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MR. GOOLD’S SPEECH,

IN THE .,

IRISH HOUSE OF COMMONS,

On Friday, the 14th of February, 1800.

UNUSUAL as it may feem, Mr. Speaker, that a Mem-
ber who, has but juft had the hgng;.lqu taking his feat in
this Houfe, thould p}cfcnt himfelf to your notice, and throw
himfelf on your indulgence ; 3 yet does he think himfelf not
only warranted, but called upon, -to deliver his fentiments
and opinions on the awful queftion which fo deeply agitates
the public mind. If he fhould even take up more of the
time of the Houfe than is cuﬁor‘nary upon a firft occafion, he
hopes the magnitude and importa'ncé of . the fubject will en-
fure him that attention which, on “any other occafion, he
could not afk or expe¢t. In truth, Sir, the times we live
in feem unmarked by any of  the ordinary rules of human

procccdmg Perhaps the hlﬁory of the world, from the
| creation. to the prefent hour, never exhibited to the eyes or
_ underftanding of men a fpetacle more fingular than that
E
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before me. 1 am at this moment addreffing an affembly
which it had been our pride and our boaft to have con-
fidered as the reprefentative wifdom and integrity of the
Irith nation. On what fubjet am 1 going to addrefs them?
Will pofterity believe that a propofition had been made to
this Houfe, that it fhould become its own accufer, and be
its own judge? Wil pofterity belicve, that this Houfe not
only liftened without indignation to this impious propofal,
but, in compliance with the mandate of a foreign powcr, ac-
cufed and pronounced upon itflf the fentence of an igno-
minious condemnation 1~ Am I, then, wrong in ftating, that
the hiftory of the world has furnithed no inftance like this?
A propofal, I fay, which, in defiance of all the 1mpulfesof
nature, and all the honourable affe@ions of the heart, calls
upon an affembly, not deftitute of wifdom, talent, and virtue,
to extinguith itfelf, on the audacious and infulting grounds
of its incompetency and its crimes! Sir, I do not yet de-
fpair of the falvation of Ircland. The late events in this
Houfe have produced the only cffet worthy of a nation of
~ freemen.  They have alarmed, but they have not difmayed
us: they have enabled us to fee our danger, but they have
not difpofed us to fink under it. Inftead of paralizing, they
have infpired exertion. I do congratulate this Houfe, I do
congratulate this Nation, that we are not aflembled here,
with rueful countenances and defponding hearts, to pay the
““laft tribute to the departed liberties of Ireland. I do con-

gratulate this Houfe and this Nation, that we have not

marched hither, in flow and folemn proceflion, to weep over

the tomb of the Irith Conftitution. No, Mr. Speaker

my prophetic heart tells me, that I thall furvive this defperate

effort, and that I fhall be laid low ere the Conftitution be-
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gins todroop. THis NATION HATES THE UNION, AND
1t wiry NOT PAss. . The friends of the people, in this
‘Houfe, are bound to maintain their rights ; and as thofe -
rights are moft refpected when they are beft underftood, fo.
do 1 proteft againft the competency of this Houfe to vote the
a& of Union. ’

Ere this degrading meafure had been propofed to the
Irith people, the grounds of its fuccefs had been previoufly
arranged. It was imagined, that no man could hope for
the fuccefs of Irifh independence, in a fruggle againft Mi-
nifterial power. The event of the laft year has furnithed a
melanchol'y refle@ion—that the vi€tory of a brave and gene-
rous people over Minifterial audacity and confidence, might
be converted to the mournful purpofe of emblazoning its
future defeat. ‘The triumph of Irifh liberty gave to the
Britith Minifter a new opportunity of exhibiting the natural

) fubbornnefs and pertinacity of his charadter.  Untaught to
profit by difcomfiture or misfortune, he who had laid the plan
of the campaign againft your liberties, difdained the expedient
of retreating with prudence from the ficld of battle; but in
the very moment of difafter and defeat affumes the haughty
afpe of viGtory, and the infolent language of triumph. He
had arranged his forces, and calculated on his chances. He

"full well knew that his only chance was in Parliament ; and
hence it is, that, with unblufhing effrontery, he contends for
the power of Parliament againft the rights of the people. He
forefaw that 116 placemen and penﬁonci’s were better ma-
terials for his purpofe, than the demands, defires, and impre-
{criptible rights of the people of Ireland. 'Tis ftrange,
however, that, with as much argumentative power as ever
man poflefled, with a gigantic intelleét and copious vocabu-
B 2
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lary, this Minifter did not condefeend- to argue a queftion of
fuch magnitude & priori, but has taken poft within the en-
trenchments of two miferable precedents, viz. the Union with
Scotland, and the Septennial Bill in 1716—1 refer you to
his printed fpeeches of the 22d and 31ft of January 1799.
If you will examine his propofitions with the attention
which a common underflanding gives to a queftion of no
great difficulty, but yet of great importance, you will find that
they do not contain a fingle principle on which his do@rine
can be maintained. As the Britith Minifter, who, no doubt,
Is great authority, Has alfo enlifted jn his caufe fome cha-
ralters to whom this country “once looked up with venera-
tion and love, T hope it will not be deemed inappofite or
prefumptuous, if I fhould afk your particular attention,
while I -cndeavour to maintain opinions -founded upon the
moft mature refle®ion; and already given to the public in the
moft unqualified manner. hope I fhall not be deemed to
trefpafs thuch upon your patience, when T alfo ftate, that my
object is to prefent to my countrymen the nature of thofe
rights which I conceive to be the unalienable inheritance of
the people ; thofe rights which, in contradi@ion to the lan-
guage of the Britith Minifter, never are in abeyance, but are
vefted, and never can be divefted, cither in the cabinet, or
in’the field of battle: their effects may be fufpended, or de-
ftroyed ; but the rights themfelves are unperithable and im-

mortal, furviving with undiminithed glory and effence the

day of vi&ory, or the day of defeat, It may be imagined,

that*when I enter the lifts with the Minifter of Great Bri-

tain, and fome dignitaries of the law, on a point purely con-

fitutional, I undertake a tafk which, from the inferiority of

my means, promifes little hopes of fuccefs. But 'tis error only
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which requires the ingenuity of argument, or the decoration
of language. The fair caufe of Truth ftands in need of no
fuch fiétitious fupporters ; it is its own fublime®, moft fuc=

cefsful advocate.  This queftion, then, I dare to argue with

F any man, however fertile his genius, deep his learning, or
* perfevering his indtiﬁr'y.l I fay it, that this Houfe is not
competent to vote the aét of Union ; and this I fhall en-
deavour to demonfirate on the four following grounds.
1ft, The nature of the queftion itfelf. 2dly, The _ériginal
conformation of Parliament, and the acknowle,dged deftina-
- tion of its duties.  3dly, From precedents undeniable, and
authorities the moft refpetable ; and, 4thly, From the aétual,
and not theoretical, ftate of our reprefentation.

With refpect to the firft.  The advocates for the compe-
tency of Parliament infift, that by the Union there would be
no change of the Conflitution ; thereby impliedly admitting,
that if it were a change of the Conftitution, the Parliament
would not be competent to enact it: for if that were not

- ‘the necefary implication, ~why employ fo much,time, and
beftow fo much troublé and painé, to prove that which, when
proved, would be nugatory? for if the Parliament have a
right to change the Conftitution, why endeavour to fhew, as a
ground for that right'or competence, that a particular mea-
fure under confideration would nlot‘change the Conftitution ?
Indeed, the very words adopted by the advocates for the
competency of Parliament, leave no doubt on this head : Say
they~—*¢ The Union will not change the Conflitution, it
will only be a new mode of adminiftering the Conftitution.”
But to put this queftion in a iery fimple manner—The
Union will either change the Conttitution, or it will not; if -

its advocates anfwer in the negative, then it is for me to thew
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that it will ; if they anfwer in the affirmative, then I am
brought to the fecond head of my divifion on this topic.

