ; therein announcing himfelf as a man 
of rank and talents;— reviling the members ot 
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 o f  
truth. I never wrote or published, or caufed

to

* W h o m  the Catholic A dvifer  identifies w ith  the Y eom an .
]- Preface P. 37.



[ *4 I
to be written or published, 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 myfelf as 
a man of abilities and diftinólion ; 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. I pledge my 
honour to the truth of thofe affertions ; and 
having done fo, I ihall not CQntradid Mr. 
Scully, i f  he avers that he is not an unprin
cipled defamer.

But Mr. Scully is confiftent; in reprefent- 
ing as an angry adverlary, and fcurrilous re- 
viler, one, to whom he affigns the character 
of fpleen, peevifhnefs, and ill nature. *

Whether I am acquainted with the perfon 
fo defcribed, may be a queftion. But though 
there are others, whom I love much better, he 
is one, for whom I have no flight regard ; and I 
hope for his own fake, as well as that o f  his 
fociety, that thofe infinuations againft his 
temper and difpofition may be ill-founded; 
though whether they be, I do not feel myfelf 
competent to decide. I f  they Should 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

*  P reface , P . 28. W e  have already feen that, w ith  the 
A d vifer , Baron Sm ith  and the Y e o m a n  are the fame.
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In the meantime, to difparage the private 
character of his adverfary, though it may 
gratify the fpite, will not ftrengthen the 
arguments of the Catholic Advifer, nor refute 
the objedions which have been urged againft 
him. Indeed, I ihould be even aihamed of 
having, however tranliently, digreifed, to a 
matter fo irrelevant, and fo uninterefling to 
thepublick,— if it were not that the dilcuf- 
fion, by expoiing the animolity, may ailed 
the credit, of my prejudiced opponent.

Having afcertained the impartiality o f  its 
atithor, let us now examine the Revolutionary 
Tribunal which he has ereded, for condemn
ing all the principles that fecure our conilitu- 
tion : entering on our furvey by that new 
portico and front, with which (like fome 
Dublin architeds,) he has faced the unfound 
and ruinous fabrick, which it is intended to 
conceal.

I in the firfl place mifs an inscription, * that 
adorned the former veftibule ; but which has 
been judicioully omitted. T h e  Advifer pro
bably conceived, upon refledion,— that a 
motto, which if it meant any thing, meant 
this, that Catholicks were persecuted, plun
dered, and enilaved, by Proteftant Intolérants. 
Free-booters, and Oppreifors,— was lefs calcu
lated to promote charity, than to foment jea- 
loufies and diicord ;— and rather tended to 
produce, than to “  repel, invafion and civil 
“  war.”

But.

*  F rom  a Speech o f  M r. Burke.
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Bui how is the infcription, * which has been 
fufFered to remain, conducive to thofe conci
liatory and loyal ends, which this Counfellor 
of his Brethren profeffes to have in view ? 
In order that the Catholicks may form fucli an 
“  eftimate of their fituation,” as ihall inducc 
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 
o f  their perfuaiion are Shut out from public 
honours ; and invidiouily excluded from the 
Council, and the Bench.

It was perfectly confident with the. Spirit 
of fuch a parole, but not equally Suitable to 
the profeiîed objed of the Advifer, to call 
upon the Catholicks to “  awake inftantly from 
“  their lethargy f  and to allure their atten
tion by an afiurance, that his fentiments were 
untainted, “  with the leaft mixture of folici- 
“  tude for the interefts of England.” %— But 
to the remonftrances of the Loyal, againft 
thefe latter expreffions, he replies, § that in 
fo Short an addrefs, it was not neceiTary to 
profefs any fuch folicitude ; and that in ap
plying to any body of men, the moft perfua- 
iive topicks which we can refort to, are their 
own peculiar interefts.— But firft, the objec
tion is not that he has cafually omitted to

* From Archdeacon Paley.
f  Firit Edition, p. 4.
t Ibid.
§ Second Edition. Preface, p. 8.
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profefs, but that he has ventured explicitly to 
difclaim, a proper folicitude for the interelts 
of Britain. Secondly, as to the efficacy and 
decorum of addreifes, to the peculiar interelts 
o f  a party, I conceive that thefe might be il
lustrated, by a familiar Statement. Suppofe, 
that towards encouraging a fervant to defend 
his matter's houfe, againft a gang of robbers 
that was expe&ed to break in,— I Should in
stead of warning him againft the guilt of  petit 
treafon, or fuggefting the duty o f  domeltic al
legiance,— declare to him that I felt no folici
tude about the interests o f  his matter ; but 
wTas afraid that if the doors were forced, his 
own Strong box and money would be taken, 
— I doubt whether my exhortation would be 
orthodox, or unobjectionable. A t leaft, i f  the 
aSfailants were apprized ofthe arguments which 
I meant to ufe, they might obviate them by 
promifes of indemnity or reward. For the 
Surrender 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 o f  thefe latter that 
we Should rely ; and we bring our own loyalty 
under juSt fufpicion, by preaching, not the ob
ligation, but the prudence of allegiance. * 

Indeed Mr. Scully appears to understand 
the value of “  an honett and unpurchafed

C  “  attachment
* I f  the paflage in w hich  M r. S cu lly  difclaimed folici

tude for Englifh  interefts w as objectionable, w h y  has he 
fought to ju ft i fy  it ? (a) I f  it w as juftifiable, w h y  has he 
omitted it, in his fécond edition ?— See p. 2. o f  his A dvice,

( a )  Prcfacc, p. 8.
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“  attachment to the throne.” * But i f  he 
claim for himfelf the merit o f  fuch a fenti- 
ment, it is not on his Advice to the Iriih Ca- 
tholicks, that his pretenfions fhould be found
ed. "f I am aware that many o f  the moft re
prehensible, and cloven-footed paifages o f  the 
firit edition, have been altered or totally omit- 
tec. in the fécond ; and thus thoie very cen- 
fures of ti?e \  eoman juftified, againft which 
the Advifer brawls, with coarfe and vulear 
invedive. S

R o d e  C aper, vitem  : tam en h in c , cum  ítab isad  aras,— & c .

Your pruning is in vain. M any copies of 
that former edition, which you endeavoured 
to lupprefs, remain -, with all its original lux
uriance of expreffion, to afcertain the extent 
and quality o f  your allegiance. Meantime 
the publick feels with due refpeft for your ho
nourable conoud, in putting forth your pre- 
fent vamped and mended paragraphs, as if  
thefe had been the objedls o f  my criticifm in 
September.

Having deviated, in the above apoftrophe, 
from that dijlant path, which at the commence
ment o f  my prefent letter, I avowed a wifh 
to keep, I return in hafte from the perilous di- 
greffion, to obferve, that extraordinary as any 
co-incidence of opinion, between the Advifer 
and the Yeoman, may appear,— yet this latter,

far
*  P reface , p. 4.

t  S e c  firit edition, paffim : efpecially pages 63. 6 c .  and 

edi'tici?0 1 m PaSCS 38' 3 9 '  and 61- of fecond
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far from being deiirous, that in the approach
ing ftruggle, the great body o f  the people 
ihould mifcondud themfelves, *  has on t.ic 
contrary concluded, by exhorting Catholicks 
to arm in defence of our common country 
and Religion ; and by venturing to promil'e 
them a lure, and cordial reward, f  Mr. Tighe 
has done the Author the honour (of which he 
is feniible) o f  introducing the entire paifage 
into his letter to Mr. Fox ; which amongit 
other merits poifeiTes that o f  being the work 
o f  a gentleman

Mr. Scully obfervcs that the Yeoman, f  in 
his clamour about the phrafe o f  “  ail'aiiina- 
“  tions at Ballinamuck,” overlooks the fait, 
that no fuch expreifion appeared in the “  Ad- 
“  vice.” T he Advifer is miftaken. It is he 
who has overlooked the fad, that no fuch ex- 
preilion was attributed to him by me; nor 
any clamour raifed on fuch an imputation. 
But nothing is farther from the intention o f  
my opponent, than to “  affimilate” the occur
rences o f  Wexford and Ballinamuck ; though 
he has applied the epithet o f  “  Mall'acrc,” in- 
difcriminately to both. “  Mallaere, Carnage, 
“  Strages, Cædes,” § with him mean putting 
Rebels and Deferters, on the field of battle, to 
the fvvord ; or butchering the innocent and

C 2 unrefiiting

*  A s  is indirectly imputed to him  in preface, p. 4 and 5.
f  Y e o m a n ’s Letter to M r. W ic k h a m , pages 88. and 89.
X P re face , p. 5.
§ P reface , p. 5. and A d v ice , p. 5. and 9. fécond E di

tion. It appears, that w ith  this learned G en tlem an , M a f-  
J'acT4 is alfo fynonym ous w ith  Supplicwm,
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unrefifting loyal, as the cafe may be. “  M af-
“  f*cre ^oes not attach a flronger charader to 

the anair which occurred at Ballinamuck,

« f  L, Í  Whlch 1S aPPlicable to the effuiion 
t ot blood, in military execution. Milton 

“  applies the word generally to homicide.

„  A ,  . . , r , "  ° f  w h o m  fuch M aflacre
M a k e  they, but o f  their Brethren, M en o f  M e n  ?”

Butchery is alfo another o f  the Catholic 
Advifers fynommes: for in his firft edition* 
he nates the French to have feen “  with un- 
“  concern, almoil every man of their poor Iriih 
“  allies butchered before their eyes ;” and this 
m his fécond edition, he, tranflates, feeing 

with unconcern their Irifh allies devoted to 
“  military execution.” O f  courfe he confiders 
the former expreflions as merely equivalent to 
the latter. Otherwife he would not meanly 
fubuitute thofe laft cited, without noticing the 
change ; and acquiefcing in the Yeoman’s Ven
ture 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 o f  civil executions. Yet we 
ihould be ftartled by the novelty of fuch 
phrafeology. “  Yefterday, purfuant to the 
“  fentence o f  a court martial, a number o f

privates, who had deferted from the -____
‘‘ regiment, were butchered at Blackheath. T o -  
‘ ‘ morrow, feveral perfons convided at the 
“  late commiffion, will be majfacredin Thomas 
‘ Street; as the law direds. T h e  commiffion
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“  is ft ill fitting; and it is expeded that a fimi- 
“  lar carnage will take place in a few days.” 
W e fhould confider thefe as curious para
graphs ; i f  we were to meet them in one o f  
thofeold “ news-papers or magazines,” * which 
the claifical Mr. Scully recommends to my at
tention.

I doubt whether the pafiage from Milton 
will bear him out. It is as follows :

----------------- -- fo Violètict
Proceeded, and Opprejjton, and S w ord  L a w ,
T h ro u g h  all the Plain ; and refuge none w as found. 
A dam  was all in T ears  ; and to his G u id e  
Lam en tin g turned full fad : O  w h at are thefe,
D e a th ’s M iniiters, not M en , w h o  thus deal D eath
Inhumanly to M e n , and m ultiply
Ten thoufiind-fold the Sin  o f  h im ,w h o  flew
H is Brother : for o f  w h om  fuch M ajfacre
M ake they, but o f  their B rethren, M en  o f  M e n  ?

P a r .  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 

no referred to our great Lexicographer, 
he is lefs pardonable for having omitted to ap
prize us,— that “  Maifacre is, by him, defined 
to be “  Murder, Butchery, indifcriminate 
“  Deftrudion ;” f  and that two authorities, be- 
fides that which he has candidly extraded, 
are there given, in fupport o f  this definition :

Slaughter

# P re fa c e , P .  6.
f  Johnfon defines Carnage to mean H avock.
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Slaughter g ro w s M u rd er, w hen it goes too far ;
A n d  makes a A fajjacre, w h a t  was a war.

D r y d e x .
T h e  tyrannous and bloody aEl is done ;
T h e  m oft A r c h  D eed  o f  piteous M ajfacre ,
T h a t  ever yet this L an d  w as guilty of.

S h a k s p e a r e .
Indeed the Catholic Ad vifer is rather capricious, 
in the phrafeology which he adopts'; and after 
trampling down eftablifhed diftindions, in the 
cafe which we have juft mentioned, becomes 
fuddenly and punctiliouily di(criminative in 
another; affuring us that Methodifts and 
Swadlers are feds perfedly diftindly;* whereas 
we had conceived the latter to be but a ludi
crous, and unbecoming nickname, for the for- 
met. On the whole, I muft ftrongly recommend 
to Mr. Scully, to annex a copious gloffary to 
the next edition o f  his work.

But this is verbal criticifm; and we fhould 
not hamper with it, our approbation o f  thofe 
“  unequivocal expreftlons of loyalty,” f  with 
which the Advice to the Iriih Catholicks 
abounds. I an fwer, firft, 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 o f  loyalty, we muft, 
in a doubtful cafe, (which I conceive the pre- 
fent to be,) examine the iigns o f  thofe ideas;

viz.

P reface , P. i^ .a n d  A d v ice , P. 2 N ote , 
f  P reface, 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 lie confidered it as a carnage ; 
(which was all that the Yeoman had aifertcd ;)

. and alledging that his Lordihip was not there 
upon the day. An allegation which is imma
terial,— unlëfs we understand him who makes 
it, to condemn the tranfaction, as a maifacre ; 
and to iniinuate that it was difapproved of, by 
the Nobleman in queftion.

But, though the expreSfions o f  loyalty were 
as Strong as they are alledged to be, the world 
is fo marvellously given to doubt and defama
tion, that Still the views of the writer might 
not efcape fufpicion. What was the object, 
which the Author of the Life of Bonaparte 
profeSTed to have in view ? T o  join Mr. Scully, 
in inftruding his countrymen “  to repel iii- 
“  vaSion.” And i f  the two productions be, 
in point of heavinefs, the fame,— the merit 
and patriotifm of the former mull be admitted 
to be greater, by nearly thirty degrees, than 
thofe o f  the Catholick Adviler : for the life 
of  the SirSt Conlul iold for a penny ; and the 
Advice coSts two Shillings— more’ than it is 
worth. Yet we know how ungratefully the 
Biographer has been ufed. T he Catholick 
Advifer might (poor fellow ! f )  experience Si
milar ingratitude ; or even worfe, i f  he pro

ceeded.

* P reface, p. 5.

*  M r. S cu lly  confiders this as an appellation o f  con 
tempt ; and fynonym ous w ith  pauvre D iable  !
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ceeded. T h e  public might call him what he 
has termed the Yeoman, * a Pleudo loyal ift ; 
and treat him as if  he were one. In this lat
ter cafe, i f  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 furniihed 
with clearer proofs of its exiûence, than they 
fupply, f  I  am flrongly inclined to warn the 
gentle tribe of Dunces, againft awaking from 
the falutary lethargy, which protects them.

“  Y e  blockheads, hear,— and ileep !”

