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MR. GOOLD’S SPEECH,
»

I N  T H E

I R I S H  H O U S E  O F  C O M M O N S ,

On Friday, the 1 4 th o f  February, 1 8 0 0 .

U n u s u a l  as it m ay feem , M r . Speaker, that a M e m 

ber w ho has but ju ft  had the h o n o u ^ o f taking his feat in 

this H oufe, ihould prefent h im fe lf to your notice, and throw 

h im felf on your indulgence ; yet does he th in k  h im fe lf not 

only warranted, but called upon, to d eliver h is fentim ents 

and opinions on the aw fu l queftion w h ich  fo deeply agitates 

the public m ind. I f  he (hould even take up m ore o f  the 

tim e o f  the H ou fe than is cuftom ary upon a firft occafion, he 

hopes the m agnitude and im portance o f  the fu b jeft w ill en - 

fure him  that attention w h ich , on an y other occafion, he 

could not a ik  or expeét. In  truth, S ir, the tim es w e liv e  

in  feem  unm arked by any o f  the ordinary rules o f  hum an 

proceeding. Perhaps the hiftory o f  the w orld , from  the 

creation to thç prefent h ou r, never exhibited to the eyes or 

underftanding o f  m en a fp e â a c ie  m ore Angular than that
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before me. I  am  at this m om ent addrefling an affembly 

w hich it had been our pride and our boaft to have con- 

fidered as the representative wifdom and integrity o f  the 

Iriih  nation. O n  what fubjedl am I  going to addrefs them* 

W i l l  pofterity believe that a propofition had been made to 

this H oufe, that it fhould become its ow n accufer, and be 

its ow n judge ? W i l l  pofterity believcf that this H oufe not 

only liftened without indignation to this im pious propofal, 

but, in compliance with the mandate o f  a foreign power, ac- 

cufed and pronounced upon itfelf the fentence o f  an igno

minious condemnation ? A m  I ,  then, wrong in ftating, that 

the hiftory o f  the world has furniihed no inftance like this ? 

A  propofal, I  fay, w hich, in defiance o f a ll the im pulfesof 

nature, and all the honourable affeftions o f  the heart, calls 

upon an aflem bly, not deftitute o f  wifdom , talent, and virtue, 

to extinguiih itfelf, on the audacious and infulting grounds 

o f  its incompetency and its crim es! S ir, I  do not yet de- 

fpair o f  the falvation o f  Ireland. T h e  late events in this 

H oufe have produced the only effe& worthy o f a nation of 

freem en. T h e y  have alarm ed, 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 o f  paralixing, they 

have infpired exertion. I do congratulate this Houfe, I do 

congratulate this N ation , that we are not aflembled here, 

with rueful countenances and dcfponding hearrs, to pay the 

laft tribute to the departed liberties o f Ireland. I do con

gratulate this Huufe and this N ation, that we have not 

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

the tomb of the Iriih Conftitution. N o ,  M r. Speaker ; 

my prophetic heart tells me, that I  ih all furvive this defperate 

effort, and that I ihall be laid low ere the Conftitution be-
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gins to droop. T h i s  N a t i o n  h a t e s  t h e  U n i o n ,  a n d  

I T  w i l l  n o t  p a s s . T h e  friends o f  the people, in this 

H oufe, are bound to m aintain their rights ; and as thofe 

rights are moft refpeded when they are beft underftood, fo 

do I proteft againft the competency o f  this H oufe to vote the 

a<S o f  U nion.

E re this degrading meafure had been^ propofed to the 

Jriih people, the grounds o f its fuccefs had been previoufly 

arranged. I t  was im agined, that no man could hope for 

the fucccfs o f  Iriih  independence, in a ftruggle againft M i

ni fterial power. T h e  event o f  the laft year has furniíhed a 

melancholy refled ion — that the v itfo ry  o f  a brave and gene

rous people over M inifterial audacity and confidence, m ight 

be converted to the mournful purpofe o f  em blazoning its 

future defeat. T h e  trium ph o f  Iriih  liberty gave to the 

Britifli M inifter a new opportunity o f  exhibiting the natural 

ftubbornnefs and pertinacity o f  his chara&er. U ntaught to 

profit by difcomfiture or m isfortune, he w ho had laid the plan 

o f the campaign againft your liberties, difdained the expedient 

o f  retreating with prudence from  the field o f  battle, but in 

the very moment o f  difafter and defeat affumes the haughty 

afpeft o f  vidlory, and the infolent language o f  trium ph. H e  

had arranged his forces, and calculated on his chances. H e  

full w ell knew  that his only chance was in Parliam ent ; and i

hence it is , that, w ith unblufliing effrontery, he contends for 

the power o f  Parliam ent againft the rights o f  the people. H e 

forefaw that 1 1 6 placemen and penfioners were better m a

terials for his purpofe, than the demands, defires, and impre- 

fcriptible rights o f  the people o f  Ireland. ’T is  ftrange, 

however, that, with as m uch argumentative power as ever 

man poffeffed, with a gigantic intelledt and copious vocabu-
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lary, this M inifter did not condefcend to argue a queftion of 
fuch magnitude à priori, but has taken port within the en

trenchments o f  two miferable precedents, v iz . the Union with 

Scotland, and the Septennial B ill in 1 7 1 6 — I refer you to 

his printed fpeeches o f  the 2 2d and 3 1 ft  o f  January 1 7 9 9 .  

I f  you w ill examine his p r o f i t i o n s  with the attention 

which a common undemanding gives to a queftion o f  no 

great difficulty, but yet o f  great importance, you will find that 

they do not contain a fingle principle on which his doflrine 

can be maintained. A s  the Britifh Minifter, who, no doubt, 

is great authority, has alfo enlifted in his caufe fome cha

r t e r s  to whom this country once looked up with venera

tion and love, I  hope it will not be deemed inappofite or 

prefumptuous, i f  I  ihould aik your particular attention, 

while I endeavour to maintain opinions founded upon the 

tnoft mature refleaion, and already given to the public in the 

moft unqualified manner. I  hope I (hall not be deemed to 

trefpafs rfiuch upon your patience, when I  alfo ftate, that my 

ob jed  is to prefent to my countrymen the nature o f  thofe 

rights which I conceive to be the unalienable inheritance o f  

the people ; thofe rights which, in contradiction to the lan

guage o f  the Britifh Minifter, never are in abeyance, but are 

veiled, and never can be diverted, either in the cabinet, or 

in the field o f  battle : their effects may be fufpended, or de

frayed  ; but the rights themfelves are unperiihable and im 

mortal, furviving with undiminiihed glory and effence the 

day o f  v id o ry , or the day o f  defeat. I t  may be imagined 

that-when I enter the lifts with the M inifter o f  Great B ri

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

ftitutional, I  undertake a taik which, from the inferiority o f  

my means, promifes little hopes o f  fuccefs. But ’tis error only
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which requires the ingenuity o f  argument, or the decoration 

o f  language. T h e  fair caufe o f  T r u th  ftands in need o f  no 

fuch fictitious fupporters ; it is its own fublimeft, m od fuc- 

cefsful advocate. T h i s  queftion, then, I dare to argue with 

any man, however fertile his genius, deep his learning, or 

pertevering his induftry. I fay if, that this H oufe is not 

competent to vote the a6l o f  U nion  ; and this I (hall en

deavour to demonftrate on the four following grounds. 

I ft, T h e  nature o f  the queftion itfelf. 2d ly , T h e  original 

conformation o f  Parliam ent, and the acknowledged deftina- 

tion o f  its duties. 3 d ly , From  precedents undeniable, and 

authorities the moft refpe&able ; and, 4 th ly , From  theaótual, 

and not theoretical, ftate o f  our reprefentation.

W it h  refpedt to the firft. T h e  advocates for the com pe

tency o f  Parliament infift, that by the U nion  there would be 

no change o f  the Conftitution ; thereby im pliedly admitting, 

that i f  it were a change o f  the Conftitution, the Parliam ent 

would not be competent to enaél it : for i f  that were not 

the neceffary implication, why employ fo m uch time, and 

beftow fo m uch trouble and pains, to prove that which, when 

proved, would be nugatory ? for i f  the Parliam ent have a 

right to change the Conftitution, why endeavour to iliew , as a 

ground for that right or competence, that a particular mea- 

fure under coniideration would not change the Conftitution ? 

Indeed, the very words adopted by the advocates for the 

competency o f  Parliam ent, leave no doubt on this head : Say 

they— u T h e  U n ion  w ill not change the Conftitution, it 

w il l  only be a n ew  mode o f  adminiftering the Conftirurion.” 

But to put. this queftion in a very fim ple manner— T h e  

U nion w ill  either change the Conftitution, or it w i l l  not ; i f  

its advocates anfwer in the negative, then it is for me to fliew
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that it  will ; i f  they anfwer in the affirmative, then I am 

brought to the fécond head o f  my divifion on this topic. 

Firft, then, (as to this queftion, and all others which form the 

ground o f  treaty between G reat Britain and Ireland), thofe 

two kingdoms m ud be coniidered, 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 Britifh 

M inifter himfelf, in his printed fpeech, page 2 r .  I f  it fo 

happened, that the Conftitution of this country were different 

from the Conftitution o f  G reat Britain, then it w il l  not be 

denied, that a meafure which gave the Britifn Conftitution in 

the place o f  the Iriih, from which it was different, would 

change the Conftitution. T h is  was the cafe o f  Scotland, 

the parliamentary Conftitution of which was elientially dif

ferent from that o f  G reat Britain ; the conftitutional prero

gatives o f  the C ro w n  o f  which were alfo different from thofe 

of the C row n o f  G reat Britain, as may be feen by two a&s o f  

Parliament in Scotland, called the A d s  of Security and C o n 

cerning Peace and W a r .  T h e  only ground, therefore, that 

the advocates for an Union have on this part of the cafe, is 

the iîmilitude between the Britifh and the Iriih Conftitutions. 

