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Mr. DOUGL.AS in the Chair.

Tae Motion was—¢¢ That, in order to promote
‘ and fecure the effential interefts of Great
¢¢ Britain and Ireland, and to confolidate the
“ firength, power, and refources of the Bri-
¢ tith Empire, it will be advifable to concur
“ in fuch meafures as may beft tend to unite

the two Kingdoms of Great Britain and

Ircland ir*o one Kingdom, in fuch manner,

(19
(1%

“ and on fuch terms and conditions, as may

““be eflablithed by Ad&s of the refpective
“ Parliaments of his Majefty’s faid Kingdoms.”
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The SPEAKER fuid,

r_FHE occafions were few on whitf::h he was
difpofed to take any other part in"the debates
and proceedings of the Houfe, than.that which
was called for by his official duty ; on the pre-
fent important queftion, hov;wever, he thought
it incumbent upon him to exp_refs his opinion by
his vote ; and exhaufted as the fubje¢t had been,
he hoped for the indulgence of the Committee,
whilft he ftated the grounds upon which that
vote would be given.

His view of the fubje& was, indeed, very dif-
ferent from that of his Honourable Friend (Mr.
Bankes), who had declared it to be his opinion,

that the fituation of Ireland was fuch, as to ren-

der it not only inexpedient, but unfafe, to coalefce »
with her.” Now it was upon the fituation of (|

that country at the prefent moment, that he

founded his convi@tion, not merely of the ex-

pediency (for of that he had long been fatisfied),
but of the urgent and prefling neceffity of the
meafure in queftion ; which, though confidered
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by his Honourable Friend as in no degree tend-

ing to remedy thofe evils, which were univerfally
acknowledged, he was convinced would, in the
firft inftance, palliate, and ultimately eradicate
them ; would at once have the effeét of allaying
irritation and animofity, and ere long, he trufted,
of extinguifhing them for ever.

His Honourable Friend was alfo difpofed to
think, that the Legiflature of Ireland was fully
adequate to the redrefs of thofe grievances which
require parliamentary interpofition, and to the
reftoration of internal tranquillity. This fuppofi-
tion unfortunately was not warranted by expe-
rience : to the redrefs of fome of the grievances
complained of, and to the removal of fome of
the caufes of irritation, the Speaker faid, its ade-
quacy could not be doubted ; but there were ra-
dical and inherent evils, clofely interwoven with
the ftate and condition of Ireland, and with the
temper, the feclings, and the prejudices of the
great body of the people, which, though they
were not occafioned by the feparation of the two
Legiflatures, he was convinced an incorporation

B 2 of
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of thofe Legiflatures could alone effeClually re~
move. | Py,

f

¥ 70N

It was a melancholy, but, he feared; an
incontrovertible truth, that the ftate of Ire-
land had, at no period of its hiffory, been
fuch as to afford fatisfaction to any mind, that
could jufily appreciate the bleflings of a well-
ordered, a flourithing, and ‘a_happy condition
of civil fociety. The/bounty of Providence
had, indeed, been difplayed in that country
by a fertile foil, and by abundant means of
internal improvement and profperity; its inha-
bitants had not been lefs diftinguithed than
thofe of Great Britain, in correfponding ftations
of life, for eloquence, for literary and fcientific
acquirements, and for thofe talents and exer-
tions, which have efiablithed the naval and mili-
tary renown of the Britith empire. Their form
of government was the fame as our own;
but it wanted its true chara@eriftics ; it did net,
like ours, beftow and receive general confi-
dence and proteCtion: for it was not con-

neéled by ties, which he trufted were here indif-
10 foluble,

i
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- {folable, with the obvious interefis, the feelings,

and the fentiments of the great body of the
people.

The truth was, that, in contemplating the
fiate of Ireland, even at a period of apparent
tranquillity, it was impoflible not to difcover thofe
feeds of animofity, which have unhappily been
matured by circumfiances into infurre@ion and
rebellion.” To account, in a great degree, for
this animofity, it might, perhaps, be fufficient
to ftate, that a large majority of the people were
Catholics, and that four-fifths at'leaft of the pro-
perty was in the hands of Proteftants, who are
alone legally competent to hold the high offices of
flate, and to perform the funétions of legiflation.
Hereditary feelings and refentments had, be-
fides, contributed to keep thefe clements of in-
ternal difcord in almoft conftant agitation. The
extenfive confifcations which took place at the
commencement of the lafi century, when, after
the fupprcfﬁﬁh of the rebellion by Lord Mount-
joy, .nearly the whole province of Ulfter became
forfeited to the Crown; the creation of nume-
rous Boroughs by James the Firft; which in

effect
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effc@t transferred the legiflative authority fr@u
the Catholics to the Proteftants; the A& of%

tlement, and explanatlon the feverities cxercwﬁd
by Cromwell ; the event of thcz battle of the
Boyne, and the furrender of Limerick (though
the articles of capitulation in the latter infiance
prove, what was indeed manifefted by.the whole
tenour of his condudt, that a {pirit of intolerance
and perfecution made no part of the chara&er -
of King William); the eode of Popery Laws,
which, however neceffary for the fecurity of per-
fons of one perfuafion, muft be admitted to
have operated with great feverity on thofe of the
other: all thefe cireumftances could not fail to
rccur forcibly to.the minds of the Catholics, to
keep alive the fenfations which they fucceflively
excited, and to make them look with irritation at
power, when they fee it lodged in the hands of
thofe whom they confider as their oppreflors ;
whofe religious opinions they conceive to be
heretical, and who are in pofleffion of that pro-
perty winich, as they imagine, was unjufily

wrefied from their ancefiors.