But the Catholic Counfellor is untruly 
charged “  with having throughout his ad- 

dreis, fly led Rebellion civil war.” X No. § 
The accufation is expreifed in the following 
terms. “  I advert to the tranfadions o f  the 
“  year 1798 ; which we conceived to amount 
“  to a Rebellion ; but which this tradl || in- 
“  forms me, (paifim,) were merely a civil

war.” l!------ I f  the reader wiihes to have
change for pajjim, I refer him to pages 9, 10,

—  and

*  P re face , p. 8.
f  F o r  I do not m ean to deny that M r. S cu lly  m ay be a 

man o f  genius, and information. I m erely aflert that in 
the pages before me, no trace o f  either can be (by me) dis
covered. In íhort I obferve "  not on the author \ but fole- 
“  ly  on the w o rk .”  

j  P re fa c e , p. 6.
' § O n  the contrary, the Y e o m a n , (p. 28.) admits the A d 

vifer to have called it Rebellion.
II V i z .  the A d vice .
f  P . 44. o f  the L e tte r  to M r. W ic k h a m , by a Y e om an .
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and 89, of the firit ; and to pages 5. and 57. 
o f  the fécond edition o f  the Advice : where 
he will find the paifages altered, by the in
terpolation of the word “  Rebellion.”— It is, 
in this place, only ncceiTary to add, that even 
where Mr. Scully adopts this latter term, he 
in the fame breath attributes guilt to the loyal 
fubjeft; and extenuates the criminality of 
the Traitor. * Inadvertently, no doubt. In
deed if the cafe were otherwife, we Ihould, 
to a man whofe fentiments appeared at beft 
to hang balanced between difaffedlion and al- 
legance, be tempted to exclaim, in the lan
guage o f  our Poet,

—  ■ ■ ■ W h o  can be 
L o y a l,  and neutral, in a m om ent ? no m a n f

Before I enter on the difcuifion, at which, 
in my progrefs through the preface, I am ar
rived,— viz. of the terms in which the late 
King William is defcribed, let me give Mr. 
Scully the full benefit of his i l a t e m c n t , t h a t  
the word “  Invader” was printed in Capitals, 
by a mere error of the prefs. I can, without 
any material facrifice o f  ground, put the to- 
pick of magnitude entirely out of the cafe ; 
and argue the queftion as i f  the letters of  this 

. word were of the ordinary ftature; and as i f  
the defamation of the Prince of Orange was 
Roman Charafters. Having thus wiihdrawn

D my

* Pages 6 1 .  and 93. o f  firft ed ition : altered in pages 
37. and 59. o f  the fécond, 

f  S h a k s p e a r e . 
j  P .  7. o f  fécond edition.



my fpecial Demurrer, (to adopt his black let
ter allufions,*) I admit, that upon the fub- 
ftance of thofe expreffions, which have ex- 
pofed him to cenfure, he is as humorous as 
argumentative ; and vice versa, -f But in de
fiance of his reafoning and his wit, and ex- 
preffing myfelf in the falfe fpirit o f  this lat
ter,) I hope by a few fimple and intelligible 
propofitions, ' to put not a comma, but a pe
riod, to the flimfy fophifms, and flippery ter- 
giverfation of his work.

In the firft pace, be enquires “  o f  what 
“  import to the principles of Liberty it can 
“  be, to difpute at this day, whether the Iriih 
“  fubjeds o f  James II. in 1689, confidered, 
“  or ought to have coniidered, King William 
“  in the light o f  a Dutchman, or Invader?” :);

This queftion refts upon a fuggeftio falii ; 
viz. that the affertion which attracted the 
cenfures of the Yeoman, was no more than 
this, that in 1689, the Iriih coniidered W il 
liam’s landing as an invafion. For the pur- 
pofe of infinuating this, he in the fécond 
edition interpolates certain words, which ihall 
be given in a note belowT ; and diftinguifhed 
by Italicks. T h e  paragraph, as it flood in the

firft

*  “  In vain, it feem s, did R u g g le ,  tw o  centuries ago, 
“  ridicule fuch Criticks. In  vain has he held up his black 
“  lettered hero, Ignoram us, exclaim ing O  ho ! hie eft 
“  M a l t a  /itéra : emenda j em enda : nam in noitrâ lege, 
“  unum comma evertit totum p l a c t t u m . ”  P re f.  p. 10.

f  in p. 10, 11, 12. of Preface.
X Preface, p. 12*

C 26 ]
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firft edition, and provoked my reprehenfion, 
was as follows : “  Never was anv 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 fuccour came ; and af- 
“  ter enduring incredible hardihips. the brave 
“  Garrifon were forced to give up, with break- 
“  ing hearts, their lait poifeffion in their coun- 
“  try ; but not without having obtained, and 
“  -defervedly, glorious terms of capitulation. 
“  T h e  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 reftore 
“  James to his Throne; or our exiles to their 
“  country.” *

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

But it is o f  moment to the caufe of civil L i 
berty, and Britiih Connexion, to refufe to the 
Advifer the privilege which he claims, o f  dif-

D 2 cuffing,

*  A d v ice , p. 1 2. firft edition. In  the fécond, the pal- 
'fage is thus altered. «  N ever was any place more gallantly 
“  defended, than L im erick , by  our loyal A nceftors ; w ho 
«  fought for their hereditary K in g , againft ivhat [a) they 
“  ctyifidered as a D u tch  Invader, and his hired battalions.
“  N o  fuccour cam e,”  &rc. (as in liril edition.) “  N ever 

afterwards did the French ferioufly attempt to rellore 
ft James to the T h ro n e , which he had ceafed to deferve & c

(«) A  n o ve l  ufc o f  th e  w o rd  w la t.
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cuffing, as a matter open to controverfy and 
dii'pute, whether William ought to have been 
coniidered in fuch a light. T o  treat this mat
ter as quefrionabíe, would Shake to their foun
dations, both the Throne, and the Constitu
tion. W hat becomes o f  his Majetiy’s title to 
the Crov. n, if  the a d  which limited it to the 
iSTue o f  the Princefs Sophia, never received 
the Royal AiTtnt o f  that hereditary King, on 
whofe Side Mr. Scully’s loyal Anceltors fought 
fo bravely ; but was merely ratified by the 
fandion of an Invader, and a Dutchman,—  
in Short of the fuccefsful Ufurper who depof- 
ed him ?* W hat becomcs o f  the annexation 
o f  the IriSh, to the Imperial Crown of Eng
land, i f  it be questionable whether in 1689, f  
William ought not to have been considered 
here as an enemy, and a Stranger ? What, in 
a word, becomes o f  the eltablithed principles 
of  civil Liberty, or of  the Constitution, i f  the 
intimately blended title o f  their ASfertor, W il
liam, be difputed ?

I do not detire to impute to Mr. Scully, 
any diSloyal opinions, which he may be dif- 
pofed to difclaim. Nor if  he formerly held 
fuch, and has relinquished them Since laSt 
AuguSt, would I deprive him of the benefit 
o f  his recantation. I Should merely aSTert, 
that in this latter cafe, it would be manly to 
avow the retradaion ; and confefs the juStice

o f
*  Stat. 12 , 13. W .  I I I . c .  2.
f  i. e. a year after the R evolution  had placed this latter 

on his head.

t 28 J
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of  that wholefome corredion, by which he 
had profited ; and which was inflided while 
fuch objedionable fentiments were unretrad
ed. It would be but candid to recoiled:, that 
the Yeoman’s animadverfions were pointed 
againft his firft edition; and published long 
before the appearance of the altered and 
amended fécond.

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

lament
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lament their defeat ; and to dwell for com
fort, on their glorious capitulation. It feems 
to imply a refentful jealoufy o f  the French, for 
having been tardy in the fuccour which might 
have rendered James’s caufe vidorious. In 
ihort, it applies to William the epithet of 
a Dutch Invader ; and will the Author deny, 
that what he called him, he confidered him 
to be ?

I believe (and do not mean to aifert the 
contrary,) that in this country, James met 
with brave and generous fupport ; from per- 
fons ading 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 principles tof loyalty which 
were meritorious, though mifapplied. I am 
difpofed to look upon fuch mifguided perfons, 
as entitled, when alive, to as great a portion 
o f  clemency, and their memory, when dead, 
to as much indulgence, as may have been 
then, or as may be now, confident with an 
effedual refinance of their fchemes ; and fup
port o f  our religion, our liberties, and confti- 
tution. But as a liege fubjed, I cannot admit 
theirs to have been the better caufe ; nor 
doubt that many o f  thofe, whom my adver- 
fary commends, fought not in the caufe of mo
narchy againft revolution ; or o f  James againft 
his fucceifor ; but (as they had done under 
Cromwell, and in 1641,) againft the Engliih 
government ; and in the caufe of  feparation.

Still
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Still lefs can the obtufenefs o f  my intellect 
difcern, how he who holds the fentimeats 
which I have extraded, can confidently, be 
attached to our eftabliihment, in Church and 
State.

But Mr. Scully would, as an antidote “  to 
“  the dodrines of  Paine, renovate the priftlne 
“  zeal o f  our countrymen for Royalty,” * by 
extolling their ancient fidelity to James. He 
would, by the memory of this loyalty, (refraded 
to the Houfe of Brunfwick, from the family 
o f  Stuart,) encounter the Republican dodrines 
o f  the prefent day. He would furbiih up the 
rufty Jacobitifm o f  the feventeenth century, 
as an impenetrable hauberk o f  allegiance for 
the nineteenth ; and give inability to the con- 
flitut:on- by removing its corner ilone. When 
he informs us that the conftitutionai balance 
had been exadly fettled, in the reign of the fé
cond Charles,f he forgets that it was ae;ain, 
and ferioufly difturbed, by his fucceffor j" and 
only practically and fecurely re-adjufted, on 
his abdication :— and when, on the authority 
of that free difcuflion, which was permitted on 
the queflion o f  Union, he claims to controvert 
the legitimacy o f  the Revolution, he forgets 
that the latitude o f  enquiry which he cites, 
ceafed as foon as the a d  of Onion received the 
Royal Affent. T h e  fettlements which took 
place in 1688 and 1800, it is not now our 
bufinefs to canvafs ; but fubmit to: as, on

the
* Prcf. p. 11.
f  P re f. P .  10.
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the other hand, it is the bounden duty of bur 
Governors, to make the law o f the land promote 
the happinefs o f the people.

But though it is objeded to Mr. Scully, that 
he has defamed the Revolution, he miftakes 
the charge which has been made againft him 
with refped to Cromwell ; whom he feems to 
parallel with King William, by fly ling him 
“  another great man.' *  He is not accufed of 
having “  caft a ilur on the memory o f ” 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 aiferting that thofe titles now reft 
fecurely, on ftatute and prefcription. But this 
merely difproves the efficacy, not the ten
dency of his fiatement : and the account 
which he gives of this ftatute, is not highly 
honourable to the legillature which pafied it. 
“  Oliver Cromwell (of infamous memory,) 
“•-having brought over an army of  pillaging 
“  knaves to Ireland, they after the (laughter 
t; of one hundred thoufand perfons, obtained 
“  various eftates amongft us ; whilft the Pro- 
•c teftants who had invited them over,— and the 
“  Catholicks who”  (on the contrary) “  had

“  no
\

*  P re f.  P . 1 3 .— T h e  A uth or marks this (I hope inad
vertently) w ith  inverted commas \ and alio feems to give it 
as a parallel o f  the Irifh L oyalift . I f  it be not his, then the 
parallel betw een  W ill ia m  and C ro m w e ll ,  is M r. S c u lly ’s 
o w n  ; and he defcribes the latter as one o f  infam ous m e
m ory. T h e re fo re  W il l ia m  nofcitur à focio.
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“  no crime to anfwer for, were trodden under 
“  foot, &c.” * T o  ratify thefe recent and 
nefarious partitions, “  a folemn a£t of Parlia- 
“  ment paifed,” -f* on the reftoration.

Now hear my narrative. Firft, the Iriih 
had a crime to anfwer for ; viz. that of de
ferring Ormonde, and the Royal caufe. $ Se
condly, much o f  the land, which the followers 
o f  Cromwell thus obtained, had been juftly 
forfeited, by rebellion committed againft King 
Charles. § Thirdly, the adt which was paifed 
in his fon’s reign, was therefore fairer in its 
origin, than Mr. Scully reprefents : for it did 
not ratify the plunder o f  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 confifeations. Fourthly, 
this corre&ion 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 o f  forfeited 
property are held fcrupuloufly in remembrance; 
the hereditary owners accurately defignated ; 
and maps o f  thefe furveys periodically pub- 
liihed.

With the Advifer’s palinody on the fubjeft 
o f  Lord Camden, I find no fault. He declares

E  that

*  A d v ice , firft edit. p. 43 , 44.
Í  P reface , p. 14.
j  H u m e.
§ Ibid.— T h e  matter is more fu lly  difcufled in p. 1 4 ,  1 5 ,  

l 6 ,  o f  m y  form er 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 excufable, for having been 
ignorant that the Author’s fentiments were fo 
reipectful, when I found his lordfhip defcribed 
as “  deputed, without adequate capacity or 
£ exPenence, (as the event proved,) to fill the

« r r , *  and, Perijous Poft o f  Power; which 
he held with an unfteady hand ” f

Q u id  facies odio ?— iîc ubi am ore noces.

But the “  enormities which difgraced” the 
adminiftration o f  the noble Lord, whom Mr. 
bcully thus reveres, are « to be attributed to 

the temporary fway o f  certain Individuals, 
whom he *ound it ímpoíTible to control”  t  

Whom does the Catholic Advifer mean ? aft 
furedly not Lord Clare. For though he may 
have called this Nobleman “  unpopular,”  and 

intemperate,'’ § yet he admits him to have 
een a jiilt man ; and one whofe good quali- 

ties have never been difputed. He even pro
nounces him to have deferved (and of this 
alfertion I confefs the truth,) far abler praife, 
than was within the compafs o f  my talents to 
beitow. Yet I am not aihamed of  my fcanty 
offering at the ihrine of  departed worth.

I gave to m erit, all I h a d ,— a tear ;

and
*  Preface, p. 17.
f  A d v ic e  : firft: edition : pages 5 5 , and 68.
Í  P reface, p. 18.

tru" {??. alleclSe,d h Y the A d v ife r ,  in the 45th
T  LdlUon’ ) tllat 1 cenfured thofe tw o epi- tiiets, as invective. r



[ 35 ]
and the tribute of the heart can never be alto
gether unworthy o f  acceptance.

But fo far was Mr. Scully from inveighing 
againft Lord Clare, that “  thofc two Epithets, 
“  intemperate and unpopular, comprize the 
“  whole o f what related to that Nobleman, in 
“  the f r j l  edition'' of his work ! ! *

In preparing the fécond, a page o f  the for
mer muil have been millaid ; and its contents 
have elcaped the Author’s memory. [ will 
reftore it.

“  Neither could I have rejoiced, in feeing my 
“  country delivered over, through the fame 
“  evil council,” (during the adminiftration of 
Lord Camden,) to a iew intemperate perfons, 
“  who undertook to ride Jive millions o f men, 
“  w i t h  a  r o d  o f  I R O N .  'Thofeperfons havey 
“  in my firm judgment, nurfed the feuds, and 

 ̂fw elled the diflrafiions, that difgrace this Ife. 
‘ ‘ But, as more than a year has paifed away, 
“  fince the foremoft of them has been arreftcd 

by the hand of Providence, in his career in 
this world, and as the others, and thole of 

■' their fchool, are either unemployed, or un- 
“  noticed by our prefent excellent Rulers, I 
“  ihall not now enlarge upon the incapacity, or 
“  demerits of  the departed, or o f  the fallen.” f  

1 confefs, (with a ihame, o f  which I am not
E  2 mylelf

# A d v ic e :  fécond Edition : p. 45.
A d v ic e :  firft E dition: p. 55. B u t perhaps the A d -  

vifer will fay that this paflage did not relate to L ord  Clare.
I with he m ay fay fo. “  B ut, as more than a year has pafl'ed 
aw ay,”  fcc. r



myfelf the objed,) that the above paragraph 
was amongft the errata of  the firft edition ; 
and that in the fécond it is omitted wholly! 
W e  know (aliunde) that the Catholic Advifei 
is a Gentleman ; and therefore cannot hefitate 
to believe, that the import, and even exiilence 
of  fuch a paifage were forgotten, when he 
affertcd that two epithets comprized the whole 
o f  what, in his firft publication, related to 
Lord Clare. But whilit we acquit him, we 
mutt excufe the Yeoman, if  he did not per
ceive what was not very manifeft,— the A u 
thor s refped for the charader o f  that Noble- 
man and Lord Camden.