Firft, then, (as to this queftion, and all others which form the
ground o treaty between Great Britain and Ireland), thofe
two kingdoms muft be confidered, feparate, diftin&, inde-
pendent ftates : for, though they may have exifted centuries
on centuries united by common intereft, yet they are, con-
ftitutionally fpeaking, to all intents and purpofes indepen-
dent ftates, and fo admitted, in exprefs terms, by the Briti(h
Minifter himfelf, in his printed fpeech, page 2r. Ifit {o
happened, that the Conflitation of this country were different
from the Conftitution of Great Britain, then it will not be
denied, that a meafure which gave the Britifh Conftitution in
the place of the Irifh, from which it was different, would
change the Conftitution.” This was the cafe of Scotland,
the parliamentary Conftitation of - which was effentially dif-
ferent from that of Great Britain ; the conftitutional prero-
gatives of the Crown of which were alfo different from thofe
of the Crown of Great Britain, as may befeen by two acts of
Parliament in Seotland, called the A&s of Securityand Con-
cerning Peace and War. The only ground, therefore, that
the advocates for an Union have on this part of the cafe, is
the fimilitude between the Britith and the Irifh Conftitutions.

Has any one of thefe men faid more or' lefs than this, that

by an Union you will fill have King, Lords, and Com- "

mons i —1 refer you to their printed fpeeches, their ad-

drcffes, and their pamphlets.  If this argument were to be

conclufive (and if it be not conclufive, it can have no force at

all), then an Union, by which the Irith nation would have no
fhare in the reprefentation at all, would be no change in the,

Conftitution ; for you would ftill have King, Lords, and
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Commons—and of courfe the fame principle would apply,
not only to King, Lords, and Commons, fitting at Weft-
minfter, but to the fame fpecies of Conftitution, whether at
Peterfburgh or Conftantinople. But to put a fimple cafe :
It is the undoubted Conftitution of Ireland, that the people

‘ of Ireland fhould be taxed by their reprefentatives only, and
| none other—Will any man deny this as a prefent {ubfifting
" right? If it requires then any meafure to alter or deftroy
this right, the meafure which affe@s it alters or deftroys the
Conftitution, of which this very right forms part (and the moft
confiderable part) of its effence—and, I believe, I need not -
more than affert to thofe firange and infatuated conftitutional-
ifts, that any caufe that changes part of the effence of any fub-
ftance, neceflarily alters the fubftance in which it is inherent.
This holds equaily in morals and politics, as well as in phy-
fics. 1 fhould have been athamed to argue this part of the
cafe, had I not heard it gravely afferted in and out of Par-
liament, that this meafure did not in anywife alter our Con-
ftitution. I was the more difpofed to argue this point, inaf-
much as I had heard it contended by a great law Iﬁminary,
who, unfortunately for the rights and liberties of Ircland,
gives the affiftance of his fplendid talents to the Minifter on
+ this queftion, that the Union would not change the Contti-
tution. .If it would not be confidered too daring to guefs at
his opinions, I might fay that he maintains the competency
of Parliament, on the ground alone that the Union would
not change the Irith Conflitution. '
Haviﬁg cleared the queftion as to this point, and having,
as'I*humbly fubmit, left the advocates for this meafure no
other hold than the abfolute authority of Parliament to
change the Conftitution as to it fhall feem fit, let me be
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permitted to join iffue with them on this queftion, and fee
whether the Conftitution of this country gives to the Par-
liament a right of fuch tremendous magnitude.  In arguing
this queftion, the firft confideration that prefents itfelf is,
what do the advocates of the Union mean, when they fpeak
of the competence of the Parliament to ena@ this meafure ?
As they cannot mean that which admits of noargument, viz.
the competence of Parliament, at the exprefs defire, and with

the exprefs concurrence of the people, fo they muft contend

for this competence, unfupported by fuch materials as the
defirc and concurrence of the people. I believe it will not
be denied, that in all legitimate Govérnments, political power
firft originated from the people—and inall free countries the
abufe of that power takes it out of the hands of thofe to
. whom it has been delegated, and it ultimately reverts to the
people. This principle may be faid. to carry itfelf too far—
Granted that it might in pradtice; but if the principle be not
true, then the delegation of power to the individual or indi-
viduals, is nothing more nor lefs than the delegation of that
which may be ufed or abufed at difcretion—for if the people
be not the ultimate judges of what is the abufe of power, I
fhould be glad to know who is~—and I fhould alfo be glad
to afk, in that cafe, what Government conld exift that
might -not be tyrannical, or otherwife, according to the
temper, difpoﬁtion, and charaéter of the governor or: go-
vernors ¢

Allwriters admit of a compa&t, either exprefs or im-
plied, between the prince and the people ; and they at the
fame time admit the right of recurrence to firft principles, in
cafe of the breach of that compa&. If, then, fuch a compa&
as this exifts, attended with fuch circumftances of right on
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the patt of the people; there may alfo exift a compad, cither
exprefs or implied, between the people and their repre-
fentatives—and on the infringement of which, I traft, it will
not be detied that there fhould exift of right an adequate
remedy. Let me now afk, what is meant by the term, re-
prefentatives of the people? Are they not conftitutionally
fuppofed to be the organ of the people ? That is, they are.
conflitutionally fuppofed to fpeak the fentiments of the
people: for were they any other, the}} would be any thing but
reprefentatives of the people ; and, indeed, the Prime Mi-
nifter of Great Britain admits this to its fulleft extent in
his fpecch, the 22d of January 1799, page 29. This is
not only our conftitational do@rine, but it is a wife con-
ftitutional do&rine, becaufe it would be abfurd in the higheft
degree to be obliged to recur to thofe fentiments which the
people have allowed their reprefentatives to fpeak for them.
But in the argument on this queftion, the fallacy arifes from
not diftinguithing between the word wizhout and the word
againfl : according to our Conflitution, the reprefentatives

have a right to a& withous the confent of the people, becaufe

_ it happens, that on all ordinary occafions the people are

filent.
Now this brings me to confider another propofition—

Have the people a right to fpcak their fentiments:—I[

- hever heard it denied that they had : And, indeed, if there

were a doubt as to this point, the condo& of Gavernment

itfelf has eftablifhed the right ; for they themfelves appealed

. from the Parliament to the People— thereby exprefsly recog-

nizing the principle, that the voice of this Houfe, which is
conflitutionally the voice of the People, may bg at variance
with the real voice of the People; and, indecd, I might il-

C
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luftrate this pofition by a very remarkable inftance. The
Minifter of Great Britain owes his elevation to the exercife
of this very principle. Had the voice of Parliament been
~ the voice of the People, the Britith Chancellor of the Ex-
chequer had, perhaps, never proved the ruin of Great Britain,
and the fuccefsful enemy of Ireland : He owes his {fation
to the right the people have of declaring' their fentiments
without reforting to their conftitational organ: He owes his
power to a principle, which I hope will be as eternal as it is
juft—that when the reprefentatives and their conftituents are
committed, the vitory muft be on the fide of the people :_ if
they have this right to declare their opinions, that right muft
exift for fome purpofe or other; for it would be abfurd to
{uppofe a right without anend.  What, therefore, can be the
purpofe or objet of this right? It cannot be for the ufelefs
honour of declaring their will, in order that that will fhould
be defpifed and difregarded 5 but it is in order that their de-
fires and withes thould have their full force and operation :
and this not only appears by the doctrine already proved,
that the Parliament has the right to ena& any meafure, by
virtue of its being confidered to fpeak the fenfe of the
people ; but alfo on the beft authorities, of which I fhall
fpéak prefently. Now, I have already fhewn that Parliament
is fuppofed to fpeak the fenfe of the people, becaufe the people
themf{clves do not {peak, and on moft occafions ought not to
fpeak but this prefumption, like all others in law and con-
flicution, falls to the ground, when at variance with the fa&
ifelf. My recapitulation, therefore, on this head, is, that
fince it is admitted on all hands, that as the voice of Parlia-
" ment is only legal inafmuch as it is fuppofed to be the
voice of the people, and fince there are cafes where the people
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have themfelves a right to fpeak, it therefore naturally fol<
lows, that where the voice of the Parliament is different, in
fa&, from the voice of the people, it Jofes the only ground on
which it is admitted that its authority is legal 5 and al-
though I admit the Parliament to be competent to all ordinary
als wirhout the exprefs confent of the people, yet 1 do moft
folemnly proteft againft that corﬁpetencc, when exercifed on
any occafion qgain/l the exprefs defires of the people.  Let
me quote, in this place, an extra& from Mr. Jufiice Black-
flone, 1ft vol. Com. p. 212 : ¢ Whenever a queflion arilcs
¢ between the fociety at large, and any Magiftrate vefted
¢ with powers originally delegated by that fociety, it muft
¢ be decided by the voice of the fociety itfelf— there is_not
‘¢ upon earth any other tribunal to refort to.”