On the other hand, the horrible excefles to
which
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which the vindictive fury and bigotry of the Ca-
tholics were carried in 1641; the dreadful ufe
they made of the powes, which they acquired
upon the ufurpation of James the Second (for
the government of James the Second in Ireland
was an ufurpation, after he had abdicated the
throne of England); the forfeitures, the fequef-
trations, and the attainders, which then took
place, had neceflarily engendered in the Protefi-
ants of that country, thofe fentiments of appre-
henfion and difiruft, which occafioned, and ap-
peared to jufiify, the code of penalties and difabi-
lities enatted at the commencement of the pre-
fent century, and which more recent occurrences

had not tended to eradicate.

The Speaker then ftated, that about the year
1778, a material .change of {yfiem took placc:
the extinction of the hopes of the Houfe of Stuart,
and the peaceable demeanour of the Roman Ca-
tholics, led to a repeal of the penal code, which
bore upon them with peculiar hardfhip; and they
obtained from the juftice of the Irifh Parliament
full fecurity to their property, complete perfonal
liberfy, and a perfect toleration of their religion.

1 A wile
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A wife and liberal policy induced the chnﬂatt?re
of this countr y to relax, at the fame period, m
firictnefs of the Act of .Navigation, and of our
colonial fyflem: and an unqualified participation
of the foreign trade of Great Britain.was ac-
cordingly givcﬁ to his Majcﬂ:y’s} fubjeits 1n
Ireland.

Further conceflions, of a political nature, were
made m the year 1782. The control of the Privy
Couneil, under what was called Poyning’s Law,
was abolifhed; and the Aét of the fixth of George
the Firft, aflirming the power and authority of
the King, by and with the confent of the Lords
and Commons of Great Britain, to make laws
and ftatutes to bind the kingdom and people of
Ircland, was repealed. T he independence of the
Parliament of “Ireland was thus fully and com-
pletely eftablithed: and, in the fubfequent year,
the appellant jurifdiétion of the Britith Houfe of
Pecrs from the Courts of Law in that country was
done away. Without calling in queftion the
wildom or expediency of the meafures laft de-
feribed, it would not, he trufied, be thought
diﬁ‘efpe&ful or improper to obfcrve (for the ob-

fervation
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fervation was warranted by a Refolution of that

~ Houfe), that, however fufficient they might be

for the removal of the grievances of which Ire-
land then complained, they were defective, and
incomplete for the purpofe of adjufting the re-
lation in which the two countries were thence-
forward to ftand, as branches of the {fame em-
pire; that they loofencd the ancient ties of con-
nexion, and that they fubftituted no others in

their place.

Such a ftate of things might poflibly have {ub-
fifted for a time, during a period of tranquillity ;
but it was ill fuited to bear the agitation of that
tempeft, which foon convulfed a confiderable part
of the Continent of Europe, and extended its
malignant and defolating principles to Ircland.
For its influence and its ravages it there unfortu-
nately found an ample field: there were wanting
in that cbuntr'y (as he had before ftated), thofe
links by which the body of the people fhould be
connefted with the Government : there were not,
in the degrce at leaft that could be wifthed,
thefe ties between the higher and the great

mafs of the lower orders of the community,
c which
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which are, perhaps, the beft fecurity for 1‘11:- |
ternal peace and tranquillity. In many pa'm 1
of the country the non-refidence of prapné..,
tors, and the intervention of other perfohs and
other interefts, obfiruéted that commun‘iba’tlon
and intercourfe between landlord and tenant
which were equally advantageousffo both, and
to the community at large. The predominance
of numbers, as had been alrcady mentioned, was
on the part of the Catholics, that of properfjr on
the part of the Proteftants. The philofophy of the
day had taught the dreadful leffon that was to be
derived from fuch a difproportion: religious bi-
gotry, for the firft time, came in aid of princi-
ples always formidable, and aggravated the
danger arifing from the phyﬁcal- firength of
numbers, and the new doctrines of the Rights of
Man.

With the particulars of the convulfion that
“had recently taken place, all were too well ac-
quainted. He would not now enter into them,
but confine himfelf to a confideration of the va-
rious plans which had been propofed for reftor-
ing tranquillity to Ireland, and for perpetuating
her
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her connexion with Great Britain. Of thefe, Ca-
tholic Emancipation, as it is called ; the re-enat-
ment of the Popery laws, in the whole, or in
part; and an incorporation of the Legiflature of
the two countries, had each its feparate advocates.

The objections to Catholic Emancipation,
coupled as it was, according to the general opi-
nions and views of its advocates, with Parliamen-
tary Reform, were, in the language of Mr. Fofter
(whofe name he could not mention but with fen-
timents of refpect), « that it had the tendency to
“¢ give the influence to numbers and to take it
“ from property, and to. overwhelm the rights
“ of the Proteftants of Ireland.”

The Speaker: acknowledged, that he was
anxious for the removal of the moft obnoxious
grounds of complaint againft what was termed
the Protefiant Afcendancy; but he fought for
the attainment of this defirable objeét, by no
other means than thofe of a legiflative Union ;
and not at the hazard of thofe formidable con-
fequences, which Catholic Emancipation, with

~ all that belonged to it, was, in his opinion, cal-

c 2 culated
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culated to produce. Indeed if the Cathali’bs» )
were true to their confcience and their creed,
the Proteftant cftablithment muft be expofed by
fuch a change to immediate, and, perhﬁaps, ine-
vitable danger ; and the fiate of the Protcftants
under fuch circumftances, be rendered worfe
than that of the Catholics during any period of
the prefent and preceding century. If aGtuated
by interefi and paffion (by which he did not
imagine that they were likely to be more or lefs
influenced than others), they could not be fup-
pofed to poflefs, without exercifing it, the power
of recovering that property of which they con-
ceived their anceftors to have been wrongfully
deprived: and if, under the prefent circum-
ftances, the inconveniences arifing from the dif-
cordant proceedings of diftinét Legiflatures
have been regarded with anxiety and appre-
henfion, fuch fenfations could not but be
excited, ‘'in a far fironger degree, if po-
litical power was poffefled by thofe, between
whom, and the Parliament of Great Britain, a
greater variety of differences from various caufes,
‘might be expeéted to arife, and on points lefs
capable of reconciliation and adjufiment.
- His
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His Honourable Friend who {poke laft, he ob-
- ferved, thought that it would be expedient for