H as any one o f  thefe men faid more or lefs than this, that 

by an Union you will ftill have K ing, Lords, and C o m 

mons ?— I refer you to their printed fpeeches, their ad- 

dreffes, and their pamphlets. I f  this argument were to be 

concluiive (and i f  it be not conclujive, it can have no force at 

all), then an U nion, by which the Iriih nation would have no 

ihare in the reprefentation at all, would be no change in the( 

Conftitution ; for you would ftill have K in g, Lords, and



C om m on s— and o f  courfe the fame principle would apply* 

not only to K in g ,  L ord s, and C o m m o n s, fitting at W e f t -  

minfter, but to the fame fpecies o f  Conftitution, whether at 

Peterfburgh or Conftantinople. But to put a fimple cafe :

I t  is the undoubted Conftitution o f  Ireland, that the people 

o f  Ireland ihould be taxed by their reprefentatives only, and 

none other— W i l l  any man deny this as a prefent fubiifting 

right? I f  it requires then any meafure to alter or deftroy 

this right, the meafure w hich affe<51s it alters or deftroys the 

Conftitution, o f  which this very right forms part (and the m od 

confiderable part) o f  its effence— and, I believe, I need not 

more than aflert to thofe ftrange and infatuated conftitutional- 

ifts, that any caufe that changes part o f  the eflence o f  any fub- 

ftance, neceflarily alters the fubftance in w h ich  it is inherent. 

T h i s  holds equally in morals and politics, as w ell as in phy- 

fics. I ihould have been aihamed to argue this part o f  the 

cafe, had I not heard it gravely afferted in and out o f  P ar

liam ent, that this meafure did not in any wife alter our C o n 

ftitution. I was the more difpofed to argue this point, inaf- 

m uch as I had heard it contended by a great law  lum inary, 

w h o ,  unfortunately for the rights and liberties o f  Ireland, 

gives the afliftance o f  his fplendid talents to the M in ifter  on 

this queftion, that the U n ion  would not change the C o n ft i

tution. I f  it would not be confidered too daring to guefs at 

his opinions, I might fay that he maintains the competency 

o f  Parliam ent, on the ground alone that the U n ion  would 

not change the Irifh  Conftitution.

H a v in g  cleared the queftion as to this point, and havin g, 

as I humbly fubm it, left the advocates for this meafure no 

other hold than the abfolute authority o f  Parliam ent to 

change the Conftitution as to it (hall feem fit, let me be

( 7 )
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permitted to join iffue with them on this queftion,' and fee 

whether the Conftitution o f  this country gives to the P ar

liament a right o f  fuch tremendous magnitude. In  arguing 

this queftion, the firft confederation that prefents itfe lf is, 

what do the advocates o f the Union mean, when they fpeak 

o f  the competence o f  the Parliament to enaft this meafure ? 

A s they cannot mean that which admits o f  no argument, v iz . 

the competence o f  Parliament, at the exprefs defire, and with 

the exprefs concurrence o f  the people, fo they muft contend 

for this competence, unfupported by fuch materials as the 

defire and concurrence o f  the people. I  believe it will not 

be denied, that in all legitimate Governments, political power 

firft originated from the people— and in all free countries the 

abufe of that power takes it out o f  the hands o f  thofe to 

( whom it has been delegated, and it ultimately reverts to the 

people. T h is  principle may be faidN to carry itfelf too far—  

Granted that it might in pra& ice; but i f  the principle be not 

true, then the delegation o f  power to the individual or indi

viduals, is nothing more nor lefs than the delegation o f  that 

which may be uled or abufed at difcretion— for i f  the people 

be not the ultimate judges o f  what is the abufe o f  power, I 

ihould be glad to know who is— and I fhould alfo be glad 

to afk, in that cafe, what Governm ent could exift that 

might not be tyrannical, or otherwife, according to the 

temper, difpofition, and character o f  the governor or go

vernors r

A l l  writers admit o f  a compact, either exprefs or im 

plied, between the prince and the people ; and they at the 

fame time admit the right o f  recurrence to firft principles, in 

cafe o f  the breach o f  that compact. I f ,  then, fuch acompadt 

as this exifts, attended with fuch circumftances o f  right on



the part o f  the people, there m ay alfo exift a compadt, cither 

exprefs or implied* between the people and their rcp re- 

fentatives— and on the infringement o f  which, I truft, it w ill 

not be denied that there Should exift o f  right an adequate 

remedy. L e t  me now aik, what is meant by the term, re

prefen tatives o f  the people ? A r e  they not constitutionally 

fuppofed to be the organ o f  the people ? T h a t  is, they arc 

constitutionally fuppofed to fpeak the fentiments o f  the 

people : for were they any other, they would be any thing but 

representatives o f  the people ; and, indeed, the Prim e M i -  

nifter o f  G reat Britain  admits this to its fu lled  extent in 

his Speech, the 2 2d o f  January 1 7 9 9 ,  page 2 9 .  T h i s  is 

not only our constitutional do&rine, but it is a wife con

stitutional doétrine, becaufe it would be abfurd in the higheft 

degree to be obliged to recur to thofe fentiments w hich  the 

people have a llow ed their reprefentatives to fpeak for them. 

But in the argument on this queftion, the fallacy arifes from 

not distinguishing between the word without and the word 

againjl : according to our Constitution, the reprefentatives 

have a right to a &  without the confent o f  the people, becaufe 

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

filent.

N o w  this brings m e to confider another propofition— * 

H a ve  the people a right to fpeak their fentiments ? —  Í 

never heard it denied that they had : A n d , indeed, i f  there 

were a doubt as to this point, the con d uit  o f  G o ve rn m en t 

itfelf has eftablithed the right ; for they them felves appealed 

from the P arliam en t to the P eople— thereby exprefsly recog

nizing the principle, that the voice o f  this H oufc, which is 

conjlitutionally the voice o f  (he People, m ay b$ at variance 

with the real voice o f  the P e o p le ;  and, indeed, I might i l-

C
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luftrate this pofition by a very remarkable inftance. T h e  

M inifter o f  G reat Britain owes his elevation to the exercife 

o f  this very principle. H ad the voice o f  Parliament been 

the voice o f  the People, the Britifh Chancellor o f  the E x 

chequer had, perhaps, never proved the ruin of Great Britain, 

and the fuccefsful enemy o f  Ireland : H e owes his dation 

to the right the people have o f  declaring their fentiments 

without reforting to their conftitutional organ : H e  owes his 

power to a principle, which I hope will be as eternal as it is 

ju ft— that when the reprefentatives and their confcituents are 

committed, the viftory muft be on the fide o f  the people : i f  

they have this right to declare tfreir opinions, that right muft 

exill for fome purpofe or other ; for it would be abfurd to 

fuppofe a right without an end. W h a t ,  therefore, can be the 

purpofe or objedt of this right? It cannot be for the ufelefs 

honour o f  declaring their will, in order that that will fhould 

be defpifed and difregarded ; but it is in order that their de- 

fires and wiihes ihould have their full force and operation ; 

and this not only appears by the doftrine already proved, 

that the Parliament has the right to enaft any meafure, by 

virtue o f  its being confidered to fpeak the fenfe o f  the 

people ; but alfo on the beft authorities, o f  which I (hall 

fpeak prefently. N o w ,  I have already (hewn that Parliament 

is fuppofed to fpeak the fenfe o f  the people, becaufe the people 

themfelves do not fpeak, and on moll occafions ought not to 

fpeak ; but this preem ption, like a ll others in law and con- 

fiitution, falls to the ground, w'hen ai variance with the f a d  

itfelf. M y  recapitulation, therefore, on this head, is, that 

fince it is admitted on all hands, that as the voice o f Parlia

ment is only legal inafmuch as it is fuppofed to be the 

voice of the people, and fince there arc cafes where the people



have themfelves a right to fpeak, it therefore naturally fol* 

lows, that where the voice of the Parliament is different, in 

fa ft ,  from the voice o f  the people, it Jofes the only ground on 

which it is admitted that its authority is legal ; and a l

though I admit the Parliam ent to be competent to all ordinary 

a fts  without the exprefs confent o f  the people, yet I do moil 

folem nly proteft againft that competence, when exercifed on 

any occafion again/I the exprefs defires o f  the people. L e t  

me quote, in this place, an extraft from  M r .  Jufiice B lack- 

ftone, i ft vol. C o m . p. 2 1  2 : “  W h e n e v e r  a queftion ariies 

“  between the fociety at large, and any M agiftrate  vetted 

(C with powers originally delegated by that fociety, it muft 

<c be decided by the voice o f  the fociety itfc lf— there, is^not 

“  upon earth any other tribunal to refort to .”