Having thus fhewn (at leat to'my own conviion), that
when the people fpeak, their voice ought to be binding even
on ordinary occafions—"tis fit that I fhould expofe ftill farther
the abfurdity of thofe who contend for the right of Parlia-
ment to change our Conflitution. The firft propofition that
prefents itfelf to my mind is—if the Parliament have Jawful”
autkority to change the Conftitution, it may do it in any way,
and for whatfocver purpofe, it may think proper ; becaufe
fuch a right muft be confidered as a principle, and not as an
expedient. It would be idle, indeed, to ‘maintain, that it
has a right to change it one way only, and not the right
to change it inall ways : The fame authority, therefore, by
which the Union might be paffed, may alfo enact the right
of taxation to exift without any controul in the Crown, or
may do any other a& by which the Conftitution becomes i
toto vepealed. It may, if its authority be fupreme, pafs an
a®; by which this country fhall be incorporated with the

¢ 2
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Cifalpine Republic, or with the uncontrouled Monarchy of .
the Grand Seignior.  In thort, there is nothing that, accord-
ing to the votaries of its omnipotence, it may not do, Inde-
pendent, however, of the abfurdity that muft follow, if thofe
created had the power of difpofing of thofe who created them
againft their own with and confent—independent of the
monliroufnefs of that do@rine which would give to a dele-
gation, limited in its nature, and finite in its duration, the
properties of boundlefs authority—independent of that fole-
ciim in law by which a deputy could transfer or divide his
fun@&ions to or with another—let us fee whether our ancef-
tors did not think that there were certain conftitutional points
cut‘gf the reach of Parliamentary encroachment ; which were
abfolute and indefeafible, and not depending on the fortui-
tous circumfitance of legiflative forbearance. I fhall not
detain you by a long catalogue of precedents, becaufe, for
my purpofe, it is fuflicient that our anceftors recognized the
principle, that there werce certain grand fundamental laws
‘which the Parliament had no right to change. And this
brings me to the third topic of my divifion,

Inthe 33d and 34th Edw. I11. it is declared, * that all
men fhould kave their laws and free cuftoms as largely and
wholly as they had ufed to have at any time when they bad them
beft s and if any flatutes had been made, or any cuffoms brought
i fo the contrary, ALL SUCH STATUTES AND CUSTOMS
SHOULD BE VOID.” Again, in the ftatute of 42d Edw. 111,
it is exprelsly faid, ¢ that all flatutes made againft Magna
Charta are vord.” —What does Sir Edward Coke fay, while
alting as a manager of the Commons in the preparation of
the Petition of Rights? ¢ Take we heed what swe yield unto ;
Magna Charta is fuch a fellow, he will have no Sovereign.”—



]
r:

i
3

(it )

Need I go farther, and ftate, that there was not an adl in thofe

~ days which did not recognize the rights of every individual

- to certain fundamental laws ! Need I mention, that on the

various pillars of your Conftitution, I mean Magna Charta,

~ the Declaration of Rights, the Bill of Rights, and the A&
~ of Settlement, are mentioned exprefsly, that thefe ¢ funda-

mental laws are the abfolute, bereditary, defcendible, and inherent

' right of every Englifbman, which it is bis birth-right to enjoy

entire '

What fay the advocates for this competency of Parlia-
ment, this impious omnipotence, to that ac of Parliament
pafled in the reign of Henry VIII. by which the Procla-
mation of the King was declared to be Law? Was it ever
held by any lawyer or conftitutional writer that that act was
law? And yet it was an a& of an omnipotent Parliament.
What are the very words of our ariceﬁor_s.? ¢ That aéls of
Parliament made againfl the fundamental laws of the land, are
ipfo facto voip.” Can any language be fironger than this?
What fays my Lord Hobart, in the cafe of Day and Savage ?
(Hob. Rep. 85): * Whatever is againfl natural reafon and
equity, is againf? lawy nay, if an aét of Parliament were made
againft natural reafm and equity, that at was void.”— W hat
fays Lord Coke, in' the firft part of his Inft. fol. 97.6?
¢ Nothing tan have the force of law that i contrary to reafon.”

Now, can any thing be more contrary to natural reafon-

and equity, than that an Affembly, whofe power is derived
from the people, and whofe aéts are lawful only as they are
fuppofed to fpeak the fenfe of the people, fhall, at one and
the fame time, be fuppofed to fpeak the voice of the people,
and vet, in fa& and reality, differ from the voice of the
people? s it any thing more or lefs than to give to a fic-

¢
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tion the triumph over reality, to controul by tlie imagination -

the very exiftence of things, and to fuffer a prelumption to
deftroy the very evidence of our f{enfes? P

I fhall conclude this part of the cafe with the following
extralls : — They are the principles and do&rines of the

wifeft Statefmen that ever lived ; they were the fentiments

of the moft illuftrious advocate that the _caﬁe of Monarck_;y_

ever recorded. I have within my view an honourable gentle-
man, who well knows how dear ] was,to that great man : his
notice firft gilded my humble fation—1I truft the principles
I maintain, and the condu& Thall purfue, will never render
me unworthy of a fricndfhip which above. all others I
efteemed the moft. The never- to-be—forg'otren Edmund

Burke does, in his fpeech on Economical Reform,-

P- 4, lay down the law with refpe&io the rights of the
people =  'I'his meafure (fays he) is neceffary from the pE-
MANDS of the pesple, whofe DESIRES where they do nat mili-
tate ‘za'n‘/’) the fiable and eternal rules of juflice and reafm rules

which are abyve us and abeove them), aught ta‘ée asa LAW 17 an
Hoyfe of Commons.”  Again, p. 12: It would be moft
difhonourable for a faithful rcprqﬁ'nmnw of the Commons tatake
aduvaniage of any inarticulate expreffion of the Pesple’s WisHES,
in order to frufirate the attainment of what they have an un=
DOUBTED RIGHT {10 expeld.” 3

But the Prime Minifter of Great Britain fays, that if Par-

liament has no fuch competence, then what is to become of’
the A& of Union between Great Britain and Scotland, and
the Scptennial Bill in 17167  This is what the logicians

call the argumentum ad abfurdum—=1I anfwer the Britith Mi- ]

nifter very openly as to- thefe ats.  In the firft place, as to
the Union of Scotland, I do not think it wife or neceffary to.
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* canvafs the original validity of that meafure, or to comment

upon the means by which it was accomplithed—1I think it
2 waite of time to ftate to the Houfe, that Lord Godolphin

thought it prudent to infure the meafure by a very large
 _armed force. It is not for me to inquire, at this day,
~ what were the rights of the Sé?)tfiih people—it is not for me
,i to hint, that there never was a more unequal conteft than
-~ that between right and power : it is fufficient to my purpofe
~ to fay, that all confiitutional writers, that alllawyers, admit,
~that even original wrong may be fan&ified by time and ac-
f' quiefeence, as is the cafe at this day of the Norman Con-
- queft.  Far be it from me to enter into a wordy crufade for
the imaginary rights of the Scottith people. I have no in-
¢lination to contend for an. obfolete right, if that right exift
at all. My only purpofe is to fhew, that -this precedent
proves nothing in favour of the competence of Parliament;
becaufe at the time this competence was not admitted, al-
) though I.admit, that at this day the a& itfelf is clearly-valid,
as 1 before ftated, from timeand acquicfeence.