, the Parliament of Ireland to tread back fome of

the fteps that had been taken, and to re-enatt

- the whole code of the Popery laws (the repeal
~ of which had been the fubject of fuch general

encomium and fatisfaction) againft the Catho-

lics, who did not produce certificates of their

peaccable and loyal conduct during the late re-
bellion : and to provide that thofe by whom
fuch certificates were produced, fhould be ad-
mitted to all the rights and privileges enjoyed
by Proteftants ; but he had alfo intimated fuch
an opinion of the Catholics, as to difcourage the
hope that many of them would be entitled to
the benefit of fuch a diftinction.

That difaffeCtion ‘had {pread widely amongft
that body, mufi, he feared, be admitted : that
it had been f{o'mearly univerfal, as {fome per-
fons had imagined, he thought there were folid
grounds to deny. Many individuals of the yeo-
manry and other volunteer corps, and moft of
thofe of whom the militia regiments confified,
were of that perfuafion; and yet they had in
general manifefted the utmoft degree of ardour

and
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and alacrity in refifting the mternal as well aﬂ
the foreign enemies of their country. On thp
partof a large proportion of the Catholics, firong
prejudices againft this country muft alfo be con-
feffed to exift ; but he was convinced that they
arofe, in a great degree, from the perfuafion
that the Proteftant afcendancy was principally
maintained by Britifh connexion, and Britith

power.

He faid that the proceeding which had been
recommended by his Honourable Friend, would,
if his advice was followed, appear to imply that:
the rebellion had been carried on by Catholics
only ; a fuppofition.which the accounts received
from the feat of it, and the charadters and con-
feflions of many of the United Irithmen, would
cffectually difprove. The propofed difcrimina-
tion would, he was perfuaded, if adopted, add
fuel to the flame, and create new fources of dif-
fenfion and hoftility. It fhould befides be ob-
ferved, that many who, from motives of hypo-
ciify, or of regard to their perfonal fafety, had
not given way to the malignant fuggeftions of
their own minds, by taking up arms againtt the

Government, would thereby be countenanced ;
whereas,
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whereas, in other parts, that had been the fcenes
of infurre€ion and rebellion, the Catholic, who
had yielded to a momentary, though an unjufti-
fiable impulfe, would, by one rafh ftep, be ex-
cluded for ever. This furely was not a mode of
healing the divifions, and of eftablifhing the
tranquillity of Ireland : it could neither have the
effe&t of allaying the irritation of the Catholics,
or of conveying to the Proteftants a greater de-
gree of confidence and fecurity.

The Speaker then adverted to the meafure of
1793, by which the competency to enjoy and
exercife the eleQive franchife, and to hold cer-
tain offices, was afforded to the Roman Catho-
lics of Ireland, and to the opinion which had
been ftated concerning it, from an authority to
which he had before referred *. ¢¢ For that mea-
¢¢ fure,” Mr. Fofter had faid, ¢ that he could
« not thank the Irith Minifter, though he did
« for many others; for that from his foul he
« confidered it as the prciude and certain fore-

* Vide the Speech of Mr, Fofter in a Committee of the
Houfe of Commons in Ireland, in February 1793.—Printed for

J. WrienT, Piccadilly.
$ rRiiner
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“ runner of the overthrow of the Proteftant
« efiablithment in Ireland”—¢¢ that it hazarded ,
¢¢ {he Hanover fucceflion and the connexion with 1

¢¢ Great Britain.” 1

From thefe opinions he was far from diffent-
ing ; he had quoted them, not only to mark the
danger which was apprehended from the pro-
ceedings of 1793, by a Gentleman known to be
friendly to the Proteftant eftablithment, and to
the connexion with Great Britain, but for the
purpcfe of founding upon them an argument in
favour of the meafure in queftion. If the pre-
di¢tions of Mr. Foficr were well founded, and
he confefled that they accorded in a great degree
with his own fentiments and apprehenfions, he
faw no means by which their accomplithment
could poffibly be averted, but by a legiflative
Uniony or by a renewal of the reftri¢tions and |
difabilities which were done away by the A& of
1793. Of the former meafure Mr. Fofter had
very recently difapproved, and it could not
therefore but be fuppofed, that it was by the
latter only, that he could hope to prevent thofe
calamities, which, he was convinced, were de-

1 | precated
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precated by no one more anxioufly and fi ncerely,
than by that Honourable Gentleman himflf,

He would, indeed, acknowledge, that if he
were obliged to make an option between a re-
currence. to. fo much of ‘the {fyftem of the
Popery laws as was repealed at that time, or to
Catholic Emancipation, coupled . with Parlia-
mentary Reform, he thould coneeive that he
beflt confulted -the tranquillity ‘of Ireland, and
the interefts of- the empire at large, in giving
the preference to the former: but it was, in a
great meafure, becaufe. his objections to both
were radical and infuperable, that he was com-
pelled to give his cordial and entire fupport to
the meafure of a legiflative Union,

He faid, it was a-fatisfaion to him to know
that the opinion which he entertained on this

fubje& was fanctioned by great and refpeable
| authorities. . It could not be unimportant to the
weight and eredit of fuch a meafure, to flate that
it had been countenanced by diftinguithed and
enlightened men in the laft century ; that it had
 the approbation of Sir Matthew Decker, Sir
D William