Having examined his reprobation, let us 
now proceed to criticife his praife. T h e  tran- 
iition will not feem violent to thofe, ( if  any 
fuch ^there be,) who coniider this latter as a 
maik d invedive; which beneath an eulogy on 
A ,  conceals a ilander upon B.

So far was the Yeoman from objeding to 
Mr. Scully’s “  feeble tribute to the merits” *  
o f  Lord Hardwicke, that he avowed ('and 
now repeats) his cordial aifent to fuch enco
miums. No man refpeds his Excellency more 
highly, than the Yeoman. But he difapproves 
o f  the topicks which the Panegyrifl has fe- 
leded 5 and o f  the fufpicious tournure o f  his 
praife. He thinks it an infult to the under
standing and principles o f  that nobleman, to 
fuppofe that he can be cajoled into an abate
ment of his vigilance,— a relaxation o f  his vi-

[ 36 ]

*  Second Edition, p . 4 4 . note
gour,
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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 offenlive pr^ife, 
which is grounded on the imputation o f  opi
nions which he rejects, and o f  condud; which 
he has not purfued : to hope that he will en
dure to be placed in contrail with thofe, whom 
he efteems ; and to be commended, with a 
mere view to their difparagement. f  T h e  
Viceroy will be cautious in accepting praife 
from him, who has prefumed to fpeak irreve
rently of the King. J

Neither have I difTented from the praiie 
which he has bellowed upon the Engliíh. I 
have only obferved, that confidering the mode 
of its introduction, it feemed to infinuate un- 
juft cenfures o f  our countrymen. § I f  fuch 

flagornerie does not evince diilike, neither is it 
a proof o f  amity to Britilli connexion, || This 
is to be preferved, by ciieriihing the genuine

principles

# M r. Scu lly  in the 26th page o f  his preface, gives the 
fo llow ing, not inapplicable extract, from  Plautus. “  Q u o d  
“  fibi volunt, dum  id impétrant, boni funt : fed id ubi jam  
“  penes fe habent, ex bonis, peilimi fiunt.”

f  W e  n o w  fee, in the high poll that L ord  Camden held  
w ith unjleady handy the good, the firm, and the upright 
L o rd  H ardw icke, & c .  & c .

X T h e  difrefpedtful paflage here alluded to, fhall be given 
in another part o f  m y letter.

§ See page 47. o f  the firit, and page 28 o f  the fécond 
edition o f  the A dvice. T h e  alterations w h ich  it has 
fince endured, w ill entertain thofe w h om  they do not difguft -9 
and w ill leave no doubt on the mind o f  any, as to the A u 
thor’s being an ingenuous, and m anly perfon.

II See the A uth o r’s boail 5 Preface, p. 35.
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principles of loyalty amongft us j and by the 
iound policy of their conduit, who adminif- 
ter the affairs of Ireland. It is not by fawn
ing on our Englilh fellow-fubjedts, who have 
fpent little or no part of their lives in this 
country, and who confequently muit be de
ficient in that experience, which would in
form them o f  the true circumftances, fenti- 
rnents, and iituation o f  its inhabitants,— it 
is not by availing ourfelves of this inexperi
ence, and miileading them on thefe material 
points,— that we ihall promote, or evince a 
wiih to flrengthen the connexion. There
fore, though the culprit “  pleads guilty to the 
“  charge, o f  refpedting the character o f  his 
“  Britiih fellow-fubjeds,” * I ihould beftrongly 
difpoied to acquit him of fuch a fentiment i f  
his writings were the only evidence before 
me. I have heard of a jury, whofe previous 
experience o f  the veracity ”j~ of a certain cri

minal,

*  P reface  P .  36.
t  I have already obferved, that m y remarks apply not 

perfonally to the A u th o r  ; but folely to the w ork. I 
fee him , m erely through that m edium . H e  m ay be a 
man o f  drift: veracity ; but his w o rk  abounds in egregious, 
though perhaps not intentional (and therefore not m oral)falfe- 
hoods. H e  charges me (a) w ith  having painted the MelFrs. 
E m m e tt, as “  m en o f  the bell qualities o f  the head and 
“  heart.”  T h i s i s f a l f e .  See m y form er L etter  ; p. 9 5 .— I 
am alfo ftated to have declared this, on the authority o f  a 
perfonal acquaintance. T h is  likew ife is untrue. W i t h  M r. 
T h o m a s  E m m ett I w as acquainted : but fo far from  kn ow 
ing his brother R ob ert, I have never even feen him ; and have 
no w here ftated m y fe lf  to have been acquainted w ith  him .

(<*) P ag e  i o f  fé c o n d  edition.
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minai, induced them to acquit him of  a charge, 
merely becaufe he had confeifed it.

I have now done with Mr. Scully’s cenfures, 
and his praife : which latter I 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 o f  others and myfelf, decide. 
When that decifion has been made, I iha 11, 
as the event may be, applaud my own dif- 
çernment, which I hope and exped, will be 
the cafe ;) or pore humbly on the lot of hu
man fallibility. In the mean time I wait, in 
patient expectation ; and am not afhamed, if  
I have facrificed private feeling to the delire 
o f  rendering public juftice ; and if, while I 
fought to be unprejudiced, I have fallen into 
a libérai extreme, of prepoííeííion in favour o f  
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 tefti monies 
“  whlch have been borne, by Proteftants as 
« well as Catholicks,” (and which I admit to 
have been “  flattering,” ) « to the utility o f  his 

Addrefs. * But if he be right in his afler- 
tion, that the work “  has been found gene- 
“  rally to accord with the fentiments of that 
“  clafs of perfons, who were its ob jets ,”—  
tins is a fa<3 , on which I cannot felicitate the 
rublick  : nor indeed can I confider the appro-

vers
* Prcf. P. 41,
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vers o f  fuch a trad, 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 effed, of 
“  undeceiving fome of” the Advifer’s Pro- 
“  teftant fellow-fubjeds, refpeding the indi
gnations and opinions of fuch 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 raoft 
dim fighted ; as may appear by the following 
feledion of paffages which it contains.

I do not tranfcribe the whole of the addrefs ; 
nor in all cafes follow the arrangement o f  the 
Author : but I give his own words ; without 
a iingle interpolation. In ihort the fubjoined 
abridgment no otherwife alters Mr. Scully’s 
fenfe, than by the juxta-poiition, and as it 
were new fetting, o f  thofe brilliant fentiments, 
which are fcattered through his work.

“  M y  Countrymen,”*
“  I addrefs you with a heart full of  devo- 

“  tion to your welfare ; and deeply interefted 
“  in the deftiny o f  that beloved country, where 
“  in former times our anceftors -f* have flou- 
“  riíhed. I perceive no reafon, why men of 

different religious perfuafions may not fit
“  upon

*  It  m ay be proper to obferve that, from  the title page, 
this A d v ic e ,  appears to be addrefied exclufively to the A u 
thor’s C ath olic  Brethren, 

f  See laft note.



“  upon the fame Bench; deliberate in the 
4‘ fame Council. W e  know that toleration is 
“  odious to the imolerant ; freedom to op- 
‘ ‘ preffors ; property to robbers ; and all de- 
‘ ‘ s;rees of profperity to the envious. * T h e  
“  following fentiments flow from an unbiaifcd 
“  furvey o f  our interefls ; without the leail 
“  mixture of folicitude for thofe o f  either 
“ England, or France; farther than as thefe 
“  countries affed our profperity and independ- 
“  ence. I am a true born Irilhman ; a Mile- 
“  iian ; a Catholic : fharing in the fame pri- 
“  vations, reflraints and grievances, with my 
“  Catholic countrymen. I wiih to demon- 
“  ftrate the calamities which impend, unlefs 
“  we ihall initantly awake from our lethargy. 
“  I feel pride in belonging to a claf* of people, 
“  who fuffered, with manly fortitude, a cen- 
“  tury o f  unexampled injuftice ; and finally 
“  redeemed themfelves from fervitude, by 
“  their unbroken energies. T h e  French pro- 
“  claim the menace of invading our illand. It 
“  is high time therefore, to bethink ourfelves, 
“  whether we ihall a d  with them or againll: 
“  them? W e  are to confider, whether to re- 
“  ceive thofe French vifitors with open arms ; 
“  w hether we ihall 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 d  with 
u vigour, and in concert.

F  “ It

[ 4 1 ]

*  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 bcfieged with pro- 
“  miles o f  fuccour : no fuccour came ; and 
“  the brave garrifon, after enduring incredible 
“  hardihips, were forced to give up, with 
“  breaking hearts their laft poíTefíion in their 
“  country : bitf not without having obtained, 
“  and defervedly, glorious terms o f  capitula- 
“  tion. T h e  French came, (as they have al- 
“  ways to their Jriends^J when all was over j 
“  and they were not wanted. Never after- 
“  wards did they feriouily attempt fo reftore 
“  James to his throne, or our exiles to their 
“  country ; although they had plenty of ihip- 
“  ping. In 179^5 at Collooney, who were their 
“  conquerors ? T h e y  were Catholicks : brave 
“  Iriih boys ; defcended from the renowned 
“  defenders o f  Limerick. T h e  French, over
t a k e n  by Iriih troops, at Ballinamuck,—  
“  finiihed their ihort race by an ad ,  fcarcely 
“  to be equalled in cowardice and treachery, 
“  towards 1500 o f  our haplefs countrymen. 
“  Thefe diihonoured fellows, inftead o f  de- 
“  manding terms for their allies, faw with 
“  unconcern, almoft every man o f  thofe poor 
“  Iriih butchered before their eyes. I have 
“  fince been on the field o f  maifacre ; and was

“  ihewn



“  íliewn the large pits, into which heaps o f  
“  Iriih carcafes were thrown ; without the or- 
“  dinary rites o f  Chriftian interment. T he 
“  French never afterwards complained of this 
“  maifacre, as o f  a matter which concerned 
“  their honour, or our efteem for them.

“  If  we need not fear. wrhat better reafon is 
“  there for us to love them ? let us coolly 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 ilaughter or exile 
“  of two or three millions, the opportunity o f  
“  firmly fixing their liberties,— and of calmly 
“  chooling their own form of  Government ; 
“  whether a limited Monarchy, a qualified, or 
“  a pure Repub'ick. All their friends in other 
“  countries looked for the event, with impa- 
M tient folicitude ; and hoped * that the 
“  French would now produce fome admirable 
“  mafterpieee of a free Conftitution. f  But no.

“  W e  have feen their bafe treachery at Balli- 
“  namuck. W e  know that they have fedueed 
“  feveral Irifhmen to their caufe; foineofwhom 
“  were undoubtedly men of great talents and 
“  integrity. But we know that they have been 
“  cruelly deceived and difappointed. They

F  2 “  were

* T h is  friend/bipy and thele hopes nothing abated, by the 
(laughter or exile o f  tw o or three millions ; nor by the prof- 
p e &  o f  a pure republick, as the mafterpiece w h ich  they 
m ight produce.

f  N o w , that they had got rid o f  their tw o  or three mil
lions o f  impedimenta.

[ 43 ]
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“  were promifed ample and generous aid from 
“ France: they believed in thofe promifes. 
“  Allured by the falfe lights o f  France, to 
“  fteer to fuch a coafl in queft of Liberty, 
“  their reception has been fo cold and chilly, 
“  that you would really pity their prefent feel- 
“  ings. T h ey  are allowed no Peniion. Thus 
“  our abufcd Exiles drag on the burden of life,

in the land o f  unfeeling Strangers ; unjujlly 
“  fufpeded o f  being robbers and aifaffins. 
“  Now let us compare this character, with that 
“  o f  the Engliih Regulars and Militia, who 
“  were in this country. Did they not gene- 
“  rouily and fuccefsfully interfere,* in ftem- 
“  ming the animoiities o f  the ruling party,—  
“  in repreffing the fury and bigotry of our 
“  countrymen, and in protecting; the weak 
“  and unarmed native ? need I name our pre- 
“  fent commander in chief Fox P j* I come now

“  to

*  U n lik e  the treacherous F ren ch  ; w h o  did not item  the 
animoiities o f  the ruling party, at Ballinam uck ; b u t  fuf- 
fered the poor natives to be butchered before their eyes.

f  W h o  w ill be aflerted b y  M r .  S cu lly  to be no fr ie n d  to 
the Yeoman. N o r  perhaps w ere all his general orders w ell 
calculated to refute this afiertion ; h ow ever groundlefs. Be 
this as m ay, “  the regulars and militia did not at all times 
“  fuccefsfully  interfere in (lem m ing the animofities o f  the 
“  ruling party,— in repreiTing the bigotry and fu ry  o f  our 
“  countrym en, or in protecting the w eak and unarmed na- 
“  tives. N eed  I nam e”  the 23d o f  la d  Ju ly  ? Amongfl: 
the unarmed and unprotected, w h o  periihed on that occa- 
fion, there w as one, w hofe name w as W o lfe ,  and w h ofc  
title o f  honour w as K ilw ard en . B u t  I freely admit that his

death
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“  to a painful topick : our redemption from 
“  our prefcnt political degradation, is that to-

“  pic

death was not only the efFe& o f  accident, (a) but o f  furprife ; 
and that for our fafety on that alarming night, the P ro 
vidence to w h ich  w e are indebted, is D ivine. (6) M r .  S cu l
ly  indeed, in both his editions, view s the matter in a light 
extrem ely different -, and this is to me no matter o f  furprife : 
N o  doubt, w henever his advice (hall have been w id ely  cir
culated, it w ill  correct the error under w h ich  governm ent 
feems to labour. M eantim e, our parliament, our privy 
council,— and our courts o f  ju itice , appear to be under the 
influence o f  a ftrange deluiion. I o  quell this infignificant 
difpute, the former have read the riot a£t, not once, but 
three times ; and given it the pompous title o f  the Iriih 
martial law  bill : w hilft in fpite o f  the w holefom e admoni
tions o f  the A dvifer, now  fix months after the affray, this 
ilatute remains in force ; and the habeas corpus a£t continues 
to be fufpended. B u t w hen w e  fhali have been converted 
to the tenets o f  M r. S cu lly ,  our parliament w ill repeal their 
rigorous provifions \ our council re tra it  their hyperbolical

proclamations ;

(a)  “  T h e  im partia l  O b fe rv e r”  has held an inqueft; w h ic h  fou n d  it ac
cidentai d e ath .— Sec his Pam phlet.

