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INTRODUCTION,

AM ONG the boafted and valuable privileges of a
Britifh fubjet, one of the moft important, and moft
effential to real hberty, is the Freedom of the Prefs. Be-
fore the invention of the Art of Printing, liberty may
have been enjoyed at certain times, and at certain places;
but it could not have been either permanent, or fecure,
for want of an eafy circulation of fentiment, and a free
communication of idea. This a free prefs fecures to the
fubject; it impofes a check upon the conduét of the moft
exaited and powerful, and prote@s the order of {ociety,
from the danger of any violent infracion. It is pro-
ductive of another and more pofitive advantage, though _
perhaps of lefs immediate and univerfal value to fociety :
it furnifhes the eaficft vebicle, and the fureft criterion of
the real fentiments of a people ; it fupplies, from a mul-
titude of counfellors, opinions upon public matters, which
have no other means of communication ; it provides the
ftatefman with affiffance to effet his defigns, or to cor-
rect his errors, from talents that would otherwife lie bu-
ried in obfcurity, and that would fhrink from a diret
application, or from a more confpicuous exertion.

Thus, ever fince Freedom has been regularly eftablifhed
in the Bridth empire, the Prefs, upon every important
point in agitation, has teemed with declarations, of the
opinions, or of the fancies of men, on each fide of every
great queftion. The prefent fubject of public debate, a
Legiflative Union between Great Britain and Ireland, has
roufed the attention of all ranks of men, from the capital
to the remoteft extremities of the ifland : and as it is the
moft momentous topic, that has ever yet come under the
difcuflion of the Irith Parliament, it has produced a
greater number of publications, than, probably, any other
matter of ftate policy has ever given rife to, :

On this, as on all fimilar occalions, fome of the pam-
phlets offered to the public, are the children of paflion, and
devoid of all argument : fome are mere declamation ;. and

among

-



INTRODUCTION: Vil

among thofe that are argumentative, different authors
thave viewed the fubjet under different lights ; and in
fupport of the fame opinion, arguments are fometimes
urged, diflimilar to each other, and even contradi&ory.
It is of moment to the welfare of the people, that the
Public, as well as thofe whofe province it is to decide,
fhould entertain juft conceptions of fo important an ob-
ject = but there are few, whofe leifure, or whofe incli-
nation will permit them, to take the trouble of wadin
through the prodigious number of pages, that have been
written on this {ubject; and fewer ftill, who are capable,
in the rapid view that a pamphlet ufually obtains, of
reaping much information, from a loofe and defultor
collection of arguments, fcattered wide, without order,
or connexion.’ ]

It occurred therefore that fome fervice might be ren-
dered to the Public, by collefting into one point of view,
all that has been urged in print ; and by oppofing to each
other, the arguments on either fide, fo as that the folidity
of each might become apparent at a glance, and that a
few moments might fuffice to go through the condenfed
fubftance of what, in a more dilated form, would require
weeks, or months to perufe.

Having read all the principal pamphlets and {peeches,
that have been publifhed on the {ubjec, whether in fup-
port of the expediency of an Union, or in oppofition to
that meafure, the compiler has extracted every argument,
thatoffered itfelf to hisobfervation, and, in methodizin
them here, has endeavoured to preferve to each, the full
force which its refpective authors feemed to attribute to
it. Impartiality and perfpicuity have been his chief aim 3
and, as he has fought with equal afliduity to procure for
himfelf fatisfaCtory information, as to contribute to pub-
- lic convenience, he is not confcious of having, in any
cafe, either over-rated, or under-valued any argument,
which has prefeated itfelf in the writings, either of the
advocates, or the opponents of an Union.

For the fake of clear arrangement, the various argu-
ments are difpofed under three diftin& heads, viz.

1{t. Political, as refpeCing the external relations of
Ireland in connexion and intercourfe with Great Britain.

2dly. Political, as relpecting the internal peace and
profperity of Ireland. And,

3dly. Commercial.

In
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VIIL INTRODUCTION.

In the margin, oppofite to each argument, ftand the
names of the principal authors, by whom it has been
urged: when any argument, or any part of an argument,
has been repeated by more than one writer, the names
annexed are connected by the conjunétion, 47d : when a
name {tands without that conjunion, it defignates the
fole author, of the argument, to which it is affixed.

In like manner, the name and number printed at the
bottom of the page, prefent a reference ‘to the author,
by whom, on the other fide of the queftion, ;efpe&ivcly,
the adjoining argument has been oppoled, and to the page
in which his anfwer may be found. :

It feems to be the natural order, that thofe arguments
thould be placed firft, which have been urged in fupport
of a propofed meafure; and that, thofe, by which its
opponents have combated, fhould follow. For the fake
of a more eafly comparifon, each head contains immedi.
ately contrafted the arguments on each fide.

PR O
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IN FAVOUR OF A LEGISLATIVE UNION BETWEEN
GREAT BRITAIN AND IRELAND;

ARGUMENTS POLITICAL, RESPECTING THE EXTERNAE
RELATIONS OF IRELANDy, IN CONNEXION AND
INTERCOURSE WITH GREAT EBRITAIN.

ML e

A PERPETUAL and intimate connexion between Great Brj. Weaknefs of pre-
tain and Ireland, is effential to the interefts of both :* the geo- Jent connexion.
graphical fituation of the two iflands render any medium imn };“E d Mint
pofiible, Letween the moft intimate connexion, and tislihy " O "
or enmity : the connexion between them is regarded, by the Lord Miato,
enemies of the empire, as its moft yulnerable point ; and, as

the disjunition of the two great limbs would annihilate the

power of the empire, their chief obje&, and almoft only re-

maining hope, is to effe@ a feparation ; this connexion has, in Pitt,
confequence, been expofed to the repeated attacks both of fo- & Addington,
reign enemies and domeiftic traitors ; it ought, therefore, to ‘g:l?mt‘igﬁi’nw
be fufficiently ftrengthened, to be capable of withftanding = ™" ;
thefe efforts of the enemy.

The fettlement of 1782, which is called Sfinal, confifted Settlement of
merely in the demolition of the injurious {yftem, by which the 1782 inadeguate.
two countries were before held together, § without fubfituting gcnkdd‘ ;
any other in its place: and, though fuch a ftate of things as g punas
was then eftablithed, might have fubfifted for a while, dur-
ing a period of tranquillity, it was ill fuited to bear the agi-
tation of the tempeft that has fince convulfed the greater part
of Europe, and has imparted its malignant principles to Ire-
land.  Such was the opinion, with regard to that fertlement, Pitt,
of the Britifh Parliament at the time, of the miniftry by whom
it was propofed and condufted, and of thofe very perfons
who now call it a final adjuftment : it was the declared opi-
nion of the gentleman who now takes the lead in jts fupport,
that it could not latt : the Irith Parliament, in their anfwer to
the meflage from the throne recommending the adoption of

fome

Addington,

* Folter, 27, § Ibid, 26.
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& Addington. {pme plan of final adjufiment betaveen the tavo countries, are

Pitt.

Douglas.

Smith,
& Addington,
& Douglas, *

Douglas.

Smith, -

totally filent with regard to that part of it contained inythe
word final. So far was that fettlement from being then
looked on as final and complete, that the then minifter thought
it neceflary to move, that a further fettlement was neceffary for
the maintenance of connexion ; and an addrefs was voted to the
King,* praying him to take fuch further meafures as he fhould
think fit to ftrengthen the connexion: his Majefty’s anfwer
ftated his compliance with the requeft of the Houfe, and was |
delivered by vir. Fox. In objeétion to this flatement, it is
urged, that the addrefs contains not the word further, and
that it, therefore, alluded only to the meafures then about
to be embraced: but Mr. Fox, in his fpeech on the occafion,
faid exprefsly, that fomething more than ‘what he had ﬂdted to
be bis intention, was fit and proper to ke dome, €3¢, but it avas
not to be propofed by bim, it avas the duty of 1he Crown to look
20 that. In 1785, the fame gentleman declared, that no idea
of commercial regulation had been entertained by the ad-
miniftration of 1782, in the refolution propofed, .

But, however interefling to afcertain, the opinions of -
men at that time cannot be binding on them now, nor upon
the parliament of either country; nor even, if by either
parliament a formal and exprefs declaration had been made -
againft any further adjuftment, or againft a legiflative wunion,,
would it by any means prevent that fubje@ from being now
entertained, : '

But it is a mere difpute about words to dwell upon the
term final adjuftment, as applied to that of 1782 ; for, ad-
mitting that adjuftment to be final, as it undoubtedly was,
fo far as the hmits of thofe doubts and controverfies, to
which it was the obje& of that arrangement to put an end,
ftill it was not preclufive ; it did not deprive the King of
the right to recommend, nor the parliament of the power
to recetve any propofal for deliberation. The objeft of that
fettlement was to remove thofe grievances of which Ireland
then complained ; viz. the claim of Great Britain to bind Ire-
land by her laws ; the appellant jurifdi€ion of the Britith Houfe
of Lords; Poynings’ law ; and the fram® and perpetuity of
the mutiny-bill. Thefe, 1t did finally remove, by a compad
which cannot be violated without a grofs breach of faith;
and wo more than this was meant in the expreflion, fnal;
together with a bage that no conflitutional quefiion would exift
afterwards, to. difturb the harmony of the two kingdoms=—
that is, no caufe of difpute or contention;. it could: not
have been intended to exclude all amicable prepofals from
one to the other, or from the Sovereign to both : and, being
only an abolition of abufe, and a reftitution of the original

' principles

L R SR

* Fofter, 26.



ARGUMENTS POLITICAL, EXTERNAL. 3

principles of the conftitution, it left Ireland as free to receive
any propofal of treaty or compaét as before fuch abufe took
p}ate; therefote this propofal is no violation of the compact
of 1782,

) It7appears. then, from the expreflions ufed by minifters*
as above, that the fyftem of connexion was at that tme
deemed imperfe; it ftill remains the fame : and, while it
declares the moft fri@ and intimate copnexion to be effential
to the individual interefts, and general welfare of both coun=
tries, it leaves them conneéted by no other tie; than the com=
munity of the executive government, with the privilege of
affenting to Tiith a&s of parliament under the great feal of
Great Britain, and dire@ing Irith affairs by the advice of Bn-
tifh minifters =1 bond of connexion which is infufficient to
confolidate the ftrength of the two countries in time of war;
to unite thet in time of peace ; to guard againft-lacal jealou-
fies and doubts, which muft exift between countries fo con-
ne@ed's to give to Ireland all the commercial and political
advantages, . which the might derive from a clofer connexion
with Great Britain 3 or to improve both nations to that de-
gree of firength and profperity of which they are capable,—
A connexion of affedlion is mere fentiment aod noufenfe; it
cannot exift between nations, for they can be guided by intereft
alone, and are incapable of affection ; and reafon is required
in fobet argument, not fentiment.

The prefent imperfect fyttem of connexion has this fun-
damental vice, that by the very law of its conftitution and
nature, it muft tend-gradually, though not always with rapi-
dity, yet certainly and inevitably to diffolutions  Such a con-
nexion, betweén two unequal countries, is the means of afcen-
dancy in one, and the caufe of fubordination in the other.—
But the natural love of indepeadency will fet a fpirit of jea-

Toufy at work in-the weaker, which will continually ftrive to

improve and enlarge that independency, by the only poflible
means ; thatis by ftriking off link after link of the connexion,
which impofes fome ‘fefiraint, till the laRt.thread dhall be
broken: this ffatement ‘is fupported by the unitorm teftimony
of all hiftory. I 5 :

"There are but two poflible methods, by which the im-
perfe@ion of this fyftem can be remedied ;—by a compact be-
tween the two kingdoms, or by the blending and indentifi-
cation of their'legiflatures. The former has been already
tried, and -found to be impraicable (commercial propofitions
‘ . J | ’ i

- % Fofter, 27, ahd Taafe, &c.28. - N

" 1 In Lord Minto’s fpeech the reader will find an analyfis of the various
pofiible modes of connexion between two countries, ftated in order to prove
that noother can be fecure or permanent but entire confelidatioa.

Piit.

Lord Minttc.

Dittos

Pigt,

P———
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of 1785) : the alternative, therefore, is to remain in the pre-
fent fituation, fubje@ to endlefs jealoufies and diffenfions, ex-
pofed to the malignity of the enemy in a point of the, higheft
importance, where weaknefs invites attack ; or, to adopt the
meafure propofed. _ : :
Pitt, Experience proves the imperfection of the prefent fyltem ;
& Addington. for the il effeéts-of jarring degiflatures have been felt, in the
only inftance, which has yet accurred, where they could have
been felt, in the affair of the regency :* there the two legifla-
tures a&ted upon differ<nt principles ; and though they hap-
pened to coincide in the choice of the perfon, yet the regen:
would have held his authority upon different tenures in the
two countries. It is pofiibie for many other queftions to
arife, which may occafion diffenfion ; as, for inftance, that of
peace or wat. Supplies might be granied by the one, and
Addington, withheld by the other. And this _ganger of diffenfion mu i
very greatly increafe, if the Reman Catholics fhould obtain
admiflion into the legiflature, and influence its decifions ; for
many caufes of difference might arife between them: and the
Britith Parliament, on points lefs capable of reconciliaiion,

Union will Tt is the opinion of every flatefman of abilities, acquainted

Serengthen the with the interefts of the Britith empire,§ and of every well-

";ﬁ‘t"’ informed writer who may have touched upon the fubje, that
’

& Ld. Minto, the general power of the empire would be ver reatly ex-
LAY . tendegd by fuch 2 confolidation of the ﬂrengthy§f theyt‘wo
Ditto, kingdoms, in a far greater proportion than the fimple addition
of their refpe@ive amounts. _
Pict, "The commercial refources of the empire, in which jts ftrength
confilts, would evidently be much increafed by any meafure
that thould communicate to Ireland the commercial advantages
of England, open: the market of one country to the other,
‘and give them the common ufe of Britifh capital. And fince,
in cafe of attack; Ireland now depends for prote@ion upon the
power, naval and military, of Great Britain, the beft method
of guarding her againft danger is to enable Ireland ro defend
herfelf, and to ftrengthen her by a participation of the wealth
and power of Britain, . _
Q‘O:glﬂ: The ftrength of ary people is beft increafed and fecured
1% ot identity of government, and identity of intereff. One
general fuperintending legiflature is_beft fitted for the fteady
confiftent government of all the parts of which it is compofed.
Anon. Pragce well knows the principle-and the force of incorpora-
tions, and has prattifed it with fuccefs in her own cafe, while,
on the contrary, ﬁ;e.maintaiugf.a?glgﬂ;rggarci. to the politics of
¢hie” Biinifhi enipire the ' principle ot leparation, as eflential .to
W2 Dol XN fr€Cdo;n"

* Fofter, Bousfield, 0. § Fofter, 31,
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freedom, 2nd, with as found policy, aims at forming into in-
dependent republics its two members, Scotland and Ireland.
In whatever part of an united people wealth may be accunu-
lated, its benefits will pervade and fructify the whole. Lon-
don feels no detriment to its interefls in the profperity of
Briftol or Liverpool ; for one country, under a commeon le-

iflature, hasa common intere®. In the prefent precarious
ﬁate of connexion, the idea of diftincinefs of intereft, which
is but 2 convertible term for feparation, is ever prefent ; and,
with the increafing ftrength ‘and wealth of the inferior coun-
try, that of a pafhble future feparation becomes more practi=
cable; and more formidable, While there is a pofibility of
fuch an event, it is the intereft of the wealthier country to
reftrain, to a certain degree, this rifing profperit y 3 and before
England will promote the interefts of Ireland to™the extent of
which they are capable, fhe muft be wel] affured that they
are identified with her own. :

The meafure propofed is not, in the leaft, derogarory 1o 7; not derogatory
the honor and dignity of Yreland, nor does it imply any infe- to Ireland,
riority on her pait. This Jealoufy for the independence of Ire. Pitt,
land is a natural feeling or paffion, but ik is il direfted ; for gg‘;gdﬁ;‘l
true patriotifin is guided by utility, and embraces thofe meg-
fares' witich contiibute 1o the welfare and vrofperity of the
country.’ It is an union, by treaty, ‘of two independent na-
tions, “upon equal terws, by which no part of the united
country 1s more fubjugated or dependent than the reft ; it is & Addingtoa.
conféderacy, which in the very 2@ recognifes the ‘indepen-
dence of Upth and, withiout . this acknowledged indepen-
dence, a treaty of union call not take place, becawt: both
parties could not trear faicly andtequally. [t was never ol Dundas,
je€ted, By tlie nioft Captiges’ opporicnt of the Scorch union,
that the ‘ini¢pendence of tie Scotth’ parliament wis attacked
by the propoifal, and yet its ititlependence was to the fuil 45
complete as that of the Tyifl, parliament. In the prefent afe
it is manifeftly for the ddvahtige of a country incapable of de-
fending or providing for herfelf, 10 unite, upon terms of equality,
with that country whence'fhe Has derived every thing valuable
or important in her ‘poffetlion. - Dittin@uefs is not to be con-
founded with independence, nor union with fubordination,

The indeperidence of the Britiih parliament was not in- Smith,
fringed by the addrefies of the Liifh aoufes to the Queen in
1703 and 1707, afking for an union: neither can that of the
Trifh parliament, equally irce and independent, be violated by
fuch a propoful coming from England ; but, as before ftated,
the very propofal is a foléin recognition of its idependence,
and its exclufive Compétence to decide upon the queltion,—

The compaét of 1782 cannot have done more, than make
Ireland as independent of Brirain s that country is of Ireland ;

but

Pict,
& Smithe
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but the adoption of an union would not encroach on the indé»
pendence of England ; neither can it on thatiof lr¢lasd,
which is not greater. ' Sy
The pumber of Irifh reprefentatives may be diminifhed,
Wt a reprelentation proportioned to the terntory,, population,
refources, and conuibution of Ireland, in an union identifying
the interefls of the two countries, is fufficient to feeure to ber
an mdependence equal to that enjoyed by any.part or difiné&
o. Great Britain ; which may yet bear but 2 dmall proportica
12 the fum of Briuth reprefentations It is therefore an idle
objellion to fay, that the Irifh members may.be outvoted by
tie fuperior number of the Britith mewbers.. An unien would

neither apnihilate the lrith legiflaturey mor transfer its aniho-

rity nto other hands; but would combine ir, upon equal
terms, with another independent legiflature, where having its
due proportion of weight and influence, it might mueh better
{upport the independence and dignity.of the country, than in
its prefent fituation : for never, bat at a mowent of gencral
teiror and alarm, has it been known to have a will of its own,
except on the one queflion of the regency : and there it ferved
only to thew, how loofe the connexion is, and hew near folly

" or wickednefs might go to diffolve the only bond.