¢ & )

William Petty, and Sir Jofiah Child; that Mo-
lincux, the friend of Locke, who had incurred,
as the Journals could tefiify, the difpleafure of
that ‘Houfe, for his bold affertion of ‘the inde-
pendent‘adthority of the Parliament of his native
country, anxioufly withed for its adoption. ‘After

having referred in his publication on this fubjet,
to many ancient documents, for the purpofe of
proving that at-an early period ' of our hiﬁory,v
delegates from Ireland had been fent to the Par-
liament of Great Britain, Mr. Molineux adds—
« If from thefe records it be concluded that the
¢ Parliament of England may bind Ireland, it
““ muft alfo be allowed that the people of Ire-
‘' land ought to have their reprefentatives in the
¢ Parliament of England; and this I believe
¢¢ we thould be willing enough to embrace, but

¢ it is an Happinefs we can hardly hope for.”

It was‘al{o material to ftate, that in the fecond ¥
year- of the reign of Queen Anne, when, as it
had been faid, it had become difficult for the !
Proteftants to keep their ground in Ireland, a |
Committee of the Houfe of Lords of that king-
dom was appointed to take inte confideration

5 the
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the ftate of the nation: and the Committec re-
ported, ¢¢ That upon due confideration of the
¢ prefent conflitution of this kingdom, fuch
¢ an -humble reprefentation be made to the
¢« Queen of the flate and condition thereof, as
“ may beft incline her Majefty, by fuch pro-
« per means as to hey Majefty fhall feem fit, to
« promote fuch an Union with England as may
¢ heft qualify the ftates of this kingdom to be
« reprefented there.” The propofition was not
liftened to by the Queen’s Minifiers, and, as has
been ftated by the prefent Chancellor of Ireland,
¢ it was not till this attempt to unite the Parlia-
<¢ ments of both countries had proved abortive,
¢¢ that the great code of the Popery laws of
¢ Ireland was enaéted: a code,” he admitted,
< of great feverity, but evidently forced upon

¢¢ the Parliament by necefiity.”

To thefe authoritics, and many others might
be cited in fupport of them, he had the utmoft
fatisfadlion, in adding thofe of Lord Clare, Lord
Carlton, Lord Kilwarden, and particularly of
Lord Yelverton, who had been called the

s¢ Father of the Independence of the Irith
D 2 ¢ Parliament,”
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« Parliament,” but whofe fentiments at this =

time were by no means inconfiftent witﬁ?‘!ﬁl
condu@ in 1782; as the previous eftablifh-
ment of that independence was neceffary to
render a legiflative Union the refult of com-
pact between ‘the two countries. Without it
that meafure could only be an act of power
on the part of Great Britain,

To the opinions of thefe great and enlight-
ened men, who have proved themfelves to be
the true friends of Great Britain and Ireland,
by their conftant endeavours to encourage and
promote a clofe and intimate connexion be-
tween the two countries, he defired to add thofe
entertained by Dr. M‘Nevin, and others, of that,

which (with reference to their own views and

projects) they juftly denominated « fatal mea-

fure. Tt would be recolleéted, that thefe per-
fons have declared, that, on their parts, Catholic
Emancipation was a mere pretence, and that
{eparation was the real and invariable object of
all their hopes and all their efforts. On the
oth of April 1795, The Commitiee of Nine, of

| which

3
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| which Dr. M¢‘Nevin, Lewins, Ryan, and others

- of the fame defcription, were members, aflem-
~ bled at the chapel in Francis Street, Dublin,

'Y
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¢ muneration can over-pay.”

- and came to the following amongft other refo-
~ lutions : - ' . )

]

¢« Refolved unanimoufly, That we are fin-
cerely and unalterably attached to«the rights,
liberties, and independence of . our native
country ; and we pledge ourfelves collec-
tiﬁely and individually, to refift, even our
own emancipation, if propofed to be con-
ceded on the ignominious terms of acquief-
cence in the fatal meafure of an Union with

the fifter kingdom.

¢¢ Refolved unanimoully, That the thanks of
this meeting be refpectfully prefented to our
agent, Theobald Wolfe Tone, Efq. for the
readi;efs with-which he accompanied our de-
puties to England, and the many other import-
ant fervices he has rendered to the Catholie
body; in purfuit of emancipation—{fervices,

whieh'no gratitude can over-rate, and no re-

But
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But it was fiot upon authority only, much
as he was inclined to refpeét it, nor upon. the |
repugnance, of United Irithmen to this mea-
fare, that he was difpofed to fupport and re-
commend it. He 'thought that it was calculated
to avert much probable evil from both countries,

and to produce pofitive and fubftantial advan-
tages to both. ~

Onc of the leading confiderations in its fa-
vour was, that it would in fature preclude the :
inconvenience and -~ danger, of which recent
experience warrants the apprehénfion, arifing
from the difcordant determinationis of feparate
and independent Legiflatures. He reminded the {-
Committee of the proceedings of the Irifh Par-
fiament, ‘upen the fubjeét of the Commereial
Propofitions in 1783, and the queftion of the
appointment of a Regent, which occurred in
178g, ~In the former, the fenfitive jealoufy of |
the Parliament of Ireland deprived that country
of the obvious and undifputed advantages which
were beld out to it by the offer of a free accefs to
" the home market of Great Britain; in the latter it

would be recolledied that the diverfity of opinion,
which
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which eccurred in the two Parliaments, led not
only to a difference as to the extent of the power
and autherity, ‘but as to the identity of the
perfon, by whom, during the illnefs of his Ma-
jefty, the fundlions of executive government
were to be exercifed. The fame illuftrious Per-
{onage was indeed nominated by both, but by
one as a matter of choice ; in virtue ofa fuppofed
right by the other: in one with more limited
powers; in the other with the fame powers and
prerogatives as the monarch himfelf, It was
therefore obvious that the difeordant principles,
which operated at that juncture, and which ac-
tually occafioned the delegation of different de-
grees of authority, might alfo have led to the no-
mination of different individuals : and this at the
hazard of the tranquillity and fafety of the em-
pire, and in direct violation of the fpirit of the
unrepealed ftatute of Henry VIIL which ena&s
that ¢ the kingdom of Ireland is infeparably an-
* nexed to, and dependent upon, the Crown
““ of Great Britain, and that whoever is King
““ of England, is thereby ipfo facto King of Ire- -
¢ lamgd.”,