But if ever there was an unhappy precedent, it is that of
the Septennial Bill, in the year 7 16. By this Bill
(which, you will obferve, originated in the Houfe of Lordq,,
the Parliament protraéted its own duration ‘to feven years,
although the Members of the Houfe of Commons had been
exprefsly eleted but for three years. It is cur'ous to ob-
ferve, that the fupporters of this Bill, in the debate thereon,
never contended for the conftitutional legality of the mea-
fure, but recominended its adoption on the ground of necef-
fity— that never-failing pretext for the exercifc of power.
Obferve the words of Mr. Lyddall, who was the warmeft

: fuppontcr of the Bill : ¢ That it was a bufinefs of neceffity to
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adminifler an extraordinary remedy to an extracrdinary difeafe.”
The particular neceflity relied on, was the critical poflure
of their continental affairs. Look, however, to the lan-
guage of Mr. Shippen, and other Members ; and fee whe-
‘ther they conceived that an Houfe of Commons, ele@ed by
the people for a Jimited time, had a right to protrat its own
exiftence. Look to the autho-rity of one of the greateft law
luminaries that England ever produced ; I mean Sir Robert
Raymond, afterwards Lord Raymond, Chicf Juftice of Eng-
land ; and fee what he fays upon the conflitutional compe-
tence of Parliament.” Will any man in his fenfes put the
authority of an interefted, prerogative Minifter, in competi-
tion with that of my Lord Raymond ? Inafmuch, there-
fore, as this precedent never was argued on the point of right,
but juftified on the ground of neceffity—inafmuch as its very
advocates (as it were) gave up the point of right, and its opa
pofers infifted thercon—inafmuch as the greateft conftitu-
tional authorities in England were the moft decidedly of
opinion againft the competence of the Houfe to protraét its
own duration, much lefs to deftroy the Conflitution—fince
this incompetence was infifted on, even though it did not ap-
pear that the people were hoftile to the Bill—it therefore

follows, that this precedent, failing even in a greater degree

than the former, is an authority in point for thofe who

maintain the incompetence of Parliament to change the
Conttitution.

I hope I have not unfuccefsfully combated the do&rines,

arguments, and precedents of the Britith Chancellor of the
Exchequer. If I have, fure I am that it is not owing to
the weaknefs of the caufe. Let us now come to the fourth
head of my divifion on this fubjedt, viz. the ftate of our
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Repreféntation Now, let us fuppofe the prefent Parliament
diffolved, for the purpofe of having another fummoned ad.
Jec. THis muft be done with the view of taking the fenfe
of the eleQors on this particular queftion. You.obferve I
make ufe of the word elecfors: it only belongs to the
wretched advocates for this competency of Parliament to fub-
ftitute the word populace for eleGors, as has been done.  Be-
hold, then, the Parliament met: the queftion” comes on:
the fixty-four Members for the thirty-two countics, and all
the Members for the great citics, vote ag'unf’t the Union ;
but it is fupported by the borough intereft, who have clearly
a majority in Parliament. Will any man pretend to tell
me that fuch an aé could be binding of right on the people ?
‘Have I put an abfurd cafe ? ~You know I have not.—
Add to this the number of placemen and penficners who
may be okbliged to vote contrary to their known opinion, By
means whereof the vote of the Parliament is any thing but
the exprefiion of the will of that very Parliament.— Have 1
put another abfurd cafe? You know I have not.

Now let me carry this argument ftill farther. T affert,
without the hazard 6f.a contradi&tion, that the fenfe even of
Parliament is in fubftance and virtue againft this difaftrous

mealire. Intorder to give any legal validity to the acts of

~ this Houfe, I have already fhewn that this Houfe muft be

fuppofed to fpeak the fenfe of the People.  Docs any man
deny thig pofition ? If he does, let him fpeak now.— Not a
word—Nbo ; the propofition is too plain to be denied, even
by the flippant fervility of a placeman or a penfioner. “The
doftrine is too well rivetted in the hearts of this nation to
“be combated without probable danger and certain difgrace.

We have not yet proftrated the caufe of truth at the feet of
D

S —



¢ 18 )

military defpotifm. The moft arrant courtier of you all
will therefore not deny, that the votes of this Houfe are, by\
the Conftitution, prefumed to be the voice of the People.
Well, how ftands the cafe in truth and in fa even in this
Houfe : —With all your artifices, with all your influence,
with all your rﬁcnaces, with all your temptations, with all
your promifes, you have not been able to thake the fteady

virtue of thirty-nine county Members, and the great ma-

Jority of the Members for your open towns. You know,

that with the proportion of near two to. one of fuch Mem-
bers againft your meafure, youcannot be audacious enough
to fay, that you have even the fenfe of Parliament with you.
No; you have the conflitutional fenfe of Parliament decided}y
againft you. Do you pretend to fay, that two or three Bur-
gefles arc the People? Whese are the People to be found ?
They are to be foundiin their conflitutional and colleQive
capacity out of this Houfe, or. by their 724/, and not fiflitious,
reprefentatives within this Houfe. When I mention the
word ¢ Pcople;” I mean-not the populace. When I
fpc;k of their conftitational and colle@ive capacity out of the
Houfe, I hold a language that is as old as the Conftitution
— I fpeak of Petitions to Parliament—I fpeak of county
meetings under the Sheriff or Magiftrates —I fpeak of that
right which reverts to the People by the death or diffclution
of the Parliament. You know the People are almoft unani -
moufly againft you, and therefore it. is that you treat as
ridiculous and - dangerous. any appeal to the People. You
know the real reprefcntatives of the People in this Houfe are
againft you ; and thercfore it is that you contend that a
majority, which you have acquired by means too notorious

to delerve comment, is the fenfe of the nation  You tell



£ 4 )

this nation openly, that you are to make pecuniary comperi-
fation to your borough proprietors. The Noble Lord has
ftated it diﬂi’néﬂy‘in his fpeech ; and you, in the fame
breath, contend, that a majdrity, which you avow you have
bought, fhall bind the people.— Gracious God! can any
thing be more vile or monftrous than this? Will the
Britith Nation, in whofe fate we have been and are fo deeply
interefted, whofe {ufferings we have fhared, and are willing
ftill to (hare, with whom we are willing to ftand or fall—
will they, I fay, endure it, that we, the people of Ireland,
fhould be facrificed to a theory which cannot fail, fooner or
later, to proftrate the Britith Conftitution? If Ireland be
flaves, Britain never can be free— Slavery is a malady of a
' rioft infe@ious nature—And is there an Englithman to be
found who will not admit, that to force a Conftitution on s
wh'-ich we hate, is TYRANNY, and that the fubmiflion thereto
is SLAVERY ! The fame Minifter who mocks the rights of
Ireland will not fail to trample on the rights of Britain too.
Unwife (not to fay ungencrous) will be the condu&t of Great
Britain, if the fuffers this country to be a fullen and relu&ant
part of the Britith empire. The people of Great Britain -
(I do yerily believe it, Mr. Speaker) are 'ignorant of our
real fituation ¢ they are too -good and too wife to fuffer the
Minifter to perfevere in a meafure which this nation exe-
drates. Ifthere be any doubt on this head, refort to any
conftitutional mode of collecting the {enfe of the people—
Let the Parliament be diffolved—In fthort, let this meafure
hav.c fome claim or other to the acquiefcence and obedience
‘of the people.— What would be thought by the people of
Gréat Britain, if, on a meafure of vital conféquence, the

Minifter were to perfevere againft the determined oppofition
D ‘2 '
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of the independent part of the Britith Parliament ; -‘If,.a’ 1

majority of the country and great towns, in the proportion of
twolto one, were to fcﬁﬁ, not oniy an ordinary mgafurc-, .Lbut‘
an awful changc of their C’onﬁitution, wénuld ‘:iley hefitate
in pronouncing a Miniﬁ;r, who would think of prc;cs:eding
on the firength of a mere borough majority, either a tyrant,
ar infane? . And that which is againft the eternal pr_In_dplcs
of truth and juftice in Great Bl‘itélill,a is fo here, and elfe-

where.  Tyranny-or infanity have no ¢laimsto refpect from

friends or foes. We can expect ‘no fair dealing from the
the Britith Minifter ; but we have a.rfél;; to it from the