Ireland, by an union, ;no more becomes a provinee.in. any
offenfive fenfe of the word, than Great Biitain: they both
become provinces, or component parts, of ore whole ; one
integral empire,

“Profperity of __ Neither is it to the tranfaction of 1782 that the prO_ngi"
Freland rot to {iye improvement in the trade, manufaQuies, and profperity of
be atiributed 10 [reland, is to be attributed, Its profperity* is not fecured by

the [eitlement of

1782.
Douglas,

that fettlement;, but is in a great degree dependent on . the
policy and wildoni of Great Britain ; and the enly fafeguard
of its permanence is that very meafure which it is pretended
would produce a contrary effeé. _ , A
The great points gained by Ireland in the way of commerce,
were the fruits of feveral Britith alts of parliamentt of 1779
and 1780, which firtt operred her trade with America and the
Weft India colonies, as well as with the reft of the world.—
And it was not till 1793§ that permiffion was granted her to
trade to the colonies on the fame footing with Great Britain.
This act will hardly be faid to be an cffeét of the arrangement
of 1782, and the others were antecedent to it.  But lrelasd
as growing falt in induftry, enterprile, manufaures, tradeé
- e an

4 19 George IIL c. 35. 20 George IIl. c. . 6.,
s = = =i = Gr3d e = e RO

- Y - - - - - - - n_-c.la.

§ 23 George IIL c. 63




ARGUMENTS POLITICAL, EXTERNAL. y

and agriculture, before either the acknowledgment of her in-
dependence, or the ﬁ:ant of her free trade; and all the three
“kingdoms have flourithed with an accelerated rapidity for about
fifty years, firce the general paciﬂcau:on of lturopc_ l?y the
treaty of Aix-la-Chapelle. 1In 1576 it was the opinion of
Lord Chief Baron Fofter, (a man of great acutenefs and ac-
curate enquiry) as recorded by Mr. Arthur Young* that
*“ Ireland had iniproved more within the laft twenty years than
Jin a century before ; that the great {pitij of improvement had
begun in 1749 and 1750; and thai, in the fpace of about
thirty years, the exportation of linen and yarn had arifen fiom
500,000/, to berween |,2oo,pool.anq 1,500,000/ 3 'ngarly tre-
ble.— And yet, fince thattime, notwithftanding the tranfadlion
of 1782, improvement has not continued to advance ‘in the
fame ratio 3 g that it feems much niore reafonable 1o afcribe .
the growing improvement of Treland to the fpirit which began
about 1‘;‘;% B '

That the éﬁiement of 1782 is no_fecurity for the perma-
nence of the advantages enjoyed by Ireland, is plain, For,
however Great Britain may have renounced the power of
binding lreland by Britith laws, fhe cannot have reftrained
herfelf from repealing her own a&@s; and the encouragements
which have promoted the profperity of the linen manufa&ure
of lreland, as well as her trade with the colonies, are derived
merely from Britith laws, which are of courfe liable to be re-
pealed by the Britifh legiflature. = ;

Itis fzmetimes admitted that thefe advantages are derived
from Britifh laws, and are therefore dependent on Great Bri-
tain 5 but, in anfwer it is wrged, that, though by a war of
duties and prohibitions Britain might injure Ireland, The herfelf
muft alfo inevitably fuffer in the conteft, and there’ore witdom
and policy, as well as liberality, muft ever prevent her from
engaging in fuch hoftilities. This is certainly true, but wif-

om is not a poffefiion in perpetuity ; the principles now held
with reigard to commerce, 1t is poffible, may change here-
after ; fucceeding adminiftrations may entertain difforent opis
nions from thofe of the prefent ¢ay, with regard to policy and
expediency ; difputes and aniniofities may arife, and, in fuch
a cafe, there is no treaty, no {ecurity that Ire¢land can have
recourfe to. ' \

The condud of England towards Scotland, 4 before the union,
is a cafe exatly in point: and yet it feems to have-hcen as
much theintereft of England to promote the weliare of that
country, as to further the profpenty of Ireland.

.y In

% It is from the fame period nearly that Dr. Adam Smith dates the rapid Douglac.
Emgf‘efa-of‘ improvement in Scotland, and the eftablithment of country
anks,

& X T Fofter, Spencer, Rudd, Goold, Bousfield, 33.
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Propofitions In 1785 it was thought that the commercial co exion
of 1785.  was not fufficiently fecure under fuch protetion, éng]A ofe
who were beft acquainted with the interefts of Ireland, wﬁ |
for the “ fecurity of a legiflative compa® ;” yet the warmeft
advocates of that imperfet meafure are now the foremoft to
reject a legiflative fecurity of a more binding nature, which

: cannot be diflolved. -

Smith, T'he modification of Poynings’ law in 1782 (by which it is
required that the royal aflent be affixed to Irifh fiatutes under
the great feal of England) is faid to have fufficiently fecured
the connexion between Great Britain and [reland : but, on the
contrary, that very circumftance is a proof of its frailty, By,
the application, to an adwmitted evil, of a weak and inadequate
remedy ; viz. the refponfibility of an ﬁ? ividual to the Britifh
parliament; and that law, inftead of afferting the indepen-
dence of Ireland, places her in a flate of abfolute dependence
upon the Britith minifter 3 and thus fubje@ed ta the poflible
wickednefs or caprice of an individual, or a cabinlt, ;

It was admitted in 1785, when the commercial propofitions
were rejected, that things could not remain as they wWere 3
that commercial jealoufy might arife, and feparation of intereft
lead to feparation of connexion, No change has fince taken
place in the arrangement, therefore the danger muft ftill re-
main the fame ; for, though partial evils have been remedied
by feparate laws, that mode is inadequate to remove the dan-
ger, becaufe there is no fecurity for the permanence of thofe
laws; and becaufe the exercife of diftinét rights is liable to
produce diffenfion between the two legiflatures. The good
fenfe, which has hitherto obviated the evil, has not annihi-

lated the rifk. '
Ld.Auckland, If the independence of Ireland be real, it prefents a field for
ZDAdd‘,’l‘,g“’é" endlefs diflenfions ; and, if the chufes to exercife the power
T diffent, the confequences mult be conteft, and, either {epa-
ration, or the conqueft of the weaker, with all its attendant
Smith,  misfortunes. If it be merely nominal, it will produce dif=
truft, abhorrence, and fufpicion; and will probably render’
Ld. Auckland, the very connexion odious, and reduce Ireland to the neceflity
& Addington, of fubmitting to the control of a Britith minifter, no way
ggiznd'f:‘:k“’ accountable to her, but amenable only to the parliament of
Smith. Great Britain. * If it be between both, it combines the evils
of both fyftems ; fo that, in any cafe, the prefent diflindnefs
furnithes a ftore of weapons to wound and fever a connexion
fo frail : a danger, which is now redoubled by the efforts of
foreign and domeftic enemies to effe a feparation. \
FTrifp perliament - But, in fa@, the patliament of Ireland is not independent 3
uot independent. ¢ is in 3 ftate, not of thadowy, but of real and fubftantial
g”ﬁ%ﬁ‘;&s fubordination on the  parliament of Great Britain.. - For, by
Y that very act (21 and 22 George IIL) which is boafted of by
the adverfaries of an union, as fecuring the connexion between
the two kingdoms; it is ordained that no a&t of the Irith par-
iz liament,
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liament, whether it affec the empire at large, or regard only
the moit minute local concern, can pafs into a law, till it be
returned under the great feal of England. The affixing of
that feal is an executive, not a legiflative a& ; and the mi-
nilter who does fo, does it at his peril, and liable to im-
peachment in the Britith parliament, if done amifs, . Thus is
the Irith parliament under the abfolute control of the Britifh,
whillt it claims a perfec equality of independence. That
- topic, then, fo much infited on, and fo well fuited to rouze
a paflisnate oppofition,==the lofs of independence~-has no
weight, for Ireland has no independence to lofe ; and though
the feparate parliaments lofe, each of them, their refpe@ive
identity and diftin€tnefs, that of Ireland no more becomes de-
pendent than the Britith ; but both equally become propor-
tionate parts of one whale.

The prefent fituation iss what is called Imperium in imperio, Arguments for
a fuppofed independent government within an independent and againdt, &c.
government, and this, all writers have agreed in condemning.
Such was the firlt confiitution of the American ftates, when
each ftate was fupreme and independent ; but as foon as peace
allowed time for iefle@ion, the abfolute neceflity appeared of
remedying by confolidation a conttitution incapable of ftanding,
Such alfo is the conftitation of the Swifs Cantons, which in-
capacitated that nation from oppofing with effc6¥ the intrigues
or the vielence of the Freach,

The fubordination of the Irifh executive to Great Britain Dovglas.
is more obvious Mtill, than that of the legiflative body : the
Lord Lieutenant a&s in obedience to the King’s cominands,
fignified either in his commiffion under the great feal of Eng-
land, or by the King’s letter, counterfigned by a fecretary of
ftate, or, in revenue matters, by the lord treafurer, or three
lords of the treafury.

But.the jealoufy of Treland rewolts at the praical exercife
of thefe legal and conftitutional powers ; and, partly from
this, partly from other caufes, the government of England is
fuppoled, :in general’cafes, to leave matters to the Irith par-
liament, and minifters, - From time to tiwe, however, occa-
fions occur, where it is neceflary for the Britith minifters to a&
contrary perhaps to the fentiments of the fervants of the crown
in Ireland. And, though in fuch cafes the difficulty may often
be {urmounted by confidential intercourfe, or by the adeption
-of a middle way, fo as not 1o alarm the dignity of Ireland, or
commit the imperial authority refident in England ; yet firua-
tions have arifen more than once, when the winiftry have
thought 4t their duty, without fuch temperature, to exercife
an immediate contraling authority in lieland; even under
the hazard .of rouzing the jealoufy, or affronting the high
Apirits of the leading - perfons there. This dilemma, which
has already occafioned many difficalties, and will be the fource
of growing embarraflments, is capable but of two remedies

either
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either the King muft remove his refidence to Ireland, which
would only take off the difficulty from that country to throw
it o Great Britain ; or Ireland, by her reprefentatives, muft
come to England, and thus place both countries, in theory as
well as in effe, under the direion of the fame minifters.—
But while the prefent fyftem remains, no alteration can work
a remedy. By indentification with Great Britain, Ireland will
become . truly independent, in fharing ber independence, and
will no longer be bound to follow, tamely and {ubferviently,
a will that is not her own. This can be no otherwife effeéed
than by an union, unlefs it be by feparation ; {uppofing even
that the had means and ftrength in that fituation to preferve
herfelf independent, which is not poffible. ~ Were the Britith
iflands feparated, neither of them could fubfift againft any
enemy combined with the other, nor fupply fufficient means
of defence againft his inroads. It is evident that, in cafe

of war, the weaker of the two would be more expofed to
danger; and, though for a while, fhe might perhaps maintain
herfelf by the mean arts of intrigue, fhe would be a conftant
bone of contention to furrounding nations, and at laft would
be forced to fly for refuge to her more powerful neighbour,
either England or France ; and either actually fubmit to her
authority, or at leaft, by virtually yielding to her influence, |
lofe her own independency., ‘

There is another friking inftance, in proof of the fubor-
dinate condition of lreland ; the is obliged to take part in all
the wars of Great Britain, for the King’s declaration of war
involves all his dominions ; fhe is expofed to all the ritks and
dangers of war ; fhe may lof¢ one of her provinces, or herfelf
become a province to an enemy ; and yet fhe cannot acquire
an acre of territory ; every conqueft made, though perhaps
at the expence of Irith blood, and Irifh treafure, belongs
folely to Great Britain. Ireland cannot either plant a colony,
or eftablith a foreign fettlement.

It is a miftaken expreflion, to fay that by an union the Irifh
parliament would merge in that of Great Britain ; it merges
in_the imperial legiflature, and an union merely changes the
refidence of the legiflature of Ireland, leaving to it f#ill, in
pg?rt.nermip with that of Great Britain, the dire@ion of Irith
affairs, -

The feparate deliberation of the two independent parlia-
ments, is very erroneoufly compared to that of the two houfes
of the fame parliament.~ Thefe latter are connected together
and confolidated into one body,* by having, for a middle terni,
the third eftate, and, in cafe of difagreement, the meafure
merely falls to the ground, and no mifchief enfues; but there
is no bond of union between two bodies each complete and

independent 3

* Fofter, 31. .
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independent ; there is no middle term to conneét them, and
fhould a difagreement occur between them, and fhould each
parliament, having a right to purfue its own meafures, think
proper to adhere with tenacity to its own defigns, a conteft
muft be the confequence ; and, in fuch a cale, the great feal
would be but a pitiful guardian to the connexion. That dif-
agreement is poffible, the tranfaQions of 1785 and 1789
evince ; at the latter period the coincidence, in the perfon of
the regent, was accidental ; for the precipitation of Ireland
waited not for his.appointment in England 5 nor was any per--
fon, in fa€t, aGually named in that kingdom, the King’s for-
tunate recovery having happened juft in time to prevent ir,
But, though the perfon had been the fame, the difparity in
the Timitation of his prerogative would have given the two
countries an executive government, with different conftitutional
powersin each : anevil, which is admitted by the late regency-
bill, to have exifted. ‘ '

Befides, if a difference of opinion fhould- arife hetween the
two houfes of parliament, they have not only much greater
facility of difcuffion, and mutual explanation, but identity of
intereft between them is much more dire&t and fenfible, than
that between two feparate kingdoms, though they be con-
nefied in, and form parts of the fame empire. It is true, that
to a-certain degree, the feparate legiflatures may afford a
check upon each other, fimilar te ahofe of the three branches
of parliament upon each other ; yet, it muft be of a very im-
perfet nature, having no formal or legal cénftitution ; and
can have no more force or efficacy than thofe checks upon
each other, which prevail in the ‘relation of different ftates,
having @ common intereft, but without any link of connexion,
and which ferve to maintain what is called the balance of
power, :

A local parliament has been compared alfo, for the local
knowledge, of which it is fuppofed to be pofefled, to 2 jury,
which, on the fame account was formerly obliged to be fe-
leCted from that fpot, which was thought to furnifh local
knowledge of the circumftances to be tried ; but the wifdom
of legiflators, finding the néighbourhood of a culprit too much
expofed to prejudice, paffion and party fpirit to allow of
juftice, have thouglit it expedient in latter and more liberal
times, to enlarge his vicinage to the whole county, and fo ta
give a greater field for the fele@ion of a jury ; or, if it be
fufpected that a fair trial cannot there be had, they have al-
lowed to «hange the wenue to another place, where equal
Tocal knowledge may be exerted with lefs danger or prejudice.
In like manner, to carry on the comparifon, thelrifh parliament,
combined in the imperial, may poffefs all the local knowledge
that they could obtain ia their own country, and be at the
{ame time exempt from local danger and logal prepudice.

In

Douglas,

Smith,

b
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Difiance no In fome cafes, diftance may prefent an infupeiable unpe-
impediment.  diment to the union of legiflatures, as in that of America,
Douglae, Where the ‘experiment was firongly recommended by Adam
Smith ; and in many others : but this ohjection will not apply
to Ireland, for that country, though feparated by a fea, 1sin .
the neighbourhood of Great Britain alone, and is feparated

from all other countries by an immenfe fpace.  Its capital is

nearer to that of England than Edinburgh, and notwithftand-

ing the intervention of a fea, the journey thither from London

ufually occupies a fhorter fpace of time; the moft diftant

towns of Ireland, that are of any note, as Cork, Limerick,
Londonderry, &c. are not fo far from the metropolis of the
empire as many towns in Scotland. '

To thefe canfiderations fhould be added, the many impor-

tant inducements to intercoutfe and incorporation, between

Great Britain and Ireland, which did not exift in the cafe of

Scotland : the fame fyftem of laws, civil and. commercial ;

the fame rules of property ; fimilar tribunals ; extenfive con-

fanguinity and intermarriages ; the great and increafiog num-

ber of thofe, who, by fucceffion or acquifition, have become

owners of land in both countries ; the fame eftablifhed re-

ligion; the fame courfe of education; and feveral others,

which infinitely outweigh any confideration of territorial con-

“tiguity. :

The purfe of It is an abfurd fuppofition, that the obje@ of an union is
Ireland not ihe  to place the purfe of Ireland in the hands of the Britifh mi-
object fought in  nifler : it is already open to him, to the extent of its abilities,
an Union. and the efforts ofsthe miinifler have ever been direfted to
Smith.  lighten the burthens of the people, not to increafe them be-

yond the power to bear. But if fuch were his defign, even

that would afford a certain proof of the fincerity of his opi-

nion, that the profperity of Ireland will be increafed by an

union, for he would fcarcely gralp at a puife, and take mea-

fures at the fame time to prevent its being filled : an empty

purfe is feldom an obje of defire.
i That the omnipotence of parliament has power to refcind
ritament can= . i o - :

not refeindthe  DET€after any of the articles of compa@, is a falie affertion,
treaty after as it fhall prefently be proved ;* but, were it true, it would
wards. equally furnith an argument againft the ftability of any law,
Douglas, ©OF treaty, or compact, and would overturn the principles of
civil fociety ; and, befides, fuch a violation of the compadt

being a fubverfion of the confltitution, is one of thofe ex-

treme cafes, which would abfolve the fubjeé from his allegi-

ance, and juftify an appeal to the fword. Nor is there any

foundation for imagining that, on account of the great majo-

rity of the Britifh members of the legiflature, the reprefenta-
tives of Ireland would be outvoted on all occafions of com-

petition, and Ireland opprefled at the pleafure of the ftronger .

rty.

* Fofter, Goold, 32, 33:
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party. This would, at leaft, amount  to an infraction of the
treaty, and therefore to a diffolution of the wnion; but
alfo, fuch a confpiracy is impra&icable, becaufe when the
two countries are identifiad, there cannot exift any clathing of
feparate interefls to occafion competition for power or profit.
Both thefe fuppofitions are refuted too, by experience, in Treary wirh
the cafe of Scotland ; for, asto thofe iaftances produced, as Scotland religie
breaches of the compa& of union with Scotland, they have oufy cbferved.
no exiftence im fact, The impofition of an income tax, in the
proportion of one eighth to that of South Britain, in lieu of
a land-tax, which, it was covenanted, thould not exceed a
fortieth, was certainly no infringement of the lerter, and it
was the exa@ accomplithment of the fpirit and end of the -
tieaty, which was to propartion the taxes of Scotland to her
means, The objeftions to the malt-tax were merely, like
other attempts of the violence of faltion * to ferve the purpofe
of the day, no matter at what rilkk, When party ran ex-
tremely high in 1713, the Scotch reprefentatives were per-
fuaded to lay hold of one of the fecondary claufes in the
treaty of union, one of doubtful conftru@ion, and which at
bett was to be but of a temporary and fhort duration,t then
virtually expired ; and to raife a cry, that the articles of »
union, in favour of Scotland, were infringed, and even to
bring forward a motion for the diffolutianof the treaty.