Upon
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Upon every thinking mind a deep impreffion -

was made by thelc tranfaétions; and a very. re-
fpe&table geutieman, who now holds a high
office in Ireland, is reported to have faiq,~ in a

dcbate at that period, #¢ If thefe fentiments are

¢ to prevail, what fhall prevent us to-mor-

¢« row from adopting a different «Mutiny-bill,

« or difclaiming an -uniformity in religion ?
¢¢ The unity of the executive magiftrate = has
¢¢ been well called the folitary bond of. union ;
¢ but can it exift for a.moment if a poffibility

«¢ remains of ‘the two Legiflatures being dif-

¢¢ cordant on this fubject ? Unlefs one is fuf-

-

¢« fered to take the lead, the alternative is ob-

« vious: with two Legiflatures {o liable to pull

n
L 4

¢ diffcrent ways, no authority can govern.”

His Hon,o-u,rable Friend, who preceded him,
appeared, however, to be under little appre-
henfien upon the fubject of a poflible diver-
ity of fentiments and condu&, in the two
Legiflatures. He thought that as the King of
Great Britain was the fupreme executive magifs
trate, and therefore vefied with the fame pre-
rogatives in both co’untrics, it was not to be

{uppofed
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| .ﬁJPPOde that thofe embarraffiments and dangers

would arife, which muft unavoidably refult from
a declared difference of opinion on the fubje& of

~ ftreaties, or on the great queftions of peace or

war. The Speaker faid he knew and refpe&ted
the prerogatives of the Crown, but he likewife
knew and refpeQted the privileges of the people.
Of thefe the power of the purfe was the moft
important ; it was the inflrument of fup-
port and control; the check upon the abufe of
power on the part of the advifers of the Crown,
and the fafeguard and guardian of the interefts

~ and liberties of the people. It would not be

&‘ i

contended that this great privilese was to be
borne down by prerogative; and if not, it
might, at a period of public emergency, be dif-
ferently exercifed ‘in both countries. In one,
fupplies might be liberally granted ; in the other,
abfolutely withheld : and the co-operation of
the two leading branches of the empire could
never be enfured, even on occafions in which
its fecufity and independence were deeply and
effentially involved. The Speaker declared, that
his hopes and expetations went farther ; he
thought, that if the prefent meafure was car-

E ried
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ried into effed, it would not only preclude fueh
a difcordance as he had defcribed, but thﬁt it
would lead to a coincidence of viewsand fen-
timents in the great body of the people of: both
kingdoms ; that they would all look’the fame.
way ; and that their feelings and opinions would
invariably recognife the fame interefts, the fame

allies, and the fame enemies.

But no confideration; he faid, fo forcibly im-

pelled him to wifh for the adoption of this
meafure, as his convi¢tion of the beneficial
confequences with which it would be attended
to the internal.fituation of Ireland : his hope
and belief were, that it would lead to the re-
moval of a_principal ground of anitﬁoﬁty, by
precluding _that {pecies of conteft, which had
hitherto fubfified for obtaining political authority
and power.—Amongft the lower orders of fo-
ciety, ‘he was convinced that its falutary efle@ls
would be found in that change of manners, the
refult of habitual induftry, which would necef-
far_'ﬂ_y be produced by the transfer of a part of
the capital of Great Britain to that country.
Could it be {uppoled, he would afk, that perfons

of
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of opulence here would be fo much inclined to
embark any part of their property ‘in the trade
and commerce of Ireland, if the Parliament of
that country were fiill to remain diftin¢t from,
inftead of being incorporated with that of Great
Britain? Of the confequences which muft be
produced by fuch an application of part of the
wealth of this country, no doubt could be enter-
tained : it would operate on every clafs of the
community, and diffufe itfelf throughout every
part of that kingdom: and notwithftanding what
had been faid of the aggravation that would be
eccafioned by a legiflative Union to the evil
arifing from the non-.refidence of the opulent
proprietors of land in “that country, he was
convinced, that whatever had a tendency to
give fecurity to/property and improvement to
manners would prove the fallacy of fuch a
fuppofition ; and that even thofe waftes and faft-
nefles, which now afford retreat to the marau-
der, the affaffin, and the rcbel, would be the
feenes ‘of cheerful labour and protected induftry,
of mutual confidence and {ocial intercourfe,
under“the fuperintendance and guardianfhip of
well-adminifiered and beneficent laws.