Britith people—They will “be recompenfed —they never: ‘

thall look in vain for the cordial and eﬁ'caugl co-opetation
of Ireland —Lhis is the fpecies of Union which, while it is
honourable to Ireland, will be ufeful to _Gréa_t Britain, —
I ndeed, Sir, this competeney. or omnipotence of Parliament
to change the Conf‘tirution, is more abfurd, the more it is
confidercd.~ I fhall Bot,won this head, detain you much
longey. in | 3 ‘

Look to the arguments of the Britith Minifter, and hig
difciples in this country : Say they,' ‘¢ As you have no con-
¢ fidence iq;'yp,u; own Parliam{:nt_, rédrcfs yourfelves by re-

¢ forting 1 animpartial Imperial Parliament: as your own

¢ Patliament is notorioufly and intolerably corrupt, try your

¢ hand with our pure and virtuous Parliament ; as_your own
“ Parliament is inadequate to extricate you from your ftate of
* miferyand diftrefs, refort to ours ; and you will find your
l‘f manners imprdvcd, your morals cultivated, your religious
“ (e&ds {ubfide, yoﬁrhagr_iéulttlrc promoted, your commerce
— iﬁd"eafﬁd:d}’oﬁurmanufaé}urés multiplied, your condition
¢ ameliorated,” Yet is it contended by thofe very mé'n wh_q

*
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to adminifter any relief to our diftreffes, which is unable to
- mend the Conflitution even with the withes of the people,
‘ yet is competent to change or deftroy the Conftitution, againft
 the exprefs will and defire of the fame people,

Sir, the propofers and fupportcrs of this meafure recom-
mend it to the Irith people as fraught with many and fin-
gular advantages : they tell you, it will glvc you ¢ the Bri-
tith Conflitution ; that it will extend your commerce and
- multiply your manufa&ures ; that it is a meafure of identi-

I ﬁcanon and that it will give you peace. T objed to the
Umon becaufe it cannot give to the Irifh people the Britith
Confhrut:on 3 becaufc the miferable addition of one hun-
dred Irith Members whofe condu@ is fubje@ to no imme-
diate infpe@ion and controul, does neceffarily tend to increafe

,an influence already “too powerful for the liberties of the
people —aninfluence already {upported at an enormous price,
whereby individuals enjoy a difgraceful and faftidious fplen-
dour at the expence of rhc public—an influence that muft
neceflarily bring within its corrupted circle, a great portion
at leaft of thofe pirliamentary miflionaries from the Irith
nation, who, from motives of felf. mfcreﬂ or motives of de-
fpair, will prefer a bribe or a place to the ufelefs honour of
making an meﬁ‘eé}ual ftand in favour of the profperity of
Treland, | & ob_]e& to this Unicn, becaufe, from the nature
nfour reprefentation, Ireland cannot fend forth even the {mall-
£ﬂ portion of itstalent, to be the fentmel of Irith interefts,
or the champlon of Irifh rights. T obje@ to this Umon,
becaufe ‘it puts an eternal extinguifher on the rifing _genius
of my country. I obje& to this Umon becaufe it degrades
Fgl%nd ln the eyes of the world-—-—bccaufc, from the mo-

hold this language, that a Parliament which is incompetent ™ -
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ment that it paﬂ'cs, Ircland never can be known or heard of

but through the medium of fome notonouslob or of filent and
difgraceful acquiefcence. I object to this Union, becaufe an
hundred [rith Members, even gifted with hcavenly illumin-
ation and godlike uprightnefs, cannot do more ‘than record,

by the fplendid firuggles of unfuccefsful virtwe, the triumph
of Britifh injuftice over Irifh mnbformnc I objeét to this
Uhnioh, becaufe it does, in my mind, go to demolifh the al-
rcady tottering roof of the Britith Conftitution, and leave no
covering for the people but ander the wings of unprmcnplcd
defpotifm. I objeét to this Union, becaufe it doth deftroy
that Conftitution which was the fplendid monument of
political virtue, ‘wifdom;and fpirit—a Conftitution that |
had once fondly hoped would have been regarded as the ta-
bernacle of the gods of old, to be approached with awe, to be
contemplated with veneration, and to be violated with death
—a Conftitgtion whofe birth was attended with all the gl-'
pantic emblems of heroic virtue, promulgated in accents to
be heard at the poles, and vifible to mankind by the ﬁead}"
{plendour of its iNlumination. I objeét to"a meafure which
not oply dims the luftre, but deftroys the effence of a Con-:
Gitution, which T truft in God will never ceafe to fhed lts
light upon the people, until, after having pcrformcd its Ordl- |
nary-courfc, it yiclds (o nothing but the imperious dictates

of nature. ;
But the Union i 1s to give you advantages commercial and
manufallural. me what quarter are thefe advantages to’;‘
proceed 2 Great Britain cannot give thcm-——for the beft of‘
21 hurnan reafons, having nothing to give. But fuppoﬁnn'
for 2 moment, that it were in her power to concede unto thm

pation advantages of fuch a nature, yet would fhe not do it
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her circumftances, her neecflities, require the aid of all hef

.own refources : if the could be generous, fhe would not ;
i‘ fhe would, the could not—No ' Believe me, it is not in
the chara&er of nations to exercife the principles of an ab-
firact gcneroﬁty It is not poflible for a nation, finking
under its difireffes, to pradife a virtue unknown to it in the
brighteft day of its profperity. On thefe heads, therefore,
do you delude yourfelves when you calculate any. thing upon
the feore of Britith liberality, It may beobjefted to me
here, that I am arguing to a diftin@nefs after the Union,
when by the \Union fuch diflinétnefs mut be removed.
hat I have not fo done, will appear when I come to {peak
of the Union as a meafure of identification.  But, after all,
what good will arife to you from the increafe of your com-
‘merce, and the extenfion of your manufaGures?  None :
 ,~ have as much commierce and manufalures as befit
"jzw infant profpcnty., There can be no encouragement or
ecurity for any advantages, without the afliftance of a- frcc
,nﬂltutlon. A nation dﬁ\«oted to commerce, without re-
gard to Conflitution, muft ultimately become a nation of
flaves. But who has ever heard of buying commerce at the
Xpence of the Conflitation ? It is a trafic unknown to
the intereficd {peculations of mabkind——l have heard of,
I have feen-a nation of Conftitution- makers ; but who
has ever heard.of a- nation of Conftitution- -mongers ¢ [
have feen a nation defiroy a Conftitution, and wading throug!
feas of blood to another, which was perhaps worfe : but who

gcard of any nation barterm dellbcratc]y bartering, -
S @ﬁlmtlon for a bribe }—No ; you might travel

irough the {wamps and marthes of Holland, you might
| .vcy a people devotcd to gold, a nation of mifers, a traf-
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fickirig people, buying and felling every thing, and- nof
find a fingle man who wotld fet up his liberty to the
higheft and faireft bidder. T may be told that our libcrt'jr
is a notion, and out independence a chimera: Be it fo:
but if that notion and that cliimera make me Happy, I will
-~ not fell them for any earthly human confideration — Sooner
would I feclude this nation from all human intercourfe, than
fcll a drachm of public liberty for“the commerce of the
habitable globe. '

| I obje&, Sir, to this Union, becaufe, inficad of a meafure
of identification, it is a meafure of difunion. H" I fhall here
take occafion to make one or two remarks on the {tatement
of the Noble Lord—He has ftated to this Houfe, that, at
the commencement of the war, the refpe@ive debts of Great
Britain and Ircland were in the ratio of 100 to 1 j while,
at the prefent day, the proportion is as 13 to 1.~—Sir, give.
me leave to fay, that the Noble Lord has exaggerated the
firft, and greatly undcr-flated the fecond, as may be eaﬁlfi1
feen by an'infpe@ion of the papers on yoar table. But,
were the ftatement corre@, what would the Noble Loi’cﬁg-“i
infer 2 That we cannot go on without adopting a mcafuré;'
whieh, in the financial department, he conceives a meafu‘r#
" of retrenchment for Ireland. 'When I come to confider thti-
department in the detail, I hope to be able to thew, that nﬂ?
only the Noble Lord’s flatements zre incorrect, but that his
© deduéions have been fallacious—1I hope to be able to ﬂ!eW@_\
that if the Union exifted at the commencement of the waf
this nation would (even on his own plan of calculation) ow
much more than it does “at -prefent. But, Sir, therc.i"g
nothing alarming in this  exaggerated difproportion ; aqd if
I may be permitted to refort to a fimple, and, perhaps, &