H a v in g  thus (hewn (at leaft to my ow n con v is io n ) ,  that 

when the people fpeak, their voice ought to be binding even 

on ordinary occalions— ’tis fit that I (hould expofe ftill farther 

the abfurdity o f  thofe who contend for the right o f  Parlia

ment to change our Conftitution. T h e  firft propofition that 

prefents itfelf to m y mind is— i f  the Parliam ent have law ful 

authority to change the C onftitution, it m ay do it in any w ay, 

and for whatfoever purpofe, it may think proper ; becaufe 

fuch a right muft be confidered as a principle, and not as an 

expedient. I t  would be idle, indeed, to maintain, that it 

has a right to change it one w ay only, and not the right 

to change it in all ways : T h e  fame authority, therefore, by 

w hich the U n ion  m ight be paffed, may alfo en aft the right 

o f  taxation to exift without any controul in the C r o w n , or 

may do any other a ft  by which the Conftitution becomes in 

toto repealed. I t  m ay, i f  its authority be fupreme, pafs an 

a ft ,  by which this country (hall be incorporated with the

c 2
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Cifalpîne Republic, or with the uncontrouled M onarchy o f  

the Grand Seignior. Jn fhort, there is nothing that, accord

ing to the votaries o f  its omnipotence, it may not do, Inde

pendent, however, o f  the abfurdity that mud follow, i f  thofe 

created had the power o f  difpofing o f  thofe who created them 

againft their own wiih and confent— independent o f  the 

monftroufnefs o f  that dodïrine which would give to a dele-o
gation, limited in its nature, and finite in its duration, the 

properties o f  boundlefs authority-— independent o f  that fole- 

ciim in law by which a deputy could transferor divide his 

functions to or with another— let us fee whether our ancef^ 

tors did not think that there were certain conftitutional points 

out^of the reach o f  Parliamentary encroachment ; which were 

abfolute and indefeafible, and not depending on the fortui

tous circumftance o f  legiilative forbearance. I (hall not 

detain you by a long catalogue o f  precedents, becaufe, for 

my purpofe, it is fufficient that our anceftors recognized the 

principle, that there were certain grand fundamental laws 

which the Parliament had no right to change. A nd this 

brings me to the third topic o f  my divifion,

In the 33d and 34th E dw . I I I .  it is declared, “  that all 

men foould lave their laws and free  cujloms as largely and 

wholly as they had ufed to have at any time when they had them 

hcjl ; and i f  any jlatutes had been madey or any cujîoms brought 

in to the contrary, a l l  s u c h  s t a t u t e s  a n d  c u s t o m s  

s h o u l d  b e  v o i d , * ’  A gain, in the flatute o f  42d Edw. I l l ,  

it is exprefsly faid, i{ that all ftatutes made againjl Magna 

Charta are v o id ” — W h a t  does Sir Edward C oke fay, while 

adding as a manager o f  the Com mons in the preparation o f  

the Petition of Rights ? “  "Take we heed what we yield unto ;

Magna Chari a is fu ch  a fellow , he w ill have no S o v ere ig n —

(  12 )



Need I go farther, and ftate, that there was not an a£t in thofe 

days which did not recognize the rights o f  every individual 

to certain fundamental laws ? N eed  I mention, that on the 

various pillars o f  your Conftitution, I mean M agna C harta , 

the Declaration o f  Rights, the B ill  o f  R ights, and the A &  

o f  Settlement, are mentioned exprefsly, that thefe fu n da

mental laws are the abfolute, hereditary, defcendihle, and inherent 

right o f  every Englifbman, which it is his birth-right to en jo y  

entire ?  ”

W h a t  fay the advocates for this competency o f  Parlia

ment, this impious omnipotence, to that a£t o f  Parliam ent 

pafled in the reign o f  H e n ry  V I I T .  by w hich the P ro c la 

mation o f  the K in g  was declared to be L a w ?  W a s  it ever 

held by any la w y e r  or conftitutional writer that that adl was 

law ? A n d  yet it was an a£t o f  an omnipotent Parliam ent. 

W h a t  are the very words o f  our anceftors? u  That a d s  o f  

Parliament made againjl the fundamental laws o f  the landy are 

ip fofafto  v o i d . ”  C a n  any language be ftronger than this ? 

W h a t  fays m y L ord  H obart, in the cafe o f  D a y  and Savage ? 

(H ob R ep . 8 5 )  : “  W hatever is againjl natural reafon and 

equity,  is againjl law \ nay, i f  an aól o f  Parliament were made 

againjl natural reajon and equity, that a£l was void . ’ — W h a t  

fays L o rd  C o k e ,  in  the firft part o f  his In ft. fol. 9 7 .  6? 

“  Nothing can have the force o f  law that is contrary to reafm .”  

N o w , can any thing be more contrary to natural reafon 

and equity, than that an A ffem b ly , w nofe power is derived 

from the people, and w'hofe acts are law fu l only as they are 

fuppofed to fpeak the fenfe o f  the people, (hall, at one and 

the fame time, be fuppofed to fpeak the voice o f  the people, 

and yet, in fa &  and reality, differ from  the voice o f  the 

people ? Is  it any thing more or lefs than to give to a fic-

( 13 )
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tion the triumph over reality, to con trou I by the imagination 

the very exiftence o f  things, and to fuffer a prefumption to 

deftroy the very evidence o f  our fenfes ?

I fhall conclude this part o f  the cafe with the 'following 

e x t r a i s : — T h e y  are the principles and doctrines o f  the 

wifeft Sratefmen that ever lived ; they were the fentiments. 

o f  the inoit illuftrious advocate that the caufe o f  Monarchy 

ever recorded. I have within my view an honourable gentle

man, who well knows how dear I was to that great man : his 

notice firft gilded my humble Ration—  I truft the principles 

I maintain, and the conduct I fhall purfue, w ill never render 

me unworthy o f  a friendlhip which above- all others I 

efteemed the moil:. T h e  never-to-be-forgotten Edmund 

B urke does, in his fpeech on Economical Reform , 

p. 4 , lay down the law with refpeft to the rights o f  the 

people “  'This meafure (fays he) is necefjary from the d e 

m a n d s  o f the people y whofe d e s i r e s  where they do not mili

tate with the fiable and eternal rules o f  jujlice and rcafon (rules 

which are above us and above than) , ought to be as a l a w  to an 

Houfe o f  C o m m o n s A gain, p. 1 2 :  “  It would be mofi

üifoonourable fo r  a fa ith fu l rcprefentative o f the Commons to take 

advantage o f any inarticulate expreffion o f the People s w i s h e s ,  

in order to frujlrate the attainment o f  what they have an u n 

d o u b t e d  r i g h t  to ex p eft”

But the Prime Minifter o f  Great Britain fays,* that i f  Par

liament has no fuch competcnce, then what is to become o f  

the A 6 1  o f  Union between Great Britain and Scotland, and 

the Septennial B ill in 1 7 1 6 ?  T h i s  is what the logicians 

call the argument um adabfurdum— I anfwer the Britiih M i 

nifter very openly as to thefc aóte. In  the firft place, as to 

the Union o f  Scotland, I do not think it wife or neceiTary to



canvafs the original validity o f  that meafure, or to comment 

upon the means by which it was accomplished— I think it 

a watte o f  time to ftate to the H oufe, that Lord G odolphin  

thought it prudent to infure the meafure by a very large 

-armed forcc. It  is not for me to inquire, at this day, 

what were the rights o f  the Scottifh people it is not for me 

to hint, that there n e v e r ‘ was a more unequal conteft than 

that between right and power : it is Sufficient to m y purpofe 

to fay, that all confiitutional writers, that all lawyers, admit, 

that even original wrong m a y b e  fanftified by tim e and ac- 

quicfccnce, as is the cafc at this day o f  the N o rm a n  C o n -  

queft. Far be it from me to enter into a wordy crufade for 

the imaginary rights o f  the Scottifli people. I have no in

clination to contend for an obfolete right, i f  that right exift 

at all. M y  only purpofe is to ih ew , that this precedent 

proves nothing in favour o f  the competence o f  Parliam ent ; 

beeaufe at the time this competence was not admitted, a l

though I adm it, that at this day the a ft  itfelf is clearly valid, 

as I before ftated, from time and acquiefcence.

But i f  ever there w as an unhappy precedent, it is that o f  

the Septennial B i l l ,  in the year 1 7 1 6 .  B y this B il l  

(which, you will obferve, originated in the H oufe o f  Lords), 

the P arliam ent protrafted its own duration to feven years, 

although the M em b e rs  o f  the H oufe of C o m m o n s had been 

exprefsly elefted but for three years. I t  is curious to o b 

ferve, that the fupporters o f  this B il l ,  in the debate thereon, 

never contended for the conftitutional legality o f  the m ea

fure, but recommended its adoption on the ground o f  necef- 

fity— that never-failing pretext for the exercife o f  power. 

O bferve the words o f  M r .  L y d d a l l ,  who was the warmeft 

Supporter o f  the B i l l  : “  'That it was a bujtnefs c f  neeejjity to
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ndmÍnijler an extraordinary remedy to an extraordinary difeafeJ* 

T h e  particular neceffity relied on, was the critical pofturc 

o f  their continental affairs. L o o k , however, to the lan

guage o f  M r. Shippen, and other Members ; and fee whe

ther they conceived that an Houfc o f  Commons, eleéïed by 

the people for a limited timey had a right to protradl its own 

exigence. L oo k  to the authority o f  one o f  the greateft la w  

luminaries that England ever produced ; I mean Sir Robert 

Raym ond, afterwards Lord Raym ond, C h ie f  Juftice o f  E n g 

land ; and fee what he fays upon the conftitutional compe-* 

tence o f  Parliament.*" W i l l  any man in his fenfes put the 

authority o f  an interefted, prerogative Minifter, in competi

tion with that o f  my Lord Raymond ? Inafm uch, there

fore, as this precedent never was argued on the point o f  right, 

but juftified on the ground o f  necejfity—- inafmuch as its very 

advocates (as it were) gave up the point o f  right, and its op* 

pofers infifted thereon— inafmuch as the greateft conftitu

tional authorities in England were the moft dccidedly o f  

opinion againft the competence of the Houfe to protradl its 

own duration, much lefs to deftroy the Conftituticn— fince 

this incompétence was infifted on, even though it did not ap

pear that the people were hoftile to the B il l— 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 o f  Parliament to change the 
Conftitution.

I  hope I have not unfuccefsfully combated the dodirines, 

arguments, and precedents o f  the Britiih Chancellor o f  the 

Exchequer. I f  I have, fure I am that it is not owing to 

the weaknefs of the caufe. L et us now come to the fourth 

head o f  my diviiion on this iiibjedt, v iz . the ftate o f  our

\



Reprefentation. N o w , let us fuppofe the prefent Parliament 

diffolved, for the purpofe o f  having another fummoncd ad 

hsc. T h i s  muft be done w ith  the view  o f  taking the fenfe 

o f  the eleilors on this particular queftion. Y o u  obferve I 

make ufe o f  the word electors : it only belongs to the

wretched advocates for this competency o f  Parliam ent to fu b - 

ftitute the word populace for electors, as has been done. B e 

hold, then, the Parliament met : the queftion comcs on : 

the fixty-four M em bers for the thirty-tw o countics, and all 

the M em bers for the great cities, vote againft the U n ion  ; 

but it is fupported by the borough intereft, who have c le a n y  

a majority in Parliament. W i l l  any m an pretend to tell 

me that fuch an a<3 could be binding o f  right on the people ? 