In fadt, that treaty, as will be confeffed by every candid
man, verfed in the hitory of his country, has, in all its clear
and impoitant parts, all its fundamental and eflential condi-
tions, been adhered to, with facred and ferupulous inviola-
bility. |

The example of Scotland is rejeed by the adverfariss of Cafe of Seotland
an union, upon the grounds of a difference in the fituation of not diffmilar.
Scotland from that of Ireland,t which renders that unneceilary Smith.
to the latter, which was abfolutely requifite to the other ; and
of the great .improvement of Scotland fince the period of
union being afcribable. to other caufes, rather than to the ef-
fects of that meafure. ;

Scotland, they fay, was driven by a feries of repeated in-
juries the moft intolerable, and by the conftant jealoufies of
England, to fuch a flate of hoflility, as left no alternative, but
union or feparation. . But the fame reafoning applies, equaliy,
to Ireland ; the partial and oppreflive conduét of Britain for a
long feries of years ; the repeated injuries offcred to the vic-
tualling trade of Ireland, which fhe haraffed with her em-
bargoes ; the jealous tenor of almoft all her tranfa&ions, and
almoft an equal danger of feparation, render an union in this
cafe equally neceffary, as the only remedy that can be found.
The union of the crowns of England and Scotland in the

fame

Douglas.

* chncer, 34. 1 Anon. 37.
§ Fofter, Spencer, Rudd, Bousfield, Goold, 33
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fame perfon, (which, but for the change made in the royal

line of fucceflion, by the abdication of James II. would have
continued unalterable in the houfe of Stuart) was, at leaft,

as durable a bond of connexion as that which keeps united

the crowns of Great Britain and Ireland, viz. the annexation

Douglas, 2 and the great feal, .There was, in fa&, no fuch dif-
£ ference between the conflitutions of England and Scotland, as

indeed, but one houfe of parliament in Scotland, but that was
compofed of three eftates ; (1. Nobles. 2. Barons, i e. repre-
fentatives for thires, and 3« Burrows, or members for bo-
roughs +;) and, as the votes of each eftate were taken fepa-
rately, and a majority was required of each, it thus became
impofiible for the Crown to create a forced majority, by the
privilege of adding at pleafure to the number of the peers.
As to the lords of articles, that inftitution had been abolifhed
Mmany years before the union, by an a& of the Scotch parlia-
'Ment ; and was no more a part of the conftitution of Scot-
land in 1707 than the ftar-chamber was at that time of the
Englith conttitution,

Douglas. - Seotland *miade much greater facrifices, for the purpofe of
obtaining an union, than any that are expeéted from Ireland,
or that are in her power to make, Ireland has not been, for
many centuries, free and independent of England ; Scotland
never had been fubdued to her, nor under her control : Scot-
land gave up, what Ireland cammor give up, an independent par-
liament of Kin g, Lords and Commons, and an independent fepa-

Douglas, @l crown,  Thefe facrifices were made, at the time, indeed
& Dundas. With great relu@ance ; and fo ftrong was the hoftility of the
Scotch to the meafure, that many violent infurre@ions took

place. Anarmy, even, of 7000 men was levied in the weft, and

Was ready to march againft the parliament ; and the Duke of
Queentbury, with other minifters, who took' an a@ive part in

carrying the union into effe®, were fo attacked by the popu-

lace as to efcape narrowly with their lives; while the. Duke

ot Hamilton, Lord Belhaven, and others of the moft invete-

rate opponents to it, became the idols of the people, and

were cartied in triumph through the ftreets of Edinburgh,

Sestch Union  Yet fo quickly were the fentiments of the Scotch nation
foon became — changed, with regard to that meafure, when experience had
popular. made them acquainted with its happy effe@ts, that only eight
years after it had been concluded, in the midft of fuch violent

clamour, the union had obtained the moft univerfal popula-

rity ; infomuch that the pretender, having.pledged hupfelf,

m a public manifefto, to repeal the a& of union, was obliged,

n 1715, 10 expunge that promife, in order to preferve the

favour of his adherents. . ' The

T Spencer, Goold, Bousfield, 34
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The event of an union would, probably, be fimilar in Ire-
land ; and how great foever the unpopularity ‘which attends
it now, a few years would remove the delufion of the nation,
and make clear its good confequences.

It is remarkable that the many attempts made towards an Scotch Union
union, firft of the crowns, and afterwards of the parliaments long prevented
of England and Scotland, from the time of Henry VIII. down ¢y France.
to the fecond year of Queen Anne, have been conftantly pyndas.
froftrated through the means of French influence and intrigue ;
and England was firft induced to become zealous for its accom-
Plithment, by the ill effefs that fhe experienced from French
intrigue in Scotland ; in order to remove entirely the influence
of the French party. Ireland, by various accidents, is fallen
into a fituation exally fimilar. France labours, by every
means, to form a connexion in that country, and has, in a
great meafure fucceeded. But French influence was by 00 grmich,
means as mifchievous in 1707 as itis in 1800 ; France was
not then the advocate of fedition in the abftra®, and the
general ally of all rebellious fubjefts. . As the fureft me- g Dundas,
thod of puiting an end to this dangerous confpiracy, by a &c. &c.
confolidation of the powers of the whole empire, a legiflative
union with Great Britain is propofed.

The great improvement of Scotland fince the period of Improvement of
the union, it is faid, thould not be attributed to that mealure, Scotland due to
becaufe fociety has been every where, during that time, in a tbe Union.
ftate of rapid improvement ; and becaufe the progrefs of lre- Smith.
land in profperity, without an union, has in the fame period
been ftill greater. Itis not poffible to determine,* exattly,
how far the profperity of Scotland nay be attributable to the
union ; but it is fair to conclude, that, if fhe has improved
during that period, in a proportion relatively greater than the
improvement of England,} the caufe of this excefs may be
afcribed to the effeéls of the union, and, if the advancement Douglas.
of England have furpafled that of North Britain, her fuperior
opulence is owing to the fuperiority of her natural advantages,
which were too great to be overbalanced by the benefits de-
rived to Scotland from an union. ' But without an union Scot-
land could not have made fuch progrefs in improvement, as Dundas.
to have kept pace with the general advances of fociety ; be-
caufe the circumftances attending her local fituation, and in-
ternal policy, prevented her from having any part in the grow-
ing profperity of other countries, as long as fhe continued fe-
parate ; fo it was ably argued in the Scotch parliament by
Mr. Seton, one of the commiflioners of the union. To this

lilay
* Fofter, 86.

t The cuftoms and excife of Scotland have increafed between 1707 and
1797, upwards of twenty fold , while thofe of England have not beea mul-
ti}:lied quite eight times. For the particulars of this detail, fee the fpeeches
of the Right Hon. Heary Dundas, and the Right Hon, Sylvefter Douglas.
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may be added the following well known fa@, that the prof-
perity of Scotland took rife in the weftern parts, and neat the
ports, beft fuited to the colonial trade, which was firlt opened
to Scotland by the union. -
Again it is objefed, that, whatever may have been the
improvement of Scotland in the laft ninety years, Ireland * n
the other hand, has made fll more rapid progrefs, This

-affertion has been much infitted on, but a clofer infpe€tion will

Population no-
2¢/? of improve-

ment.

Adam Smith's
opsnion,
Smith,

Addington.

fhew that it is not founded in fa®. No comparifon can well
be drawn between any particular branches of improvement,
m thofe two countries, but a fair eftimate may be made from
the flate of the public revenue in each. It will be found that
Scotland with a Tuialler population, a lefs fertile foil, a climate .
lefs temperate, and ports for foreign trade much inferior, pays

a fhare of public contribution equal'in amount to the revenue
of Ireland, and which is, at the leaft, not a greater burthen
to ‘her ‘people than' the taxes of Treland are to her: fubjeéts ;
from ‘thence it isa fair inferénce that the wealth of Scotland
is not inferior to that of Treland.

As to the population of Ireland, which is alfo urged as a
teft of her flowifhing condition, irs fuperiority is admitted ;
but it alfords no proof of fuperior profperity, and tends only
to give: additional ftrengrh to the above argument, from the
greater difficulty under which Scotland labors in that parti-
cular alfo. The accuracy of thofe calculations, however,
appears very queftionable ; they feem in general to exaggerate
the population of Ireland, and to underrate confiderably that
of Scotland. 4.

It was the opinion of the learned and fagacious Dr. Adam
Smith, that an union would procure for Ireland, befide com-
mercial, many other important advantages ;§ and that without
fuch a mieafure the inhabitants of the two countries were not
likely forages to coalefce as one people.

To his opinion may be added, the authority of fome of the
molt diftinguifhed and enlightened men of the laft century,
by whom that meafure was approved and recommended ; of

and thofe of athers. Sir Mlatthew Decker, Sir William Petty, Sir Jofiah Child;

Anon.

Addington,
& Dohgl!s-.

and Molineux, who incurred the difpleafure of the- Englifh
Houfe of Commons, for his bold afertion of the independence
of his native country, thought the profpet of Irifh repre-
fentatives being admitted to the Parliament of England, * 100
* great.a bappine[s to be hoped for by Ireland,” however it might
be wifhed. ;

In the prefent century, it has been recommended by many
able writers and fratefmen, of various political attachments ;

Do&or Camphell, Dean Tucker, Lord, Egmont, Lord Hillf-

borough, Lord Sackville, ,Lord Norsth, &c. The. Qpiﬂiﬂn,ke;d

7
* Fofter, Spencer, 8z, 86. ‘o PR ,
+ For the difcuffion of this fubje, fee Mr, Sylvefter Douglas’s Speech, p. 1 ¥ .
§ Anon. 33. ' :
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by thefe great politicians with regard to the value of an union,
is corroborated by the teftimony of M*Nevin, and his aflociates
in rebellion,* whofe fears have exprefled their conviction of its
tendency to ftrengthen the empire, and to prevent that fepa-
ration being effeted, which has been the uniform obje&t of
their endeavours. | ,

But why, it is afked, does Britain make an offéer of fuch Zreland's pros-
grelt advantages to Ireland, and of a participation in fuch perity Britain's
mighty benefits ? g:"fﬂ' "

Becaufe fhe perceives her own intereft equally concerned <@ Tucker,
in the profperity and the fecurity of Ireland : becaufe her inte-
refts are infeparable from thofe of Ireland, and Ireland’s ftrength
is Britain’s ftrength, Ireland’s greatnefs is Britain’s glory; and
becaufe the has found, that a clofer union is made now more & Addipgton

. s : ?
requifite than ever, by the repeated attempts of enenies, to & Douglas,
diffolve the connexion. Precautionary wifdom feldom has & Peel.
much influence on the condu& either of individuals, or nations ;
an evil, in general, muft have been painfully felt, before mea- Addington.
fures are taken to remove it, or to guard againft its recur-
rence.

When the commercial propofitions were brought forward in Conceffions dan-
1785, they were oppofed by all the commercial interefts of 745 when
Great Britain, becaufe, while Ireland had feparate interefis,” fﬁ;ﬂ"m r
(as, with a feparate leziflature, the muft have, fince there isf:“;, -
then a poffibility of a@ual feparation) fuch an arrangement might
have been highly prejudicial to the manufaures of Great
Britain : but the prefent plan, while it affords the higheft ad-
vantages, political and commercial, prevents, by uniting the
two countries into one, the poflibility of feparate interefts ex-
ifting ; and therefore meets the approbation of the trading body
of Britain. The fame opinions were prevalent, fo long fince Dundas.
as the reign of Charles 11. as is apparent in the anfwer to cer-
tain complaints made by the Scotch, of moere favour being
fhewn to Ireland, than to their country: the commifioners
ftated in reply, * that Ireland was an appendage of the crown
of England, was bound by the laws, and under the abfolute
control of England, and that, therefore, any favour might fafely
be granted to her, but that the feparate ftate and independence
of Scotland would not allow of the fame treatment,”

The cafe is now reverfed, and the altered relation in which
Ireland ftands, makes it dangerous to grant the advantages,
which would acerue to her from an Union, without the ac-
companying fecurity of that meafure. It admits, however,
of a doubt, whether in a feparate ftate Ireland be capable of
profiting by fuech conceflions, if made, without a communi-c A
cation of the capital of Great Britaine—But, in cafe of an J’::";:{:;““’" .
union, though Great Britain will communicate her capital 5,,,,%,;,527”'
and induftry to Ireland, they cannot be expeted to flow in Douglas,

with

® Meeting at Francis-firees chapel, April 9, 1795, Ses Report of Secret
Commitice, b2 |
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“with fuch rapidity, as to effe® any inftant benefit to .;he:b.ne,
or to occafion any lofs or detriment to the other ; becaufe ca-
pital and induftry, fo localized, are not eafily influenced, at

“once to change their fituation. ~ Gradually, however, much

wealth, capital and credit, will be attraed to lreland, when
uniformity of laws and legiflature, give anincreafe of confi-
dence to fpeculatifts and moneyed men ; and this.gradual be-

" nefit reaped by lreland, inftead of injuring the interefts of indi-
viduals in England, will tend according to the known principles

of public wealth, by multiplying the returns of profit, in and
between both countries, toinecreafe theriches of each.

Laghifb capital . §ome men have advanced an - opinion, that the capital of

fo j]ﬁare._

Douglas,

England, is alieady fo fully-employed, sthat there is none to
fpare : but this cannot be reconciled with the eagernefs con-
ftantly difplayed, in purfuit of every new fpeculation ;~with
the fmall return of profit,* that many men are content to re-

- ceive, in adventures fubje to hazard and. rifk ;==with the.im-
- menfe {fums conftanily invefted in the funds, even when the di-

vidends fall below 5 per cent.==or with the known fa&, thata

~ large proportion of foreign trade is carried on with Britith ca-

No danger from
the increafe of,
the parliament.

Douglas,

Edgeworth.

pital, exclufive of that portion, which, even under the prefent
forbidding circumftances, is engaged- in the commerce of Ires
land. ¢ ; 1153 g i (e
Neither is there any more foundatian for the imaginary evil,
that is apprehended for Great Britain, from the increaled nuw-
ber of the membersof the legiflature: § It is notorious, that the
parliament: poffefles, and has ever been ufed 1o exercife the
power of adding to, or diminithing the number of its members ;
and that no incenvenience has sefulted from it. . And the
Scotch union is a rematkable inftance in point, when an addi-
tion of forty five members was made to the Houfe of Com-
mons, without any inconvenieat confequences arifing from it,
In addition to this, it may be obferved, how very fmall a dif-
ference is occafioned to the convenience of gentlemen, (and
none to the bufinefs of the Houfe) by the moft extreme flu€lua-
tion of the number of attending members, between 50 and
500. 4 , .

The apprehenfion of the Britith Legiflature being debafed
and eorrupted by the intermixture of fo -maoy Irifhmen in its
body, is an argument that cannot be ferioufly urged by any
one, who has any knowledge of the higher ranks of the Irifh
pation, or who has witnefled the many inftances in which the
natives of Ireland have become members of the Britith Parlia-
auent, and by their {plendid talents, have fhed a luftre upon
that bedy, of which they have formed fo diftinguifhed a part.

But befides it muft be recolieéted that as the Irith members

.to be added to the Britith Houfe of Commons will be thofe, wha
~ reprefent

+ *-Even fo low as g per cent. though the fair.returns in mercantile. con~
cerns are calculated on the LowEsT eftimateat Io PER CeENT. .

1 Spencer, Goold, Taaffe, Bousfield, Weld, 36.
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reprefent the counties of Ireland, with fome others of the moft
independent in the Irith Legiflature, there can be no grounds
to apprehend from them any dangerous increafe of minifteria!
influence, for men of that defcription are in-general the lealt
liable to corruption. But inftead of adding to tire¢ corruptian,
“an union will ferve to effe@ a falutary retorm of the Britifh °
Houfe of Commons. It may be fuppofed that of the 300’
Members, there are in the Inifh Houfe 80 or go county and
city Members, and in the Britifh parliament 180 county and city
‘members out of the 558, In the one Houfe there is not nearly
a third, in the other not more than a third of county and @ity
members ;3 but in the united Parliament ‘the proportion
would be materially altered : inftead of one-third (or three-
ninths) compofed of county and city members, there would be
four-ninths, which is nearer 1o one-half ‘than to one-third.
This of itfelf would ferve to purify the Englifh Contmons’;
but it would alfo afford an excellent opportunity of ‘cutting off
from that Houfe 100 of the borough menibers'without any
inconvenience ; thus leaving a confiderable niajority of ‘county
and city ‘members in the united Parliament, without dinii-
nifhing the influence of the crown, to any dangerous degree,
for influence is far preferable to prerogative. 'k willbe a fap-
ther advantage to fupply their place by roo new members from
Ireland, rather than from Englith counties, where eftablifhed
families would thus acquire too great an'increafe of influence.
Nor can it be imagined that the intereftof Ircland fhould be
negle@ed by her reprefentatives at on¢ fide of the channel, more
than at the other. ‘The name of abfentee will not prevent 2
man from attending to theinterelt of his own property, though
it be divided from him by ten or twenty leagues of fea.—=Be-
fides it is probable that the younger branches of noble and opu-
lent abfentees, will come over to Iieland after an union, to
manage the affairs, and to reprefent the families of their
Englith relatives. : :
Another obje€tion i~ drawn from the neceflary imper- Douglas,
feGtion of the union that would be enalted s fince it is not
poflible, entirely to affimilate the two countries, with regard to
revenne, taxes, &¢»  But to this, the cafe of Scotland affords a
dire& reply ; for there a union, was to all intents and purpofes,
effe@ed, notwithftanding the difference of taxation, and ‘what
feems of much greater moment, and was objeed to by all the
judges urder James 1. with the ‘exception of Sir Franes Bacon,
as an infurmountable impediment,—the difference of laws, and
of the modes of adminittering juftice- Butit névet was fuppofed, -
that the union of Enzland with Wales, or with Lancafhire,
was imperfe&, becaufe Wales and Lancafhire have each rules
of property, forms of judicature, cuftoms and ufages, appro=
Friate ; which of courfe, form a difference, between theit
ituation and that of England. - The town of Calais was {epa-
rated by a fea, and diftinguithed by the prclervation of all its
. i | hffigeT asvilotal

TR TR~
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local cuftoms ; yet the union

of Calais with England was not

objetted to as imperfe@, when it was admitted, by the charter
of Henry VIII. to fend two Burgeffes to fit in the Parliament

of England.

Prefent time Many, even of thofe who exprefs a with that an unign may,
netWprepers o loioe furirs period, take place, * obje to the prefent, as an

unproper time for the introdu
rather to wait for the momen

€lion of the meafure, and defire
t of general tranquillity : but the

prefent time is fuch as to render this, which at any other fea-
fon might be a wife meafure, now a neceffary one, This s
g 4 4

evidently demonfirated by t

he awowwed fears of an union

being effeted, which are entertained by thofe, who have
openly profefled themfelves the advocates of feparation ; by
Tone, Emmert, M‘Nevin, &c. The apprehenfions !} felt
on this fubje@, by their aflociates, whofe defperate attempts
are too recent to be forgotten, proclaim a Jpeedy union, or a
feparation 10 be the only alternative.