4 E 2 It
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It had been faid, that amongft the comfe-

quences of fuch a meafure, it could not be con-
tended that it would be poflible to mention any
immediate advantage to the Roman Catholics of
Ireland. To this affertion he could by no
means accede. The elective franchife itfelf, be-
ftowed by the Parliament of frcland in 1793,
could hardly be confidered as a boon to the Ro-
man Catholics, whom it was hoped and intended
to gratify: the right, with the limitation an-
nexed to it, could not be exercifed in moft in-
ftances, without fome degree of violence to their
opinions and their feelings: it could only be made
ufe of for the purpofe of contributing to form a
Houfe of Commons, the whole body of which
they too generally conceived to be adverfe to their
interefts, and to thofe of the individuals, to
whom, from a coincidence in religious opinions
and from other caufcs, they had been accuftomed
to look up with the utmoft refpet. Whereas
the fame franchife, if employed in contributing to
form the reprefentation in an united Parliament,
might be accompanied with the fatisfactory re-
flettion, that the individual in whofe behalf it
was exercifed, would be mixed with thofe, a

majority

w .
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majority of whom were uninfluenced by the pre-
judices which they have imputed, whether on
fufficient ground or otherwife is not now to be
confidered, to the Parliament and to the great
body of the Proteftants in Ireland.

With refpect to the expediency of extending to
the Roman Catholics of Great Britain and {re-
land, in the event of fuch a meafure as was now
in conternplatioh, a more ample participation of
the rights and privileges of Proteftant fubjets,
he would not now offer an opinion; he would
however quote the fentiments of a perfon (Dr.
Duigenan) whofe good fenfe he admired, and
who would not be accufed of a firong bias to-
wards the Roman Catholics of Ireland: ¢ It has
““ been the opinion of very great and able fiatef-
“ men, that an union with England, on jufi
““and equitable terms, would be very advan-
“ tageous to Ireland, would contribute greatly
“ to increafe her trade and her opulence, and
<« conduceto the firength of the empire at large:
¢ and in any event, it could not be more preju-
¢ dicial to the Romanifts of Ireland, than to any
¢¢ other clafs of his Majefiy’s fubjeds here, but

““ much
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“much lefs (if it could be at all prejudﬁiﬁ'l,'y?
“ which T cannot admit), in as much, if we Wete
““ one people with the Britifh nationy the "j)"rc-
“ ponderance of the Proteftant body of 't"};é;&ﬁrholc
“ empire would be {o great, that all ‘fivalfhip
“and jealoufies between Protefiants and Ro-

‘¢ manifts would ceafe for ever, and it would not
“ be neceflary, for the fafety of the empire at
¢ large, to curb Romanifts by any exclufive
¢ Jaw whatfoever.”

The Speaker faid, he was not inclined to take
up the time of the Committee by a reference to
the particulars of the Union with Scotland, to
the confequences which followed that meafure,
or to the arguments which they fuggefted on
the prefent occafion. Thefe topics had been 3
already difeufled, in a manner which could
not fail' to make a forcible impreffion on the
Houfe. ‘He would only remark, that the ani-
mofity between the two nations, immediately
previous to the Union, was fuch, as to have led
thch to the verge of hoflilities; and that the 4
grounds of difiruft, and complaint, were thereby

entirely done away. He alfo obferved, that there
were



(a3 )

were circumflances tending to facilitate an inti-
mate connexion between this t:ountry and Ire-
land, and to incerporate the people of thofe
kingdoms, which did not belong to the relation
in which England and Scotland ftood to each
other. It would be recolleCted, amongft other
illufirations of this obfervation, that here, and
in Ireland, there was the fame code of civil and
criminal law; the fame forms for the adminifira-
tion of juftice, and for the purpofes of legiflation ;
the fame fucceffion to the crown; and the fame
eftablifhed religion,

Having ftated a few of the many confidera-
tions which, in his opinion, recommended this
meafure, he thought it incumbent upon him to
notice fome of the objeGtions that had been
made to it. Of thefe there were two, either of
which, if valid, was fundamental and infupe-
rable. The firt was to the competency of the
Parliament of Ireland to accede to this mea-
fure: the fecond relied on the final adjuft-
ment, was it had been termed, of the _year
1782.. The one called in qﬁeﬁ:ion the nature
and extent of the authority of the Parliament

0§
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of Trelmd; the other folemnly appealed to'tlie
good faith of the Parliament of Great Britain.
In viewing the queflion of competency, he
faid, it appeared to him that the new dogtrines
of the prefent day were on one fide, and
the found pr-iﬁciples,' the theory and the prac-
tice of the Britith conftitution on the other.
The higheft legal authorities affirmed the ex-
tent and the fupremacy- of 'th‘c-’power of Par-
hiament. It was fufficient to refer to the names
of Sir Edward Coke, Sir Matthew Ha]é, Sir
William Blackftone, and many others, who, to
fay the leaft, have never been charged with a
bias againft the conftitution and liberties of

their country.

That the funQions of the Legiflature thould
be exercifed on all occafions, and particularly
on one fo folemn and important as the prefent,
with the utmoft circumf{pection, would be readily
and wuniverfally allowed. But it muft at the
fame time be admitted, that Parliament pofizfics
the power, and the right, when called for by the
obligation of providing for the public fecurity
and welfare, to new-model the conftitution, and

5 to
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to alter the fucceffion to the Crown, and the
eftablithed religion of thefe kingdoms; and he
would then afk thofe to whofe objections he was
referring, where, if not in Parliament, the means
of carrying into effe¢t fuch an arrangement as
that which is now in contemplation, however
neceflary, and however approved, could pofii-
bly be fuppofed to refide? Not in the confti-
tuent body, for it would hardly be faid that they
had delegated a truft to their reprefentatives,
with a refervation in particular cafes: not in the
people at large, for fuch a fuppofition would im-
ply the diflolution of the Government. It is in-
deed an eftablithed truth, that, whilfi the con-
fiitution exifts, the only legitimate fanction of
public opinion, and its only efficient authority,
muft be derived from the proceedings of Par-
liament. ¢ This is the place,” Sir William
Blackftone obferves, ¢ where that tranfcendent
¢¢ and abfolute power, which muft in all govern-
“ ments refide fomewhere, is entrufted by the
¢ confiitution of thefe kingdoms.”