(l>) I am  fo rry  to  learn* that, b y  fom e o f  m y  friends, this partage ha* 
been m ifconceived. T h a t ,  on the 23d o f  J u ly  there  w a s  fu rp rife  fo m e -  

•where, I m eant to aflert ; and w h o  w il l  d e n y  ? But I h  ive not aflerted  that 
iu r  Governm ent  w as furprifed  ; n o r  fo  far as (w ith ,  I adm it, inadequate 
m eans)  I h ave  been able to obtain  in form ation , rcfpe<£ting a  fubjedt 011 
w h ic h ,  perhaps, farth er  light (hould  have been th ro w n ,  does this a p 
pear  to  h a v e  been the c a fe ;  b u t  the c o n trary .  G o v e rn m e n t  m a y ,  at 
laft, h a v e  been tak e n  unaw ares. But it is e q u a lly  tru e  th at  this may 
h ave  arifen fro m  negledt, in another  d epartm en t, o f  the w a rn in g s  and 
directions w h ic h  G o v e rn m e n t  had g iv en . I f  G o v e rn m e n t  w ii l ie d  to  p ro 
p ortion  their  preparation s to  the prob able  exten t  o f  the dan ger  o f  w h ic h  
t h e y  w e re  a p p rized ,  and not a larm  the loya l,  o r  en courage the d ifa f le fte d ,  
b y  precautions e x o rb ita n t ly  m ore than adeq uate  to  the  occafion, th e ir  
condudt, ( fpite  o f  events)  w o u ld  be (as 1 believe it w as) not o n ly  blam e- 
lefs, b u t  p r a i fe w o rth y .— A t  p refen t h o w  does the  cafe ftand ? Serious 
b la m e is, almoft avo w e d ly ,  im p u ta b le  in fome q u a rter  : therefore  w e  w i l l  
not  en q u ire  w h ere ,  or  b y  w h o m , it has been  d e icrv ed .— M y  im agination  
can n ot fuggeft the  latent p r o p o r t io n ,  w h ic h  {hall tu r n  this c n th v m e m e  
in to  a  fy l logifm , coniifting o f  premilTcs w h ic h  w il l  w a rra n t  the con- 
clufion.
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“  pic ; and it conftantly aiTociates itfelf, in the 
“  minds of fome of us, with French invafion 
“  and revolution. W e  are indeed in a fore 
“  ftate ; and gladly would I avert my eyes from 
“  thofe bleeding gaihes, to which falves ought 
“  to have been long fince applied. T h e  adlive 
“  parts of that degradation bear mod heavily 
“  upon the middling and higher claiTes, and 
“  I feel my full ihare o f  them, as feverely as 
“  any o f  you. Bat they bear indiredlly upon 
“  us all ; and the acrimonious irritation which 
“  they cheri/h, to our annoyance, is far more 
“  oppreffive than their political operation. But

is our ftate of life fo galling, as to leave us 
“  no alternative, but French tyranny ? *

, ’p  “  Some

proclam ations •, and our ju d ges ceafe to in flift  the penalties
o f  high treafon, on thofe w h o  have in fa£t been only gu ilty
o f  a mifdem eanour. Probably w hat iticks w ith  them  m ay
be a c ircum ftance, w h ich  the advifer overlooked, (a) I m ean
that form idable depot, the exiftence and contents o f  w h ich
he has entirely forgotten ; in m aking his tot o f  the dangers
o f  Ju ly . H e  has om itted the part o f  H am let, in his recital 
o f  the tragedy.

* .The late M r. R o b e rt  E m m ett w as o f  opinion that there 
w a s ;  and the language ufed by  him  on the day o f  his exe
cution, (as given in the D u b lin  Journal,) bore a itrong re- 
fem blance to that o f  M r. Scully. M r. E m m ett’s avow al o f  
equal antipathy to Britifh and F ren ch  connexion, led me 
after quoting his expreflions, to aflTert, (in p. 21 o f  m y for
m er letter,) that anti-gallicifm  and anti-anglicifm  m ight be 
confident. This M r .  S cu lly  flippantly pronounces to m ean, 
that loyalty and w ifdom  m ay confift w ith  difaiFedion and 
folly . (Pref. p. 20.) B u t  this is not the ca fe .  It only

means
(a )  P re fa c t ,  p .  jo .
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Some of you will fay, that a certain fadion 
“  cannot longer be endured;* and force you, by 
“  their infults and outrages, to favour thofe 
“  foreigners : that they terrify you by the me- 
“  mory of the maifacres in Wicklow, Armagh, 
“  and Wexford: that you cannot enjoy fecu- 
“  rity in your homes ; or repofe in your beds ; 
“  and that Defpair dr'ves you into rebellion, 
“  for ihelter. I fay to you that this fadion, 
“  diiloyal as they may be to their King, and 
<c terrible as, if  they had power, they might 
“  be to their country, are yet Angels o f  Mercy, 
“  compared to French tyrants, f

** Some of you will tell me, that you fuf- 
“  fered much of injuftice, indignities and ca- 
“  lumny, fome years ago. I admit the fad  ; 
“  and have keenly felt and fympathifed with 
“  thofe fufferings. There is no good fenfe in 
“  extenuating the vices o f  our former rulers. 
“  Would to God the effeds o f  thofe vices 
“  could be expunged ! But, fince they imift

“  fubfift

means, that a w iih  for French alliance is not the neccflarr 
confequence o f  a diflikc to Britifli connexion : nor do I 
mean to deny that the fentiments o f  the A d vife r  may be 
antigallican.

* T h is ,  and the fo llow in g  fentence, furniih an anfw er to 
the queftion put in the preceding.

f  i. e. S o  far from difputing the truth o f  w h at fome o f  
you  fay, I adopt your fentiments and pofitions ; and make 
them  m y o w n . B ut terrible as this fadtion o f  buttling bi
gots is, I aver that even they are better than the French. 
T h e re fo re  rid yourfelves o f  your intolerable tyrants, w ith 
out the interpofition o f  French aid. M r .  E m m ett w ould  
have given fimilar advice. M r. S c u lly  cannot have intended 
to g ive it. H is  words m u ll pervert his meaning.



“  fubfift for public fhame,— let them fubfift 
“  for public inftrudion. It befits our can- 
“  dour, to define to our Legiflators, the feel- 
“  ings and wants of upwards o f  three mil- 
“  lions o f  fubjeds ; whom it is their duty to 
“  govern with ikill, and to legiilate for with 
“  wrifdom. * And, as we are not reprefented 
“  by thofe who might fpeak our true fenti- 
“  ments,— as we are prohibited by the law from 
“  choofmg 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 f  violated their faith with the Iriih 
“  people, after having poifeifed themfelves o f  
“  the Iriih 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 o f  power,------ they
“  liftened to evil counfel ; and aded with- 
“  out good fenfe. Neither could I have re

joiced

*  i. e. to the taile o f  M r. Scully .
f  A t  the head o f  thofe treacherous minifters w as M r. 

Pitt ; to w h o m  the A d v ife r  renders hom age in the 12th  
page o f  his P re face . I  m ay agree w ith  M r. S cu lly  in con- 
iidering M r. P itt  as a tru ly  great m a n ;  but cannot in the 
fame breath concur in thinking him  a public fw indler.

[ 48 ]
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“  joiced in feeing my country delivered over, 
“  through the fame evil counfel, to a few 
“  intemperate perfons, who undertook to 
“  rule five millions o f  men with a rod o f  
“  iron. Thofe perfons have nurfed the feuds, 
“ and fwelled-the diftraótions that difgrace 
“  this Iile. Our difcontents had however 
“  nearly fubfided, when Hoche appeared at 
“  Bantry Bay. W e  came forward to ihake 
“  hands with our fellow-fubjeds. It was not 
“  a moment for them, to hefitate, in accepting 
“  our aid, towards maintaining their efta- 
“  bliihments. They looked round ; and faw 
“  the paucity of their numbers : that they 
“  fcarcely exifted, or were to be heard of, in

many o f  our diftridls. T o  venture alone 
“  upon the taik of repelling invafion, would 
“  be, as i f  our drummers and fifers were to 
“  charge the battalions o f  France; whilil our 
“  rank and file lay in their tents.

“  Thofe generous peafants were offered mo-' 
“  ney as the reward o f  their facrifices : but 
“  they fpurned money. What rewards did 
“  we look for ? not money ; but juftice : the 
“  removal of unmerited dishonour.* W e  ex-

G  “  pedted

* Such is the gratitude avowed by Mr. Scully, for the 
then and itill recent favours, conferred by a Proteftant le
gislature on thofe of his perfuafion : for the repeal of the 
penal code, the grant of the eleâive 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 aihamed to indulje, after all 
that occurred in the year 1798.
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‘ l pe&ed thathisMajefty’s miniflers would have 
“  unyoked us. That was a fit time for them- 
“  to have aboliihed the remnant o f  civil dif- 
“  tindions, which have been permitted, during 
“  an additional period o f  ten years, without 
“  neceifity or provocation, and at fo much coft 
“  to humanity, to prolong their goading ex- 
“  iftence. T h e y  did not feize that opportuni- 
‘ ‘ ty. I fear they liftened to thofe meddling 
“  men, already alluded to. W e  all lament 
“  this foul play ; and its difaftrous confe- 
“  quences. I ihall pafs rapidly over the hor- 
“  rid fcenes, which were afterwards ailed. 
“  Sanguinary men, both the loyal and the re- 
“  bel, outraged the properties and perfons o f  
“  the innocent,* and guilty, almoft indifcri- 
“  minately. Some fled to the laws for re- 
“  drefs. But the doors o f  juftice were clof- 
“  ed ; and they were repulfed by bills o f  in- 
“  demnity. Others obtained compenfation, 
“  from the fame legiilature, that enaited thofe 
“  bills, f  I grant all thofe things; nor do I 
“  vindicate the rulers o f  that day, or their

“  meafures.

* If we perufe this fentence with moderate attention, we 
{hall find it to prefent the pi£ture of fanguinary Loyalifts, 
outraging innocent Rebels.

f  Í at firit did not underitand the objection to this Sta-. 
tute. But 1 now recolledt that the objects of compenfation 
were fuffering Loyalijls *, and that innocent Rebels, who had 
fuffered in their property, were not within the meaning of 
the aft. The afts of Indemnity indeed protefted Rebels; 
and fo far were unexceptionable. But they alfo threw a 
Ihield over the excefles of loyalty; and hinc illæ lachrvmæ.
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meafures. But a change o f  meafures, and 
« of men, has taken place. T he fadion whom 
“  you dread, have changed fides ; and are be- 
“  come clamorous a.^ainft Britiih connexion.
“  They are incenfed by the late Union ; which 
“  has d e m o l i i h e d  (not our parliament;* for we 
“  had no {hare in it, but) their club-houie. _

« T he firft magiftrate in every country is 
« liable to fits of  anger, and caprice, and pre
j u d i c e ,  like the reft of us. He may natu- 
“  rally be at times obftinate, ill-humoured, 

improvident, or even infatuated upon fome 
particular fubjeóls. Let us confider

“  How fmall, of all (hat 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 delpite ot the 
£t reafonings o f  a Butler and a Newenh un, a 
“  quibbling crotchet in an oath will circum- 
“  fcribe the juftice of the father o f  his peo- 
“  pie. Even though relief thould be obftrucl- 
“  ed for a moment,— yet our lufpenfe will not 
“  be meafured by eternity. W e  fee an en- 
“  lighten’d Prince» beckoning us to the banner 
“  of genuine Loyalty ; and drawing leiTons of 
“  future policy from our Patron, the gallant
“  Moira."; .

G  2 “  This

* The Legiflature, which Mr. Scully thus difclaims and 
reviles, may be fuppofed to have been intliicnccd by 110 undue 
partialities, when they conferred 011 his Brethren the many 
raluable privileges, which they enjoy.



“  This was your” — pamphlet ; and in my 
mind, contained doârmes, lefs calculated to

ï in  C úatC' -tha^ ** tG> threaten> and command.”
V\ hether the fentiments, to which you have 
become wedded fince, are conveyed in ex- 
prenions deferving equal feverity of reprehen
sion, I ihall not flop to enquire. Let it fuf- 
fice to fay, that thefe latter pages coincide 
fufficiently with the former, to referable, in 
my eyes, a foul Satire on the conftitution 

Eut I have wandered into a fécond apof- 
trophe. L e t  me return.

*1, loy allft’ and humble copyift *
the Yeoman, are charged with motives of no
venml kind. T h ey  are inimical to Britiih 
connexion ; and not averfe from French alli
ance : they diilike the Catholicks ; and re-

i h f  c00Perati° n = they would menace
the Iriih people, and ihout ‘ Rebel’ in their
ears; in hopes, by irritating, to prevent them
rom conduding themfelves unexceptionably,

in

« v3 iS CTh a r g fe  iS,better f0Unded’ than in the « Ad. 
vice. I certainly was anticipated in feveral imDortnn+

mme Feel’he 4 ? *  f,.0m,which 1 am ftated have copied mine Feeling this to be the cafe, I not only cited the Re-
monftrance whenever I borrowed from it, but in p r 0f 
my letter, the followmg paffage will be found. « Let me 

« j°  COnflder Mn Scully’s topicks feriatim •
«< r inm  , e unndertak,ng be rendered Superfluous, by the 

fenjible and confitutional RemonJIrance o f an Iriflj Loyalifl
I fliall only add, that if my letter was the mere pLiariAn

rea d t A lT e alledStd/ R  bC’ n feemS that beCde‘
have cflled f J ' r t  ,Rem0niftraLnce’- the Publick ihould 
have called for five Editions of the Yeoman’s fervile Copy.

[ 52 ]
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in the impending ftruggle ; and meriting, and 
obtaining, the reward o f  their allegiance.- In 
ihort, they would “  wreft the reins of power 
“  from the fervants of our fovereign ; and 
“  trample on the laws and conftitution o f  the 
“  country.” *

Whether the Yeoman has jufily incurred 
thefe imputations, will be beft determined by 
a perufal o f  his letter; and his rancorous en
mity towards Catholicks, and wiih that the 
great body o f  the Iriih people fljould mifcon- 
duót themfelves, may, for inltance, be collect
ed from his two concluding pages, f

But i f  fuch were his maligraut views, it 
feems unlikely that this anonymous writer 
ihould be Baron Smith.

On the maternal fide, Baron Smith’s con
nexions are chiefly Catholick ; and he quar
ters the arms of an ancient family o f  that per- 
fuafion, with his own. In flinging contume
lies on their worlhip, be would thus reííeít pe
culiar difhonour on himfelf. Befides, he would 
contradict his own convidtion ; that as bright 
examples of ability and worth may be difco- 
vered amongft thofe who profefs that faith, as 
amongil their Proteftant fellow Chriftians. 
W ith one o f  that Religion he was once ac
quainted ; for whom, whilft alive, he felt the 
tendereft affe&ion ; and the memory of whofe 
virtues he mull ever cheriih, and revere : one,

“  Good

* Pref. pages, 4. j. 6 , 7.— 19.
+ Viz. F .  8 8 ,  80.
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“  G o o d  w ithout noife,— w ith ou t 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 
efteemedr 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 condud has been 
conformable to the fentiments, which we pro
nounce him to entertain. T h e  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 
ftill earlier period. In the year 1792,* there ap
peared fome eifays on political fubjeds, which 
if  not publifhed under his name, were generally 
afcribed to him. From thefe I fhall take the 
liberty o f  making the few following extrads j 
as pertinent to the fubjed which we are upon,

“  T h e  paifage from Cicero, which I have 
“  feleded for my motto f ,  is a key to my opi- 
“  nion, on what is called the Catholick quef- 
“  tion. That great Man conceived, that the

“  poifeffion

* e. P reviouily  to 1 7 9 8 ;  and to m a n y  Paftoral In- 
ftru&ions.

f  “  Minime mirum eft, communicatâ cum his Republic!, 
“  fideles elfe,— qui etiam expertes ejus, fidem fuam femper
* pr3eititerunt.,>
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“  poíTeífion o f  privileges was calculated to pro- 
41 duce attachment, to the fyflem under which 
“  they were enjoyed ; and that we might pro- 
“  mote the loyalty of the Subjed, by giving 
“  him an intereft in the defence o f  the Confti- 
“  tution. But, aware how inconclufive mere 
“  theory might be, the Statefman has thought 
“  fit to add the previous loyalty o f  thofe, to 
“  whom new privileges were extended : Jidem 
“  fuam femper prœjliterunt. Thus, confifting of 
“• blended principle and fad, I truft the rea- 
“  foning will apply to the Irilh 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 fphere, left 

fuch dodrines to Mark Anthony;* and I, 
“  in my obfcurity, confign them to Thomas 
“  Paine.f It therefore is with grief, that I 
“  have perceived the hopes of the Catholicks 
“  cheer’d by the cries o f  the feditious :% that 
“  I have obferved Atheifm affeding to extend 
“  the hand to Chriftianity ; and found the pe- 
“  titions o f  fubjeds, for conûitutional privi- 
“  lege, drowned in the claims o f  rebels, for 
“  pretended Rights of Men. T he bonds o f

“  religion

* See his Philippicks.
f  O f whom, (Pref. p. ii.) Mr. Scully infinuates that the 

Yeoman is an abettor.
J For inftance, Mr. Tone.