A moment of general tranquillity may be expeéted for ever :
it is not likely to be obtained by any other means than this
meafure, which muft, therefore, firft take place before the effe@

can follow. The Scotch unio
war of great magnitude, and

n was completed during a foreign
at a feafon of as much political

difficulty and internal diffenfion as the prefent.

And it cannot, with any colour of truth, be obje&ed, that
Ireland is taken by furprife, or that a novel mefaure js fud-
denly introduced ; for, not to fpeak of the aétual incorporation
under the ufurpation of Cromwell, an union was recommended

by the Council of Trade in Iy

eland, fo earlyas the year 1676,

n the reign of Charles II. It was long a very favourite objeét

of Ireland under Queen Anne
in repeated endeavours, to oht

» and the Irith Parliament failed,
ain it.  After that period, it be-

came a fubje of general difcuffion, and gave rife to numerous
Publications ; and it has ever fince been familiar to the ears of
the Irifh, and has been the fubjet of various works, publithed

at different periods of time.

ever till now, was a fufpicion

entertained by any writer, fpeaker, or ftatefman, of the jn-
competency of Parliament to carry it into effeét,
Farliamentis  The competence of Parliament to debate, or to adopt the

competent. {cheme of a legiflative union,
Pitt, ing in queftion the conftitutio
& Douglas, dom of Great Britain +and t

cannot be difputed without call~
nal exiftence of the united king-
he legality of its legiflature fince

& Smith, 'he period of the Scotch Union, for the plea of incompetence

mutt be equally applicable to
to the prefent. But fuch a d

the Parliaments of that day, as
otkrine would fhake the title of

the royal family to the throne (the a&t of fettlement) and is a
republican principle, degradatory to the Parliament, and fub-

verfive of the conftitution.
limits, but in the ufefulnefs

The power of Parliament has no

of the meafure ; all quettions,
therefore,

® Spencer, Bousfield, Weld, Shechy, &c. 63.
¥ Spencer, Taaffe, Bousfield, Goold, 36.
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therefore, are open to difeuffion and invefligation, becaufe the
demonftration of utility brings any meafure within the {phere
of parliamentary competence to achieve,

But the boafted and valuable fetilement of 1782, was Edgeworth,
made by Parliament. How then can a doubt be enter-
tained of the competency of Parliament to make changes
in the legiflature of the kingdom, when the whole confti-
tution of Parliament was changed by that very fettlement ?

If Parliament was authorized in 1782, to make fuch an
agreement for the benefit of Ireland, fo muft the pre-
fent Parliament. But, it is affumed that an Union is a dere-
liction of the rights and liberties of the people ; and then it is
argued, juftly upon that affumption, that Parliament is not
competent to enact it, becaufe, though capable of negociating
for what is advantageous, Parliament cannot furrender the
rights or liberties of the people. If the premifes were true, the
conclufion muft follow 3 but the premifes are not true 3 they ate
indeed affumed but not proved, and it is abfurd to fay that any
deviation however advantageous from the fettlement of 1782
is impoffible : the Irith legiflature has not furely loft the power
of doing good, or of diftinguithing good from evil. '

But, if not in Parliament, where can the power to effet any Addington,
meafure be imagined to refide ? Not in the conftituent body, & Douglas.
for they cannot be fuppofed to have delegated a truft, with
a tacit refervation in particular cafes ; nor does the conflitution
of Great Britain and Ireland acknowledge, in that body, any Douglas.
power or right of deliberation whatever ; their entire funétion
confifts in the a& of eleftion of their reprefentative, and
with that aét it ends ; though it be always the duty of the
latter, without doubt, to pay a certain attention to the wifhes
of his conftituents, and the opinions of the people. It is from
the incompetency of the people at large, to decide upon a€ts Lord Minto,
of government, and from the phyfical impoffibility of their de-
liberation, that has arifen the inftitution of Parliament, or the
nomination of perfons authorized by the people 70 & in all
cafes for them : if theréfore, in any inftance, the power were
to revert to the people, it would occafion what 1s called he
wicious circle ; for, from the fame caufe as at the firft, it muft
again return to the reprefentatives, and fo, it might for ever
perform the fame courfe from the one body to the other, and
back again : but the greater the magnitude and importance of
‘the fubje@, the greater is the abfurdity of fuppofing it to re-
vert to the decifion of thofe, who had deputed the power to
decide in matters of inferior moment, becaufe they were judged,
by the conftitution, to be incompetent themfelves.” The
Houfe of Commons, in all legiflative matters, is equivalent to
the people at large; and therefore, as the Parliament confifts Smith,
of three branches, King, Lords and Commons, if it were
neceffary on any occafion ‘to recur to the confent of the peo-
ple, who are equivalent to o7e only of thefe branches, that aét
would deftroy the equilibrium, extinguith the legiflative ca-

pacity
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Douglas,
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pacity of the King and the Peerage, and annihilate the cons
ftitution, - | ' e o

The power then cannot reft in the people at large, far fuch
a {uppofition would imply a diffolution of the government, It
1s an eftablithed truth, that while the conftitution exifts, the
only legitimate fan&ion of public opinion, and its only efficient
authority muft be derived from the Parliament, The extent
and abfolute fupremacy of parliamentary power are afferted
by the higheft legal authorities, Sir Edward Coke, Sir Matthew
Hale, Sir William Blackftone, Lord Somers and others, who,
to fay the leaft, have never been fufpected of any bias againft
the conflitution and liberties of their country.

To affert that there are a&s, which, however beneficial, the
conflitutional legiflature has not the right to perform, without
a previous fpecial commiffion from the mafs of the nation, leads
directly to the falfe and mifchievous principle of the fovereignty
of the people: a principle, which i1s proved, by all attempts
to put it in pratice, either by the ancient Jacquerie in France,
by the Wat Tylers and Jack Straws of England, or by the
Jacobins of modern France, to be as pernicious and as impof-
fible in fact, as in theory the fuppofition is abfurd. '

There are no cafes where the powers of the people at large
begin, though there may exift fome extraordinary cafes, which
the legiflature cannot reach ;3 but fuch a circumftance, inftead
of conveying a rightful power to the people, would occafion
a diffolution of the conftitution and government, and give rife
to anarchy. '

There are cafes of another defcription, to which the fupreme
power of the legiflature, in our conftitution, cannot reach ; but
this arifes not from any fuppofed compa&, but from the moral
impoffibility of the a&, or an implied contradi@ion of terms :
for inftance, no law of any Parliament can bind a fubfequent.
Parliament, for fuch an a& muft fuppofe the next Parliament
lefs abfolute and fupreme than the prefent, but the conftitution
gives them equal powers. ,

Again, in the cafe of an Union or incorporation of diftinét
parts, enalted by the legiflature, by treaty or otherwife, Par-
liament is there incompetent to decompofe and feparate them
again : becaufe, the effential condition of fuch Union being
the combination of each of the conftituent parts into a new
whole, the identical charatters and qualities of thofe parts are
fo loft, that they can no more afterwards be found, or re-.
ftored ; the contrafting parties ceafe to exift, and therefore
become incapable of being reinftated. i ohege

And this affords a fufficient anfwer to the apprehenfions of
Britain’s affuming to. herfelf, hereafter, the right of fetting
afide at her pleafure any incorporation of the two kingdoms.
Ireland may, by civil convulfion or foreign force, be torn

afunder from her; fo may Scotland, or Wales; but it never
can
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can be disjoined by any regular a& of the united legiflature.
It is in the power of the common Parliament to alter or re-
_peal any a@ of either Parliament, made previous to the Union,
“but it cannot alter or refcind any fundamental article of the
weaty by which they are united, becaufy the parties, by whom
it was concluded, no longer exift ; nor is it poflible for either
to return, at fuch diffolution, to the fame lituation, as they
~were in before their Union took place.

But, fay the advocates of parliamentary incompetence, the
‘members of the hiith Houfe of Commons were delegated to
“exercife, but not to alienate the powers committed to them ;

—10 {upport the independence, and exclufive authority‘ofIre-

land ; and therefore, they have no power to make furrender

of that independence and authority, into the hands of the

‘Britifh legiflature, which on account of the great majority of
the Britifh above the Irith members, would, in “effect, poffefs

alone, fupreme power, Both this alleged fa&, and the in-

ference of incompetency, are controverted by the example of
Scotland. It is well known, with regard to the former, that,

‘though Scotland has but forty-five reprefentatives, yet, on all & Dundas,
Jocal queltions where the interefts of their country have been
particularly concerned, they have always been able to influence py 14,6
the decifion of the houfe.  Refpeing the fuppofed incompe- & Douglas,
‘tency of the reprefentative body, it is further argued, ‘In ovder

10 _obuiate, the inftance of Scotland; ‘that’ the a&t of Union

pafled by the Scotch Parliament either is become 'valid now by

the length of time which has fince elapfed and has" fanctioned

‘it, as it were, by prefcription, from long acquielcence ;—or

‘that it was made fo at firft by an exprefs power or commif-

fion being given to the S¢otch reprefentatives for theparpofe.

‘But‘no prefcription can render that valid, which was at the
firt 2 mere nullity ; and _,i(‘jhét argiment be admitted, every
law fince enalted, de’pehdiﬁg'_fbi’ its validity, on’'the-validity of & Smith.
‘that tranfaction, is equally null and void ; ‘and, as'a neceffary
confequence, it will follow that the prefent legiflature of Great
Britain has. no legitimate authotity :—a dangerous abfurdity !

" The obvious weaknéfs of this arguient has obliged gentle- Douglas.
men to refort to a fuppofed fpecial delegation from’ the confli-
tuent body 19 their reprefentatives.  But, ‘as beforé'faid; the
incompatibility of fuch a tranfattion with the “cotftizution, is
fuch that_no validity or force'dould thence be'derived to any
act that was not valid without it, mor could that*body grant 10
the eleéted énx powers, beyond thofe jacident'to’the €hdra@er
of reprefentative. ¥ ' BS
Befides, it'is eafy to thew that no fuch thing was attempted ny ppesiat dete-
in Scotland in 1707 ; nor was the neceflity, or pofiibility of 11 gation to the
concelved to exift, with regard ro‘any treaty finge” the’ accel- Scotch deputies,
fion of James VI. to the crown of Ergland’; “though it'doesfor an Union.
feemas it fuch a thing were.intimated in an obfcuré paflage of
« De
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De Foe, by whom alone it is even hinted. The fa& was thus.
The convention of eftates in Scotland, which met on the ab-
dication of James I}, continued undiflolved through the whole
reign of William, and were fummoned by Queen Anne, a
few months after her acceflion. At the time when this ano-
malous affembly was nominated, no meafure of Union was in
agitation ; but, as foon as it met after King William’s demife,
it pafled an a@, in confequence of a fimilar at pafled by the
Englifh Pailiament, empowering the Queen to appoint com-
miflioners for Scotland, to treat of an Union. Commiflioners,
on the part of each kingdom, met at Weftminger in O&ober,
1702, Mean while the Scotch convention was diffolved, but
the commiffion ftill continued in full force, and no want of
competency was urged againftit. Soon after, a proclamation
was iflued in Scotland calling a new Parliament, in which it
was curforily mentioned that ** commiffioners bed een nomi-
““ nated to treat of an Union, &c.” as it was alfo in the fame
way, that * the Queen was engaged in a juft and neceffary
“ war.” This flight paffage is the only one that affords the
leaft grounds for the affertion of a fpecial delegation ; and the
fimilar paffage relative to the war, then carried on, may fur~
nifh as good a proof of the neceflity of a fpecial notice to
eleQors and a fpecial delegation. on that head alfo, which will
fcarcely be alleged : and mo notice was taken, in any way,
of fo unufual a circumftance as that would have been, if the
proclamation had intended to require particular inftru@ions to
be given to the reprefentatives, But the proclamation gives no
particular diretions ; neither do the fummonfes of eleCion,
the returns, (or as they are called in Scotland the commiffions)
—the minutes of ele€tion, or the corporation books bear the
flighteft marks of any thing fpecial. Hiftory, memoirs, tradi-

~ tion, and the a& of the Scotch Parliament are all filent on

that head. In 1703 this Parliament voted the commiffion, then
exifting, to be terminate and extin@® ; and in 1705 the Queen,
being again empowered by that Parliament, as well as by the
Englifh Parliament, appointed new commiffioners, and by
them, without any further communication with the people,
the treaty was executed in 1706 : the articles were ratified in
1707, and took effe@ on the firk of May in that year, and
there was no other eletion or delegation of power whatever.*

But the inequality in the numbers of the Irifh and Britith
members of the common Parliament does not evince any dere-
liction or furrender of her authority on the part of Ireland,

becaufe each country being ftill reprefented preferves its own
power

¥ Fora more particular detail, fee the Speech of the Rt. Hon, Sylvefter
Douglas, April 23, 1799, Page 18, et feq.
Fofter, 33.
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power of legiflation, though at the fame time either gives and
mutually receives a power of legiflation over the other ; and
this power is exa@ly equal, provided the reprefentatives be in
€xall proportion to the relative confequence of each country
refpetively. Were a perfe@ arithmetical equality of numbers
requifite, the incorporation of the whole legiflature of Ireland,
as it now ftands, would be infufficient to effect a legal Union : -
but fueh an- incorporation would be highly unjuft, becaufe it
would give Ireland much more than her due proportion of in-
fluence. '

The effential principles of the conftitution, are, in both
countries the fame; and the legiﬂature of the empire may be
confidered as one great machine confilting of a fupreme head,
and two branches, each fimilarly divided into two parts: cne
of thefe branches regulates the affuirs of Great Britain and
the general concerns of the empire at large ; the other legil-
lates only, but exclufively for Ireland. T his machine, it ap-
pears, might be greatly fimplified, and therefore materially im-
proved, by blending, in due proportion, thefe two feparate
members into one, which, by one aé, could adjuft the con-
cern of the whole ftate; thus lending to each other additignal
firength, and removing the poffibility of weaknefs and diftrac-
tion of councils.

E  AGAINST
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ARGUMENTS POLITICAL, RESPIéTING TH‘E EITSRII&AL

RELATIONS OF IRELAND, IN CONNEXION “AND
INTERCOURSE WITH GREAT BRITAIN.

Settlement of ‘T HE expreflions * made ufe of, in the refolutions of both

1782 final

and adequate,
Fofter,

Houfes of the Itith Parlianient, on the occafion of the fettle<
ment of 1782 1 in their addrefs to the King and the Lord Lieu-
tenant, and in both the anfwers to thete addrefles, are fuch as
afford ample proofs, that that adjuftnient was 1egarded as final,
and was deemtd fufficient ; for it is repeatedly termed @ full
ard perfedl eflablifl ment of the con/litution of Ireland ; an indsf-
Soluble connexion in unity of interéfts; and unity of conftiturion j—
Srom awbich, no conflitutional queflion can ever avail 1o difiurb the
barmory of the tavo kingdoms, e E9c. : |
When Mr. Flood moved for leave to introduce a bill decla-
vatory of the fole and exclufive right of Ireland to make laaws, €5¢.
leave was reful‘{:d, and a refolution was paffed, that it was re-
fufed, * becaufe the fole, feparate, and exclufive right of legif-
lation in the Irifh Parliament, in all cafes, whether internal or
exteinal, had already been aflerted by Ireland, and fully and
Jinally and irrevocably, acknowledged by the Britifh Parliament.”
And fo great was the general joy and fatisfation, at this con-
cluiive event, that in their laft addrefs vpon the fubjeét, the
Irith Parliament defire a day of public and folemn thankfgiving
to Gad, for fo great a blefling.  That fettlement removed from
Irelard, all thofe evils of fubje@ion, which an Union would
again heap upon her. AN A ot
The fentiments of the Britith Parliament an that fubje, .
feem to have been exatly fimilar ; and the atrrangement of the
points'then in queftion was the ultimate obje@ of the then
minifters, Lord Shelburne and My, Fox; for, though it has
been faid, that, after the pafling of the bill repealing 6 Geo. I §
an addrefs to the King was voted praying him to take fuch fur-
ther meafures as, €¢. no fuch addrefs was ever voted ; but
when the firit refolution had been pafled in the Britifh Com-
mans, declaring “ the connexion indifpenfable,” &c. and leave
“ had been given to biing in a bill, an addrefs was voted con-
*‘ taining the fubftance of the refolution, viz. * that the King
“ would be gracioufly pleafed to take fuch meafures as his
“* Majefty, in his royal wifdom, thould think moft condt:‘cwe
to

* For full quotations, fee the Speech of the Rt. Hon. John Fofter,
April 11th, 1799, in the Irith Commons.
1 Pitt, Addingten, Dundas, 1. { Pite, 1,
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W
“ to the eftablifhing by mutual confent, the connexion between
¢ this kingdem and Ireland, upon a folid and permanent bafis.”
The addrefs contains not the word * further,” and was 7o
voted after the pafling of the bill (repealing 6 Geo. 1.) which
was not prefented ull Juoe 11th: the addrefs was voted on the
17th of May. '

The refolution, in refpe@ to future meafures, feems. to have Bousfield,
had only commerce in view ; and fo it was afferted in 1785,
by Mr. Pitt, and by the Earl of Liverpool (then Mr. Jenkin-
fon) .and oan' that it was that minifters relied; as the grounds
for the neceflity of the commercial fyftem of 1785 ;. and
though, itis true, thatin reply, Mr. Fox, faid it was to extend
to political objects only,* yet he explains thofe political objeéts
to be what reaily are commercial, by fayihg that they were to
“ comprehend the whole fyltem of navigation of the empire.”

The connexion between the two kingdows was tendered Connexion
fufficiently permanent and fecure, by the a& pafled in 1782, fiffcient.
which moditying Poynings’ law,+ enafls, that * o bill fhall Fofter.
pafs into a law in Treland, till it be returned under the
Great Seal of Great Britain :” not leaving the connexion a
bare fundlion of tave kingdoms under one Sovereign, as it is faid ;
but, making the Britifh minifter anfwerable to the Parliament
of Britain for any law paffed in Ireland injurious to the empire,
or tending towards the feparation of Ireland. This a& does
indeed certainly create a theoretic difference in the con-
ftitutions of the two kingdoms, which renders that of Ire-
land inferior to the other: yet it is'a difference not injurious,
but neceffary from the fituation of lIreland in the empire.