!
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vulgar illuftration, I might thew how fallacious this deduc-
tionis. May I puta fimple cafe ? When the Noble Lord
was one year old, and his father was thirty, his father of
courfe was thirty times as old as he; but, at this day, if
the Noble Lord’s father were to continue the proportion, he
would be a fuccefsful compct'i'tor with a2 man named Methu-
falem. But to procccd to.this miraculous meafure of iden-
tification—The Noble Lord has truly ftated, that there are
but two methods by which the refpeclive debts of both nations
could be arranged, wiz. 1ft, by Great Britain paymg to Ire-
land fuch a fum of money as would put the fyﬂem of taxation
on a proportional footing ; or, 2dly, by keeping the refpective
debts of both countries feparate and diftin&. This latter
method is the one adopted. Here then, Mr. Speaker, is a
diftin@nefs recognized by the very terms of the Union ; and
what fpecies of ditin@nefs ¢ That of all others, whether
it be confidered with reference to individuals or nations,
which is the moft likely to be a bone of contention—it is
the diftin@nefs of the purfe, Now let me put this poiat to
you in a very fimple way—fince the. debts of the two
countries are to be kept .diﬁin&, it follows of courfe, that
~ the means by which thefe debts are to be paid muft be alfo
kept diftin& and feparate. Now what are thefe means, and
from what fources. do they arife ? They are the cuftoms
and excife, whieh arifz from commerce and internal duties.
-Since I am warranted in confidcring thefe refources as a fixed
and given quantity, it follows of courfe, that in proportion
as Ireland gains, Great Britain muft lofe, and wice verfa.
- What now becomes of thofe fplendid advantages which Great
Britain is to concede to, or divide with Treland? What
think you now of this meafure of identification? Yes; you

E
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may add Ireland to Great Britain ; but 'tis God alone that
can identify them. I know of no identification that could
be ufeful or honourable, fave that which flows through the
avenues of the hcart-—cvcry thing demonftrates to-me that it
is no meafure of 1dcnt1ﬁcatlon, but a meafure of ﬁnancc—
that dreadful word y Revenue” loft America—I will not |
fay more. 1 would recommend it to the Minifter to be {a-
tisfied with the fpontaneous effufions of Irith liberality. He
will find a fyflem of friendfhip more produ@ive than a
fyftem of domination. Let me hear no more of this iden-
tification—when the Irifh people feel in contradi@ion to the
impulfes of nature ; when to be debafed, is to be confidered
cxalted ; when to be betrayed, is to be confidered pro-
tected ; when to be cajoled, is to be confidered as fairly dealt
by ; when a fenfe of injury and injuftice is to be converted
into a fentiment of affeftion and gratitude,—then, and then
only, may it be faid, than an Union of Legiflatures will be
a meafure of identification.”

I obje&, Mr. Spcakcr, to the Union, becaufe, inftead of
peace, I confider it a meafure of war; yes, it will give
that peace which exifts between the imbecility of opprefled
and difarmed virtue, and the triumph of victorious crime ;
yes, it willlgive the peace that exifts between the devoted
viftim, and the mercilefs affaffin ; yes, it will give you the
chearlefs peace of the tombs. Yes, Sir, the Britith Minifter
will give you peace, when, after enforcing the meafure we
hate, he, like the midnight murderer, leans in hideous atti-
"tude over the proftrate liberties of Ireland.—<Vain calcula-
tor! who can prefer this peaee to -that which heaven-
born, heaven-defcending, moves with angcl ftep, and is

decked with angel graee ; that peace which travels unarmed
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through your land ; that pczice: which generated by affee-
tion, and living in the heart, is as eternal as are the prinei-
ples of life ; that peace whofe bounties are not dealt out
by the ftandard of a contracted meafure, but are the plen-
teous offerings of an overflowing heart 2 This is the un-
parchmented, unarticled pcacc,h that fhould exift between
Great Britain and Ircland.

I come now, Sir, toa topic not unfuccefsfully ufed by
the advocates for Union ; I come to a topic on which one
gentleman in this Houfe (who laft year rejeCted the
Union, and maintained the incompetence of this Houfe
to ena& it) has given in this feflions his vote in fup-
port of it.—I am going to fpeak of the imputed cor-
ruption of Parliament. In order to give this miferable
pofition the femblance of argument, two propofitions thould
appear clear and felf-evident: “Firft, that our Conftitu-
tion, as at prefent efablifhed, does contain in it no re-
cuperative quality, by which this corruption can be reme-
died ; and, fecondly, that even though it did, yet that it
would nct be as fafe for the people of Ireland to recur to this

correQive expedientawithin the Conftitution, as to adopt this _

-mcéfure of an Union, which exterminates the Confitution.
Now, itis a g;ofs libel on the Conftitution, which you fo glo-
rioufly achieved, to fay, that it does not itfelf fupply all the
materials neceflary to its improvement and ftability, Woe
" to the country that is obliged to travel beyond the landmarks
of its own Conflitution for the prefperity and happinefs of
its people! Bafe, abject, and degraded the nation that would
Jook for any other interference than its own for the internal
peace and tran;]uillity of its inhabitants ! 'What has become
“of that hefoic virtue, that fteady wifdom, which only a fewr
E 2
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years back raifed you from a fiate of infignificance and
ﬂavcry, to the meridian of liberty and fplendor?  Think
not that thefe qualities have been banithed from among us.

If their operations be not extinguithed by your folly, and
your bafenefs, they will, ere long, re-afcend to their fation,
and, under their altive and fuccefsful influence, your deftiny
can neither be remote nor doubtful. Let:no man tell you
that the corruption of your Parliament is an irrefragable
ground for its annihilation.

~ If this corruption, fo much boafted by the advocates of
this hateful meafure, has grown upon the fair form of your
Conflitution, think not that the cafe is defperate—think not
that it is any thing more than a vile excrefcence, which im-
pairs its béauty, but deftroys not its effence ; and which re-
V_Q(IJuircs not the dagger, but the aid of a flight operation to get
- rid of for ever. Let no man perfuade you that you never
can remove it, butiby the ignominious death of the Conftitu-
tion itfelf. What inherent and peculiar malady is there in
the Conflitution of Ireland, that it fhall be competent for
any man to confi ign it to the Hofpital of Incurables? What
would be thought by the people of England, if any Minifter
- were ferioufly to tell them, that their Conflitution muft be
defiroyed, becaufe it could not ‘be repaired 2 Is there any
thing in  the charater or genius of your country which fe-
lefls you from the reft of mankind, as fit to liften to fo
wicked and contemptible an argument as this ? This argu-
ment never was generated but by the hardened effrontery of
vice j it never was liftened to but by the abje& fervility of
defpair. I promife you, that unlefs you yoﬁrfclvcs become
the murderers of youf infant Conftitution, its maturer years

will afford unto yourfelves and children the bleffings of a frce
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people. I promife you that you are not afked to exchange it -

for a better. I promife you that thofe very men, who have
not been prompted to the exercifc of political virtue by the
confcioufnefs of right, and the gentle admonitions of your
Conftitution, muft either quit their pofts, or act under the
terrors of its honeft indignation. = Blame not the Conftita-
tion itfelf, that it has been defiled ; it never has fubmitted to
voluntary proftitution.  If fome of its natural guardians and
protectors have bafcly trafficked on its youthful beauty, there

are others who have not ccafed to watch it with all the vigi-

-

lance and anxiety of parental care—yes—I promife you
that the ‘talent and virtue of your country are at this mo-
ment its centinels. I tell you that thofe very centinels {ee
and feel the glorious refufcitation of your Conflitution in
the difcomfiture of this abominable meafure.