H a v e  I put an abfurd cafe ? Y o u  know  I have not.—  

A d d  to this the number o f  placemen and penfioners who 

may be obliged to vote contrary to their kn ow n  opinion, by  

means whereof the vote o f  the Parliam ent is any thing but 

the exprefiion o f  the w ill of that very Parliam ent. —  H a v e  I 

put another abfurd cafe? Y o u  know  I have not.

N o w  let me carry this argument ftill farther. I affert, 

without the hazard o f  a contradiction, that the fenfe even o f  

Parliam ent is in fubftance and virtue againft this difaftrous 

meafure. In  order to g ive  any legal validity to the a d s  o f  

this H oufe, I have already (hewn that this H oufe mnft be 

fuppofed to fpeak the fenfe o f  the People. D o e s  any man 

deny this pofition ? I f  he does, let h im  fpêak n o w .— N o t  a

w ord __N o ;  the propofition is too plain to-be denied, even

by the flippant fervility o f  a placem an or a penftonci. T h e  

d o â r in e  is too w'ell rivctted in the hearts o f  this nation to 

be combated without probable danger and certain difgrace. 

W e  have not yet proftrated the caufe o f  truth at the feet o f  ■

D
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military defpotifm. T h e  moil arrant courtier o f  you all 

will therefore not deny, that the votes o f  this Houfe are, by 

the Conftitmion, prefwned to be the voice o f  the People. 

W e l l ,  how ftands the cafe in truth and in f a d  even in this 

H o u fe ? — W it h  all your artifices, with all your influence, 

with all your menaces, vfith all your temptations, with all 

your promifes, you have not been able to ihake the fleady 

virtue o f  thirty-nine county M em bers, and the great m a

jority o f  the Members for your open towns. Y o u  know, 

that with the proportion o f  near two to one o f  fuch M e m 

bers againft your meafure, you cannot be audacious enough 

to fay, that you have even the fenfe o f  Parliament with you. 

N o  ; you have the conjhtutional fenfe o f  Parliament dccidedly 

againft you. D o  you pretend to fay, that two or three Bur- 

gefles are the People ? W h e re  are the People to be found ? 

T h e y  are to be found in their conftitutional and collective 

capacity out o f  this Houfe, or by their real, and not ficiiitious, 

reprefentatives within this Houfe. W h e n  I mention the 

word “ People,’* I m ean-not the populace. W h en  I 

fpeak o f  their conftitutional and colle£live capacity out o f  the 

Houfe, I hold a language that is as old as the Conftitution

—  I fpeak o f  Petitions to Parliament— I fpeak o f  county 

meetings under the Sheriff or Magiftrates— I fpeak o f  that 

right which reverts to the People by the death or diiTolution 

o f  the Parliament. Y o u  know the People are almoft unani - 

mouily againft you, and therefore it is that you treat as 

ridiculous and dangerous any appeal to the People. Y o u  

know the real reprefentatives of the People in this Houfe are 

againft you ; and therefore it is that you contend that a 

majority, which you have acquired by means too notorious 

to  deferve comment, is the fenfe o f  the nation Y o u  tell

__ , I



this nation openly, that you are to m ake pecuniary compen- 

fation to your borough proprietors. T h e  N o b le  Lord has 

ftatecT it d iftin flly  in his fpeech ; and you, in the fame 

breath, contend, that a majority, w hich you avow you have 

bought, (hall bind the p e o p l e . — G racious G o d  ! can any 

th ing be more vile or monftrous than this ? W i l l  the 

British N a tio n , in whofe fate we have been and are fo deeply 

interefted, whofe fufferings we have ihared, and are w illing 

(till to (hare,'w ith  w hom  we are willing to ftand or fa ll—  

w ill  they, I fay, endure it, that we, the people o f  Ireland, 

(hould be faciificed to a theory w hich  cannot fa il,  fooner or 

later, to proftrate the Britiih  Conftitution ? I f  Ireland be 

ilaves, Britain never can be f r e e — Slavery is a m alady o f  a 

moft infeilious n a t u r e - A n d  is there an E n gliih m an  to be 

found who w ill  not adm it, that to force a Conftitution on us 

w hich we hate, is t y r a n n y ,  and that the fubmiffion thereto 

is s l a v e r y  ? T h e  fame M in iftcr  w ho m ocks the rights o f  

Ireland w ill  not fa i l  to trample on the rights o f  Britain too. 

U n w ife  (not to fay ungenerous) w ill  be the c o n d u d  o f  G reat 

Britain, i f  ihe fuffers this country to be a fullen and reluflant 

part o f  the Britiih  empire. T h e  people o f  G re a t  Britain 

(I do verily  believe it, M r .  Speaker) are ignorant of our 

real fituation : they are too good and too w ife to fuffer the 

M in ifter  to perfevere in a meafure w hich this nation exe

crates. I f  there be any doubt on this head, refort to any 

conftitutional mode o f  collecting the fenfe o f  the people—  

L e t  the Parliam ent be diffolved— In  ihort, let this meafure 

have fome cla im  or other to the acquiefcence and obediencc 

o f  the p e o p l e . — W h a t  would be thought b y  the people o f  

G re a t  Britain , if, on a meafure o f  vital confequence, the

M in ifte r  were to perfcvere againft the determined oppofition

D  * 2
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o f  the independent part o f  the Britiih P a r l e n t  î I f  a  

majority 0f  the country and great towns, in the proportion o f  

twoHo one, were to refift, not only an ordinary meafure, but 

an awful change o f  their Cpnftitution, would they hefitate

2:1 pr0n0uncing a M ‘ nii^er, who would think o f  proceeding 

on the ftrength o f  a mere borough majority, either a tyrant!

ln ‘ane f A n d  that Which is se a!rift the eternal principles 
o f  truth and juftice in Great Britain, is fo here, and elfe-

Jhere . T y ran n y  or infanity have no claims,to rcipedt from

f e n d s  or foes. W e  can expedl no fair dealing fr0m the

the B nt.ih  Minifter ; but we have a right to it from the

m iih  people ;T hey will be reco m p e n fe d -th e v  never

T  l0° k !n V3in f0r the cord- l  and efFcaual co-operation 
o f  I r e l a n d - T h i s  is the fpecies o f  Union which, while it is 

honourable to Ireland, will be ufeful to Great B r i t a i n . -  

: eed, S.r, this competency or omnipotence o f  Parliament

o m ange the Conftitution, is more abfurd, the more it is

confidercd.- J (hall not, on this bead, detain you much 
longer. . ' ■ ; •

L o o k  to the arguments o f  the Britiih M in ifk r , and his 

f / ' - f e s  -  this country : Say they, »  A s  you have no con- 

^ ndence in your own Parliament, redrefs yourfelves byre- 

“  f° rt' nP t0 a n ^ P a r t ia l  Imperial Parliament: as your own 

“  Parliament is notorioufly and intolerably corrupt, try your

"  hani.' 0L,r Pure and virtuous Parliament ; as your own 

“  Parliament is inadequate to extricate you from your ftate o f

“  oi'fery and diftrefs, retort to ours ; and you will find your

j  lmProvt:d> your morals cultivated, your religious

/  .euds fubfide, your agriculture promoted, your commerce 

‘ Í inereafed, your manufactures multiplied, your condition 

“  ameliorated.”  Y e t  is it contended by thofe very men who
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hoïd this language, that a Parliament which is incompetent 

to ad minifter any relief to our diftreffes, which is unable to 

mend the Conftitution even with the wiihes o f  the people, 

yet is competent to change or deftroy the Conftitution, againft 

the exprefs w ill  and defire o f  the fame people.

Sir, the propofers and fupporters o f  this meafure recom

mend it to the Iriih  people as fraught with many and lin

gular advantages : they tell you* it w ill  g ive  you the B r i-  

tiih Conftitution ; that it w ill extend your commerce, and 

multiply your manufactures ; that it is a meafure o f  identi

fication, and that it will g ive  you peace. I  object to the 

Union, becaufe it cannot give to the Iriih  people die Eritiili

- C onftitution; becaufe the miferable addition o f  one hun

dred Iriih  M em bers, whofe c o n d u fl  is fu b je d  to no im m e

diate infpeflion and controul, does neceffarily tend to increafe 

an influence already too powerful for the liberties o f  the 

people — an influence already fupported at an enormous price, 

whereby individuals enjoy a difgraceful and faftidious fpîen- 

dour at the expence o f  the public— an influence that muft 

neceffanly bring within its corrupted circle, a great portion 

at l e a f t o f  thofe parliamentary miffionaries from the Iriih  

nation, w ho, from motives o f  felf. intereft, or motives o f  de- 

fpair, w ill  prefer a bribe or a place, to the ufelefs honour o f  

making an ineffeflual ftand in favour o f  the profperity o f  

Ireland. I  object to this U n ion , becaufe, from  the nature 

o f our reprefentation, Ireland cannot fend forth even the fm all- 

eft portion o f  its .talent, to be the fentinel o f  Iriih  interefts, 

or the champion o f  Ir iih  rights. I object to this Union', 

bccaufe it puts an eternal extinguiiher on the rifing genius 

o f  my country. I  objeft to this U n io n , becaufe it degrades 

Ireland in the eyes o f  the w o rld — becaufe, from  the m o-
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ment that it paffes, Ireland never can be known or heard of, 