And though Ireland be not therefore abfolutely independent, 1.0pd Farnham.
and cannot be fo confiftently with her connexion with Great
Britain, yet fhe is independent with regard to the right of
making laws for her own internal regulation and taxation,
which the folely and exclufively poflefles.  For though Ire-
land has not abfolutely the power of ena&ing any fuch law, as
it muft be ratified by Great Britain, yet there is a moral cer-
tainty that fuch ratification never will be withheld, unlefs in
cales where it is really injurious, becaufe the intereft of Great
Britain neceflarily obliges her to confult the intereft of licland.

This power ofithesBritifh Parliament to control the third
eflate of the liith. Parliament, (in the King’s power of aflent)
is an effefual pléd@ to Great Britain, that ro Iiith a& can
pafs to weaken, or impair the connexion : Ireland alfo, at the
fame time, is, on her part, fecured as well in her connexion
with Britain, as in her independence, becaufe, as fhe cannot
be bouad by Bruith law, fo neither can any aét of Britain atler,
or refcind the connexion, unle’s confirmed, by the a& of Ire-
land herfelf” An a& imply of the Britith Parliament is inade-
quateito throw off the connexion of lreland, for no Biitith a@
is capable of refcinding the Irifh annexation act of Henry VIIL

d>

” I';iouglas, 2. Pitt, Addington, Lord Minto, Douglas, 1, 4
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as it was direltly flated by Mr, Eden, (now Lord Auckland)
when he moved the repeal of 6 Geo 1., R

‘T'he connexion was further [lrengthened by Yelverton’sa&,
which was paffed the fame day as the former, adopting al/ the
Britith laws, refpe&ing commerce, and making them  the
uniform law of the empire.’ An Unicn is the only poffible
event, that can endanger the connexion between the two
kingdoms ; for then the difcontent of the people, magnify-
ing every trifle, and conftruing every adt of the legiflature
into an injury, would render martial law, or rebellion, the only
alternative for the anhappy country. - But, it is faid, that the
prefent connexion has been tried in’ varioug fhapes, and in all, .
has failed of the expe@ted effe@s: if fo, there cannot be de-
rived from thence any inducement to Ireland, to put herfelf
implicitly “in the hands of a covntry, from which, in mere
partnerthip, the has derived fo little benefit ; it is rather an ar-
gument for complete feparation and entire independence.

The conftitution of 1782,* has ebtained for Ireland greater
bleflings, than at any former period, the had ever enjoyed ;
—an increafed and increafing afuence ;—a flourithing trade ;
—an extended commerce. - Her progrefs in improvement,
which, in the twenty years that fucceeded that eftablithment,
was greater, thanin acentury before, can be attributed to no
other caufe, than the reftoration of her independence. But
the eftablithment of 1782, which effe@ed this, is incompati-
ble with an Union ; they are in dire& oppofition to each other,
and by an Union the adjuftment of 1782, which is fufficient
for every purpofe of happinefs, muft be annihilated.

The introdu&@ion of the propofitions of 1783, is no argu-
ment againft the permanency, or fufficiency of the adjuftment
of 1782: thofe propofitions were entirely commercial, and
did not in any way, touch upon the conftitution ; they were
ftated by Mr. Pitt, as being a fupplement to the meafures of
1779 and 1780 and 1782 ; and, as 4// that was negeflary tq
fecure the connexion inviolate, and form a complete, arrange-
ment: fo was it exprefled by him in the addrels to the King
moved by him, in the Commons, and accompanied by a fimi-
lar addrefs from the Lords, expreffive of the fame thing.
| Tt was faid, at the time, when the commercial propofitions
were debated in 1785, that % things could not remain as they
¢ were,”—that ¢ commercial jealoufy was roufed, and would
“ ‘increafe with two independent legiflatures ;” and it is now
argued from thence, that becaule no compaét has fince taken
place, matters are ftill in the fame dangerous fituation, and
require a remedy to be applied to the exifting evil, by one of
the only two meafures, which, as is aflerted, are capable of
producing that effect, viz. a Legiflative Union, or a Com-

TN mercial

* Douglas, 6, .




ARGUMENTS POLITICAL, EXTERNAL. 29

mercial Compa&. The fituation of things, however, is now
materially different from that of 1785 ; the grounds of com-
mercial jealoufy, that then exifted, have been removed; and
all the effential parts of the propofitions theu debated, have
been adopted in fubfequent laws, which have been paffed {epa-
rately, as occafion required : for inftance ;—Lord Hebart’s:
adt of 1793, to permit the importation into Great Britain
from Ireland, of all goods the produce of the Britith colo-
nies, or of Afia, Africa, or America:—The Irith a&, re-
ftraining the acknowledged right of Ireland, to trade within
the Eaft India Company’s limits :— the adoption in #ote of the
navigation atts ; the aéts for the regiftry of fhipping’; the
increafe of fhipping ; the regulation of Greenwich Hofpital,
&c. &c.

Thus, a third method of accommodation has been found,
and has been pra&tifed, equally cffe€ual with the others, and
more permanent, becaufe it is founded on mutual intereft and
good will.

The connexion of Ireland with Great Britain very much Anon.
refembles that of the Britifh Houfe of Commons with the
crown. - In former times that houfe had no concern whatever
with mattersof flate, and afted merely as a check to control
the legiflative prerogative of the crown: this prerogative, in
courfe of time, has dwindled into nothing ; and, asthe com-
mons now enter«nto all the detail of bufinefs, prerogative has
given way, to the milder, but equally efficacious organ, in-
fluence. The effe@s are nearly fimilar, but cafes have fome-
times arifen, when the propofed meafure appeared {o hoftile
to the interells of the country, that it was beyond the power
of the crown to effe it, and np influence was able to obtain
confent to it.

So, in all common cafes, Ireland is in the habit of think-
ing with Great Britain, and acquiefcing in her plans, but ftil}
fhe retains the power of diffenting, whenever the welfare of
her coungy may feem to be menaced. It is not probable that
the Irifh Parliament would take fo bold a ftep, as to diffent
from any imperial meafure propofed in the Britifh legiflature,
without a {uffigient conviftion, that in fo doing, they were
exprefling the will of the people: and there is much lefs dan-
ger to be apprebended, from fuch a legal expreflion of public
difapprobation, through the conftituted anthorities, than from
any other, that might irregularly burft forth, when there were
no publie organ to fpeak the fentiments of the nation.

The falfehood of the afferticn, that the two legiflatures opon.
gannot exift, without a virtual fubordination of the inferior to
tb:_‘d;ci"ﬂtg‘uq of the other, is proved by the fate of the very
queftion’ under difcuffion, when it was agitated in the Irith

| ' ' Parliament,
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Rudd. Parliament. The government of Treland, compofed of the
King, Lords an' Commons of Ireland,* is perfe&ly inde-
pendent, and fubje& to the control of no power under Heaven ;
nor is the crown of lreland‘any way fubordinate to the'crown
of Britain, but equal and free, -

Spencer. - It would be ablurd'of Ircland, with a greatly inereafed po-
pulation, with a flourifhing agriculture, extenfive, and fill
extending commerce, to refigh into the hands of another
country that diftin€, and independent le iflature, which fhe
enjoyed while inconfiderable in point (§ agriculture, com-
merce, and population. A temporary ftate of difturbances
can afford no grounds for adopting a meafure of fo great mag- .
nitude, and in its nature irrevocabls s nor is there any con-
nexion between the evil, and the remedy propofed.

Fofter, But ‘great fears are entertained of the confequences that

& Bousfield, may arife from diffenfion between the two legiflatures ; and
many quellions, it is faid, may be hereafter produétive of fuch
fatal difagreement.  Of all thefe poflible queftions, however,
none are pointed out, except thofe of peace and war, in-
cluding treaties, and that of regency.

The declaration of war'is the King’s prerogative, and in
him, folely, the power is vefted, independent of either legif-
Jature.  The only means poffefled by Parliament of controling
that power, is by withholding {upplies. ~ But if, in that point
the two legiflatures fhould difagree, and the one fhould fup-
port the crown in a war, while the other fhould refufe to
concur, the only inconvenience that could refult from thence,
would be, that'one country would withhold its affiftance, till -
its good fenfe fhould induce it to acquiefce ; while it would
itill be expofed, equally with the- other to all the loffes, and
calamities of war, becaufe the King’s declaration of war in-
volves equally all his fubjefs : So that there islittle probability
of refiftance, in fuch a cafe, on the part of the weaker, and
more expofed.

Lord Farnham, Byt hiftory does not furnifh cne inftance, whersethe Irifh
Parliament has withheld its fupport. The motive which has
praduced this uniform concurrence, is one which muft ewer
produce the fame effed, felf-intereft, and felf-prefervation,
"The fame motive ever has, and ever will occafion the fame
€oncurrence of the Britifh Parliament with the crown in fuch
cales, but it mult operate with greater force upon Ireland than
Great Britain in proportion as the formér ftands in a more de-
fencelels condition than the latter. .

In making peace, the executive is not fubje& to embar-
valfment of the fame fort, by the denial of fupply; and it is
very unlikely that any nation, efpecially the weaker, fhould

decline
* Douglas, Dundas, 3
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decline accepting the bleffings of peace, when offered. ~ And,
on, the fubjett of treaties, not concerning peace or, war,
which may therefore require the confirmation of a legiflative
at, there is lefs reafon for apprehending a difagreement
between the Irifh Parliament, and that of Great Britain,
than between the latter and the executive ; both; therefore,
may reft upon the fame footing. There are many things
hazardous and alarming in theory, which yet in practice are
fafe and eafy. :

The only queftion vpon which a difference of opinion can
be faid to have ever actually exifted, between the two legifia-
tures, is that of the regency in 1789, Bur, in that cafe,
it was the difagreement of tawo effates of each Parliamcut
only, deprived pf the third which was common to beth
legiflatures ; and it is an inftance of a cafe, where the con-
trol of the Britith council over the third eltate, 1n its
power of affent to the acts of the Irith Parltament, was
- neceffarily extinguifbed. It affords firong preflumptive evi-
dence of the efficacy of the connexion effablifhed in 1782,
that the only inftance of difagreement, happened during the
{ufpenfion of the bond of Union then eftabliffied.

In the cafe of Regency, however, né difficulty, in fa,
exifts, becaufe, not only the identity of perfon in the Re-
gent is, by the annexation A& of Hen. VIII. equally
fecured with that of the Sovereign ; but by the law of 1782,
concerning the Great Seal, the matter is put beyond all
doubt, for the Great Seal muft be in the Lands of the Regent
of Great Britain, and without the ufe of that Seal, and con-
fequently without the concurrence of that Regent, all the
fun&ions of the Irifh Legiflature muft be fufpended. If any & Bousficld,
difference of fituation fhould require any local difference of
power to be put into the Regent’s hands, the Irith Parlia-
ment would be as fully competent to eftablith it, as it now is
with regard to the Sovereign. But it would be filly from
any apprchenfion of theoretic inconvenience, in a cafualty
that may never happen, to furrender the independence and
honor of the country,

The true principle, to which is to be aferibed the prefer- Fofter.
vation and ftability of the Britifh Conftitution, is the ba-
lancing check of the. three eftates of Parliament upon each
other,* which maintains a jult equilibrium and proportion
between them all.  The fame principle may be applied to
the two feparate Parliaments, which, by a fimilar operation,
may ferve to fecure each other in their jult relations ; fo that
their mixed powers, like thofe of the mixed goverament,
fhall by their feparate exertions, fo checked, preferve the
fymmetry of the whole.

If

* Smith, 10.
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Union will vt 1f the effe@s of an Upjon* were to be fuch as are promifed,
-ﬁ"”gf"”" the the ftrengthening the Empire, and increafing -its refources,
- er, [nch an obje@ would certainly jultify very important facrifices
" made to obrain it. But the confolidation of the kingdoms
is already as ftrong, as human policy, or individual interelt
can make it 5 and an Unien could have no other effe&, but
1o deprive Ireland of the refidence of her Parliament : in 21l
other refpefts the would remain precifely as fhe is; fo that
no addition would be made through her means, to the power
& Spencer. of - the Empire by an Union.. On the contrary, it would be
leflened, by debilitating Ireland : her fpirit would be debafed,
and her refources weakened, by being' reduced to a ftate of
{ubje&ion, by the increafe of Abfentees, and by the check -
that her trade and manufa&ures would fuffers
It has been argued by the advecates of Union, that the
only -mode of connexion, which ‘is {ufficient ste guard againft
the danger of feparation, is the perfed identity and incorpora-
#on of the governments.  But admitting this to be juft, it
affords an argument agaidft the propofed Union; between
Great Britain and lreland : For, according to the fcheme
propofed, there is not any fubftantial diftin@nefs between
thofe countries, which will not continge to exift, except the
very material one of the Parliaments. The executive go-
vernments will be diftin&, the revenues, the appropriation
of the funds in cach, the treafury wilt remain diftin@, and’
from thence mult ever arife, more or lefs, a diftinGtnefs of
intereft. Thefe circomftances render a perfed identification
impoffible, and according to the fame juft reafoning, ferve
only to increafe the tendency to feparation. The fituation
of Scotland and Wales with regard to England, was totally
different upen.thefe points ; they admitted of a complete in-
corporation and identity. In order to confolidate the Scotch
Lord Minto. Union, it is faid, that it was found neceflary to remove, by
the abolition of the Privy Council of Scotland, that remain-
ing muclens of local government, and Jeparate intergf}.  And yet
Union with Ireland, accompanied” with the diftin@nefles of
Viceroy, Privy Council, Revenues and expences, is expeCted
T to produce a perfet identity and incorporation. :
“'”d”;o ¢ ;‘;’““M"' But whatever may be the poffible, or probable advantages
& Sp;’mer. to be derived from an Union, it fhould always be recolleéted,
that the meafure once adopted, is irrevocable ; that no means
will exilt on obtaining the redrefs of any  inconveniencies
that may be found to refult from it ; whereas that if a change
of circumftances fhould ever hereafter make it neceflary to
bave recourfe to an Union, it will always be within the power
of the Parliament to do fo when occafion may require.

Y.ord Farnham.

No

. :
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No very brilliant profpe& can offer itlelf to Ireland, of Imprudent fo
the advantages to be derived, from putting hericlf again into “”‘yﬁ‘:z i~ 4P |
the hands of a Parliament, whofe partial and oppreffive con- 1‘-21 9
du& towards her, till 1782, was {o truly and forcibly def- """
cribed by Mr. Pitt. It isa mere play upon words, to fay & Goold,
that Ireland will be fecured from a 1mi{ar fitvation, by fuch & Anen.

a mockery of reprefentation as 100 Members among 558.%

The fmall proportion of Irith Members would annihilate the Spencer.
falutary control of the conftitnents over the reprefentatives 3

and would anfwer no other purpofe, than to fanéion as the Fofter,
voluatary a& of Ireland, an ulurpation, which was b:forci ‘Gx?(?id’
fuffered only by compulfion, and from which the was referved © ©
by the energy of her own Parliament: No articlest of Union

can ferve as a fecurity, hecaufe it equally lies within the
omnipotence of Parliament, that eflablithed them, to alter,

or refcind them altogether, at its plealure. And even if Anon.
there fhould hereafter arife fome liberal-minded Minifter in
England, who fhould be inclined to treat Ireland, with a

juftice that fhe has not experienced- thefe 500 years; fill the

narrow felfithnels of the Britith characer, would tie up his

hands, and oppofe fuch an attempt. Nor is any reliance to

be placed upon its being the dury of -the legiflature to pro-

vide equally, for the benefit of the whole Empire. For

public virtue is not to be depended on ; and thercfore it i3,

that government is made to confilt of ayfyltem of checks.

The argument of duty may as well be adduced in {upport of

a {yltem of abfolute power.. If the Britifh legiflature be en-

titled to fuch implicit confidence; it were as wife to fend no
reprefentatives from Ireland, but ler that country give to
Britain, formally, the {way, ‘which really fhe will bave.

At the Union of Scotland, it was ftipylated, that the
Land-tax upon Scotland, fhould never exceed oue farticth of
that which was laid upon England ; but now, by the contri-
vance of f{ubftituting a tax on income for a land-tax, Scot-
land is made to pay onme eighth of the Englith tax:. This is
mnot quoted as a breach, or even an evaflon of any of the
articles of Union, but it ferved to fhew how futile any lan-
guage, in whichj uch articles ,c_zm‘ be exprefled, may, by the
accidents of time and unforefeen circumftances, be vendered. Spencer,
And Ireland would have the defs fecurity in Parliament, & Goold,
becaufe the great diltance would place her reprefentatives & Bousficld,
beyond the reach of public opinion or cenfure. & Anon.

The example of Scotland is conitantly urged, in favour of €4 of Sctland
the nqgﬂxgj and good confequences of an Union :f but there ;’;l{’e ”;”d”"
is no fimilarity hetween the fituations of Scotland and of g Spencer,
Ireland. Scotland was connected with England, by no & Rudd,
other tie, than the accidental circumftance of the crown of & Goold,

F England & Boushield.

2 ;-,\éaq'd"!".;
PSS

* Douglas, 24.  +1Ibid. 13.  § Douglas, 8. Smith, 13. -3 "
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England having defcended to the . Scottifh King; in all
other refpects, it was perfectly foreign. Scotland had ne
conflitution, the two houfes of Parliament fat together, and
the Commons had no control over the purfe of the Nation,*
for the King, by exerting his prerogative in the creation of
Peers, could at pleafure outnumber the votes of the Com-
mons : nor were they poflefled of the power of deliberation,
for no fubject could come before them, without being firfk
propofed by the ZLords of Articles. Depreffed in trade, fub-
jet on all occafions to mifchievous forcign influences, led by
a train of grofs injuries to the very brink of hottilities, (fo
far as even to have paffed an a& disjoining the realm from the
crown of England, at the demife of the then reigning Sove-
reign,) Scotland was fortunate, in her declining ftate, and
under fuch difadvantages, to obtain, by incorporation with
a vich and inimical nation, all the benefits of a great and
increafing commerce, not otherwife attainable to her, the
ceflation of a vexations fyftem of enmity and oppreflion, and
the certainty of a powerful and friendly alliance, together
with fecurity from the impending dangers of total {epa-
ration : Not one of thefe circumftances is applicable to the
ftate of Ireland.