“  religion conned Proteftant and Catholick to- 
“  gether : for though not of the fame Church, 
“  we are but varieties, alike belonging to the 
“  fublime cîafs o f  Chriftianity. T h a t  we 
“  fhould be their friends, is therefore to be 
“  accounted for, on principles confonant to 

piety and good order. Indeed the policy 
fee ms obvious, which fhould make Chrif- 

“  tians coale.ce, at a moment like the prefent, 
“  to oppofe a ftronger barrier to the irruptions 
“  o f  Infidelity. But what ihould unite the 
“  Atheift with the Catholick ? W hat buta falfe 
“  cement, formed o f  mifchievous defigns, 
“  which having firft produced a temporary co- 
“  herence, muft foon explode, with ruinous 
“  difunion !— I am a friend to Catholicks: but 
“  I am 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 hopes, 
“  with a proper deference to that Legiilature, 
“  the invafion of whofe privilege, is a furren- 
“  render o f  my own. T h e  treafures of our 
“  moft valuable Conftitution— I would ihare 
‘ c 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. T he fol- 
“  lowing are amongft the topicks, appertaining 
“  to this fubjed. T h e  number o f  the Catho- 
“  licks : their ihare of national property : the

“  p o l i t i c a l

[ 5« ]
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“  political tendency o f  their religious fyftem ; 
“  and their propeniities to order, or commo- 
“  tion,— as evinced by their paft, and prefent 
“  condudt.

“  Firft, upon their numbers they ihould not 
“  be fond to dwell. T he circumftance only 
“  proves that every benefit, which cian with 
“  fafety, ought to be extended to fo numerous 
“  a body ;— and if it be qualified with the hy- 
“  pothefisof their unfriendlinefs to prefentefta- 
“  bliihments, this circumftance, of their num- 
“  bers, becomes an argument againft their 
“  claims. No doubt, thofe civil benefits ihould 
“  be fcattcrcd widely, for the attainment of 
“  which, political inftitutionshave been formed. 
“  But this liberal principle is not applicable to a 
“  cafe, where the more numerous body in a 
“  ftate, is fufpeded o f  difafFedtion. Whilft he 
“  maintains his allegiance, the Subjedt ihould 
“  be cheriihed ; for idfirmijjimum longe imperi- 
“  um ejl, quo obedient es gaudent. * But having 
“  afcertained the difioyalty o f  any body, we 
“  ihould not inveft them with privileges, which 
“  amount to powers o f  difturbing the ftate, to 
“  which they are ill afFedled. I fay then to 
“  my Roman Catholic countrymen, that fupe- 
“  riority of number is weak ground on which 
“  to ftand. Alone, it is infufficient to fupport 
“  their claims : add that they are well afiedted, 
“  and its aid is fearcely wanted : fuppofe them 
“  to be difloyal, and their numbers make 
“  againft them. For though, as already men-

H “ tioned.

*  L iv y .
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tioned, Government íhould aim, in the firft 
“  inftance, at fecuring the attachment o f  all 

bodies, by a liberal donation of advantages 
“  to each, yet let any o f  thofe bodies be al- 
“  ready hoftile, and there will (under fome 
“  reflridtions,) be every reafon for profcribing 
‘ ‘ them. Their enmity was all we had origi- 

nally to fear ; or by the conceflion of bene
fits, were likely to prevent. Once they have 

“  declared war, we are to confult our own fe- 
“  curity i by ihuting the gates o f  our confti- 
“  tution. Political privileges are powerful 
“  weapons ; and muft not be put into the hands 
“  o f  the fufpeded.”

“  I am next to confider the ihare which 
“  Catholicks have, o f  national property and 
“  dignities amongft them. And here the foun- 
“  dation which they ftand upon, if fufficiently 

extenfive, unaoubtedly is firm. From their 
“  rank and wealth in the country, as from a 
“  commanding eminence, they may be able to 

point out various grounds of policy, which 
ihould produce them an acceiiion.of autho- 

“  rity in the ftate.”
“  Indeed the wifdom o f  the legiilature me
rits praife ; for having permitted them to 

“  acquire permanent property, as a prelimi- 
“  nary to political importance. W e  have al- 
“  lowed them to fettle and improve in the 
“  outikirts ot our conilitution ; until by fafc 
“  degrees they may become citizens with our- 
“  felvef. Mingled into the feveral orders o f  
“  the Ûate, and enjoying dignities and pof-

feifions
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feifions which that State proleds, they will 
have acquired interetts which may conncd, 
and identify them with our eftablifhnaent.”
“  With regard to the tendency o f  their re
ligious fyftem, if (as is faid to be the cafe,*) 
as Catholicks, their opinions and habits be 
monarchical, this tendency may be confider- 
ed as favourable to their preteniions, at a 
moment, f  when Republican dodrines very 
mifchievouily prevail. Perhaps (though this 
J will not venture to pronounce,) it might 
be added, that by poifeifing a Hierarchy, 
(that link, connective of our Church and 
State,) they politically deferve to be preferred 
to thofe, whofe clerical democracies lefs ac
cord with the principles that pervade our 
conftitution. Thus Hume admits, that the 
maxim of  “  no Biihop no King, ’ is not 
without foundation : and afcribing to the 
puritanic clergy a violent turn towards Rc- 
publicanifm, confiders fuch principles as al
lied to their religion. But if  the Catho
licks, on account o f  their Hierarchy, fhould 
merit favour, yet the fubordination o f  their 
clergy to a foreign power— mull be con- 
feifed to diminish, and weaken, this ground 
of claim.”
“  But the good condud of the Catholicks 

/  . • • H 2 “ is

* Not by D o ô o r  Hufley ; whofe Paftoral Letter had not 
appeared when thefe effitys were publiihed. In that letter, 
lie takes pains to prove that the R. C. religion can thrive t* 
the fu ll  as well under a Republick, as under a Monarchy : 
and it may be fo. 

t  V iz .  1792.



“  is what muft fupply their ftrongeft claim upon 
“  our kindnefs. Y et  I prefume not to fay 
‘ ‘ that the legiilature has been parfimonious 
‘ ‘ of  indulgence. In cafes fimilar to the pre- 
‘ ‘ fent, it is prudent to convey an intereft that 
‘ ‘ ihall attach to the conftitution, before we 
‘ ‘ beftow a privilege that might difturb it : nor 
‘ ‘ where the quiet o f  an empire, and perma-
* nency of a valuable eftablifhment are at 

‘ ‘ flake, can any caution be confidered as ex- 
‘‘ ceflxve. I hold then, in general, that Ca- 

tholicks deferve our favour : but the pro- 
‘ per limits of conceflion, it is for the legif- 

lature to define. I will not fay that they 
{‘ ihould 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. I f  

“  we fin d  that we have created loyalty, by be- 
‘ ‘ nefits conferred, we may expea 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 juftifying 
“  our conceilions, on the principles o f  liberal 
‘ ‘ policy, to fay with the Roman Statefman, 

whilft we enrol them amongft our citizens, 
“  minime mirum eft, comtnunicatâ cum his repub- 
“  h c a ,f  deles e(fe,— qui etiam expertes ejus, fdem  
“  fuam femper prcefliterunt.

Again, in the thirteenth o f  thefe eifays, *  
the following proofs o f  enmity to the Roman 
Catholicks may be found.

. . . .  .  t  “ I think
* Written in January, 1793.
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“  I think the eledive franchife ihould be 
“  extended to the Catholicks : but doubt i f  it 
“  Ihould not be, with fome limitation. I de- 
“  precate the mafs of  abjed dépendance, w hich 
“  might be let in, i f  this privilege were pro- 
“  mifcuoufly conceded. W e have too many 
“  forty-ihilling freeholders, as it is. And iince 
“  any rcftridions which I annexed to the grant, 
“  would be meant to regard, rather property 
‘ ‘ than religion,— perhaps they ought to apply

equally in luture, to indigent perfons o f  
‘‘ the Proteftant perfuaiion. Perhaps twenty 
u pounds per annum would make a proper 
“  qualification ; and that perfons poífeííed of 
“  long terms for years ihould be eledors ; the 
“  grounds of their exclufion being obfolete, and 
“  merely feodal. Yet, as to the expediency o f  
“  abridging the eledive franchife in the hands 
“  of Proteilantc, fome doubts may perhaps be 
“  entertained ; grounded (amongit other confi- 
“  deration?,) on the fuperior numbers o f  the 
“  Catholicks ; and the neceifity towards fup- 
“  porting the religion of the State, of politically 
“  embodying as many members o f  the Church 
“  of Ireland, as may be *. Therefore, while I 
“  offend the Roman Catholicks, by propoiing 
“  limits to our conceflion of franchife to them, 
“  I may difguft Proteflants, by (even doubt- 
“  ingly^ fuggefting any abridgement o f  their 
“  privileges. But here is my motto :

“  Papift,

* “ And therefore, if by admitting Leafeholders to vote, 
te w e  ihould lodge with the Roman Catholicks, an over

“ proportion
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“  Papift, or Proteilant, or both between ;
“  Like good Erafmus, in a golden mean : * 
li  In moderation placing all my glory -,
“  While Tories call me Whig ; and Whigs aTory.”f

In 1795, Baron Smith, then in Parliament, 
fupported the Roman Catholic Bill ; J and in 
his l'peech on that occaiion, 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 o f  that bill.

“  I fupport the Catholick claims, on grounds 
“  of policy and juftice j and in fa£l he that 
“  proves the juftice, goes a great way towards 
“  demonftrating the policy o f  any meafure.

“  T h e
proportion of the eleûive franchife, a new and folid ob- 

“  jeflion fucceeds the ancient feudal one— to their ad- 
“  miffion.” Note annexed to Eflay.

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

# Viz : of property.
f  Pope. Indeed Baron Smith may be coniidered as a 

fort of Mule ; not in refpeft of his obftinacy, but of his 
hereditary unfitnefs for the propagation of religious bigotry. 
For the firft of his paternal anceilors who fettled in this 
country, was a Colonel in the “  hired battalions” of the 
“  Dutch Invader and :had>three fons killed in a&ion, by 
his fide, fighting againil the “  loyal anceitors” of the Ca
tholic Advifer.

X 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 Doftor 
Duigenan. Avunculus excitât He&or. See preface p. 29. 
Baron Smith’s father, the prefent Mailer of the Rolls, had 
alfo fupported the R. C. claims i n  Parliament, (a)

(a )  See S ir M ic h a e l S m ith ’s fp eech  on  th e  R . C .  B ill, F e b . 2 5 , 1 793*
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“  T h e  abftraét juftice of the Catholick de- 
M mands— is deducible from the legitimate end 
“  of political power; which, according to the 
“  principles o f  our revered conftitution, is the 
“  fecurity of civil right.

“  The Catholicks therefore, being pofTefs’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. Our rights 
“  Sir, are our conftitutional poifeffions ; 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 protedinj; 
“  powers.” *  * * “  But the Catholicks are fo 
M numerous, that i f  the powers demanded be 
“  conferred, their religion will predominate ; 
“  and our eftabliihment be overturned. Againit 
“  this riik, having preferred it to a greater, Í 
“  am willing that we ihould guard. I fhall 
“  always concur in defence o f  the Proteftant 
“  afcendancy ; an expreffion, which conveys 
“  no more, than I think our religion lhould 
“  enjoy, I would give complete afcendancv 
“  totheChurch; and as much totheindividuaí, 
“  as may be requifite to fecure it. It would 
“  undoubtedly be defirable, that our popula- 
“  tion ihould not lie one wTay, and^ur efta- 
“  bliihment another. But we muft COn£ things 
“  as we find them; and where riik o uftme kind 
“  muft be encountered, on the one iide or the 
“  other, all that we can do is— to prefer the

“  le iT e r
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“  leíTer danger. Thus here, fuperficial con- 
“  ceffion may be fundamental confervation ;

“  imaque tellus 
f( Stety quia fu m m a fu g it”

“  I would fain preferve our church eftabliih- 
ment, not oniy unimpaired, but religioufly 
inviolate, in its utterinoft pomœria: but 
would rather abate fomewliat of Proteftant 
pre-eminence, than not enfure the fabrick 
of both church and ftate.” * * * * * *  j f  
there be danger of Catholic afcendant, and 
Catholic politicks, on the one hand,— is 
there no fear of infidelity and jacobinifm, 
on the other ? And if the poifon o f  this lat
ter has already tainted the Irifh people, 
ihall we not at leaft try to prevent the fur
ther progrefs of the infedion ? What pledge 
have we, on the part of the Catholic Eccle- 
fiaftick, for his averfion to the wild chaos 
o f  Jacobinic opinions ? W e  have the cruel
ties exercifed on his order, by the French : 
his convidlion, 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 o f  
the Catholick Gentleman ? W e  have his pro
perty and his rank ; which confpire to render 
him the natural champion of fubordina- 
tion.” ‘ -* * *  “  It muft be admitted, that 
Prote^^tifm is the eftabliihed religion of 
the Í&. Av But I will go a ftep higher ; and 
affert that Chriftianity is, more remotely,

our
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“  our establishment. In the facred and para- 
“  mount bonds of this Religion, whofe very 
“  name fuggefts good will towards men, we 
“  are at once connedcd with our Catnoliek 
“  fellow fubjeds. Let us, as far as policy and. 
“  exifting circumftances will allow, remember 
“  this grand union, and forget lubordinate 
*• diftindtions. As ftatefmen, as well as be- 
“  lievers, we Should be ChriStians : for Infide- 
“  lity and Jacobinifm Stalk through Europe,
“  hand in hand ; and the fame man who 
“  wrote the Age of Reafon, was alfo the author 
“  of the Rights o f Man. Christianity is at- 
“  failed. Should not all its defcriptions be em- 
“  bodied for its defence,— and the worShip,
“  throughout all its branches, be made reiped- 
“  table?— Bearing this principle in mind, we 
“  Shall be the lefs reludant to remove any in- 
“  capacities, which attach upon the Catholick. 
“  W e  Shall feel, that we ought to guard againSt 
“  even feeming to impote penalties on reli- 
“  gion ; and that we may offer a bounty to 
“  the Infidel, by impofing a tax upon the 
“  Christian.”