but through the medium o f fome notorious job, or of filent and 

difgraceful acquiefcence. I objefl to this Union, becaufc an 

hundred Iriih  M em bers, even gifted with heavenly illumin

ation and godlike uprightnefs, cannot do more than record, 

by the fplendid druggies o f  unfuccefsful virtue, the triumph 

o f  Britifh injuftice over Iriih  misfortune. I objetf to this 

U nioh, becaufe it does, in my mind, go to demohfh the al

ready tottering roof o f  the Britifh Conftitution, and leave no 

covering for t h e  people but under the wings o f  unprincipled 

defpotifm. I objefl to this Union, becaufe it doth deftroy 

that Conftitution which was the fplendid monument o f  

political virtue, wifdom, and fpirit— a Conftitution that I 

had once fondly hoped would have been regarded as the ta

bernacle o f  the gods o f  old, to be approached with awe, to be 

contemplated with veneration, and to be violated with death 

_a Conftitution whofe birth was attended with all the gi

gantic emblems o f  heroic virtue, promulgated in accents to 

be heard at the poles, and vifiblc to mankind by the fteady 

fplcndour o f  its illumination. I objefl to a meafure which 

not only dims the luftre, but deftroys the effcnce of a Con- 

fiitutfon, which I truft in G od  will never ceafe to ihed its 

light upon the people, until, after having performed us ordi

n a r y  courfc, it yields to nothing but the imperious dlflates

o f  nature. %
But the Union is to give you advantages commercial an

manufacturai. From what quarter are thefe advantages to'

p r o c e e d  ? G reat Britain cannot give them— for the beft of

all human reafons, having nothing to give. But fuppofing,

for a moment, that it were in her power to concede unto tins

pation advantages o f  fuch a nature, yet would flic not do it :



her circumftances, her nectffnies, require the aid o f  a ll her 

own refources : i f  flic could be generous, flie would not ; 

if  (he would, ihe could not— N o !  Believe me, it is not in 

the character o f  nations to exercife the principles o f  an a’o- 

ftrafl generofity. I t  is not poflible for a nation, finking 

under its diftreffes, to praclife a virtue unknown to it in the 

brightcft day o f  its profperity. O n  thefe heads, therefore, 

do you delude yourfelves when you calculate any thing upon 

the fcore o f  Britifh liberality. I t  may be objedkd to me 

here, that I am  arguing to a diftinâr.efs after the U nion, 

when by the Union fuch diflinftnefs muft be removed.

1 hat I have not fo done, w ill  appear when I come to fpcak 

of the Union as a meafure o f  identification. But, after all, 

what good will arife to you from the increafe o f  your com 

merce, and the extenfion o f  your manufa&ures ? N on e : 

you have as much commerce and manufactures as befit 

your infant profperity. T h e r e  can be no encouragement or 

fecurity for any advantages, without the afiiftance o f  a free 

Conftitution. A  nation devoted to commerce, without re

gard to Conftitution, rauft ultimately become a nation o f  

Haves. But who has ever heard o f  buying commerce at the 

expence o f  the Conftitution ? I t  is a traffic unknown to 

the intereftcd fpcculations o f  mankind — I have heard of, 

n3}, I have feen a nation o f  Conftitution-makers ; but who 

has e\er heard o f  a nation o f  Conftitution-mongers r I 

have feen a nation deftroy a Conftitution, and wading through 

feasof blood to another, which was perhaps worfe : but who 

has ever heard of any nation bartering, deliberately bartering, ' 

its Conilitution for a bribe ?— N o  ; you might travel 

trough the fwamps and marflies o f  Holland, you might 

W y  a people devoted to gold, a nation o f  mifers, a traf.
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fickîng people, buying and felling every thing, and not 

find a firigle man who woüld fet up his liberty to the 

higheft and faire ft bidder. I may be told that our liberty 

is a notion, and our independence a chimera. Ee it fo : 

but i f  that notion and that chimera make me happy, I will 

not fell them for any earthly human confederation—  Sooner 

would I fccludethis nation from all human intcrcourfe, than 

fell a drachm of public liberty for the commerce o f  the 

habitable globe*

I o b je d , Sir, to this Union, bccaufe, inftead o f  a meafurc 

o f  identification, it is a meafure o f  difunion. I ihall here 

take occafion to make one or two remarks on the ftatement 

o f  the N oble L o rd — H e has ftated to this Houfe, that, at 

the commencement o f  the war, the refpedive debts o f  Great 

Britain and Ireland were in the ratio o f  1 0 0  to I ; while, 

at the prefent day, the proportion is as i 3 to 1 . — Sir, give 

me leave to fay, that the N ob le  Lord has exaggerated the 

firft, and greatly under-ftated tjie fccond, as may be eafily 

feen by an infpe&ion o f  the papers on your table. But, 

were the ftatement ccrred , what wrou'ld the N ob le  Lord 

infer ? T h a t  we cannot go on without adopting a meafure 

which, in the financial department, he conceives a meafure 

of retrenchment for Ireland. W h e n  I come to confidcr this 

department in the detail, I hope to be able to (hew', that not 

only the N oble Lord's ftatemcnts are incorredt, but that his 

dedu&ions have been fallacious— I hope to be able to ihew, 

that if  the Union exifted at the commencement o f  the war, 

this nation would (even on his own plan o f  calculation) owe 

much more than it does at prefent. B u t ,  S i r ,  there is 

nothing alarming in this exaggerated difproportion , and if 

I may be permitted to rcfoVt to a fimple, and, perhjps, a
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Vulgar illuftration, I  might (hew how fallacious this deduc

tion is. M a y  I put a fimple cafe ? W h e n  the N o b le  L ord  

was one year old, and his father was thirty, his father o f  

courfe was thirty times as old as he ; but, at this day, i f  

the N o b le  L o r d ’s father were to continue the proportion, he 

would be a fuccefsful competitor with a man named M e th u -  

falem. B u t to proceed to.this miraculous meafure o f  iden

tification— T h e  N ob le  L ord  has truly ftated, that there are 

but tw o methods by w hich the refpe&ive debts o f  both nations 

could be arranged, v iz .  i f t ,  by G re a t  Britain paying to I r e 

land fuch a fum o f  money as would put the fyftem o f  taxation 

on a proportional footing ; or, 2dly, by keeping the refpe&ive 

debts o f  both countries feparate and diftindl. T h i s  latter 

method is the one adopted. H ere  then, M r .  Speaker, is a 

diftindlnefs recognized by the very  terms o f  the L n io n  ; and 

what fpecies o f  diftinftnefs ? T h a t  o f  all others, whether 

it be coniidered w ith  reference to individuals or nations, 

w hich  is the moft l ike ly  to be a bone o f  contention— it is 

the diftinftnefs o f  the purfe, N o w  let m e put this point to 

you in a very iim ple w ay— fince the debts o f  the tw o 

countries are to be kept diftindt, it follow s o f  courfe, that 

the means by w hich  thefe debts are to be paid muft be alio 

kept diftinét and feparate. N o w  w hat are thefe m eans, and 

from  what fources do they arife ? T h e y  are the cuftoms 

and excife, w hich arife from  com m erce and internal duties. 

Since I am warranted in confidering thefe refources as a fixed 

and given quantity, it follow s o f  courfe, that in proportion 

as Ireland gains, G re a t  Britain muft lofe, and vice verfa . 

W h a t  now becomes o f  thofe fplendid advantages which G reat 

Britain  is to concede to, or divide with Irelan d ? W h a t  

th ink  you now o f  this meafure o f  identification ? Y e s  ; you

E



ftiay add Ireland to G reat Britain ; but ’tis G o d  alone that 

can identify them. I know o f  no identification that could 

be ufeful or honourable, fave that which flows through the 

avenues o f  the heart— every thing demonftrates to me that it

is no meafure o f  identification, but a meafure o f  finance__

that dreadful word “  Revenue”  loft A m e rica — I will not 

fay more. 1 would recommend it to the M inifter to be fa- 

tisfied with the fpontaneous effufions o f  Iriih  liberality. H e  

irvili find a fyftem o f  friendfhip more productive than a 

fyftem o f  domination. L e t  me hear no more o f  this iden

tification— when the Iriih  people feel in contradi&ion to the 

impulfes o f  nature ; when to be debafed, is to be confidered 

exalted ; 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 o f  injury and injuftice is to be converted 

into a fentiment o f  affection and gratitude,— then, and then 

only, may it be faid, than an Union o f  Legillatures w ill be 

a meafure o f  identification.

I  object, M r. Speaker, to the U nion, becaufe, inftead o f  

peace, I confider it a meafure o f  war ; yes, it w ill give 

that peace which exifts between the imbecility o f  oppreffed 

and difarmed virtue, and the triumph o f  victorious crime ; 

yes, it will give the peace that exifts between the devoted 

victim , and the mercilefs affaflin ; yes, it will give you the 

chearlefs pcace o f  the tombs. Y e s ,  Sir, the Britiih Minifter 

w ill  give you peace, when, after enforcing the meafure we 

hate, he, like the midnight murderer, leans in hideous atti

t u d e  over the proftrate liberties o f  Ireland.— Vain calcula

tor ! who can prefer this peace to that which heaven- 

born, heaven-defcending, moves with angel ftep, and is 

decked with angel graec ; that peace which travels unarmed



through your land ; that peace w hich generated by affec

tion, and living in the heart, is as eternal as are the princi

ples o f  life ; that peace whofe bounties are not dealt out 

by the ftandard o f  a contracted meafure, but are the plen

teous offerings o f  an overflowing heart ? T h i s  is the un- 

parchmented, unarticled peace, that ihould exift between

G re a t  Britain and Ireland.