Spencers  But even in Scotland, {o ill-relifhed was the Union, that
only fix years after the conclufion of the treaty, its diflo-
lution was moved in the Upper Houfe ; and was fupported
by @/l the Scotch Peers 3+ upon the plea of one of the arti-
cles of the treaty having been violated, in the impofition of
a Malt tax ; of ‘there no fonger being a council in Scotland ;
and of their laws being altered in matters of the higheft
importance,

Anon, There is fio inconfiftency in arguing, from the fame
grounds ; the oppreflion exercifed by Englaud over each
cotintry, that great benefits were derivable to Scotland from
an Union, but that the meafure would be injurious to Ire-
land. Becaufe the misfortunes of Scotland were in exiftence
and fenfibly felt at the time, and 1ot to be remedied by an
other means thanan Union :  Treland Jas already freed herfelf
from the oppreflion, that fhe fuffered 5 and to her an Union
would anfwer no end, but to expofe her to a repetition of
the fame calamities.

e ; may be obferved alfo that the efficacy of an Union,
is not proved to be fo complete and univerfal, as its advo-
cates affert, by the condition of Scotland ; for it has not
“had power fufficient to prevent two rebellions from taking
- place in that country in the courfle of forty years : Nor was
it able to countera& the introdu@ion of F rench principles

and

b A * Douglae, 14, + Ibid, & 3.
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and republicanifm, very lately, which made confiderable
progrels in Scotland, as the fate of Muir, Palmer, &c.
fufficiently teftify. ' P

But it appears from the fecret correfpondence between Ld. Farnham.

the Duke of Portland and Lord Shelburne in 1782, which
has been lately difclofed, that the Duoke had then in con-
‘templation certain alts of Parliament, which were calcu-
fated to produce all the good effects that are now expected
from an Union, fo that Minifters zhen thought that fuch
alts were fufficient, without depriving Ireland of her con-
ftitution. '

The authority of thejuftly-celebrated political ceconomift, 4dam Snitl’s
Dr. A. Smith, has been quoted in fupport of an Union : but 2% ¢ e
it fhould be obferved that that gentleman’s works were pub- 4,
lifhed previous to the material alteration which was produced
in the condition of lreland, by the recovery of Free trade
in' '1779." He wrote in 1776, and that very acquilition,
which was lkely to have flowed from an Union, is the prin-
cipal point upon which he dwells, as an argument of the
benefits to be derived from an Union. His opinion alfo
embraced equally thecafe of North America, and recom-
mended an incorporative Union with Britain to thofe States ;
but the AmeFican colonies Tpurned his remonftrance, and
vindicated their own independence.

The injuries that will refult from an Union between Gregt Union will injure
Britain and Ireland, are not ‘confined ‘to the latter ; Britain Britain.
will alfo feel its ill effe@s* Ireland, reduced’to the mifera- 7o
ble condition of a Weft-India colony, will, like St. Domingo,
furnifh an eternal fink'to thé blood and treafure of Britain,
which muft be expended in order to maintain it.

- Inftead of purifying the ‘corrupt condition of Parliament, Spencer.
by mixture with anothér ‘corrupt body, it will ferve only to
deteriorate ftill further ‘the Britith Parliament, by the ad-
miffion of the Irifh Members; and of men fo peculiarly ex-
pofed to temptation.’ It will be a_dangerous innovation in
the conftitution - of Great Britain, by the admiffion of
foreigners into the Legiflature, for at the moment that a fin-
gle Member, over whom the country has no control, con-
tributes to ena& any law to' bind that country, its conftitu-
tion is at anend. It will commit England, in a breach of Taaffe.
faith with Scotland, by infringing on the ftipulated propor-
tion of the Scotch Members, to thofe of the Englith houfes
of Parliament. And inthe wound, which Treland will re- Bousfield.
ceive in her conftitution, Britain ought to feel herfelf equally
attacked ; for fo clofe and intimate is the connexion between
the two countries, that therz can be no invafion of the rights
of the one, without enfolding in its mantle the liberties of

the

Goold.

® Douglas, 18,
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the other. But in this mealure the grand ‘obje& of the
Minifter feems to be the overthrow of the Britifh conflitn-
tion, by means of the additional ftrength which be will de-
rive from the body of [rifh reprefentatives. -

But, further though all the fuppoled advantages of an
.Union were juftly to be expeited, from it, yct, Parliament is
not competent to effet fuch a meafure, without the direétly
exprelled approbation of the people.®  The power of the
Britifh Parliament has bLeen held in doubt by fome very able
men, with regard tothe {eptennial bill, by which it only
prolongs its own duration for a few years: Much more
then may the extent of Parliamentary power be called in
queftion, 2s to a mealure, which goes to abolifh the Parlia-
ment itfelf, and transfers the right of legiflation into the
hands of another country. g1

A Member of Parliament bas no right to delegate that,
which was only a’ delegated trult to himfelf, or to {ubftitute
another Parliament for that chofen by the people. Some
years fince, when a bill was introduced in the Irith Houfe
of Commons, to incapacitate revenne officers, from. voting at
clections of Members of Parliament, it was contended on
the part of Adminiftration, and. fuccelsfully. too, that Par-
liament had pot a right  to diqfranchifc men not. conviéled of
any crime, AR _ W

If then Parliament was not impowered to disfranchife fome
obfcure indiyiduals, fuvely it cannot be competent to adopt a
meafure, which will render the franchifes of the whole King-
dom a mere nullity. Yo N G o aid

But, it is argued, the Septennial Bill was pafled, and the
JSaé is a proof of the competence, of Parliament ; {o alfo the
various limitations of the Crown. But neither the Septen-
nial Bill of Geo. Ii nor the limitations, of the crown, at all
trench upon the conflitution ; they relate only to the regu/a-
tion of diftin€ branches of the -conftitution, but that in
itfelf remains unaltered. The queftion of an Union. *)
immediately the conflitution ; for it is an efential part of it,
to have an Houfe of Commons chofen /alely by the people,
and any Act, which fubftitutes for that affembly an Houfe of
Commons of which five-fixths, are chofen by a foreign

_Nation, alters materially, and impairs the conftitution. The

1troduction of a fingle member not chofen by the people
18 a breach of the con itution, . ¥ ¥ of
At a period of the world, when. conftitutional rights were
fo lirtle known or underftood, as in the twelfth century,
Fing John’s refignation of his crown and kingdom: to the
Pope was oppofed with violence, by the Barons, becaufe he
: ‘ was
¢ Douglas, A._ddfng'tun, Lord Minto, &c, 20.
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was Not competeiit, to hand over his people, without their
~confent, to any other mafter. ‘The inftance of competence
in the Scotch Parliament to a fimilar meafure proves nothing,
becaufe the Scotch Union was treated of and concluded, by
deputies from the Nation, exprefsly chofen for that purpofe ;
and Lord Somers, who was a conftitutional lawyer, and was
well aware of the incompetency of Parliament,} took care to
authorize their proceedings by an appeal to the people, a_rfrdi by
ftating exprefsly in the fummons, which called together she
Scotch Parliament, that an Union between the two king-
doms was one of the fubjects to be kid before them. el

The power of Parhament; though not.-abfolute and/un-
limited, is competent to every act, which is not a violation
of the conftitution. No more than this, is afferted either
by Colee: or Blackftone; and beth thofe Lawyers give inkan-
ces of afls, to which Parliament is not competent. Boi.it
ftands recorded upon the authority of the Parliament and
people of England—an endeavour to fubvert the conttitution,
or violate the fundamental laws, was declared to amount, on
the part: of the King, to an abdication'of hig Crown?® it
will not, furely, be contended that the King is the ondy
branch of the Legiflation that may net with impunity fubs
vert the conflitution, orothat has an origmal compaét with
the people. : ' -

. { .
Lord Coke,* -and Sir William Blackfione,+ however high Anen.

their authority; are not the onmly. writers on this fubje&,
who have afferted the incompetence of any Sovercign,
whether an abfolute monarch or a-delegated Parliament, ta
alienate or transfer into other hands the right of legiflation :
it is ‘equally - the opinion of /Grétins, § Puffendorf, § and

Locke. | - Lotd Coke §j«goes fo far as to deny the power of
Parliament to depute its authority, even for.a fingle feffion,
and even to men feleGted from itfelf, and members of its

own body.

But in cafe an Union be ena&ted, Parliament will be & Ld. Farnham.

competent hereafter to refcind it,—or it will not. If not,
the whole doétrine of the omnipotence of parliament vanifhes.
If it be competent, then that power of diffolving the Union
will reft in the Britith Parliament; and if it fhould happen

that an Union prove injurious to Britain, then the Britith .

Legiflature will make ufe of that power, and Ireland will
be caft off. But, on the other hand, if the unfortunate
confequences of an Union fhould fall upon Ireland, however
: heavy
4 Douglas, 23. * Inftit. p. 43. 000k B. 1.¢. 1. '

§ De jure belli et pacis, L. 1. c. 4. § 10,

§ De leg: naturz et gen. L. 8. c.12. § 6.

|| On Government, Part 2d. ¢, 11. § 14I.

Ib ¢ I9. § 212,

94 Inftit. P- 4%
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heavy the calamities that fhe may {uffer, fhe may cry in vain
for relief, fhe will have no power over the United Parlia-
ment, and confequenty no power, on her part, to procure
the revifion of the compact: of Union. Thus, when Scot-
land, a few years after the conclufion of the Union, thought
herfelf aggrieved by the impofition of a male tax, in viola-
tion, at lealt of the letter of the treaty,*and withed for a
diffolution of the Union, fhe failed of fuccefs in the attempt,
notwithftanding the unanimous fupport of the Scotch Peers,
in the Upper-houfe, where the motion was made. :
Britain, at the lea®t, would have itin her power always,
to make fuch alteration in the terms of the treaty, as might
fuit her intereft, or caprice: and numberlefs inftances exift
in proof of the little reliance that is to be placed on the

%‘ood faith of England ; as the breach of the treaty of
imerick, &c. &c. , :

R LT Sl e

It is argued by another gentleman, who feems to ftand
alone, in his opinion, that the prefent connexion between
Great  Britain and Ireland, cannot be permanent, that it is
already haftening towards. diffolution, but that inftead of
adding ftrength to it, an Union will lead immediately to
Jeparation, hoflile and republican ; and that the only method of
guarding againft this, and confolidating the connexion by
firmly uniting the interefts of the two kingdoms, is a com-
pltes friendly, feparation, and the eftablifhment of total
independence ; conftituting, in each ‘ifland, a feparate and
independent manarchy, and fecuring the alliance, by placing
the Crown of Ireland on the head of fome of the younger
branches of the reigning family, on the Britifh throne.

IN
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IN FAVOUR OF A LEGISLATIVE UNION BETWEEN
GREAT BRITAIN AND IRELAND, ‘

ARGUMENTS POLITICAL, AS RESPECTING THE
INTERNAL INTERESTS, PEACE, AND

PROSPERITY OF 1RELAND.

SMALL ftates are always, expofed to the dangers of inter- Swall flates
nal convulfion, and of external fraud and oppreflion. [ 1 i§expefed sodarger.
large flates only, and extenfive communities, which can pof- Irith Patriot.
fefs power [ufficient, for prote@ion againft foreign encroach« Anon.
ments, and internal diffenfions. Hiftory affords a confirma-
tion of this remark, in the condu& of the ancient ftates of
Greece and [taly, of the fmall kingdoms of the Saxon Hep-
tarchy, of the ancient divided territories of Ireland itfelf,
of the feparate governmenis of England and Scotland in
the courfe of feveral centuries, &c. At the prefent =ra the
infecurity of {mall Rates is evinced, in the misfortunes, to
which the difcordant powers of Italy, and the imperfet con-
federacy of Switzerland, have been expofed.

It was by a firm Union of her feparate Members, that
Great Britain was enabled, to overcome the difficulties which
embarraffed her, to put an end to internal quarrels, and raife
her power and influence among nations to that exalted rank
in which fhe now ftands. ‘Ireland, too fmall to be capable
of maintaining herfelf independent, is the only part of the
Britith Empire, thar, at this day, is not united to the reft,
by a firm and undivided Government. The fecurity of fuch
an Union “is equally neceflary for the removal of his own
internal commotions, as for the ftrengthening the refources
and powers of the Empire at large.

The leaft refletion tpon the internal condition of Ire- Znternal con-
land ; the dreadfulcruelties exercifed by the ferocious enemy ; dition of Treland
the lamentable feverities that in confequence became necef- 4 7¥meds.
fary ; the hoftile divifions of fe@s; the animofities exifting Pitt,
between the original inhabitants, and the more recent fet. g‘i‘fﬁ;ggton'
tlers ; the unfortunate want of civilization, more remark- .
able in that country, than any other almolt in Europe ; the
unhappy prevalence of Jacobin principles, ariling out of the
foregoing caufes, and augmenting  their malignity. —The
leaft refie€tion on thefe melancholy and too evident circum-

ftances,
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ftances, will point out the abfolute neceflity of fome change
of fyftem. No meafure feems fo likely to effe@ a remedy,
as the formation of a legiflature removed from. danger, and
uninflamed by the prejudices and paffions, that diftrack the
country.* Thefe qualities a general Imperial Parliament
would eminently poflefs, combined, at the fame time, with
all the requifite local information and attachment:

& Douglas. The interefts of the two Iflands are fo united, that it is
not poflible, to fpeak to that of either, without including,
in the confideration, the concerns of the other; bur,
though Ireland were alone implicated in the prefent difcuf-
fion, the adoption of another {yftem is of the higheft impor-
tance, and the diftra¢ted ftate of that country feems to
point out the eftablithment of an Imperial legiflature, as the
only means of healing its bleeding wounds, and reftoring its
long-loft tranquillity. . :

Smith, Ireland is as well calculated, by nature, as any countr;’r '
upon earth, to enjoy every poflible blefling, and yet, its
ftate has never, at' any period, been fuch as to afford fatif-
faltion, on account of the feuds, and animofities that have
cver prevailed, and have alternately injured and irritated both
Roman Catholic, = and Proteftant, and prejudiced them

Prefent Geo  againft eaeh other. - The form of Government, _thougp
vernment of Ire- fimilar to that of Great Britain, was not competent to
land, not able 0 remove thefe calamities, becaufe it did not beftow and re-
Lot B ceive general confidence and proteion ; for, it was not con-
nected by an indiffoluble tie, with the ‘obvious interefts, the
feelings, and the opinions of the great body of the people :
No remedy can be effe®ual, but fuch as will ftrike at the
Addington, Toot of the cvil, by putting an end to the ftruggles for
’ power between different bodies of the people, and render-
ing the Proteftants and Catholics of the two countries one
Nation, under the authority and prote@ion of one Parlja-
ment ;1 which fhall be free from the prejudices, the fears and
the -hatreds of cither of the contending parties in thar

kingdom. :
Ireland themod L hat Ireland is regarded by the enemy, asthe moft vul-
wulnerable part merable part of the Empire, and that her conditiqu i, by
of the Empire, them, attributed to her domeftic convulfions and diftractions,

Smith, we have too ample teftimony in the declarations and conduét
of Hoche, Humbert, Tone, &c.t in the Reports of the
Secret Committees, &c. &c.  But the ftate of Scotland has
been urged, in this refpe@, in oppofition to the ‘benefits -:of
an Union, becaufe treafon has, notwithﬂ;andil_ag,‘ found its
way into that country alfo: Tf, however, the Scotch 'l;ave

ecR

® Fofler, 54. + Ibid. 56, } Fofter, Bousfield, 52.
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been tainted with difaffe@ion, and fedition did appear among
them, it fhould be remembered that the difeafe was derived
from the contagion of Ireland; and this circumftance ferves
only to afford a. more convincing proof, of the neceflity
to the whole empire, of fome meafure, that will purify that
fource of fedition. S AT

- Some of the principal defe@s of Ireland, and an abundant Smith,
feuntain of calamities, are well known to be the want of ca-
pital and induftry; thefe wants, no method is fo likely to
remedy, as mixing with a people, that can amply fupply her
with both.

But the great misfortune of Ireland is the divifion of its Relivious Difine-
people, by the diftinétion of religions: this more particularly tion the misfor-
requires the interference of fome regulating power, that is %« ¢of relond.

1 S & Douglas
placed, beyond the fphere of danger, or prejudice.*  In the i
prefent ftate of things, the Proteftant fees the alcendancy,
and cven the exiftence of his religion, expofed to danger,
from any further extenfion of the privileges, and powers of
the Roman Catholics: and on the other hand the Romanifs,
increafing every day in power and influence, equally feel the
eftablifhment of the National Church to be a grievance 3 {o g Addivgton,
that it is equally perilous to comply with the fears of one & Lord Minto,
party, or to grant the claims of the other, This difficulty & Dundas.
would be obviated by an united legiflature, which might be
able, in time, to remove all the grievances of the Roman Ca-
tholic, without fubje&ing the Proteftant to any poflible rifk,

In that cafe, if the Roman Catholics were to be admitted Reredied by an
into the united Parliament, their weight, in the general re- Union.
prefentation, would be but as feathers in the fcale ;1 all poffi- gcm:i;é.
bility of encroachment on the Proteftant eftablithment, through #y Pomry

i on 12 ’ 81 & Iord Minte
the means of an Imperial Parliament, would be done away ; & Auon. ;
and the favourite argument of preponderating numbers, would
be difiipated in a moment. On the other hand, fhould the
Romanifts continve to be excluded ; a barrier of tenfold
ftrength, would be placed between their withes and the ac-
complifhment of them : Inftead of a minority of fellow citi-
zens, they would have to contend with the united legiflature,
and a majority of Proteflants in the empire, greater than
their own boafted majority at home.

It has been faid thaethe conceffions, made to the adherents Addington,

of that religion in1993, are fuch as to * threaten the over-

¢ throw of the Proteftant eftablithment in Ireland, and ha-

¢ zard both the connexion with Great Britain and the {uc-

¢ eeflion of the Houfe of Hanover.”” There arc but two

modes, in which the effefis of that mealure can be remedied ;

~either by an Incarporative Union, or by the re-enaétion of
the repealed code of popery laws. To the latter, it is uni-

' verfally

* Taaffe, Sheehy, 57. T Folter, ¢7.
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verfally allowed, there are radical and infuperable ob e&ions 2

X Rarlof Clare, And it is worthy of remark, that it was not till after the re-
(Speech 1793.) peated efforts of the Irifh Parliament had proved abortive,

Addington,
& Dundas.

Parliamentary

Sflem of Ireland

vicious.

Anon,
Impartial view
of the caufes
leading te, &e.

and the obje& was abandoned, that, asthe only remaining
refource, in the diftrefled ﬂate of the kmgdom, the penal
code of popéry laws was enacted. '

It would, befides, be a fatlsfa&ory refle&ion to thofe
Romanifts, who are pofleffed of the ele&ive franchife, that,
in the exercife of that power, they were no longer about to
delegate a body of men, whom they are too'apt to regard as
hereditary enemies, adverfe to their interefts and religion; But
that thofe, whom they thould ele&, would be mixed amon g
a great majority of men, nmnﬁucnced by the prejudices,
which are by them imputed, whether juftly, or not, to the
Proteftants, and Parliament of Ireland.