Such was the Speech of Baron Smith in 
! 795. Whether the doótrines which it con
tained, or rather perhaps the application of 
thoSe dodrines, Should be confidered as unex
ceptionable, was then doubted by many of 
our wifeft and moSt upright Statefmen ; and 
the legillature decided againft the conclufive- 
nefs of fuch reafoning. And it mu ft be con- 
feSfed, that if the arguments for complying

J w i t h
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with Catholick wiihes were then weak, they 
have not been ftrengthened, by any thing 
which occurred in 1798. T he above extraits 
have been given, not fo much for the purpofe 
o f  difcuifmg the queftion which they concern, 
as with a view to refcuing from the charge o f  
enmity to any defcription o f  his countrymen, 
the perfon whom Mr. Scully identifies with 
the Yeoman. A t  the fame time, I ihouldnot 
have cited thofe fentiments, i f  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. That I 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 o f  the opinions delivered 
there, I maintain that— confidering the pro
portion between the two religions in this coun
try, nothing, (hort of neceifary policy, can 
juftify a political diftinCtion between the Ca
tholicks and us. I go farther : I coniider the 
necelfity as a national misfortune : as an un
lucky obfiacle, which impedes the operation 
of principles, in the abftrad, liberal and found: 
and I ihould regard that man as a benefac
tor to his country, who could difprove, or ter
minate, the exiftence of this neceffity, for con
tinuing difabilities on any clafs o f  the King’s 
fubje&s ; or thwarting the honourable am
bition of the individuals who compofe it. *

* Feeling at die fame time, as I do, the mifchievous falfe- 
hood and abiurdity, of defcribing as (laves, the Catholicks ;

who
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It is therefore I have fuggefted, that Invafion 
might fupply a teft, which would fatisfy the 
moil fcrupulous, of the title of the Catholic.ks 
to a farther acceifion of political importance; 
and that the loyalty o f  their condud, 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 difaffedion to our G o
vernment. Such men as (unlefs their writings 
do injuftice to their opinions,f) the late Dodor 
HuiTey, the prefent Mr. Scully, and the writer 
of thofe Inftrudions, on which I commented 
in my laft letter. If the pages o f  the “  Ad- 
vifer” ftate his opinions with precifion, and if, 
as he aifures us is the cafe, thefe “  have been 
“  found to accord with the fentiments of  that 
“  numerous clafs of perfons, who were the ob- 
“  jeds” Í  o f  his addrefs, then on their own 
heads be the odium of their excluiion from that 
political confequence, to which they fo ardently 
afpire. I f  they hold, with Mr. Scully, § that 
the government under which they live, is 
founded on an ufurpation, which their “  loyal1 2  “  anceftors”

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

* I do not fay that other circumftances befide Invafion, 
might not furniih fuch a teft.

f  As perhaps they do. $ Preface, page 41.
§ For fuch is my conftru&ion of the import of his firft 

edition ; (pages 12. 13. &c.) and it is this firft edition which 
he afferts, (in his pruface to the fécond) to have contained

fentiment*
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“  anccftors” unfuccefsfully refifted,— it is evi
dent that their dodrines muft negative their pre- 
tendons : nor in that cafe, will the cunning of 
feditious advocates avail, to wheedle the Bri- 
tilh Lion into a furrender of his teeth and 
claws. Let the Cathohcks, i f  they would 
fucceed, relort to arguments and to condud, 
of  an oppofite defcription. Let them ihew 
cordiality to their Proteftant brethren; and 
allegiance to their Proteftant rulers. In a 
word, and in the language o f  an anonymous 
writer, already quoted, (and conjedured to be 
Baron Smith,) “  let the Catholicks refped the 
“  venerable fa'brick o f  that conftitution, in 

whole benefits they fo largely participate 
“  already ; and in whofe privileges, (if it be 
“  not their own fault,) they may be ftiil more 
“  intimately interefted hereafter. Let them 
“  haften to detach themfelves from their ene- 
“  mies, the Fadious ; and in every Patriot, 
“  they will find a friend.” *

Eut the Y eoman Baron, (whofe antipathy to 
Catiiolicks wre have already feen,) is a friend 
to French, and a foe to Britiih connexion ; 
w7ould provoke and irritate his countrymen to 
mifcondud themfelves ; and would audaci- 
oufiy tramph on the law’s and conftitution.

Inftead
fentiments which accorded with thofe of the clafs which 
he addreifed. The mhole fentiments have indeed been 
honoured with the approbation of a Gentleman, who has 
publiihed a ihort Appendix to this Letter ; and who is re
ported to enjoy a peniion under that Government, which 
Mr. Scully defcribes to have originated in ufurpation. But I 
have heard that this addreis was not generally approved of.

* Eflay xi.
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Inftead o f  enquiring, whether it be con
f i e n t  with the feeming tendency ot Mr. 
Scully’s pages, that their author fliould hold 
fuch ' views' to be fit matter for reproach, I 
{hall conlider how far they are imputable to 
the perfon to whom they are afcribed.

For this purpofe, I ihall give fome farther 
extrails ; which I fhould not, it they were a di- 
greifion from my fubjeól. But I would be un-
derftood as adopting the fentiments which thofe
paifages contain ; and tranfcribe them, as per
tinent to the matters which we are treating.

In Auguft laft, while the events of the late 
infurre&ion were ftill recent, I find this mo
dern Jefferies ( if  we may rely on a news paper 
report,) making the following attempt to pro
voke and irritate his countrymen.

“  What fate was inftore for our country or 
ourfelves, it would be prefumptuous to pro
nounce with certainty. This refted in the 
womb of time, and difpofal o f  the Almighty. 
But let our lot be what it might, our principles 
and conduct were at our own command : we 
could be loyal to our King, and devoted to our 
Country : we could be prodigal of our lives, in 
d e f e n c e  o f our Religion» our Liberties, and our 
Conftitution, Bodies, fuch as he addreffed, 
had the privilege of declaring thofe feelings to 
their Sovereign, and inculcating them on their 
Country. Allegiance, patriotifm, intrepidity, 
moderation,— thefe were fentiments, of which 
no human enemy, be he foreign or domeftic, 
could deprive us. He was perfuaded the

GrandV M



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 ftrid obfervance o f  the law. They 
would agree that nothing which had recently 
occurred, or which rumours ftated to be im
pending, ihould be permitted to open or exaf- 
perate the wounds o f  the year 1798. He knew 
the liberality of the Gentlemen whom he ad- 
dreifed ; and therefore relied on their concur
rence with him. T h e  difaffeded, covered as 
they were with crimes, were yet our Country
men ; and if they were not the vidims o f  delu- 
fion, would be our friends. Therefore, though 
the menacing reports which were in circula
tion Should be authentic, our meafures, how
ever vigorous and cautious, ihould be all de
fen five : not marked by any harih or party 
fpirit. W e ought, on the contrary, to encoun
ter treachery, with generous forbearance ; and 
be mild to thofe, who were fanguinary to us. 
It became the righteoufnefs of our caufe, 
and the humanity which charaderiftically be
longs to courage, to ihield from oppreflion the 
very arm that was raifed againft us ; and afford 
the protedion of the law, to thofe deluded 
creatures who were attempting its deftrudion. 
W e  ihould thus deny to difaffedion even the 
Shadow of  pretext ; and render treafon (if  that 
were polfible) more unpardonable than it is. 
W e  Should thus obey the dying injundions 
o f  the good Kilwarden, that no man Jhould 

fuffer, but by the laws o f his country ; admi- 
niitered with caution, and executed in mer-

cy
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cy. Such condud muft corred every fpirit 
which was not incorrigible. But ihould we be 
at laft obliged to meet our enemies in the field, 
could we doubt that fuch condud muft iecure 
to us an invincible ally ? could we doubt that 
God would defend the right ? or that the defence 
o f  Almighty Power muft be effedual for our
protedion ?” *

So much for his wifh to goad the great body 
o f  the Iriih people to difaffedion. And now 
for his attachments to France; and his en
mity to the fcene o f his education, Britain.

Baron Smith’s firft coup d’eflai, in the way 
o f  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 trad was 
written in 1791 ; and its-author there oppof- 
ed the pernicious dodrines o f  the French ; 
at a time when “  their friends in other coun- 
“  tries expeded they would produce fome ad- 
“  mirable mafterpiece of a free conftitution.f' 
T he motto to this pamphlet fuggefts the ten
dency o f  the Work :

t€ J ufVue datum fceleri cantmus; populumque potentem ;
et rupto feedere REGNI>

“  Certatum totis concujjt viribus orbis,
“  In commune nefas

Amongft thofe political Elfays which have 
been already cited, the fifth, fixth, and ninth,

’ afford

* Baron Smith’s Charge to the Wexford Grand Jury, at 
the Summer Aflize9, 1803 ; as given in the Newfpapers.

f  See the Advice p. 26. of the firft, and 15. (altered) of 
the fécond Edition.
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afford a fimilar example, of the author’s revo
lutionary propeniities, 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, a fa b le ; intended as a companion 
“  for Paine’s fable, of the Rights of Man.” 
T h e  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 thus 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 A.dvice, 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 is ufual for men to put away childiih things. 
In 1792 however, I confider him to have been a young 
man ; and this circumilance may excufe the levity of the 
following additional and burlefque proof, of the extent of 
his attachment to thofe principles, to which Mr. Scully 
profeifes himfelf fuch a foe. It is a paflage from a fic
titious leter. <c Quant 4U rétabliifement de l’égalité, chez 
ci les François P on s’y prend autrement, Je P avoue. 
c< Là, on fait pendre les petits ; ce qui doit leur alonger

le cou : enfuite on tranche la tête aux Grands \ et voila 
<( tous les Citoyens de niveau. Mais, malgré mon pen- 
16 chant pour le dégât politique, Je ne faurois goûter les 
“  ufages d’un pays, on 1’ on exerce le defpotifme, pour 
<c P amour de la liberté : ou, 1’ on fait 1 mûrir le peuple3 
fi au milieu des cris de “  vive la Nation !”
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In the feventh and eighth numbers, written 
in the months o f  Auguft and September, 1 792, 
I find the following fymptoms o f  attachment 
to French dodrine ; and defire to trample on 
our laws and conftitution:

“  Caliban.— Freedom ! hey day ! hey day ! Freedom 
“  Freedom ! hey day ! Freedom !

Stcphano.— O brave MonJier% lead the way.
S h a k s p e a r e .”

“  W hat Stephano addreiTed to the patriotic 
“  Caliban, I am tempted to apply to the Jaco- 
“  bins of France. It is not enough to ihout 
“  Freedom in our ears ; without acquainting 
“  us in what form o f  government ihe dwells. 
“  Dired us ye Calibans, or rather Cannibals 
“  o f  France, in that fearch for liberty, which 
“  you prefcribe : o'

O brave Monjiers ! lead the w ay”

“  Nor ihall we be fatisfied with the flou- 
“  riilies of mob-leaders ; which are probably 
“  as infidious, as they are certainly abfurd : 
“  nor yet with the extorted profeffions o f  poor 
“  ilaves, who in boafting of their liberties, 
“ are trembling for their lives; and know 
“  that a iingle moderate exprdfion would be 
“  treafon. You muft point out that freedom, 
“  which you fay is within grafp ; and whofe 
“  attainment could alone, and barely, palliate 
“  your exceifes.”

“  W hen Liberty was deified by the heroes 
“  of antiquity, they invefted her with no a&- 
“  tributes fubverfive of order ; or incompati-

K “  ble
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“  ble with reafon, and with focial duty. O f  
“  that rational freedom which they adored, I 
“  fhould— if neceifary, join in the purfuit. If 
“  not already in our pofteifion, I would im- 
« port from abroad, this worthy objed o f  ve- 
“  neration ; and place her with refped in the 
“  citadel o f  my country. But could any man 
“  be mad enough to look for Liberty in 
“  France ?”

Amidft mafTacre and pillage, anarchy and 
“  defolation, the defperate fury o f  a tyrannic 
“  mob, and more difciplined cruelty o f  a po- 
“  litical inquifition, can Liberty be fuppofed 
“  to have feleded 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 o f  thofe that have been killed, 
“  fome have alfo been devoured ? I f  my 
“  readers would contemplate liberty in a the- 
“  oretic ftate, it muft be foared for, through 
“  the fubtilties of analyfis and abftradion. If 
“  they would fee the fpirit of Freedom embo- 
“  died in pradice, and animating the machine

“  o f

* “ An obfolete term, for what is now called the people : 
“  derived from Mobile, a latin word, Ggnifying 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 ioth of Auguit, and maifacres of the 2d 
€t of September, 1792.

OVil
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“  of government, I have only to refer them 
“  to the conftitution o f  our country.” * * * *

“  I never can contemplate that blood-Stain’d 
“  web, which Mob and Jacobins have con- 
u fpired to weave, without Shuddering at its 
“  horrors, and lamenting its advancement ; 
“  and can fcarcely forbear exclaiming to my 
“  countrymen,

“  See the grieily texture grow,
“  ’Tis of human entrails made ;• *
(t And the weights that play below,
<f Each a gafping warrior’s head.
“  Shafts for ihuttles, dipped in gore, 
tc Shoot the trembling cords along :
“  Sword, that once a monarch bore,
“  Keep the tiflue clofe and ftrong.” *

“  The moral quality of thofe motives which 
“  firSt aóluated 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 fySSem o f  
“  beauty may at length Start forth. T h e pof- 
“  fible event, my dim Sight cannot difcern : the 
“  paji and aïïual 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, muSt be confeSfed 
to be lefs anti-Gallican than Mr. Scully’s : 
who (in his firft edition,) declares that he

K  2 would

* G ray.



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

“  T o  France, I wiih freedom and happinefs, 
“  moll fincerely. T h e  accumulations o f  her 
“  knowledge have contributed to my improve- 
“  ment. I conned her with much that is ele- 
“  gant in literature, and valuable in fcience. 
“  Happinefs, I mufl fuppofe to be the objed 
“  oi her fearch : and through conqueft or de- 
“  feat, I with her to attain it. Y et  while I fym- 
“  pathife with the miferies, and wifh the hap- 
“  pinefs of France, I look on her as the germ 
“  of a great example, ’f  Let us wait until that 
“  example ihall have been matured. Let  us 
“  wait the great teacher,” Tim e, for his deci- 
“  fion : nor be haity to import the reality of 
“  mifchief ; in order to conftrud what, after 
“  all, may b no benefit. T h e  experimentalift 
“  in mechanieks, J who deferting precedent,

fpeculates upon bold and hazardous improve- 
“  ment, lofes nothing if he fails, but his time, 
“  his pains, and his materials. But it is the 
“  duty o f  him who would fpeculate in mat- 
“  ters of government, to refled that the mi-

“  fery
* Page 42.
f  Written and publiihed in September, 1702, previouilv 

to the murder of Louis XVI.
J See Mackintoih’s Vindicias Gallicæ ; where experi

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

- [ 76 ]
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tl fery of his fpecies may be the confequence 
“  o f  his mifcarriage.

“  Therefore,
,--------  « The art, and praâic part of life

“  Muft be the miftrel's to this theorique.” *

“  But, perhaps the tenuity of fpeculative
“  Good 'will now condenie, to the palpable
“  conliflency of folid pradlice. Perhaps Fiance
“  is about to exhibit an example, which will
“  proftrate my theories in faveur o f  mixed
“  government. I f  fo, I ihall fubmit tc this
“  chaftifemcnt of my pride. But let us be
“  patient, until the leifon is completed. Let
“  us wait, until Experience lhall re\ife her
“  fyftem ; and infcrt the new discoveries, in
“  her poht;c 1 chart : nor, in the meantime,
“  prove Inlidels to that Reafon which fnould
“  guide us ; and worihip an imperfeót image,
“  in her ftead. T he propeniity o f  the French
“  has been always, to invention ; whilii the
“  practice of tlie Engliih has r ther been, to
“  felciï experiments tor purfuit ; and delibe-
“  rately following where France led the way,
“  to improve, with accurate difirufl, upon her
“  plans. Let us not, in a matter of fuch
“  moment as our liberties, relinquiih this na-
“  tional diitin&ion o f  charaiter ; nor deviate
“  from a caution, fo demonftrably beneficial.
“  T he late experiments of  the French, in go-
“  vernment— refemble at bejl, their former at-
“  tempts in asrofiation. T h e y  may have taught
“  liberty to foar ; but have not yet found means
“  to guide it. Until this be done, fuiFer me to

6t
# S h a k s p e a r e ,



“  cling to my ancient and eftabliihed tenets : 
“  to doubt the prudence o f  raifing a ferment 
“  in my country; in order to puff out, for 
“  vulgar admiration, a flimfy form o f  govern- 
“  ment, which Wifdom cannot guide; but 
“  which our fiormy PaiTxons may blow about, 
“  at pleafure.”