No doubt we have had fome reafon to complain ; no
doubt that the charalter of Parliament had fallen fomething
in the pubhc eftimation. But if the fource of that grievance
be the decline of that conne@ion, which, in a Conftitution
like ours, fhould ever exift between the Parliament and
the People ; is there a man of commbn underftanding, who
can maintain that this very conne&ion, fo effential to our
profperity, is likely to be firengthened and improved by fub-
du@ing the conduét of the reprefentative from the immediate
infpe&tion and cenfure of him who made him ? Is there
any man fo perverted in underflanding, as not to fee that
even our conftitutional controul, were it to exift, could avail
nothing againft the over-weening of a Britifp Minifter in a
Britifb Parliament? 1 tell you you are not warranted in
facrificing a Conffitution which has not had a fair trial ;
which has not yet arrived at its period of maturity. I tell

e T e
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you, you are ungrateful to your Conflitution, which, in the
period of 17 years has done mo}é, aye much’ more, than
you were able to get during fix hundred yeats, in which you
were the elemofinary’ obje&ls of Britith generofity. I tell
you, you have no right to difpofe of the inheritance of your
children, I tell you, you might as well liften to the im-
pious propofal of your phyfical extinétion, as adopt this
meafure, which, in its nature, deftroys the \féry prin‘c"iplc‘ofj
‘regeneration. I tell you, if Parliament has been corrupt,
and the people debafed, you have no right to exclude your
children from the exercife of fuccefsful virtue. I tell you,
in one word, that this corruption of Parliament is perifth-
able, and is perithing ; and that you have no right to give
utito falthood and crime an - attribute ‘which exclufively be-
longs to the eternal immutability of trath and virtue,

But fuppofing for a moment that Parliament were, in the
words of His Majefty’s Minifters, ¢ incorrigibly corrupt,”
what will you gain by the exchange ? = Nothing. : Are you
yet to learn, that, withéut the affiftance of an hundred Irith
Members,. the Britith Parliament has manifefted as much
fcjrﬁlity and abjeét compliance as was éver vifible in your
own Parliament, even before the birth of your prefent Con-
ftitution {. Are you yet to learn, that a Minifter, who has
fcarcely left a fhred of the old Confiitution together, by
which' its i’dcntiry can be afcertained—a haughty, vindiQive,
tyrannical, difcomfited Minifter, continues even now to ride
triumphant on a large majority ?  Arc you yet to learn, that
it is this very man who has been always your gpen and
avowed enemy—this very man who has-been the author of
all our complaints and grievances, who has now bethought
himfelf of this meafure of owr falvation? Are you yet to
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learn, that, during the too long and too fatal adminiftration

of this very man, your own’ Parliament has exhibited fome
fplendid inftances of real virtue ; -while, during the fame
jperiod, the Britith Parliament has not been able to redeem
~ the uniformity of its compliance by a_fingle a& of conftitu-
&.tional energy and fuccefs? Are you yet to learn, that this
~ very Minifter full well knows, that his falling power never
{ can be pr(‘)pped, but by adminiftering unto the bankrupt ne-
L)f ceflities of Great Britain, the frefh and vigorous refources of
:; your beautiful country ¢ I tell you, this man has no notion
" of your utility, but in your facrifice—1I tell you, he is afraid
to truft to the unbought offices of friendthip, while he thinks
it poffible that he may ftand on the ground of unprincipled
power and authority-=aye, I tell you, if that unfortunate
day fhould ever ai‘rive; you will be fagrificed, you will be
ground—and in the moment: of your defolation, you will
) curfe the ébjc& feeling which made you defpond of the fafety
. of your country—1I"tell you, there is not a man among you,
who has been influenced by this wretched and impudent ar-
gument, who can affign a'bc'tter motive for his conduct
than the bafett of all human motives —defpair.

But if this argument be in its nature weak and delufive,
what think you of the circumftances under which it is
offered to the publie notice? = Have the people of Ircland,
who alone are, or can be, the vi@ims of this corruption of
Parliament, come forward to demand its extermination ?
Have the people of Ireland, in the paroxyfm of their de-
fpéir, ever called upon the Britith Minifter to refcue them

_ from their Parliament, and allow them to take fanttuary in
a tabernacle of his creafion? Far otherwife. You know

o they never dreamt of this execrable meafure ; much lefs
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could they forclee the audacious arguments by which it is
attempted to be fupported. No, no; this very meafure has
been propofed, and this vcry‘argumcnt relied on, by thofe
very men who have been felling the people, and who now
wifh to traflic upon their own crimes. It is not fufficient
with them that they have proftituted the charaer of Par-
liament, unlefs they can turn that very proftitution to their
own private advantage and emolument. ‘What can be faid
of a meafure, recommended and countenanced by thofe very
men, whole flagitious conduét has firft created the argument,
and wno think they cannot confiftently finith their political
carcer, unlefs they can convert their unbluthing fhamelefs
profligacy into an inftrument of perfonal felfifh fpeculation?
Does the hiftory of any country afford an inftance of fuch
abandoned political corruption as this? When was it ever
heard of, that the governors of a free country had the auda-
city to call upon the people to be the bidders for their public
crimes? When was it ever heard of, that a people above
the fituation of the moft abje& flavery, ever helped their
governors to profit by their crimés, and to ride triumphant on
their gvowed remuneration 2 When was it ever heard of,
that a brave and generous people confented to become the
duped accomplices of fo nefarious a traffic as this? There
was a time at which no man would have ventured to have
ftated; much lefs argued with unrelaxed gravity, {fuch propo-
fitions as thefe. There was a time at which the authors of
this meafure could not, throughout your whole country, have
enlifted in their fervice a fingle bafe or dithonourable feel-
ing: they might have traverfed Ireland from North to
South, from Eaft to Weft, and not have found an indi-
vidual, in whofe heart they could take poft for a moment—
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ho; thcv ‘could not have found a fingle man, whofec ftub- p

born virtue they could have. hOped to have ftaggered, on fo
bafe and dithonourable a ground, as his timidity, or his
defpair. The fentiments that bave been, may be, and, if
vou profit by the pafling events, they afluredly will ke.
Sure T am, howevcr,-. that there can be little doubt of the
iflue of a contet between talented virtue, -and untalented
erime; L g —

I obje&,- Sit, to this»Union, becaufe it tends not only to
increafe, but to perpetuate a grievance which, has already
proved, in no {mall degree, inj»urious;‘,;pf,.thc: profperity of
Ireland : it neceffarily tends to reduge abfenteethip to the
regularity of a fyftems ‘Think not! that your propertied

gentry will ftay heres... The blefling of a refident landlord

“will be a rare commodity in Irelands . The meafure itfclf

does in terms fend forth no fmall pertion of your landed
propérty—-—but it is its fullen and remote - eonfcquences that
L. dread. Thofe who withyme fecl -that this Union is
hateful to the nation, will have little affeGtion for a fpot
which can only tend to remind them of their misfortunes,

This ‘meafure can have no  intrinfic’.goodnefs, which can

compeufate for the thock it gives to national honour. It is

not human to ftifle a_fenfe of injury, by the expedient of a

cold and unfecling caleulation. . This meafure, I fay, can

~have no fubftandal  merit, ean confer no. fubftantial ad-

vantage, as long. as it is remembered that it owed its fuccefs
to the artifices, of fraud or the authonty of arms. Drefs
your Union in whatfoever language you pleafe; as long as it
is hateful to the nation, it is a meafure of conqueft, and not
a meafurc of treaty. Defcant as long'as you think fit upon
the beneficial confequences of your meafare, you never wilj