A review of the origin and progrefs of the parliamentary
fyftem of Ireland, will clearly fhew chat, as well as the fyftem
of government, it is alfoin itfelf radically vicious ; that it
cannot {ubfift in its prefent ftate, and can only be remedied
by, either a reform, or an Union with Great Britain. Ata
time like the prefent, when the pruning knife of reform, has
been changed for theaxe of demolition, fo that the fmalleft inlet
to innovation admits a torrent fufficient to deftroy the fabric,
which it was the defign to fecure, no thinking man will wifh
to have recourfe to the former means. An Union then re-
mains, as the {ole remedy. . :
~ The rebellion, under Queen Elizabeth, had occafioned for-
feitures to a great extent, in point both of number and value.
In order to cccupy thofe lands and contribute to their im-
provement, James I. fent over a colony of Proteftants. Buc
thefe fettlers were expofed to all the animofities of the bar-
barous natlvcs, who diﬁ'ered from them in religion, in lan-
guage, in laws, and in all the habits of focial intercourfe.
It became'neceflary, therefore, to provide for their fecurity
by fome extraordinary means; and for that purpofe the King

- ere&ted fixty-feven Proteftant corporations, which were allow-

cd the privilege of fendmg, cach, two reprcfentatlvcs to fit
tn Parliament ; and in this c1rcumﬂancc, it was, that the
inftitution of an Irifh Parliament commenced ; for previouily,
there had exifted only the Afembly of the Pm’e, which was no
Parliament.

Thus arofe a hoftile Parliament, in a hoftile country, a
government, whofe views were oppofite to thofe of the peo-

* ple governed ; and confequently whatever bencfited the one

muit have been the injury of the other: and the degradation
of either muft have, reciprocally, ferved to exalt the other.
No fyﬁem could be more formidable ; it induced a neceffary

reciptocity of coercion and refitance. The hands of the
Proteltants
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Proteftants were further ftrengthened by Cromwell; he
ereCted new boroughs, and made new diftributions of the
property of the papifts. It feems to have been the defign of
James 11. to oppofe this fyftem of corporations, and to re-
ttore the Roman Catholic proprictors, to their due weight,
in the fcale of power, But his abdication, at once, put an
end to thefe: fchemes, and made way for the Revolution ;
which while it provided England with fecurity for life, liber-
ty and property, ferved, in lreland, only to throw additional
chains upon the people, to exclude the Romanilts from the
legiflature, to deprwe them of all means of education, and
to place new power in the hands of the Proteflaut ariftocracy.

‘Too public notoricty and too fad experience render it un-
neceflary, to record the melancholy effe@s of this policy,
both, upon the face of the country, and upon the manners
of its inhabitants. Indultry and emulation were banithed ;
the Irifh people was veduced to a nation of herdfmen, and
the only art that-remained to be cultivated, was that of
making the rents for the oppreflive landlords.

At the acceflion of the prefent Royal Family,the attention of
Great Britain was in a great meafure turned away from Ire-
land, by the agitation, which had fucceeded the fettlement
of the Houfe of Hanover upon the throne, together with
the multiplied forcign concerns with which fhe was then occu-
pied : and Ireland was left in the hands of her own ariftocracy,
which confequently increafed in power 3, and, afluming to
themfclves the complete gontrol over the Lords Lleutcnant
who were fent there, incapacitated_them totally: from paying
attention to the corpg)lamtﬁ and [ufferings of the, people,
when any of them fhould by chance psnetrate to the vice-
voy’s ear. In order to break this overbearing arittocracy,
Lord Townfhend was fent to Ireland, as Lord Licutenant.
That nobleman put down effeCually the reigning fattion, but
it was only by elevating upon its ruins an oppofite faétion,
whofe condu&,, and prmmplcs, and views, were precifely
fimilar,

.The fchemc, fince then purfued, in. order, to carry on the
buﬁncfs of government, has confifted in temponzmg between
the adverfe parties ; but ftill the fame barrier remains between
the crown and the people, and muft remain without a poffi-
bility of being gvercome, as long as the prefent {yftem of
reprefentation  continugs, becaufe the preponderance of the
borough intereft in the Irith Commons, . puts it always in the
power of. the ariftocracy, by the coalition of five or fix prin-
cipal poficffors of boroughs, to take into their own hands, the
power of government ; and to oppofe an infurmountable ob,
ftacle to the beft intentions of the Sovereign towards the
pcbgle. This fyftem cannot be fupported, unlefs the coer-

cion,
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cion exercifed by the ariftocracy be increafed, proportionably
to the numerical increafe of population: but, fuch a trajnof
reciprocal exertion and coércion muft neceflarily tend to diffo-
lution ; the wifel minifters of Great Britain, therefore, from
that period to the prefent time, have been of opinion, that
ah' Union was the only meafure capable of faving Ireland from
the horrors of civil hoftilities. : _

It is in vain, that the advocates of the fettlément 6f 1782,
offer that adjultment, with the conftitutional and commercial
advantages obtained about that time, as a proof of the excel-
lence of the parliamentary fyfiem, or, as they fay, of a dor-
mant patriotic energy in the conflitution of Ireland, becaufe
thofe were not the meafures of Parliament, but were wrung
from a'fulky ariftocracy, by an‘armed people: the volunteer
army was arrayed againff the Irith Parliament.

The parliamentary conflitution of 1782 had the fame radi-
cal vice with that of James I. it'did not embrace the body
of the people; and its effe@s were 16'render the government
of the country, impra&icable to the executive minifter, unlefs
carried on by a {yftem of corruption, commenfurate to the
extent and power of the ariftoeracy ; becaufe the interefts of
the ariftocracy, and thofe of the people are at variance.

At this period it was; that the French principles of fedi-
tion and democracy were introduced into Ireland : but go-
vernment was {o clogged by the weightof that ariftocratical
fattion, that the executive minifters had no power to oppofe
an effe€tual refiftance’; and thus, were thefe deftru@ive prin-
ciples allowed to extend, ‘and fortify thémfelves.

At length the Sovereign; and the Biitith cabinet thought

proper, to-attend to the claims of the Roman Catholics of
Ireland. ' It was'then, that the ariftocracy, alarmed a: the
indulgence granted and afraid of further conceffions, laid the
foundation of the Orange Society, and ‘formed themfelves into
an army of Orangenicn. The' oppreflions exercifed by this
fociety upon the Romanifts ‘were very grievous, and ferved,
in a great degree, to force the great body of the peafantry
into the views of the oppofite fociety of United Irifbmen, and
into rebellion:
At the fame' time, the power of that fa&ion became {o
great as to oppofe the inclinations and efforts of the Lord
Lietenant, and force out of the kingdom, the only officer,
whofe {kill and experience were capable of faving the country,
from the miferies of 'a‘rebellion on the ‘eve of breaking out,
and the dangers of an expected invafion. At laft even the
Lord Lieutenant himfelf was forced," by the violence of this
faGtion, to leave Ireland, " i

: ; | The
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The vigour and fteadinefs of his fucceflor, Marquis
Cornwallis, has fince in a great meafure fubdued them;
but that Nobleman’s adminiftration muft, at laft, have an
end ; and at his departure, the flames of civil difcord will
revive, with increafed fury, unlefs they be extinguifhed
either by an Union, or by a Reform ; which in the prefent
temper of the world, is too dangerous to be praticable.
Indeed, as long as the prefent ftate of things continues, the M Kenna
two faétions, who contend for power, muft be tolerated, or 3
even, in fome degree encouraged by the {upreme Govern-
ment ; and confequently the country muft ever be kept in
a ftate of diftraion. Till all the inhabitants be placed upon
an equal footing, fo that all jealoufies fhall be removed, and
equal fcope, and encouragement given to the induftry of
all, Ireland can never enjoy profperity, or tranquillity :
this an Union would ferve to effe®, by removins the caufe
and obje&ts of contention,

And as, out of the very frame and conftitution of the Bini
Parliament of Ireland, arifes the want of that confidence- )
between the governors and the governed, which is effential
to good government, the interference of the Britith Parlia-
ment is admirably calculated to reftore peace and confi-
dence, by removing thefe conftitutional vices, which are
the fource of the evils fuffered, and by granting to the peo-
ple of Ireland, what is beyond the reach.of their local Par-
liament, -a free partisipation of all the privileges, enjoyed by
their fcllow,—fuhje&s of Great Britain.

At ‘prefent, Ireland has no fhare in the legiflation of Dundas,
Great Britain, nor of the Empire; ifhe can take no part in & Douglas.
the regulations refpeéing the foreign pofleflions of Britain ;
nor even thofe in St. George’s channel, or on the oppofite
coaft of France, though, itis obvious, how much the com-
mercial ‘and political interefts of Ireland may be affected,
by fuch regulations. By the.admiffion of her reprefentatives
to be incorporated with thofe of Great Britain, Ireland be-
comes a part of that bedy; whofe voice is heard,—unot in
Europe only, but i the four quarters of the world; and
immediately acquires ‘her proportionate fhare in all thefe
great coneerns : 'and Ireland will {peak, as well through the
influence and fuffrage of every Member chofen in Great
Britainy: as by the mouth of her own immediate reprefenta-
tives 3 for the interefts of that ifland, will be as much the
objett of the duty and interelt of the whole Zody, to attend
to, as thofe of any part of the Britith Empire. The deci~
fion, however; of all cafes merely local, will probably he
left to the, Irith Membeis, as it ufually happens, in fimilae
cafesy with regard to the Scotch reprefentatives, when the
fubje& of debate relates mencly to Scotland.

Ireland
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Ericanibec B Ireland is not now pofleffed of any control over her own
e 1 executive government ; for the third eltate, or executive of
Dundas. Ireland is neceffarily and inevitably the fame as that of
Great Britain ; and it, therefore aéts, with regard to the
whole Empire, by the advice of Britifb Miniflers, amenable
to the Britifk Parliument alone, and not, in any ‘manner, to
Ireland 5 not even as to the affairs of Ireland, whic pafs
through the King’s hands. From this important privilege,
Ireland, as a feparate {late, mult ever be debarred ; but,
becoming by an incorporate Union, a part ofthe Britifh
legiflature, fhe obtains, equally with Great Bricain, the
privilege of control over the Minifters of the Crown,
Union will reme- Tt has been argued by many, (even'of thofe, who have
dy the ignorance nor horrowed, from their predeceffors in Scotland, the ab-
G bR phrafcology, of foreign Government, foreign Minifters,
Joreign Parliament, as applied -to thofe of Great Britain,)
that Minifters in London have neither opportunity, nor
means of acquiring fuch detailed knowledge of the charac-
ters, circumitances, and interefts of Ireland, as may be ne-
ceflary, in order to form a true judgment of the juftice or
policy of their meafures : and that therefore, they ought not
to interfere in the government of that ifland, ‘This conclu-
fion i1s abfurd, becaufe the adminiftrators of the fupreme
government muft neceflarily refide near the perfon of the’
Sovereign, who holds the executive authority equally over
both; but the premiles may in fome inftances have been
true. This evil however, arifing from the want of infor-
mation” of Britifi Minifters, with regard to. Ireland, will
meet a perfect remedy in the incorporation of the two legif-
latures : for that meafure will neceffarily draw to the feat of
government men. from Ireland, who are acquainted with all
parts of the kingdom and all its affairs, with the various
circumftanees of its trade and manufa&ures, with its cha-
raéters and its property ; who will be near the Minifter, or
the Sovereign, when the affairs of their country are under
confideration ; or will be ready, with their talents, their
nfluence, and their {uffrages, to fupport in the Imperial
legiflature, whatever their duty may require.

Douglas. Bat, fay they,* a Parliament, fitting in London, cannot
be competent to tranquillize Ireland and eftablith fubmiffion
to the Laws, or to promote its profperity ; becaufe, ¢ it will
“ be at too-great a diftance to adminifter, in time, to the
“¢ wants and wilhes of the people, or to guard againft excefles
““and difcontents.” But thele cares fall into the department
of the executive ; it is the province of the executive govern-
ment, and by no means of the Legiflative body, to di.{'p[:nfe

- mitant

» * Fofter, Spencer, : 55 -
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inftapt favours, or apply inftant coercion, on emergencies;
fubjeét afterwards to the inveftigation of the Legiflature.

Much ftrefs has been laid upon the effe@s produced in
Dublin by the proceffion of the Houfe of Commons through
the ftreets ; it 15, however, but an ill compliment to the
Parliament, or the people of Ireland, to alcribe to fuch a
circamf{tance as that, the diftinguithed part, which the Irifh
Legiflature had in fupprefling the rebellion.

. viuil ¢
Befide commercial advantages, and thofe of general and Civ¥/ advantages
of an Unien,

-relative policy, and legiflation, Ireland would gain, by an
-Union with Great Britain, others much more important,—
general civilization; habits of morality and true religion,
inftead of blind fuperftition and fanatical rage;* uniform
fubmiffion to law, together with a gradual extintion of the
{pirit of difturbance, infurreftion, plunder, and maffacre,
which has prevailed, with more or lefs violence, among the
people of Ireland, as far back as their authentic biftory. can
be traced ; efpecially fince the period, which. eftablifhed the
divifion of them into Proteftants and Papifts.

The fuppofition that thefe good effets are more likely to
be produced by a refident Parliament, 1s inftantly contro-
verted by experience, which reminds us, that in a courfe of
ages, a refident Parliament has not been able to effect thefe
improvements.

If an Union were to have the ceffe® of increafing the frerea/zof Ab-

entees counfere
balanced,

Pt

number of Abfentees from Ireland, vet that inconvenience
would be counterbalanced, by the increafed predeliction,
that fuch a change would probably occafion, for Englifh
habits, and for the Englifh conftitution ;+ and by promoting
that connexion between the higher and lower orders of fo-
ciety, which is fo much wanting in Ireland: it would be
more than compenfated, by the addition to the aggregate
ftock of wealth and commerce, which the adoption of an
Union would produce ; and by the fupply of an ufeful fet
of men, who would replace abfent proprietors of land, an
~by their conlumption, would equally encourage trade and
manufaétures, which their fkill ‘and induftry would at the
fame time direét.

But, as the reduced number of reprefentatives would (punreragea,

much increafe the difficulty of obtaining a feat in Parliament,
" 'no man, who was a permanent abfentee, could expeét to
retain influence fufficient to be returned ; and this circum-
ftance would rather induce many, even of thofe now refident
in England, to {pend a large portion of time on their eftates,
in order to court the favour of eleGors.
. , The
* Fofter, Ceafe your Funning, 57.
t Fofter, Spencer, Bousficld, Rudd, 58, &c
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The metropolis of Ireland has no grounds for the alarm,
which it has felt for its profperity ; becaufe it wodld fill
continué to be the refidence of the Viceroy, the feat'of the
Courts of Law, civil and ecclefiaftical,—of the Revenue,—
of the Univerfity,—and the Head-quarters of ghe Army ;%
and becaufe it would flill be the centre of the commerce of |
this Kingdom, in an increafed flate of vigour :—obje&s of
much greater importance than the temporary refidence of a
certain number of Members of Parliament.

But it is a vulgar notion, that money-is_riches 3 induflry
and frugality are the riches of a flate, and money is only
the fign of them; its circulation in a country 1s ufeful,
only as it promotes the circulation of Jabour and induflry : if
not productive of this effet, the greateft quantity of gold
and filver, inftead of being beneficial, is'a detriment to the
community.  Spain has had fad experience of this truth :
Spain once abounded with induftry and manufaures, but
when gold and filver flowed in, from the mines of Mexico
and of Peru, and were obtained without labour, all her appa-
ratus of manufa@ures, her looms,: and her induftry were laid
afide; and Spain became one ‘of the pooreft, and worft cul-
tivated countries in Earope. Such is the cafe, in every town,
which is the feat of diffipation and luxury, where money is
idly fcattered, and induftry is not requifite to obtain it :
idlenefls, and poverty were glaring amidft the fplendor, and
profufion of Verfailles; do, alfo, it is found at Vienna, at
Berlin, at Munich, at Drefden, at Naples, at every town,
which is the refidence of a Court ; for the feat of profperous
manufaGure is ever removed from the haunts of diffipation.
The fame contralt is found in our own towns ; immenfe
fums of money are {pent, every year, at Bath, by a con-
courfe, on anaverage, of 20,000 ftrangers, in every fort of
luxury, pleafure, and extravagance ; yet the inhabitants of
Bath are not¥ich, nor has any one manufaure fprungup
among them, though there is not any town more admirably
fitvated, by nature, for the feat of manufa&ure.

When Ediuburgh was the refidence of a Court, and 2
Parliament, it was a very poor place, but it is now become
a great and wealthy city, thriving in trade and manufadures,
The contraft is apparent even in London, between the
Court and the City end,— between the idle fickly bufinefs of
Bond-ftreet, and the ftirring a&ivity of Cheapfide or Corn-
hill :  And before diffipation and prodigality had arrived
at fo great a pitch in Dublin, there were flourifhing
manufactures, eftablifhed in the Liberty ; now a feene of
mifery and defolation : It is not, then, to the refidence - of
a Parliament_or a Court, that the fuccefs of thofe manufac-
tures

* Jervis, Goold, Taaffe, Weld, Rud‘d, 62.
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tures is tobe attributed ; fince they have falled whxle that
Parliament and Court were ftill refident; in confequence,
probably of the accontpanying diffipation and luxury.

But Dublin is apprehenfive, that the trade of its port,
will be transferred to better harbours; that Cork, Derry,
Galway, Belfaft, will attra& it, while Dublin will decline :
though were there any real probability of this being the
cafe, ftill Dublin would be no lofer ; for it muft not only

roﬁt. by the increafing profperity of any part of the King-
dom but alfo, as it muft ever continue to be the feat of the
Trcafury and National Bank, it muft ever continue to be
the centre of exchange for univerfal commerce, and, con-
fequently, muft becoms the fcene of proportionate and
increafed trade: befides, the circumftance of the snumerous
canals cut through all the Weftern parts of England, and
communicating with London, and thof¢ making from Dub-
lin through Ireland, will contribute mueh to Inereafe its
eommerce with England, and will make it the depdt, for
the confumption of the kingdom, in all articles of Britifh
manufadture.

The fears of Dublin, however, for the local lofs of trade
are otherwife ill-founded, for trade does not always follow
the belt ports ; and when once an cftablifhment has taken
place, it is difficult to remove it to avother fituation ; its
relations and habitudes are its ‘fecurity.  No perts are
more inconveniently circumftanced for trade than London,
Briftol and Liverpool; yet this defe& has not removed
their trade to the fpacious and admirable harbours of Portf-
mouth, Plymouth, or Milford, becaufe the artificial bafis
of their eftablithment, has become too broad, for the difad-
vantages, under which they labeur, to overturn it.

Dublin has, therefore, no reafon for any [uch apprehen-
fions : for on the contrary, increafed commerce and increafed
induftry will give increafe of wealth and population, and

confequently of value, to the lands and houfes in the vicinity
of Dublin.

Trade of Dublin

in no danger,

Arguments for

cnd againft, &ec.

\mon. :

Dean Tucker.