“  Freedom finds its bafis, and fecurity, in 
“  Law. But in a government which is uncom- 
“  pounded, law cannot be really, though it 
“  may be nominally fupreme. T o  the law, 
“  as to the man, that feeks to govern, the 
“  counfel o f  divide, et imper a— may be given. 
“  Perfifting therefore in that preference o f  
“  mixed government, which I conceive to be 
“  founded on reafon and experience,— and 
“  abating nothing in my praife o f the Britifh 
“  Conjlitution,— it will not be foreign to the 

objed of thefe eifays, i f  I touch on the right 
v o f  petition.*

“  T h e  conftituent parts o f  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 them all. More than this, is ufur- 
“  pation. W ith this principle for our s;uide, 
“  we fhall eafily find the limit o f  the Subjeds 
“  right o f  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 demonitrated to have been fo, by the occurrences 
,f of 1798.” Note annexed to Eflay.

[ 78 ]
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“  bccomes a hoftile fummons,— fo foon as the 
“  petition’d begin to tremble at the prayers, 
“  and crouch before the bold humility * o f  fup- 
“  plicants, whofe enterpriiing meeknefs re- 
“  vives the charafterifticks of a tyranny now 
“  extin d ,f— fo foon as the Legillature may ufe 
“ to its petitioners, the language of Caefar, to 
“  the fuppliants who took his life,— ijla qui- 
“  dcm vis eflt %—  in that moment, the equili- 
“  brium is deftroyed : the conflitutional fym- 
“  metries are at once diflorted : Right is dif- 
“  figured to the monftroufnels of Power ; and 
“  the aót which in form is legal, is in fub- 
“  fiance, treafon.” §

“  Towards defining fubordinate and partial 
“  rights, (as o f  petition,) we muff hold in 
“  view the right paramount in all the people, 
“  to maintain that balance undifturbed, whofe 
“  flightefl: trepidations are formidable to public 
“  fafety.” .

u For

* See Mr. Scully’s “  communication to our Rulers,” of 
the propriety of doing “  jultice” to his flock; by removing 
“  the remnant” of difability and reftraint. “  On voit 
“  d’abord, que s’il  vous plait fignifie dans leur bouche, il  
“  me plait ; et que J e  vous prie fignifie J e  vous ordonne, (a) 
The above paiTage may be thus rendered into political Eng- 
liih. “  It is eafy to perceive, that the humble petition means 
“  the Sovereign pleafu re ; and your Petitioners w ill pray, mean* 
“  your M ajlers w ill compel.”  Note annexed to I ith Efl'ay.

f  The ancient defpotifm of the Servus Servorum.
Í Suetonius, Jul. Cses. c. 82.
Ç Such are the principles of a Man, whom Mr. Scully, 

having pitched upon as being the Yeoman, defcribes as wiili- 
ing to fnatch the reins from the hands of Government ; and 
trample on the laws and conftitution.

( j )  R o u flla u , E m ile. L iv re  3.



[ 8o ]

“  For, beildes that portion of political do
minion, which is compofed o f  the demo- 

“  cratic rights and privileges, the authority 
“  oi king, of  lords, and commons, are all in 
“  fad, component parts of  the people’s power. 
“  T h e  three eftates, in this fenle, reprefent 
“  the people.

“  T o  repel hoftility, whether foreign or do- 
“  meftick,— to arbitrate between contending;

powers,— to deliver over the accufed to the 
“  inquiry of the law,— to put the national will 
“  in execution,— to call forth merit, and en- 
“  lift it in the public fervice,— or embelliih it 
“  with rank, as an encouraging example,— to 
“  raile ambitious talent, fafeiy into greatnefs,—  
“  and divert feditious propeniities, by the view 

of honours and diftindions, compatible with 
“  public fa ety ; *—

Cv T o  throw up an intrenchment round ho- 
nours, when conferred,— to cheriih and pro- 

“  ted  the hereditary principle,— and keep 
“  guard upon the eminences of cultivated life; 
“  — to fecure dignity from envy, and opulence 
“  from rapine ; f —

T o  manage economically the public funds ; 
“  and purchafe w7ith them, the public wel- 
“  fare ;— to concentrate the wifhes and inter- 
“  efts o f  a multitude, too numerous to coa- 
“  lefce, but by the medium of reprefentation ; 
“  to tofter public fpirit,-to check the inroads of 
“  infulting Greatnefs, in thofe defcents which,

“  from

* Royal power, 
f  Privileges of the Peers.
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“  from its fummits, might be made upon the 
“  rights (if unprotected) of the humble ; *

“  T o  lift the voice o f  the populace to the ear 
“  o f  that legiilature, o f  which one branch is 
“  in a great meafure o f  their own creation : 
“  to bid proud defiance to the menaces of op- 
“  preflion ; and refer the caufe o f  Innocence 
“  to the tribunal o f  Impartiality : f  this is a 
“  rude iketch of that power in the People, 
“  which, prudently diftributed, to enfure its 

prefervation, exifts difperfedly— in the king, 
“  lords, commons, and the publick.

“  It is the peculiar, and fundamental excel- 
“  lence o f  the Britiih conftitution, that it is a 
“  more effectual mode than has ever been de- 
“  vifed, for collecting the fenfe o f  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 s;lory, the whole focial mafs : while that 
“ coherency of principle, which is related to 
“  it, andfixes the title to the crown, on grounds 
“  analogous to thofe, which fupport that o f  an 
c- obfeure fubjedt to his fmall hereditary eftate, 
“  gives to the Monarch, and fome of  the 
“  humbleft amongft his people, a reciprocal 
“  intereil to maintain each others rights.” J

L  F  rom

* Authority of the Commons, 
f  Right of petition, trial by jury.
\  Eflay xiii.
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From the Rights of Citizens I fhall make no 

quotation; but merely tranfcribe a paffage, from 
a letter of the late Mr. Burke to the Author ; 
which perhaps is not entirely impertinent to our 
inquiries.

‘ You talk of Paine with more refpect than 
“  he deferves. He is utterly incapable of 
“  comprehending his fubjed. He has not 
“  even a moderate portion of learning of any 
“  kind. He has learned the inftrumental part 
“  of literature; a ityle, and a method of dif- 
“  pofing his ideas ; without having ever made 
“  a previous preparation of ftudy or thinking, 
“  for the u.e of it. Junius, and other fharp- 
“  ly-penn’d libels o f  our time, have furniihed a 
a ltock to the adventurers in compofition, which 
“  gives what they write an air (and it is but 
“  an air,) of art and ikill : but as to the reft, 
“  Paine pofteifes nothing more, than wThat a 
“  man whofe audacity makes him carelefs of 
“  logical confequences, and his total want of 
“  honour and morality makes indifferent as to 
“  political confequences, can very eaiily 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,— i lhall here take the liberty of difmiifing 
iVjr. Scully, if  it be not his own fault, (and 
firfler me to add his own misfortune,) for 
ever. I alfo hope (without meaning to com
pare him to the Catholick Advifer,) that I 
lhall foon have done with Baron Smith: of 
whom I muft confefs that I am tired.

W e
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W e have now got rid of his French princi
ples, his church o f  Ireland prejudices, and 
his wiih to take the reins of government into 
his own hands. It remains to difeufs the juf- 
tice of the aifertion, that he is unfriendly to 
Britiih connexion. Though indeed his con- 
d ud  has been, in this refped, too uniform and 
explicit, to require many comments, in refu
tation o f  fuch a charge. W e find him ex- 
prefling the following fentiments, in 1795. * 
“  I wiih thefe two countries to continue, ever, 
“  one intimately well conneded empire. I 
“  wiih their harmony, from prejudice, as 
“  well as principle : from prejudice, the
“  growth of my partialities towards Eng- 
“  land. A considerable portion of my life 
“  was fpent there; and the thought of Eng- 
“  land conneds itfclf with much, that is pleaf- 
“  ing to my mind. It was .the place of my 
“  education : f  the fcene of thofe early years, 
“  and of thofe early habits, which the me- 
“  mory recalls and cheriihes, with moil de- 
“  light. I am proud to think it contains many 
“  friends who regard me; and whole efteem 
“ affords a reafonable ground for pride.. J I 
“  am befides perfuaded, that in their harmony, 
“  conflits the welfare of both iflands. I f  any

L  2 “  man

* In his Spcech on the R. Catholic Bill.
f  He was of Chrift Church ; where he had the honour 

and advantage of being educated under the aufpices of 
Do&or Jackfon ; who was then, and itill continues Dean.

X 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.

Ag;ain in 1800, he repeats the fame poli
tical creed ; accompanied by a ftatement, which 
demonftrates the correfpondence of his condud 
with his profeifions.

“  I for my part, am a fincere friend to the 
“  connexion : I have ever been fo. But I 
“  would fuit my practice with my principles ;
“  and not rant about my regard for that, which 
c‘ my conduct manifeftly tended to diiTolve. 
“  On thefe grounds it is, that for now a feries 
£‘ of years, and uniformly fince I have fat in 
“  Parliament, I have fupported every import- 
“  ant meafure of Government, except the re- 
“  jedion of the Roman Catholick claims. I have 
“  done fo, not only without being conneded 
“  with Adminiftration, but without feeking or 
“  poifeifing that intercourfe with them, which 
“  ufually fubfifts between Government and 
“  even 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 
“  ihort egotifm, by prefuming lately to fpeak 
“  of me as a man who had changed my prin- 
“  ciples,) I contented myfelf with refilling 
“  Parliamentary Reform : with fupporting the 
“  Infurredion Bill, and oppofing its Repeal : 
“  with concurring to fufpend the Habeas 
“  Corpus A d  : with indemnifying thofe, who

“ had
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had tranfgreifed the Law, to fave the Con- 
“  ftitution : with viiiting. the crimes of the 
“  Traitor on his defcendants ; with ftrength- 
“  cning the hands of Government to an un- 
“  precedented degree : with not deferting my 
“  port in Parliament to the kdf In íhort, I 
“  fought for the connexion, &c.” *

Finally, Baron Smith’s marked fupport of 
an incorporate Union, furnilhed no glaring 
proof of hcftility to Britiih connexion. As 
for the tendency of thole 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 queílion, I have never heard : and 
the Baron may probably recoiled: with exulta
tion, that on the fame night, in the Britiih 
houfe of Commons, that enlightened Minifter 
reforted to the very arguments, in fupport ot 
this Imperial meafure, which wrere urged bv 
his (not copyift, but) admirer, here, f

O f

* Letter to Henry Grattan, Efq. by William Smith, Efq. 
f  Mr. Scully, who is fuch a foe to ** ill-natured fpleen, 

“  and party irritation,” (a)

(  tenure in tiofmet legem fancitnus tniquam ! J

appears as if he laboured under their effe&s, when he in
dulges in fuch ilrong difpleafure againft Do&or Duigenan, 
(Æ) for having commended the arguments advanced on the 
queilion of Union, by Baron Smith. This latter, it is likely, 
reflects with pride, that others, on that occafion, expofed 
themfelves, in the fame way, to the Advifer’s cenfurc.

( a )  P reface  P . 28.
P reface  P  29,
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O f  the various lights, in which this latter 
vie-wed that queftion, the Publick were put 
in poifeflion at the lime : and if  they had not 
curiofity to read thofe publications then, it is 
not to be fuppofed that they would patiently en
dure extraits from them now. Indeed I am 
the lefs difpofed to annoy the reader with any 
iuch, becaufe this might tend unneceffarily to 
revive a difference of fentiment, between Baron 
Smith and a number o f  loyal and refpedable 
perfons in this country, with whom he may 
exped, on moil other queftions, to agree. 
Nor ihould I have faid fo much, i f  any thinç, 
Avith refped to this Gentleman’s opinions ; but 
that for feemingly ilanderous purpofes, he has 
been identified with the Yeoman.

And now Sir, it is time to refume my apo
logies, for having trefpaffed on you, by the 
prefent Letter. T h e  excufe, made at my 
commencement, proved my reludance to en
gage in a correfpondence, which I conceived

might

For example, Lord Caftlereagh, Mr. Corry, and Judge 
Daly, (then Prime Serjeant, (r) But the crime of the 
Judge of the Prerogative is aggravated, by his having call
ed Mr. Smith “  a very young Man.” {d) Inftead of endea
vouring to extenuate his offence, I would merely enquire, 
whether it be likely that the Advifer is as correfr, as he is 
flippant, in his application of the paflage which he extracts 
from the letter to Mr. Grattan (e). If he be, is it con
ceivable, that Dr. Duigenan would applaud— what, in fuch 
cafe, his opinions mufl lead him itrongly to reprobate I

(c) See th e ir  Speeches in  P a rlia m en t mil th e  q u eftio n .
( / )  P re fa c e  P. 29.
(<•) Préfacé P. 27.
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might be degrading ; but did not ihevv that 
I was therefore warranted in troubling you, 
who (I am forry to know,) are indifpofed, 
'and have retired. Give me leave Sincerely to 
exprefs my hopes', o f  your fpeedy restoration 
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 State o f  
Europe renders interefting and awful, to the 
empire,— you may be ably fucceeded, in the 
department which you have filled. Yourfuc- 
ceSfor will enter on his fituation with advan
tage : for, I truft, he will have to a d  as Chief 
Secretary to our prefent Viceroy; and thus 
the merited popularity of Lord Hardwicke will 
extend its encouraging influence to him.. Un
der fuch aufpices, the loyal will exped a firm 
and vigilant government; and will not deem 
the SyStem lefs entitled to their confidence, be- 
caufe its vigour is tempered with the greateil 
moderation. Nay, though this latter ihould 
appear to them in fome inftances to be cxcef- 
iive,— they will recoiled how constitutional 

fach exeeiles are,— and will accompany their 
expostulations with attachment and refped. 
They will imbibe (what I hope and believe to 
be) the fpirit of oiir administration ; and keep 
as much aloof from the AlarmiSt, as from 
thofe Extenuators, who aifimilate the late in- 
furredion to a riot at a Fair. * They will

feel

* T h u s  inadvertently encreafing tlic terrors, w hich the'" 
would appeafe.
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feel aifured, that our Rulers can fet limits to 
their mildnefs ; and, on occafion, be as prompt 
and formidable, as they have been hitherto, 
How to pu ni ill. If  the callous Traitor fhall 
iniift on being taught a leffon fo fevere, our 
governors will, however reludantly, convince 
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 tranfgreiTions, and flill 
live.