I  com e now, Sir, to a topic not unfuccefsfully ufed by 

the advocates for U n ion  ; I come to a topic on which one

gentleman in  this H oufe (who laft year rejected the

U n io n , and maintained the incompetence o f  this H oufe  

to ena£t it) has given in this feflions his vote in fup-

port o f  it.— I  am  going to fpeak o f  the imputed cor

ruption o f  Parliam ent. In  order to give this miferable 

pofition the fem blancc o f  argument, tw o  proportions ihould 

appear clear and felf-evident : F ir ft ,  that our C onftitu- 

tion, as at prefent eftabliihed, does contain in it no re

cuperative quality, by  w h ich  this corruption can be reme

died ; and, fecondly, that even though it did, yet that it 

w ould net be as fafe for the people o f  Ireland to recur to this 

correiitive expedient within  the Conftitution, as to adopt this _ 

meafure o f  an U n io n , w hich exterm inates the Conftitution. 

N o w ,  it is a grofs lib el on the Conftitution, w hich you  fo g lo -  

r iou fiy  achieved, to fay, that it does not it fe lf  fupply all the 

materials neceffary to its im provem ent and (lability. W o e  

to the country that is obliged to travel beyond the landm arks 

o f  its ow n C o n ftitu tion  for the profperity and happinefs o f  

its people ! B afe , a b j e d ,  and degraded the nation that w ould 

look  for any other interference than its ow n for the internal 

peace and tranquillity o f  its inhabitants ! W h a t  has become 

o f  that heroic virtue, that fteady w ifd om , w hich only  a few
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years back railed you from a ftate o f  infignificance and 

flavery, to the meridian o f  liberty and fplendor ? T h in k  

not that thefe qualities have been baniihed from among us. 

I f  their operations be not extinguiihed by your folly, and 

your bafenefs, they w i l l ,  ere long, rc-afcend to their ftation, 

and, under their a â iv e  and fuccefsful influence, your deftiny 

can neither be remote nor doubtful. L e t  no man tell you 

that the corruption o f  your Parliament is an irrefragable 

ground for its annihilation.

I f  this corruption, fo much boaftcd by the advocates o f  

this hateful meafure, has grown upon the fair form o f  your 

Conftitution, think not that the cafe is defperate— think not 

that it is any thing more than a vile excrefcence, which im 

pairs its beauty, but deftrovs not its effence ; and which re

quires not the dagger, but the aid o f  a flight operation to get 

rid o f  for ever. L e t  no man perfuade you that you never 

can remove it, but by the ignominious death o f  the Conftitu

tion itfelf. W h a t  inherent and peculiar malady is there in 

the Conftitution o f  Ireland, that it fhall be competent for 

any man to confign it to the Hofpital o f  Incurables ? W^hat 

would be thought by the people o f  England, i f  any Minifter 

were feriouily to tell them, that their Conftitution muft be 

defiroyed, becaufe it could not be repaired ?  Is  there any 

thing in the chara&er or genius o f  your country which fe- 

leóls you from the reft: o f  mankind, as fit to liften to fo 

wicked and contemptible an argument as this ? T h i s  argu

ment never was generated but by the hardened effrontery o f  

vice ; it never was liftened to but by the abjedt fervility o f  

defpair. I promife you, that unlefs you yourfelves becomc 

the murderers o f  your infant Conftitution, its maturer years 

w ill  afford unto yourfelves and children the bleffings o f  a freç



people. I promife you that you are not afked to exchange it 

for a better. I  promife you that thofe very m en, who have 

not been prompted to the exercife o f  political virtue by the 

confcioufnefs o f  right, and the gentle admonitions o f  your 

Conftitution, muft either quit their pofts, or a£l under the 

terrors o f  its honeft indignation. B lam e not the Conftitu

tion itfelf, that it  has been defiled ; it never has fubmitted to 

voluntary proftitution. I f fonie o f  its natural guardians and 

prote&ors have bafely trafficked on its youthful beauty, there 

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

lance and anxiety o f  parental care— y e s — I promife you  

that the talent and virtue  o f  your country are at this m o 

m ent its centinels. I  tell you that thofe very centinels fee 

and feel the glorious refufcitation o f  your Conftitution in 

the difcom fitureof this abominable meafure.

N o  doubt we have had fom e reafon to com plain ; no 

doubt that the chara& er o f  Parliam ent had fallen fomething 

in the public eftimation. B ut i f  the fource o f  that grievance 

be the decline o f  that c o n n e x io n , w h ich , in a Conftitution 

like ours, Ihould ever exift between the Parliam ent and 

the People ; is there a man o f  com m on underftanding, who 

can maintain that this very c o n n e x io n , fo effential to our 

profperity, is likely to be ftrengthened and im proved by fub- 

dufting  the condudl o f  the reprefentative from  the im m ediate 

infpedion and cenfure o f  h im  w ho m ade h im  ? Is  there 

any man fo perverted in underftanding, as not to fee that 

even our constitutional controul, were it to exift, could avail 

nothing againft the over-w eening o f  a B ritijh  M in ifter  in a 

Britijh  Parliam ent ? I tell you  you are not warranted in 

facrificing a Conftitution w hich has not had a fair trial \ 

which has not yet arrived at its period of maturity. I tell
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you, you are ungrateful to your Conftitution, which, in the 

period o f  i 7 years has done moré, aye much more, than 

you were able to get during fix hundred years, in which you 

were the elemofinary objects o f  Britiih gcnerofity. I tell 

you, you have no right to difpofe o f  the inheritance o f  your 

children. I  tell you, you might as well liften to the im 

pious propofai o f  your phyfical extin&ion, as adopt this 

meafure, which, in its nature, deftroys the very principle o f  

-regeneration. I tell you, i f  Parliament has been corrupt, 

and the people debafed, you have no right to exclude your 

children from the exercife o f  fuccefsful virtue. I  tell you, 

in one word, that this corruption o f  Parliament is perifh- 

sble, and is periihing ; and that you have no right to give 

unto falihood and crime an attribute which exclufively be

longs to the eternal immutability o f  truth and virtue.

But fuppoiing for a moment that Parliament were, in the 

words o f  H is M ajefty’s M inifters, u  incorrigibly corrupt,”  

^ h a í will you gain by the exchange ? Nothing. A re  you 

yet to learn, that, without the afliftance o f  an hundred Iriih  

M em bers, the Britiih Parliament has manifefted as much 

fervîlity and abjeót compliance as was ever vifible in your 

ow n  Parliament, even before the birth o f  your prefent C o n 

ftitution ?. A re  you yet to learn, that a M inifter, who has 

fcarcely left a fllred o f  the old Conftitution together, by 

which its identity can be afcertained— a haughty, vindi&ive, 

tyrannical, difcomfited M inifter, continues even now to ride 

triumphant on a large majority ? A rc  you yet to learn, that 

it is this very man who has been always your open and 

avowed enemy— this very man who has been the author o f  

all our complaints and grievances, who has now bethought 

him felf o f  this meafure o f  our falvation ? A rc  you yet to



learn, that, during the too long and too faXal adminiftration 

o f  this very man, your o w n ’ Parliament has exhibited fome 

fplendid inftances o f  real virtue ; while, during the fame 

period, the Britifh Parliament has not been able to redeem 

the uniformity o f  its compliance by a fuigle  a ft  o f  conftitu- 

tional energy and fuccefs ? A re  you yet to learn, that this 

very M inifter full well know s, that his falling power never 

can be propped, but by adminiftcring unto the bankrupt ne- 

ceiTities o f  G reat Britain, the frefh and vigorous refources o f  

your beautiful country ? I  tell you, this man has no notion 

of your utility, but in your facrifice— I tell you, he is afraid 

to truft to the unbou^ht offices o f  friendfhip, while he thinks 

it poiïible that he m ay ftand on the ground o f  unprincipled 

power and authority— aye, I tell you, i f  that unfortunate 

day ihould ever arrive, you will be facrificed, you w ill be 

ground— and in the moment o f  your defolation, you w il l  

curfe the abje£t feeling which made you defpond o f  the fafety 

o f  your country— I tell.you, there is not a man am ong you, 

who has been influenced by this wretched and impudent ar

gum ent, w ho can affign a better m otive for his condudt 

than the bafeft o f  all hum an m otives— defpair.

B ut i f  this argument be in its nature weak and delufive, 

what th ink  you o f  the circumftances under which it is 

offered to the public notice ? H a v e  the people o f  Ireland, 

w ho alone are, or can be, the viéVims o f  this corruption o f  

Parliam ent, come "forward to demand its exterm ination ? 

H a v e  the people o f  Ireland, in the paroxyfm o f  their de

fpair, ever called upon the Britifh  M in ifter  to refcue them 

from their P arliam en t, and a llow  them to take fanftuary in 

a tabernacle o f  his creafion ? F ar  otherwife. Y o u  k n ow  

they never dream t o f  this execrable meafure ; m uch lefs
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could they forcfee the audacious arguments by which it is 

attempted to be fupported. N o ,  no ; this very meafure has 

been propofed, and this very argument relied on, by thofe 

very men who have been felling the people, and who now 

with to traffic upon their own crimes. It is not fufficient 

with them that they have proftituted the character o f  Par

liament, unlefs they can turn that very proftitution to their 

own private advantage and emolument. W h a t  can be faid 

o f  a meafure, recommended and countenanced by thofe very 

men, whofe flagitious conduót has firft created the argument, 

and who think they cannot confiftently finifh their political 

career, unlefs they can convert their unbluihing ihamelefs 

profligacy into an inftrument o f  perfonal felfiih fpeculation? 

D oes the hiftory o f  any country afford an inftance o f  fuch 

abandoned political corruption as this ? W h e n  was it ever 

heard of, that the governors o f  a free country had the auda

city to call upon the people to be the bidders for their public 

crimes ? W h e n  was it ever heard of, that a people above 

the fituation o f  the moft abjeól flavery, ever helped their 

governors to profit by their crimes, and to ride triumphant on 

their avowed remuneration ? W h e n  was it ever heard of, 

that a brave and generous people confented to become the 

duped accomplices o f  fo nefarious a traffic as this ? T h e r e  

was a time at which no man would have ventured to have 

ftated, much lefs argued with unrelaxed gravity, fuch propo

rtions as thefe. T h e r e  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 diíhonourable feel

ing : they might have traverfed Ireland from N orth  to 

South, from Eaft to W e ft ,  and not have found an indi

vidual, in whofe heart they could take poft for a moment—
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r»o ; they could not have found a iing’ e m in ,  whofe ftub- 

born virtue they could have hoped to have fbggered, cn  fo 

bafe and difhonourable a ground, as ■ his tim idity, or his 

defpair. T h e  fentiments that have been, may be, and, i f  

you profit by the pnffing events, they aiTuredly vûll be. 