The attempts to preclude the difcuffion of the
prefent fubjeét, by the denomination of a Final

F Adjuft-
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Adjuftment, which had been befiowed on the | .
proceedings of the year 1782, firuck him with |

more aftonithment than even thofe which he
had read and heard againft the fufficiency of
Parliament itfelf. If any importance wére to be
attached to thofe words, he fhould have ex-
pected to find them folemnly recorded in acts of
the refpective Legiflatures, as the bafis of the

new relation which then took place between the

two countries: but what was the fact? ' They
are introduced in a meflage from the King, and
noticed in the addrefies of the Britith Parlia-
ment, and of the Houfe of Lords in Ireland;

but in the addrefs of the Houfe of Commons of

that country, they are not to be found; and
as it had been the pradtice (and a judicious
one it was, where there is a general concurrence
of opinion), that the addre(s thould accord with

the fpeech or the meflage from his Majefty, the

omiffion was remarkable.

In trath, all that had been faid upon this part
of the fubject, appeared to him to be a difpute
about words ; for he was ready to acknowledge,
that the Britifh Parliament would juftly incur

the
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the imputation of a grofs breach of falth, if they
were to aim, ecither dire@ly or indireélly, at the
refumption of the power and fupremacy which
were then folemnly renounced : that the adjuft-
ment, as far as the independency of the Irith
Parliament was concerned, was really gnd ab-
folutely final and conclufive; but if the argu-
ment, which was meant to be founded on thefe
words, could be expected to avail, it muft not
only pafs over the meafure which took place
in the fubfequent year, and the refolution of the
17th May 1782, which immediately fucceeded the
order for leave to bring in a bill to repeal the
6th of George I. but it muft contend that the
true import of the words was fo binding
and peremptory, as to bar the poflibility of
adopting any ulteriorarrangement of the nature
of that to which they might be fuppofed to
apply, however called for by the obvious in-
terefts, and the wifhes of the inhabitants of both
countries, ' Such a propefition could not be main-
tained, and.if not, the argument with which it
was neceflarily connected, muft, in his opinion,
fall to the ground.
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' 4
On the furrender of the rights of the Parlia-

ment of Ireland, and the facrifice of its inde-
pendency, which had been imputed to the mea-
fure in queftion, he was not difpofed to dwell ;
the futility of the arguments on which thofe
obje@ions were founded, was, in his opinion at
leaft, fully developed on a former occafion : he
would only fay, that if an uniform coincidence
thould take place between ™ the two Legiflatures,
the independency of one or the other would be
liable to be called in queftion ; and that without
fuch a coincidence the interefts of the cfnpire;
and eventually the conmexion between the two

countries, might ponbly be endangered.

The Speaker faid that fome objections had
been urged, the force of which he would by
no means deny. He was thoroughly convinced
that the Houfc of Commons, as at prefent
conftituted, was a true and faithful reprefentative
of the people of Great Britain; that there their
opinions and their withes (he did not mean the
fluttuating and fleeting impreffions of the day,
but thofe which were the refult of corre&t in-
formation and deliberate refle&tion) had their due

X influen ce,
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influence, and were there fully and accurately
exprefled. He could not, therefore, contemplate
a propofal for {uch an augmentation of its num-

~bers, and the pofiible effe¢ts which might be

produced by it, without a confiderable degree
of anxiety.

But he was not inclined to oppofe a conjec-
tural and contingent evil to that which was pofi-
tive and immediate; or if he did, he muft
compare one, as cautioufly as he could, with the
other, and firike the balance. His apprehen-
fions on this fubject would be greater, were it
not for the experience which has been afforded by
the Union with Scotland; but the prefling evils,
which it was the duty of the Houfe, if pofiible,
to avert, were uppermoft in his mind ; and every
other remedy which had been fuggefted, ap-
peared to him to be fraught with confequences
far more injurious than any of thofe which even
this circumftance, objectionable as he allowed it

to be, was capable of producing.

Of the danger to the commercial interefis of
this country, which had been adverted to, but

which
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which had not been much infifted updn,; h : a )

tertained no ferious apprehenfion. It was'not

“true that Great Britain would neceflarily lofe

what Ireland would gain. He knew, befides, the
liberality, and the good fenfe of the merchants
and manufacturers of this country: if Ireland |
fhould ccafe to be a feparate kingdom, they
would not entertain a with tol withhold from her
inhabitants a fair and equal participation of the
advantages which were enjoyed by themfelves s g
and théy were fully aware that whatever contri-
buted to promote indufiry and to produce tran- f'
quillity in Ircland, had.a tendency to give addi-
tional fecurity and ftability to the tra&mg inte~ |
refis of Great Britain. : |

I, had bee,n afked, why, if this meafure was
brought ferswvard with fuch obvious advantages, !
the adoption of it had not been fooner recom-
mended ? To which it had been juftly and forci-
bly anfwered, that the attention of thofe, who *
are convinced that a clofe connexion between
the two countries, is eflential to the welfare of
each, could not fail to be due&ed with pecullar

{olicitude to that ebject, when the diflolution of -
all
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to alter the fucceflion to the Crown, and the
eftablithed religion of thefe kingdoms; and he
would then afk thofe to whofe objections he was
referring, where, if not in Parliament, the means
of carrying into effet fuch an arrangement as
that which is now in contemplation, however
neceflary, and however approved, could poffi-
bly be fuppofed to refide? Not in the confti-
tuent body, for it would hardly be faid that they
had delegated a truft to their reprefentatives,
with a refervation in particular cafes: not in the
people at large, for fuch a fuppofition would im-
ply the diffolution of the Government. It is in-
deed an eftablithed truth, that, whilft the con-
fitution exifts, the only legitimate fanction of

public opinion, and its only efficient authority,
muft be derived from the proceedings of Par-
liament. ¢ This.is the place,” Sir William
Blackftone obferves, ¢ where that tranfcendent
¢¢ and abfolute power, which muft in all govern-
« ments tefide fomewhere, is entrufted by the
« conftitution of thefe kingdoms.”