Refilling a panic, which late circumitances, 
if they did not juilify, might excufe, they 
permitted 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 truil will not, fhould arrive, they 
will prove, that though long-fuffering, they 
have not been timid. Having puihed their 
clemency to the farthefl warrantable point, 
and thus ilripped Difaffedion of its laft pre
text, our conftituted Authorities will put forth 
their terrors, and cruih, without compundion, 
their rebellions foes. For the prefent, they 
will take care that if Difloyaly be treated with 
indulgence, it ihall not miftake clemency for 
fear, favour, or affedion. Their countenance 
will be referved for thofe, whofe loyalty is 
ilaunch. Thefe they will not only treat with

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

But I am tranfgreffing my province, and 
interfering with fuggeftions, which may be 
juflly deemed officious. M y former letter ap
pears to have fatisfied the coarfe appetite of 
my loyal countrymen, who prefer the folid, 
beef-and-pudding dodtrines o f  ancient times, 
to the fyllabub and lpun-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 fqueamiih taftes, 
(if fuch there be,) which can reliih the lucubra
tions of the grave (not merry) Andrew, * the 
advifing Denys, the fluent Tibbald, and the 
Impartial Obferver. Neither íhould I feek a 
feat in fuch a Cabinet : but on the contrary, 
as little deiire, as I could expert, to partici
pate the fun-ihine in which they balked.

But, for the fake of Ireland, I do moft anxi- 
ouily deiire, 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 
o f  their native country, ihall not difqualify 
the pofleflors from a full ihare in the public 
councils ; nor inexperience be held requiiite 
to conflitute a ftatefman. When no ftran- 
gers ihall prefume to defcribe a magic circle, 
and forbid the Iriih fpirit which they have

M  roufed,

*  See M r. A n drew  Finlay’s pamphlet.



roufed, to come within it. In fhort, when the 
rank and talent which this iiland (fruitful in 
ability,) can produce, ihall not be excluded 
from the fuperintendence of  her concerns.

Having avowed this wiíh, I ihall lay down 
the pen, which, though without neceiïïty, yet 
not perhaps without advantage, I have for once, 
been tempted to refume. Rcnuit quod bic,jre
bel alter. Though I am but a fubjed, my let
ters are all patent : thrown afidc by a Minifter, 
or cancelled in the proper Court, they might 
be read by a loyal Publick, with attention and 
efFed ; and i f  my talents did not fail to fécond 
my intentions, would create fomething more 
valuable than an Office, or a Peer. T h e y  
would create a vigorous and difcerning fpirit, 
o f  patriotic co-operation, to promote the legi
timate principles o f  Union ; and maintain the 
interefts and honour of my Country. Such 
exertions would now, I am perfuaded, be 
effedual : but qui prorogat horam, negleds an 
opportunity, which may never be retrieved.

I have the honour to be,

W ith  much refped, Dear Sir,

Your fincere and faithful humble fervant,

A  Y E O M A N .

[ 90 ]

Dublin, y  an. iS tb , 1804.
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P . S. I f  the Author o f  a ihort Appendix 
to the preceding Letter— takes the trouble o f  
recurring to m y firit page, he will there per
ceive an obftacle to m y engaging in any con- 
troverfy with him. Beiides, we do not fpeak 
the fame language : Billingfgate being a dia
led, with which I am wholly unacquainted.

Neither am I tempted to the conteit, by 
thofe infirmities, o f  which (not without rea- 
fon,) he complains. T h e y  are indeed appa
rent, in every fentence o f  his libel ; at once 
entitling him to compaflion, and expofing him 
to contempt.

But, proteiting againft the conflid, I would 
yet corred certain inaccuracies, into which 
this writer has been betrayed, by the ravings 
o f  that fury, which m y letter feems to have 
excited.

F'trjl, his Story o f  the application o f  an 
Iriih Member o f  Parliament, to be prefented 
to Mr. Pitt, i f  related o f  the Yeoman, or of 
Baron Smith, is, from the commencement to 
the end, a tiffue of utter falfehood ; unmix
ed with a fingle fhade, or particle o f  truth. 
Indeed, i f  fuch traih as his Appendix could 
reach the ears of- Lord Caftlereagh, or of 
Mr. Pitt, they would be aitoniihed at the 
audacity of that man, who prefumed to fet
his name to fuch a --------- fabrication. They
could go ftill farther-, in the corredion of his 
miftatement. But 1  will not : my objed be
ing to inflid juitice on my train-bearer, not 
do honour tomyielf.

M 2 Secondly,
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Secondly, I never, in m y life, wrote any 
“  laboured”  or vinlaboured “  Eilay,”  o f  which 
this fretful Storyteller was the fubje(5t ; and 
Baron Smith is equally innocent o f  a mifde- 
meanor fo degrading.

T h e  proportions, that he “  was an vigly 
“  Man, and a bad Chriftian,”  might be true : 
but it would be greatly beneath me, to under
take their demonilration. H ow  far his A p
pendix may have proved the latter, is for the 
reader to decide.

!Thirdly, I did not charge him with having 
affiited in writing Mr. Sciilly’s preface ; nor 
does his name, or defcription, once occur 
throughout m y letter. M e , ?ne, adfutn, & c .  
is his own rafh and felf  detecting exclama
tion. I merely avowed m y “  conjecture” 
that thofe fcurrilous, or (fcullyrous) prolo- 
gomena— were “  the joint production o f  a 
“  Dennis, and a Tibbald adding that two 
o f  their nameiakes were commemorated in the 
Dunciad. There have been more than one 
Catholick Agent, o f  the name o f  Theobald. 
It was, for example, the name o f  the late ce
lebrated M r. T o n e ; *  and other Tibbalds,

beiides

*  Q u o n a m  m eo fato fieri dicam , ut nem o reipublicne 
hoftis fuerit, qui non bellum  eodem  tem pore m ih i q uoque 
indixerit ? M ih i  pocnarum illi plus quam  optarem , dede- 
runt. T e  m iror, quorum  fadta im itere, eorum  exitus non 
perhorrefcere. A tq u e  hoc in aliis m inus m irabar : nem o 
îllorum  inim icus m ihi fuit voluntarius : om nes à me, rei- 
publicæ  causa, laceifiti. T u  ultro m aled i& is  me lacef- 
fiiti. putem  ? C o n tem p tu m n e m e i  N o n  video nee

in



beiides the Author o f  the Appendix, may 
hâve furvived him. But when, in his 
“  much ado about nothing,” Dogberry infills 
on having it “  remembered that he is an Afs,” * 
“  there is no more to be laid: the hearers mu ft 
acquiefce.

Fourthly, before he condemned me for hav
ing tried to “  ftrip the gilding off a Knave,” f  
he ought to have reflected that like Pope, I 
perhaps may be “  unpeniioned.”
• But it is rumoured, that i f  I be, m y would- 

be antagonist is not ib. I f  this report be 
true, and his tenure be during pleafure, does 
he act prudently, in panegyrizing the Author 
of a Roman Catholic’s Advice, or reprefent- 
ing as an honour, the luggefting a line or 
fentence of fo mifchievous a publication ? Is 
it right in him, to fneer at that Imperial 
Meaiure, which lias lately united the Britifh 
Iflands, and inûnuate that it was accom- 
plifhed by corrupting the Members o f  the 
Irifli Parliament ? Is it not hazardous, for

fuch

in vim, nec in gratia, nec in hac mea mediocritate ingenii, 
quid deipicere poiiit Antonius. (a)

* See Shakfpeare— M uch ado about N othing ; where 
D ogberry appears to have been a fort o f  Cotifervator in 
Meifina.

f  N ot off him ; w ith  w h om , or his infirmities, I have 
not meddled ; nor do I now affert that he is a knave ; or 
an honeft man. T h e  knave to whom  I advert, was that 
perfon unknown, who by mifinformation, betrayed the 
Catholick  Advifer into fo many inaccurate ilatements, in 
the preface to his fécond edition.

(a) If A ntonius m ight, b y  a  Pun fter, be tranflated Tone> }*et no in gen u ity  
cou ld  tortu re  it e ith er to Dennis, o r  to  Tibbald; the John Doe and Richard 
Roc, w h o  ra ih ly  u n d ertook to p rofecu tc the Y eom an  ; and w ho are accord
in g ly  in mercyy &C,

[ 93 ]
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fuch a man to libel the Judges o f  the land ? 
mi:ft not our rulers feel, and will they not 
teach their dependants at the leaft, that en
deavours to ilander and difparage thofe, who 
fill the judgment-feat, ihould be more than 
difcountenanced, by every prudent govern
ment ? muft they not be fenfible o f  the ne- 
ceility for prompt and vigorous exertions, to 
iilence Impartial Obfervers, Catholick Ad- 
vifers, Appendix Writers, Detedors, and hoc 
genus omne ? *

Indeed it is mere humanity, to caution one, 
who admitting that he has not any public du- 
“  ties to difcharge,” yet feeds on the bounty of 
adminiftration, againft publishing “ loofe hints” 
for difparaging and undermining the eftabliih- 
ed Church,— difcouraging loyal addreifes from 
Roman Catholicks, in the hour o f  danger, f —

commending
* In thefe feveral publications, Judge F o x , B aron  S m ith , 

and Judge Johnfon are libelled. Judge O ib o rn e  had been 
ftandered a little before ; and B aron S m ith  a fécond, (or ra
ther f ir j l ) tim e, eight months before.

f  See  a jo in t prod uction , purporting to be the w ork  o f  
M eflrs . S cu lly  and M cK en n a ; and w h ic h , w ith o u t  (I pre
fum e) being intended to h ave, yet feems to have this m ischiev
o u s  e ife ft .  It w as publifhed ihortly  after the in fu rreftion  o f  
the 23d o f  Jail J u l y ,  and records the friendihip and reci
procal adm iration o f  its authors.

u  Frater erat Rom a , C on fu lti R h e t o r ;  ut alter 
“  A lteriu s  ferm one m eros audiret h o n ore s:
“  G ra cc h u s  ut hic  illi foret, h u ic  ut M u ciu s  ille:

* * * * * *
D ifce d o  A lcæ u s  p u n & o  illius : ille m eo quis ?

<c Q u is ,  nifi C allim ach u s ?”  & c .  (/7)

H o w e v e r  inapplicable it, as w e ll  as the original m ay b e ,
I cannot

(tf) Hor.
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commending the diiloyal dodrines which are 
contained in Pafloral Inftrudions, Advice to 
Roman Catholicks, & c.— depiding a fyftem, 
which is upheld by his paymafters, the State, 
as a mifarrangement, compofed of “  penalties 
“  in law, and jealouiies in pradice, which are 
“  impotent to fecure, and only effedual to 
“  irritate and divide,” — or insinuating a pa
rallel between the anniverfary honours, which 
are paid to the Revolution, by our ^reat officers 
o f  State, and a commemoration, at Invernefs, of 
the vidory of Culloden. *

lbit co quo vis, zonam qui pcrdidit : 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

pur le
I cannot refrain from giving the Englifli R ead er, Tope’s 
happy imitation o f  the above pallage.

“  T h e  Tem ple  late tw o brother Serjeants faw ,
“  W h o  deemed each other Oracles o f  L a w  !
« W it h  equal talents, thefe congenial fouls,
«  O ne lull’d th’ Exchequer ; and one itunn’d the Rolls : 
“  Each had a gravity, w ould make you fplir,
“  A n d  Ihook his head at M u rray, as a wit :
“  ’T w a s  « Sir, your law ,’ and < Sir, your eloquence/
«  « Y o u rs , C ow p er’s m anner/— and < vour’s T a lb o t ’* 

fenfe.
T h u s  we difpofe o f  all poetic merit,

“  Y o u r s ,  M ilton’s genius, and mine H om er’s fpirit :
“  Call Tibbald Shakfpeare ; and lie’ll fwear the nine,
<x D ear Dennis, never m atch’d one ode o f  thine.

* L e t  the Reader compare the note, in p.  i t .  o f  the
A ppendix, from the words «  L oo k  to Scotland,”  &rc.__
with the. latter part (and indeed entire) o f  a letter figned 
“  Conciliator,”  in Cobbett’ s paper o f  Feb. n t h .  ar.d guefe 
Û k  author o f  this latter, i f  he can.
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purfe remains, and is replenished by the State, 
there are limits, which it might not be dif- 
creet, or decent to tranfgrefs.

Eut I am my.felf tranfgreiiing ; and blufh 
for having wafted even thus much time, on 
the pus atque venenum of pages, innoxious to 
me, and difgraceful only to their author. In
deed i f  thofe pages, (in which alone I fee 
him,) refled truly the fentiments and princi
ples of their writer, the enmity of fuch a 
perfon is highly honourable to the Yeoman.

HaElenus ; et tacult. It is probable 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. A t  leaft he will antici
pate, and approve my determination, of en
countering future ribaldry, with mere and 
total filcnce. The Yeoman, his honeft pages 
will defend from ilander ; and the Loyalifts 
of Ireland will even condefcend to be his Pro- 
tedors. Should Baron Smith be libelled, the 
laws are open to him for redrefs -, it he can fo 
far facrifice to public principle, his private feel
ings of contempt, as to be prevailed on to refort 
to thefe. If the Termagant Adverfary ihould 
chance to be under the check of government, 
and that without falling into adual libel, lie 
ihould glide on the outfide edge of fcurrilous 
invedive,— it is poiïible 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 expc&ed that he ihould ren
der for his ftipend.

Be this as it may, I, the Yeoman, ihall not 
be deterred from repeating my apologies to 
Doótor Troy, for any thing bordering on per- 
fonal afperity, which in the freedom of dif- 
cuffion, (and ailailed, as I had been) may have 
efcaped me. Neither lhall I retrait my pro- 
teft, againft extending this apology to my ar
guments. Thefe maybe ftrongor weak; and 
which they arc,— my Readers muft pronounce.
I for my part, and for the fake of  my coun
try, moft iincerely wifh they were refuted. 
But I fear they are unanfwerable ; and am 
fure they are unanfwered. Nor ihould I make 
the former aifertion, if I could not accom
pany it with an unaffe&ed acknowledgement 
o f  the mediocrity of my talents ; and a 
farther confeifion of my inaptitude for reli
gious controverfy. I engaged in it, becaufe 
I found certain Theological Dogmas fatally

N mingling

*  I am aware that fome miferable, and remote, D e 
pendants on the G overnm ent •would put down the Judges. 
T h e y  are hwwn : but their penalties are not yet ejlreated. L e t  
them retire in time, beneath the flicker o f  that contempt, 
w h ich  is the only refuge conceded them by Nature. It is 
not for them to repeal that moft important principle o f  the 
Con flit tit ion, w hich  provides that the Judges flia llbe rrfpeBed 
a m i I N D E P E N D E N T .  T h e y  w ill never delude the G overn- 
m ent into countenancing fuch dangerous and tyrannical inno
vations; nor the Country G entlem en o f  Ire la n d jw h e n  they 
refleft,) into aiding a degradation o f  the M agiftracy, near 
its fource, by w h ich , if  e i fe a e d ,  their own confequencc 

-aud liberties would be deftroyed.
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mingling with, and impairing, the do&rines 
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 derived, not 
from the abilities which I poifefs, but from the 
caufe which I efpoufed. The doctrines, above 
alluded to, may have been inadvertently broach
ed, by the Connaught Biihops, or by Doctor 
Troy. But i f  the Grand Penfionary, * who 
has tacked an appendix to my letter, delibe
rately embraces fuch opinions, f  after the ani- 
madverfions which they have undergone— it 
remains for him to prove that they are in
noxious, and that he is a good fubjeót, (both 
which demonílrations I do not fay thf.t he 
may not accompliih ;) or to renounce emolu
ments, which ihould be bellowed excluiively 
on Allegiance.

1Feb. i $tb, 1804.

* N o t  D e  W it .
f  See  his Appendix.

F I N I  S.