Sure I am, however, that there can be little doubt o f  the 

ifTue o f  a conteft between talented virtue, and untalented 

crime. ,

I  objedi, Sir, to this U nion, becaufe it tends not only to 

increafe, but to perpetuate a grievance w hich  has already 

proved, in no fmall degree, injurious to the prcfperitv o f  

Ireland : it neceflarily tends to reduce abfenteeíhip to the 

regularity o f  a fyftem. T h i n k  not that your propertied 

gentry w ill  flay here. T h e  bleifing o f  a refident landlord 

•will be a rare com m odity in Ireland. T h e  meafure itfelf 

does in terms fend forth no fmall portion o f  your h a d e d  

property— but it is its fullcn and remote eonfequences that 

I dread. T h o fe  who with me feel that this U nion is 

hateful to the nation, w ill have little affeétion for a fpot 

which can on ly  tend to rem ind them o f  their misfortunes. 

T h i s  meafure can have no intrinfic good nefs, w hich can 

compenfate for the (hock it gives to national honour. I t  is 

not hum an to ftifle a fenfe o f  injury, by the expedient o f  a 

cold and unfeeling calculation. T h i s  meafure, I fay, can 

have no fubftamial merit, can confer no fubft^ntial a d 

vantage, as long as it is remembered that it ow ed its fuccefs 

to the artifices o f  fraud, or the authority o f  arms. D refs  

your U n io n  in whatfoever language you pleafe, as long as it 

is hateful to the nation, it is a mcafure o f  conqueft, and not 

a mcafure o f  treaty. D e fca n t  as lo n g 'as  you think fit upon 

the bénéficiai confequences o f  your mcafure, yo u never w’ilj
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fee able to m ake the people forget the injury, or forgive its 

authors. Believe m e, there i s  not a man o f  independent 

mind, or independent means, who will be fatisfied with a 

country which can exhibit nothing but the emblems o f  its 

former pride, and its prefent humiliation.— But again : D o  

you think you can keep Ireland without the aid o f  a ftrong 

m ilitary force ? T h e  N oble Lord has avowed the inten

tion o f  increafing the peace eftabliíhmcnt. I  tell the N oble 

L o rd , he can have no peace eftablifhment in Ireland, in 

cafe he forces the Union. I tell the N ob le  L ord , that a 

war eftabliihment will render his U nion inoperative and in 

effectual. T h e  means to preferve, will not fail to deftroy, 

the country. G reat Britain, I  fay, cannot afford e^cn the 

reludtant Loyalty  o f  Ireland : N o  ; ihe cannot do without 

her cordial co-operation. But think you that moderate 

men w ill  remain in a country which it requires a pro

digious army to cover ? T h in k  you that thofe who have 

been bred up in the habits o f  enjoying a free Conftitution, 

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

the authority o f  armed laws, and the fulky fubmiffion o f  re

luctant obedience ?— But this is not all ; a meafure which 

c o n trats  the circle o f  national ambition, neceffarily fends 

into exile a great proportion o f  the aflive  mind o f  your 

country : therefore it is that I objedt to a meafure which, 

inftead o f  putting the talent o f  your country into requiiition 

for your country, tends to reduce it to a fyftem o f  foreign 

adventure— Y o u r  great proprietors will be abfentecs ; your 

men o f  genius w ill be adventurers— W it l i  all your a l e r 

tions, this country can have no charms for thofe who love 

liberty, and who feel the ambition of being known by the 

fuccefsful efforts o f  patriotic virtue.
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I  obje& , M r .  Speaker, to this U n ion , becaufe it is ad

mitted on all hands, that it w ill be injurious to the interefts 

o f  this proud city. I object to this U nion, becaufe it is not 

fafe to irritate the” mighty population o f  this great town. 

W h e n  the N o b le  L ord  talks o f  a mere locality, when 

fpeaking o f  D u b lin ,  he has mifcalculated. I f  the me

tropolis be ruined, the country cannot be advantaged. 

T h e r e  is no fuch diftin&nefs and difconne&ion between the 

capital and the reft o f  the kingdom. It  is in my mind, 

like the heart, propelling heat and life to the extremities : 

it is the pride and ornament o f  our com m on country : it is 

not fafe, I fay, to irritate its monftrous population. I  m y - 

felf  have feen fome revolutions; they all com  men ed, and 

were completed in the capital. .Are you not difmayed 

when, in paffing through the ftreets o f  this the third m e

tropolis in Europe, you cannot fee a fingle m an, whofe 

countenance befpeaks not determined hoftility to your mea

fure ? A r e  you not alarmed at the fteady and determined 

language they hold, even at a tim e in w hich there is fcarcely 

to be feen a ftreet without a barrack, or a houfe w ithout a 

foldier ? T h i n k  you that thefe fym ptom s w ill  die away ? 

T ^ i n k  you that this difcontent is temporary r T h i n k  you 

that this language is the refult o f  a rom antic pride ? Y o u  

are but bad reafoners and forry politicians, w hen you think 

that D u b lin  w il l ,  at any time, be reconciled to this meafure. 

Y o u  m uít not only deftroy every trace o f  thofe fplendid 

monuments w hich  at this m om ent frow n upon your m ea

fure, but you  m uft intercept the future hiftory o f  the Irifh  

nation. B elieve m e, D u b lin  w ill  never be fatisfied with 

the funeral honour, o f  being another Palm ira ; it  w il l  npt
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fubmit to the mournful dignity o f  defert ftrects and claffic 

ruins. O n  this topic alone you are unwife, if  not unjuft, to 

force the aft  o f  Union.

I  objeót to this Union, becaufe it is a political experi

ment for the operation and e ffe â  o f  which there can be no 

human refponfibility. I objeft to this Union, becaufe it is 

propofed to this nation at a feafon little calculatcd for new 

and untried theory* T h e re  is no confiftency in this. T h e  

M inifter o f  Great Britain never fails to hurl the thunder o f  

eloquent inventive, againft political innovations, againft 

fyitems o f  external union and incorporation; and yet he 

choofes this as the feafon for a moil awful innovation, for 

an imaginary fyftem o f  union and incorporation. Is there 

nothing in the latter years o f  the eighteenth century that 

might give him an ufeful leiTon on the fubjeft o f  political 

change ? W h a t  human forefight has covered the laft ten 

years 01 the expiring century ? W h o ,  ten years ago, could 

have calculated on the events which have happened fioce ? 

I  hefitate not to fay, that fome events have happened which 

have mocked all human forefight, and baffled all human 

calculation? W h o ,  ten years ago,'could  have guefied at 

the fate o f  the European fyftems ? W h o ,  ten years ago, 

could have forefecn the prefent condition o f  the European 

world t W h a t  will be faid at this moment o f  the perma

nency o f  any new fyftem, when the old and eftabliihed infti- 

tutions have nearly undergone the common lot o f  huma

nity ; when the Germ anic Union itfelf is tottering to its 

bafe ; when, perhaps, a íingle battle may convert the 

grandeft political ftru&ure in  Europe into a ihapelefs mafs 

o f  mighty ruin ? H o w  have thefe things happened ? By
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the love o f  change. Is it then prudent at fuch feafon, not 

only to recommend, but coforce new doctrines by the au

thority o f  M iniftcrial power ? Is it at a moment at w hich, 

in this weftern empire, political virtue and wifdom may be 

faid to coniift in the veneration paid to old and eftahUfhed 

inftitutions, that it is prudent not to correct, but to exterm i

nate ; that it is judicious to dwell on the deformities ot 

your Conftitution, while- yojj fhroud its beauties ; that it is 

wife to hold it up to the people as an objedt o f  horror and 

difguft ? W h i l e  the Minifter. flatters, h im felf  he may be 

able to deftroy your Conftitution which he fo abufes, he 

docs not reco iled  how difficult it will be to make the people 

enamoured with a Conftkution o f  his m aking. W o e  unto 

a fyftem o f  dangerous experiment ! • W o e  unto thofe who 

arc fetting the public mind afloat ! W h i l e  the machina

tions o f  man can be able to fet it in motion, let it be recol

lected, that it is G o d  alone can fhape its courfe, or ftop its 

progrefs, T  h e 'M i  ni (1er may difguft the people with their 

prefcnt Conftitution ; but he w ill do but mifchief, unlefs 

he can go farther, and m ake them bow in grateful fub- 

fniiTion to his fanta»ftic idol. O n  this head, therefore, do I 

declare m yfelf  in open hoftility to your projeóted U n ion

I objedl, Sir, to the U n io n , becaufe it goes to m ake Ire 

land a province. W h e n  A ntoninus C araca lla  gave to 

the inhabitants o f  the provinces, the ftile, title, and priv i

leges o f  R o m a n  citizens, what was his object,and what were 

“his means r J iis  objeói was revenue ; his means were 

tyranny and oppreffion, Sir, there is no in.ftance in hiftory 

o f  a nation feparated from the governing country by the 

fça, that ever was profperous or free. W h a t  w as the fate
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o f  one o f  the moft lovely iflands in  the world, when apper

tain ing to the freeft ftate upon earth ? Sicily, with all its 

advantages o f  nature, was lacrificed to the jealous freedom 

o f Athens. T h e r e  is fomething in the character o f  Britons, 

even on the fcore o f  freedom, that little difpofes me to de

pend on them for mine. W it h  feme truth it has been re

marked by a very great man (M r. Sheridan), that the Engliih 

are fo fond ©f liberty themfelves, they cannot fpare an atom 

o f  it to any other people pn earth, I  am not enamoured o f  

the fituation in which I find the provinces o f  Britain ; coaft 

along the ihores o f  Coromandel and Malabar ; traverfe the 

country from its fouthem to its northern extremity, and you 

will fcarcely find a fingle acre, or a fingle individual holding, 

out the afpect o f  protected humanity. Coaft along thofe lovely 

iilands planted in the bofom o f the weftern ocean, and what 

do you fee there ? Cultivation produced by the traffic o f  

nature, and human condition a fyftem o f  ilavery and op- 

preffion. T r a v e l  along the banks o f  the Ganges, and tell 

me whether, when you contemplate the ftified beauties and 

energies o f  nature, you will become the advocate for proud 

imperial legiílation ? I love not this w’ord empire ; it has 

deluged the world with blood, and never was achieved but 

by the downfall o f  the liberties o f  mankind. A s  for me, I 

own I have a delight in contemplating the many and various 

advantages o f  my country ; I have perfuaded m yfelf that 

Providence has been moft bounteous to us. I have not 

lefs delight in contemplating, that we have no empire to 

gain, no nations to conquer, no purfuits o f  ambition to run. 