The attempts to preclude the difcuffion of the

prefent fubject, by the denomination of a Final
F Adjuft-
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fatisfacion, and of confidence, to a great ma_]a- )
rity of the people. s |

To this want of promptitude to provide againft -
remote and contingent evils, one exception in-
deed prefcnted itfelf to his recollection : it was
the meafure adopted by Parliament in 17971,
which provided, that in cafe of future loans a
further fum fhould be borrowed to be applied as
a finking fund, for the purpofe of gradually re-
deeming the addition thereby occafioned to the |
funded debt. Too much could not be faid in
commendation of the provident wifdom and juf<
tice of that meafure, which is conftantly employed
in diminithing the prefflure upon public credit, -

which arifes from an increafing accumulation of
the debt contrafted fince the commencement of _'
the war; and in effeting an entire relief from its :
burdens perhaps to ourfelves, but certainly, and
at no diftant period, to our defcendants.

Some Gentlemen had entertained an opinion
which, he acknowledged, was entitled to fe- =
rious attention and confideration ; that, as the |

propofed meafure had been difcountenanced by

the ‘?
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- the Houfe of Commons in Ireland, to perfifi in
 the difcuffion of it here, would be to add to the
 irritation which unhappily prevails in that coun-
try. Such an effe¢t he thould fincerely lament,
- and thould be forry to have any fhare in pro-
~ducing. There were other confequences, how-
- ever, which it was of the utmoft importance to
avert. If the Parliament of this country were
- to abftain from declaring the conditions upon
which it would be difpofed to incorporate itfelf
with the Parliament of Ireland, it was impoflible
not to be aware of the oppertunity and fcope
which would be afforded for m'x_fcqnécption, {uf-

picion, and mifreprefentation. .

He trufted that we fhould adopt fuch refolu-
tions as would rather tend to appeafe, than to
inflame ; fuch as would be a pledge of our libe-
rality, and our juflice : that we fhould manifeft
the earnefinefs and fincerity of our withes to

~communicate to Ireland a full participation of
“all the advantages we enjoy; that we fhould
prove ourfelves defirous of confidering the inha-
- bitants of the two countries as one people, con-

“mected together by the clofeft ties under the fame
4
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Conftitution, the fame Parliament,  and thefame
_ ! i

King. ~

e had underfiood that, if the Refolutions |
which had been opened fhould be égféw to, 1t
would be propofed that they fhould be carried to
the foot of the Throne, accompaied by an Addrefs
to his Majefty. In that Addrefs he hoped, and
was perfuadcd, that no féntiinents or expreﬂions _
would be introduced which jealoufy might mif-
interpret, or malice pervert; that there would
be no indication of a with on our part to prefs -
the confideration of the queftion upon the Legif-
lature of Ireland ; and that no impulfe would be
given to it, but what it might derive from the
frce and unbiaffed opinions, and difpaflionate -'
judgment of the Parliament and People of that
kingdom. |

The fubje@®, he was convinced, would make -
itsway. To Ireland he was fatisficd that greater 1
advantages were now held out, than had ever

been afforded by any ﬁn_gle meafure to any

country ; that it would greatly augment the re- ]
fources, and place upon 4 ‘tock that would be

I impreg-
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impregnable, as far as that term could be ap-
plied to any human eftablithment, the frength
and fécurity of the Britith empire. His own
ideas and hopes, however, extended fill far-
ther, as he was thoroughly perfuaded, that what-
ever had a tendency to confolidate and maintain
the power and the independence of thefe king-
doms, was of the deepeft importance to the beft
and moft valuable interefts of mankind.—From

thefe confiderations he gave the Refolution his
moft cordial {upport.

THE END.



NEW PUBLICATIONS.

e B ‘ '.‘m:';‘ ‘. -"- -
T 0 it L
Ia SPEECH of the Right Hon. WrLr1am PrTx, in
the Houfe of Commons, Thur{day, January31ft,
1799, on offering to the Houfe the Refolutionswhich he
propofed as the Bafis of an Un10N between Great Britain
and Ireland. SEvENTH Epition. Price 1s. 6d.

2. SpeecH of the Right Hon. HENRY Dunpas, in
the Houfe of Commons, Thurfday, February 7th, 1799,
on the Subject of the LEcisLaTive Union with Ire-
land. Tairp Epition. Priceas.

. SussTANCE of the SpeecH of LORD AucKLAND,
in the Houfe of Peers, April 11th, 1799, on the propofed
Appress to His Majesty, refpecting the REsoLvu-
T10Ns adopted by the two Houfes of Parliament, as the
Basis of an UnioN between GrREaT BTiTAIN and
IreLanp. THIRB EDITiON. Price 1s.

4. SussTANCE of Mr. Canning’s SPEECH in the
Houfe of Commons, Thurfday, December 11th, 1798, on
Mr. T1erNEY’s Motion refpe&ting CONTINENTAL AL-
L1ANCES, SEconD Epirion, Price 1s. 6d,

——

5. BR1IEF EXAMINATION into the INCREASE of the
ReveEnvE, CoMMERCE, and MANUFACTURES of
Great BriTaln, from 1792 to 1799. By GEORGE
Rosg, kEfq.” Fourrm EbpiTion, with Additions,
Price £5.

6. StesTANCE of a SPEECH made by Lorp Avuck-
raNDin the Houfe of Peers, on Tuefday, the 8th Day
-of January, 1799, on the third reading of the < Bill for
granting certain Duties upon IncomE,” Fourth EbI-
PION. Price 1s.