F.
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be able to make the people forget the injury, or forgive its
authors. Believe me, there is not a man of independent
mind, or independent means, who will be fatisfied with a
country which can exhibit nothing but the emblems of its
former pride, and its prefent humiliation. — But agaih: Do
you think you can keep Ircland without the aid of a ftrong
military force? The Noble Lord has avowed the inten-
tion of increafing the peace eftablithment. I tell the Noble
Lord, he can have no peace eftablifhment in Ireland, in
cafe he forces the Union. I tell the Noble Lord, that a
war cftablithment will-render his Union inoperative and in-
effe@ual. The means to preferve, will not fail to deftroy,
the country,  Great Britain, I fay, cannot afford even the
reluéant Loyalty of Ireland: No; fhe cannot do without
her cordial co-operation. ~ But think you that moderate
men will remain in a eountry which it requires a pro-
digious army to cover? Think you that thofe who have
been bred up in the habits of enjoying a free Conflitution,

will be fatisfied with a country, on which there can exift but

the authority of armed laws, and the fulky fubmiffion of re-
lu@ant obedience ?——But this is not all ; a meafure which
contra@s the circle of national ambition, neceffarily fends
into exile a great proportion of the aétive mind of your
country : -therefore it is that I obje&t to a meafure which,
inftead of putting the talent of your country into requifition
for your country, tends to reduce it to a fyftem of foreign
adventure—Your great proprictors will be abfentees ; your
men of genius will be adventurers—With all your affer-
tions, this country can have no charms for thofe who love
liberty, and who feel the ambition of being known by the

fuccefsful efforts of patriotic virtue.
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*I obje&t, Mr. Speaker, to this Union, becaufe it is ad-
mitted on all hands, that it will be injurious to the interefts
of this proud city. I object to this Union, becaufe it is not
fafe to irritate the mighty population of this great town.
When the Noble Lord talks of a mere locality, when
fpeaking of Dublin, he has mifcalculated. If the me-

tropolis be ruined, the country cannot be advantaged.

There is no fuch ditin@&nefs and difconneétion between the
capital and the reft of the kingdom. It is/in my§ mind,
like the heart, propelling heat and life to the extremities :
it is the pride and ornament of our common country it is
not fafe, I fay, to irritate its monftrous population. I my-
{elf have feen fome revolutions ; they all commen-ed, and
were completed in the capital. =~ Are you not difmayed
when, in pafling through the ftreets of this the third me-
tropolis in Europe, you cannot fee a fingle man, whofe
countenance befpeaks not determined hoftility to your mea-
fure? Are you not alarmed at the fteady and determined
language they hold, even at a time in which there is fcarcely
to be feen a {trcet without a barrack, or a houfe without-a
foldier? Think you that thefe fymptoms will die away ?
Think you that this difcontent is temporary } Think you
that this language is the refult of a romantic pride? = You
are but bad reafoners and forry politiciahs, when you think
that Dublin will, at any time, be reconciled to this meafure.
You muft not only defiroy every trace of thofe {plendid
monuments which at this moment frown upon your mea-
fure, but you muft intercept the future hiftory of the Irith
nation. Believe me, Dublin will never be fatisfied with
the funeral honour, of being another Palmira ; it will not
F 3
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fubmit to the mournful dignity -of defert fireets and claffic
ruins.  On this topic alone you are unwife, if not un_,uﬁ to -
-force the a& of Union. _

I obje&t to this Union, beeaufe it is a ;;olitical'cxpcrif
ment for the operation and effe@ of which there can be no -
human refponfibility. I obje& to this Union, becaufe it is
propofed to this nation-at a feafon little calculated for new
-and-untried theory. ~ There is no confiftency in this. ~ The
Minifter of Great Britain never fails to hurl the thuader of
eloquent inveftive, againft political mnovanons, againft
Ayftems of external union 'and incorporation ; and yet he
choofes this' as the feafon for a moft 'awf'ul innovation, " for
an imaginary fyflem of union and incorporation.  Is there
mothing in the latter 'yeﬁrs‘ of the eighteenth century that
might give him an ufeful leffon on the fubje& of political
change ¢ ‘What human forcf'ght has covered the laft ten
years of the expiring century?  Who, ten years ago, could
have calculated -on the events which have happened fince ?
I hefitate not to fay, that fome ‘events have happened which
have ‘mocked all human forefght and baffled all human
calculation ? Who, ten years ‘ago, ’ could have guefled at
the fate of the European {yftems ? Who, ten years ago,

could have forefeen the ‘prefent condition of the. European
 world 2 What will ‘be faid at this moment of the perma-
r\nency of any new fyftem, when the old and eftablithed infti-
tutions have nelrly undergone the common lot of huma-
nity 5 when the Germanic Union itfelf is tottering to its
bafe ;- when, perhaps, a fingle battle may convert the
grandeft political firucture i Europc into a fhapelefs mafs
of mlghtv ruin ¢ How have thefe things happened ¢ By
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_the love of change. - Is it then prudent at fuch feafon, not
. only to recommend, but cnforec-new. doStrines by the au-
thority of Minierial power? Isitata moment at which,
..in this weftern empire, political virtue-and wifdom may be
_{aid_to confift in the veneration paid to old and ‘eftablithed
in(titutions, t,h:it it is prudent not to correét, but to extermi-
: ha_tc i that it is judicious to dwell on the deformities of
your Conftitution, while you throud, its beautics j that itis
wife to hold it up to ths people as an objedof horror and
/ difgq{’s_? ¥ While the Minifter, flatters himiclt. he may be
~able to deltroy your @-oh,{’ritu_tion ~whichvhe fo abufes, he
does not recolleét how difficulr it will be to make the pecple
cnamourgd.with a Conflitution of his making. Woe unto
a fyftem of dangerous experimesitl: Woe unto. thofe who
‘are fetting the public mind afloat! | While the machin:z-
tions of man can be able to fét itsin motion, let it berecol-
le@ed, that it is God alone canifhape its courfe, or {top its
progrefs, - The’Minifier may ‘difguft the people with their
prefent Cenfiitution ; but he will do bhut mifchicf, unlefs

he can.go farther, and“make them bow in grateful fub-

" miffion to his fantattieidel. On this head, therefore, do I

declare myfclf-in epen hoftility to your projeted Union

I obje&, Sir, to the Union, becaufe it goes to make Ire-
land a provi_qé_e. When Antoninus Caracalla gave to
the inhabitants of' the provinges, thﬁ_._.ﬁilé, title, and privi-
leges of Roman citizens, what was his object,and what were
his meansé. His objed waée revenue ;~ his means were
tyran[;)g and oppreflion,  Sir, there is no inftance in hiflory
of ‘ai nation feparated from the governing country by the

fea, that ever 'was profperous or free.  What was the fate

- ’
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of one of the moft lovely iflands in the world, when apper-
faining to the freeft frate upon carth?  Sicily, with alkits
advantages of nature, was facrificed to the jealous freedom
of Athens. Thereis fomething in the charaéter of Britons,
even on the fcore of freedom, that little difpofes me to de-
pend on them for mine, With fome truth it has been re-
marked by a very great man (Mr., Sh_eridén], that the Englith
are {o fond ef liberty themfelves, they cannot fpare an atom
of it to any other people on earth, I am not enamoured of
the fituation in which T find the provinces of Britain ; coaft
along the fhores of Coromandel and Malabar ; traverfe the
country from its fouthern to its northern extremity, and you
will fearcely find a fingle acre, or a fingle individual holding
out the afpect of pratetted humanity. Coaft along thofe lovely
iflands planted in the bofom of the weftern ocean, and what
do you fee there?  Cultivation produced by the traffic of
nature, and human condition a fyftem of flavery and op-
preflion.  Travel along the banks of the Ganges, and tell
me whether, when you contemplate the ftifled beauties and
energies of nature, you will become the advocate for proud
imperial legiflation ¢ I love not this word empire ; it has
deluged the world with blood, and never was achieved but
by the downfall of the liberties of mankind. As for me, I
own I havea delight in contemplating the many and various
advantages of my country; I have perfuaded myfelf that
Providence has been moft bounteous to us. [ have not
lefs delight in contemplating, that we have no empire to
gain, no nations to conquer, no purfuits of ambition to run.
No ; we have no claim to the crimes and the execrations of

alpiring humanity ; we have no title to the armerial- bears
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ings and bloody monuments of aggrefiive victory ; we are
an humble, but a contented people. We think we have a
right to be free ; we feel we have received that gift from the

hands of God, and we truft that it is by the hands of God -
alone refumable.

THE END.
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