N o  ; we have no claim to the crimes and the execrations o f  

afpiring humanity ; we have no title to the armorial bear

( 3« )



ings and bloody monuments o f  aggreflive v i i lo ry  ; we arc 

an hum ble, but a contented people. W e  think we have a 

right to be free ; w e feel we have received that gift from the 

hands o f  G o d ,  and we truft that it is by the hands o f  G o d  

alone refumable.

(  39 )

T H E  E N D .

W I L S O N  a n d  C O *  P R I N T E R S ,  W I L D  C O U R T .



NEW  PUBLICATIONS,
P r in te d  f o r  J . D E B  R E T T ,  oprofite Burlington H oufe} P icca d illy  »

n p H E  A S I A T I C  A N N U A L  R E G I S T E R  ; or  a V I E W  o f  the H I S T O R Y  
JL of H I N D U S T A N ,  and of the P O L I T I C S ,  C O M M E R C É ,  and L I T E R A T U R E

L  I N . V/IÏV V/ i  . i .  1 1J  7 v  fc- * *    ' -----------   ~  -_ 7 -------------------   

o f  Coin’ Aiinrnfrs fcv the Affairé of India ; and also, by permiflion, tw the Honourable the 
C O U R T  of D I R E C T O R S  of the U N I T E D  E A S T  I N D I A  C O M T A N Y .  T o
be contirued Annually. -, , r .

T R A V E L S  I N  L P P E R  A N D  L O W E R  E G \ P T  ; u n d e r t a k e n  b y  o r d e r  o l  the
O l d  G o v e r n m e n t  o f  F i a n c e .  B y  C .  S. S o n n t n i ,  M e m b e r  o f  ie ve ra l  Sc ient if ic  
and  L i t e r a r y  S o c i e t i e s ;  and f o r m e r l y  an of f i cer  and  E n g i n e e r  in the Fre nch  N a v y .  II-  
l u f t i a t e d  b y  En^vavi .  gs ,  c o n f i d i n g  o f  P o r t r a i t s , '  V i e *  s, A n t i q u i t i e s ,  P lants ,  A n i m a l s ,  
See. d r a w n  on the fp o t ,  u n d e r  the A u t h o r ’ s m f p c & i o n  ; to w h i c h  is fu bj o in cd  a M a p  o f  
th e  C o u n t r y .  T r m f l a t c d  f r o m  the F i e n c h .  W i t h  a Préfacé  and A p p e n d i x  b y  the 
Tr anf la i  o r ,  and  a c<ipu>us I n d e x .  T h e  Plates,  w h i c h  are e n g r a v e d  b y  L a n d f e e r ,  
M i l t o n ,  A n k e r  S m i t h .  W a t t s ,  a- d J C o o k e ,  c o m p r e h e n d  al l  th o le  ^iven in the o r i g in a l  
W o r k ,  w i t h  an a d d i t i o n a l  V i e w ,  n o w  iirft p u b l i f h e d ,  o f  a c e l e b r a te d  I 'urki fh M o l q u e *  
a n d  part  o f t h e  De l ta .  In  on e  v e r y  larg e  V o l u m e ,  410, e l e g a n t l y  p r i n t e d  on fine y e l l o w

w o v e  P ap er .  2 1 2 s. 6d . . 1 r r
“  S e t t i n g  a iide the l l r o n g  b ias  o f  r e p u b l i c a n  ze a l ,  o u r  author  m e r i t s  the ap pl aut e  ot 

t he  lear ne d  o f  e v e i y  c o u n t r y ,  f o r  The i n f o r m a t i o n  he  c o m m u n i c a t e s  to  the P u b l i c  on a 
v a r i e t y  o f  cu r io u s  and  ufe f u l  f u b j e f t s  that  have  110 c o n n e x i o n  w i t h  pol i t i cs .  I n  Orm* 
tbohfy*  in Ichthyology, in Zoology, in  Botany, and  in Chem ijlfy , he e x c e e d s  a il  the t ra
v e l le r s  to  this’ c o u n t r y ,  hi* " p r cd ec ef l o rs  ; and  f ina l ly ,  a ^  a m o r a l  phi  o l o p h e r ,  his 
r e m a r k s  are j u d i c i o u s ,  e n e r g e t i c ,  and  fo w o r t h y  of  a t t en t io n,  that w e  inau he u i p n t e  
i f  the m o d e r n  f v l t c m  o f  l i t e r a r y  p i l l a g i n g  is not  p r?c t i fed ,  to fo rm  a f c l e f t . o n  f r o m  this 
v o l u m e  o f  fent enc es ,  u n d er  the t i t le  o l  S o n s i m a n . V  L e t  us n o w  p r o c e e d  to a candid 
analv f is  o f  a vx o ik  oi  the firft o . d e r  o f  m e r i t ,  in the o r i g i n a l ,  and  w h i c h  w e  a r h n n  and 
can m a in ta in  lo  be co rre ôt ly  t ranf lated .  —  European M iigtizttie, J ebnuiry, .o^.o.

A n  H I S T O R I C A L  and  P O L I T I C A L  V I E W  o f  the D E C C A N ,  South  o f  the. 
K IS 1 N A l l  ; i n c l u d i n g  a S k e tc h  o f  the E x t e n t  and  R e v e n u e  o f  the M y s o r e a n ’  Do -  
m i n i o n s  as polIViied by  T * p ? o o  S s l t a u n  at the c o m m e n c e m e n t  of  the W a r  in 
1700.  S e c o n d  E d i t i o n .  W i t h  an A p p e n d i x ,  I h e w i n g  the A l t e r a t i o n s  w h i c h  nave nap- 
i)t l ied in the F i n a n ce s  and  R e l a t i v e  C o n d i t i o n  o f  that  P i i n c e ,  in ■ccm.v.quence o t M  
P a r t i t io n  T n a t v  c o n c l u d e d  in 17 9 ? ,  and  fu b f eq u cn t l y  to the prefent  r i m e .  Precede# 
b y  a R e f u t a t i o n  o f  f o m e  S s r i & ú re s  p u b l i i h c d  on ihe A c c u r a c y  o l  the  R e v e n u e  State
m en ts .  R y  J a m e s  G r a n t ,  I ' fq. i t .  6 ' .  f l

N A R R A T I V E  o f  the S H I P W R E C K ,  o f  the J U N O  on th e  C O A S T  o f  A R A C A N ,  
a n d  o !  the A n g u l a r  P i c f e r v a t i o n  ol  F o u r t e e n  o f  h e r  C o m p a n y  c n  the W r e c k ,  without 
F o o d ,  d u r i n g  a P e r i o d  o i  T w e n t y -  three D a y s  ; in a L e t t e r  to us at 1er, le . 
T h n r a s  M a c k a v ,  M i n i f t e r  o f  L a i r g ,  S i i t h c i la n d i h i r e .  B y  W 1 l l i a m . . M a c x a y , late 
S e c o n d  O f f i c e r  o l  the Ship .  T h e  F o u r t h  E d i t i o n ,  w i t h  N o t e s  and  I l i u  1. rat ions.  2s.

O R I E N T A L  D R A W I N G S ,  b y  C a p t .  C h a r l e s  G o l d  o f  t h e  D e t a c h m e n t  o f  R o)^I 
A 11i l i f i  y , la t e l y  f c r v i n g  in India .  C o n f i f t i n g  o f  T w e l v e  N u m b e r s ,  each contatuin,  
l ou r  p ’.aies j  c o l o u r e d  a fter  N a t u r e ,  w i t h  e x p l a n a t o i y  le i te i  p i c fs .  iQ->- •

W e l l  It d ia  f o r  t h y  pur jsofe  d o ,
M o r e  r e f p e & a t  leai l— t h e r e ’ s f o m e t h i n g  n e w .  ,
A  h a rm  i d s  p e o p l e ,  in w h o m  nature  fpc ak s ,
F ree  and unt a inted  a m o n g i t  w h o m  lat i re  fc«?k®,
B u i  v a i n l y  feeks,  fo fimply plain their heaits, . ..
O n e  bofom where to lodge her poiion d daits.

1.  State C h u r c h ,  B r a h m i n  f o l l o w e r  o f  V i c h c  
7 . F em al e  D e v o r e e  o f  the J e n t o o  cafL
3. C o l i e s  at d i n n e r  on the  road.
4. V i l l a g e  C h m  -h,  and  ' In d i a n s  w o r f h i p p i n g  P o î y a r .
5. C h u r c h  B r a h m i n ,  f o l l o w e r  o f  Secva .
6. S e n o y  o f  T i p p o o  S u l t a u n ’s r e g u l a r  in f an tr y .
7. i  em a lc  B r a h m i n s  c a r r y i n g  w a t e r  from, the well .