But, if there were real grounds for the fears of any par- piz,
ticular diftri&, or of any particular clafs of men, yet their & Anon.

interefts fhmﬂd not be putin competition with the benefit
of the whole,; from which their particular advantage, alfo,
muft ultmtely flow : it matters little to the nation at
large, wbetﬁ« it receive its treafures with the right hand, or

with the lcft The fate of Edinburgh ﬁnu: the Union Pitt.

prefents an example, fufficient to remove the fears of Dublin ;
for though the fame apprehenfions were, at the time, enter-
tained for that city, and prophecies as loud and clamorous,
were made, of its approachmg ruin, it has, fince the above

1 p:r;“,
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period, increafed in commerce and population, in the pro-
portion of five or fix to one; and has continued to be the
refort of the gentry and nobility of Scotland, whofe cir.
cumftances it did not fuir, to vifit' the more remofe metro-
polis of the Empire. '

It is a well known fa& that no nobility and gentry live
more at home, than thofe of Scotland. '

But the beft method of preventing the increafe 6f Abfen-
tees, will be, to reftore tranquillity, police, and fecurity of
life and property : thefe, added to the natural advantages of
Ireland, then free from impediment or reftraint, will give
new weight to the common partiality, that men feel for their
native land, and will bring back to Ireland, her wandering
fons, from all parts of the world.* » :

It may be well doubted, however, whether the abfence of
noblemen,. and gentlemen of rank and property, be fo great
an evil, as it is generally reckoned ; for induftry is the riches
of acountry; and it is univerfally found that manufaures,
and other confiderable objeés of labour, flourith moft ata
diftance from the feat of luxury, and the gay purfaits of
genteel life. The want of accels to the money circulating
1in Lngland, has kept Ireland comparatively poor, and unin-
dnftrious: when the Britifh markets, therefore, are laid
open, property drawn from Ireland, will be returned through
the medium of induftry ; and thus the equilibrium will be
reftored ; manufa@ures will be more likely, to eftablith them-
felves in a fituation, remote from the influence of a domineer-
ing neighbour. ' :

I it were juft, in arguing a meafure that concerns the
Empire at large, to confider the interefts of any particular
part, or diftrict, the opinion of the people of Cork might
be addueed j[| the inhabitants of that city ought beft to un-
derftand their own interelts, and they apprchend no injury,
but on the contrary expe& confiderable benefit from a legif-
lative Union ; the abolition of all fears, jealoufies and dif:
truft; the intimate blending of the two countries, and the
removal of all poffibility of feparation, may furnith motives,
which did not before exift, and may remove all former ob-
jeftions to the eftablifhment of a Naval dock-yard ; which
15 in itfelf a confiderable obje@ of defire, and does not ne-
ceflarily impede the progrefs of commercial profperity ; for
though trade certainly does not refort to thofe ports where
dock-yards are eftablithed, that circumftance muft be aferibed
to fome other caufe, and cannot merely arife from the vicinity
of anaval ftation.

With

* See the Speech of the Rt. Hon. Sylvefter Douglas, p. #24.
+ Fofter, 55, 58. || Fofter, Anon., 61. o
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With regard to Taxation; the known integrity of the au danger of
Britith Parliament, the example of the good faith kept with exorbitant taxas
Scotland, and the leading principles of Englith finance, are, %% t Freland.
to Ireland, a fuflicicnt proteétion from the danger of being ~
fubjected to the burthens of Great Britain, or loaded with
taxes beyond her ability. ,

_ But, though Ireland were to have the whole of the annual .., Tucker
burthen of England impofed on her, (too heavy undoubtedly g
for her prefent means,) ftill there would be no grounds for
apprehenfion of the poorer part of the community being

crufhed by it, ordriven to defpair. The Tages of England

may. be divided into fix clafles, viz. 1ff. The Land tax.

2d. The Cuftom-houfe dutics, on the imporration of Toreign

produce, manufaQ@ures, and luxuries. 3d. The Excife on

articles of home confumption.  4th. The, Affeffed taxes,

as thofe on Houfes, Windows, Horfes, Carriages, Servants,

Dogs, &c. sth. The Stamp duties, and 6th. The Poftage

tax. : . |

From almoft the whole of thefe the lower clafs of people
are exempt : to the firlt they cannot be fubje&t: the Cuf-
toms are felt by thofe only who choofe to indulge in the
luxuries of furcign produce, a thing no way neceflary to
the poor, who may enjoy all the comforts of good food,
decent clothing, aqd_,yizgii'qjl'dwe]lings, without the impor-
tation of any one fi)réfgﬂ ai*tic{e'; the duties on Horfes,

Carriages, &c. cannot fall upon them, and to the Houfe
and Window tax they are fubjefted in a very fmall degree ;*
the Stamp duties do not'coni‘:ermi,'aqy of their tranfa&ions,
unlefs when they choofe to,{pend itheir money in the pur-
chafe of newfpapers; nor can the Poftage tax affe@ them ;
but if it did, there would be. no room for complaint, be-
caule it affords the cheapeft mode, that they can make ule
of, for the conveyanceof letters : the Excife is the ouly
branch which mult, to a'certain degree, affe@ the poor, for
they cannot, by the ftriGteft frugality, fave themfelves from
the excile on Malr, Hops, and Cyder, on Soap, Candles,
and Leather, and the duty on Salt: thefe are not, how-
ever, to any great amount, and, except in the two laft ar-
ticles, would fcarcely at all concern the fame clafs of people
in Ireland ; fo that if fimilar taxes were to be laid on that
country, the poor would, according to their prefent mode
of living, be fubject to a very fmall portion of them, for
they makesmuch lefs ufe of any of the excifeable articles,

than

* The grea-ter part of the lower clafs are by law exempe, and the
reft are rarely affeffed, by a fort of connivance; to fave them from the
burthen. Dean Tuckxr.
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than the poor of England, and are at !ea{’c 28 far bcyond
the reach of all the others.

But there is no reafon to fuppofe, that, in thd echt of

an Union, the taxes muft be invariably the fame'in both

Douglas. countries : on the contrary, accordmg to the H refolutions
already agreed to, the rate of taxation i§ to bc regulated
upon certain rules and fixed principles, previous to the
Union ; fo that thelc fhall be a conitant difference propor-
tioned to the comparative ability, of each ecountry. The
{ame refolution prelerves Ireland from any wanton abufe of
her putfe; for, befide that it is as fafe in the hands of her
reprefentatives ﬁttmg in Wcﬂmmﬂe{' as aflembled in Dunb-
lin," Britain cennot lay any tax upon Ireland, without at -
the fame time {ubjeéting herfelf to a burthen, heavier in the
_;zflf groportwn of ber greater ability 19y “dnd the very {elfithnefs

ritain thus becomes, of itfelf, ‘a fafeguard to Ireland

Many regulations might be fuggefied, efpecially with
regard to the Land-tax, which would enrich Ireland “inftead
of impoverithing it. ~Any tax, which promotes induftry
and encourages a circulation of labour, enriches acountry 3
and in the {ame proportion, a country s neceflarily impo-
verifhed by any tax which checks indul_{ry and ftops labour:
if a * land tax were laid upon Ireland under certain regula-
tions, it would fill the towns with induftrious inhabitants,
and the country with laborious cottagers and working
farmers. Thus a race ‘of men would arife, who would
create a demand for manufaétures, and a honie confumption :
and { without home confumptien foreign trade cannot flourith.
But at prefent the great mafs of the Irith are fo deftitute
of food, raiment, and lodgmg, (the foundatlon of all com-
merce,

Dean Tucker.

|| See yth Refolution of the Britifh Commons.

* A Land tax, fo regulated as ‘that the poorer clafs, and thefe poi-
fefled of nomore than half an acre, fhould be exempt from it, and
that larger farms fhould be proportionatly burthened, would be produc-
tive of the beft effects. For inftance, let a farm under 50 acres, with.
an houfe, be fubject to three pence per acre; under 100 acres, with an
boufe, to fix pence ; and all lands and farms of greater extent, and not fo
circumitanced, to-two fhillings per acre.e—From the time when the
Land tax was laid upon England, the great improvement of landed
eftates may date its origin; and may be,in a great meafure, attributed
to the permanency of that tax, which remained always the fame, with-
out fluctuation, and operated as a quit-rent, to fpur on the farmer to
improvement : -he knows that, however he may increafe the value of
his land, he cannot be called on for any ‘greater proportion, and that
however his negligence may fuffer his land to lie uncultivated or run to.
waile, he is fubje& to no lefs, but that his quota of Land tax muf? be
paid. Dean TuckEeR.

+ Mr. Pitt eftimates the profits of the home trade, in Britain, at 28
millions, and thofc of the forcign trade at only 12 millions,
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merce, the moft brilliant and extenfive), that they are no
cuftomers to the community, nor is their confumption any
encouragement to trade.

But, even if that greatelt objedt of alarm, were to take Jreband baund to
place, and Ireland, by an Union, were to become fubject toﬁ‘f’é"' S i':';‘.r:d.i'
the national debt of Great Britain, and were called on, t ;{wm i
fupply her quota to its difcharge, (which is indeed a mere I\;I"Kcnn:
fikion of the imagination, not capable of being realized) v
ftill would not Ireland on this account be in a worfe fituation,
than at this moment; for though not legally, yet ¢fe@ively
Ireland is now pledged to fupport, with her refources, the
credit of Great Britain. If the debt of Great Britain were
to be effaced by a bankruptcy, that calamity would be followed
by the failure, and confequent penury of animmenfe number
of perfons, who now coniume or traffic in articles of Irifh
fabric and export ; from thence would neceffarily follow a
ftagnation of Irifh trade, a ceflation of demand and encou-
ragement, and a depreffion of induftry. As confumption
was diminithed, the value of lands and houfes would fall, and
the elégant arts, which thrive by the overflow of opulence
would decline. Befides, 1t is the credit of Great Britain,
which gives efficacy to her refources: her credit is the lever
by which fhe moves mankind and influences the tranfactions
of the world. If the artificial power of Britain were {ub-
verted, Ireland would be left without encouragement to im-
prove, and without proteétion to preferve what fhe has,—a
prey to the rapacity of France, fhould the power of that na-
tion laft ;—or elfe a fubje&t of conteft, among the fattions of
the European ftates.

An Union would ferve alfo to gratify the real well-withers ;. oo o7
of thofe two great popular meafures, which have folong agi- ,.for.-. »
tated the country,* exciting the hopes of one party and the Peel.
féars of the other, Reform'of Parliament, and Catholic emanci-
pation. 1t has already been fhewn that the claims of the Ro-
man Catholics would be favoured by fuch a meafure. A re-
form would alfo be effeCted in Parliament ; for as the number
of Irith reprefentatives would be confined perhaps to 100,
among whom here would be 64 members for counties, and fome
for cities and large towns, the greater part of the boroughs,
and with them'the borough influence in the Commons Houle,
would be cut off, and thus, though by a fmaller number, the
pcople'w‘ohﬁ be as fully and freely reprefented as they now
Ay ]

e AGAINST

* Spencer, Taaff, 61,
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AGAINST A LEGISLATIVE UNION BETWELEN
GREAT BRITAIN AND IRELAND;

e,
ARGUMENTS FOLITICAL, RESPECTING THE uh‘nmzz
S
INTERESTS, PEACE, AND PROSPERITY
OF IRELAND,

IT is an exaggeration and an infult to the feelings of
Irifhmen, who know the falfehood of the affertion, to re-
prefent Ireland, as the vulnerable part of the Empire, torn
by contending faQions ; aad if, fuch .a ftatement were. true,
it would begray the moft glaring want of prudence, and
policy, thus to declare to the enemy, the weakncfs, and
difunton of the Empire.* In whateyer degree the country
may be expoled to the attacks of the enemy, that danger
arifes to it, not from its independence, but from the def-
trutive meafures of the Minifter, which have fo long em-
broiled thefe kingdoms in-a defolating war, .

But the enemy, knows that fuch weaknefs is not the con-
dition of Ireland; he knows that fhe is firmly united to
Great DBritain, in_ intereft and affection : and it is .of no
confequence to him, in what manner her municipal laws may
cement or qualify that Union. A roll of parchment will
neither change the inclinations of fecret enemies within the
realm, or deprive them of the means of giving the expeéted
afliftance to their friends, nor will it ftrengthen the affeions,
the interefts, or the refources of that part of the Empire.
It was the energy of the legiflature, that difcomfited the
late attempts'ite promote rebellion ; and the depriving fo
large a kingdom of that legiflature, will give to the fecret
partizans of the enemy a larger field for a®ion, and more
power to act with vigor. And a powerful iuvitation is held
out to Irance to renew her attempts on Ireland, by the view
of a meafure forced upon the people, {o notorioufly contrary
to their inclinations ; for fhe may well conclude, that difguft
and difunion will much abate the zeal of thofe who before
refifted her arms and influence.

But, granting the pofition of the weaknefs of Ireland
and of the effe@s of an Union in working a remedy, ftill
it is not adequate to the danger. For the perils, to which
Ireland is faid to be expofed, are inftant, and the remedy
propofed muft be a work of time, and its effefts remote ;
though the difguft it may occafion, will be immediate, ,Al}l}d

the

# Smith, 40.
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the chief dangers of Ireland, which arife from its geogra- Ceafe vour
phical relation to France, and its phyfical pofition on the Funning.
globe, cannot p_oﬂibly be removed by an Union, for thele Avon.
caufes admit of no change.

If energy in the government of a country were the fole Ti¢ for Tat.
objet to be provided for, the adminiftration fhould be put Anon.
into the hands of a fingle Prince. But there are other con-
fiderations paramount to this, however defirable; and for
that reafon the Britith conftitution is a fyftem of checks,
which, while they leflen the energy of government, fecure
the freedom of the country. And there is no pretence for
faying that any increafe of energy is required by the govern-
ment of thefe realms: the Irifh Parliament never yet has
hefitated to come forward, with its full fhare of contribution
and {upport to the exigencies of the Empire.

It is faid that an Union will tranquillize Ireland: but the -

. . . i nof tran-
great misfortune of the country, from whence flow its in-_ . "7 "7
ternal difcord, and the weakneis of the laws, which ought to Fofer,
preferve tranquillity, is derived from the intervention of
middlemen, between the proprietor and the occupier of the foil,
and thefe are chiefly to be found on the eftates of Abfentees.
If a refident Parliament, and refident gentry cannot foften
the manoers, amend. the habits, and promote focial inter-
courfe, it is not likely to be effeéted by removing the Parlia-
ment and leffening the number of the gentry, at once de-
priving the country of their influence, and giving room for
the increafe of the pernicious clafs of middlemen. It is ge-
nerally underftood that the affeCtions of the lower ranks are
befl conciliated, their manners moft effeGtually improved, and
good morals and habits of order mofl ftrongly promoted,
by the example of the upper ranks, by their attention to the
education, health, and comforts of their furrounding neigh-
bours and dependents; and that veneration for the laws, and
attachment to the country which affords them the bleflings
they enjoy, are chiefly to be inculcated by that benevolent
protetion, which every eftate and every village ought to
derive from its refident landlord, in the eafy and impartial
difpenfation of juitice, and the allaying thofe little feuds,
which headftrong paffions, untamed by education, are apt
to carry to the lalt exceffes. - But the effeéts of the fyftem
now propofed, will be to deprive the kingdom of that bene-
ficial clafs of men, to encourage land jobbers, and to degrade
the hofpitality of the ancient manfions into the penury of
an agents dwelling.

It is impoffible that it can be as much within the reach of
a Parliament unacquainted with local circumflances, and at & Spencer.

too
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too great a diftance to receive information in time * for ad-
miniftering to the wants, and wifhes of the people, or for
guarding againft their difcontents and excefles,—to aé bene-
ficially for the country; as of a legiflature which by being
refident on the fpot, is acquainted with all the Eabifﬁf pre-
judices and difpofitions of their fellow fulje&s, and knows
how to apply relief. - [0S

All the various confequences that may refult from a change
of fyllem, even in a fmall affair, are not eafily forefeen ; but
the difficulty is much increafed when the change refpe@s fo
ftupendous a work as the conflitution of a great Empire.
If therefore the exifting fyftem go on praftically, though it
may have fome, and even great [peculative imperfe@tions, it
is rafh to attempt a change, on the {uggeftions even of the
molt clear and perfuafive theory. The moft plaufible theory
is often defeated by praétice ; thus in'the inflance of Furies
from the vicinage, the theory of Juftice might obje& to ‘them,
as being liable to prejudices, friendfhips, and animofities,
which might bias their decifion, and which would not affe&@
men collected from a more remote fituation : and yet long
experience has proved that ‘what might have been appre-
bended, as an imperfeGion in this mode of trial, is that in
which confifts its great and peculiar excellence. Pra&ice,
in like manner refutes that theory, which fuppofes that the
refident Irifh Parliament may be influenced by the local pre-
judices and partialities ‘of the country, whofe interefts are
the objeéts of its concern, and which would, therefore, place
thofe interefts in the hands of a foreign Parliament, ignorant
of all attending circumftances. Experience, in this inftance
alfo, fhews that loeal knowledge is the very eflence of the
capability of Parliament to adminifter its functions. No
Parliament fitting in Great Britain, could have developed the
fecret {yftem of confpiracy, which has lately degraded Ire-
land ;—or could have animated the Joyal, and fupported the
executive power with the {fame effect, as did the Irifh Par-
liament. The requifite concurrence of the legiflature to the
wife and neceffary meafure, of proclaiming Martial Law,
could not have arrived in time, from London: and the fup-
port, derived from a Parliament, compofed, five parts in fix,
of ftrangers, and fitting in another country,t would have
been but very faint, in comparifon with the impreflion made
on the public mind, by the confcioufnefs of its {pringing
from Irithmen, all liable to the dangers of its operation, and
all yielding up themfelves and their property to its control.
Perfonal character, refpect for individuals, opinion of their
attachment to their country where their ftake lies, and in
whofe prefervation and glory their interefts, as well as their

: hearts
* Douglas, 46. T Ibid. 47.
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hearts are engaged, muft have an irrefiftible effect on the
people.  On the other hand, by the remoyal of the legifla-
ture, not only fuch powerful means of ftrengthening  the
hands of government are loft, but at the fame time, all
means of control over the executive department of lreland
are taken away, and the country is left to the abfolute dif-
pofal of the Minifter or his depaty in Ireland.

Much reliance is placed upon the lamentable picture that
is drawn with frudied exaggeration, of the diffenfions and bord Farnham,
hoftility which prevail between the different religious perfua-
fions of Ireland. Such reprefentations are caleulated only -
to create jealoufy and diftruft, and to foment any ill-will
that may already exift. But the experience of the Jaft
twenty years proves the falfehood of the affertion ; for dur-
ing that period the Proteftants have been conftantly removing
the burthens which opprefled the Romanifts. - The latter
have expreffed the higheft gratitude ; the profeffors of the
two religions became as one family, and the moft perfect
cordiality appeared to {ubfift between them. °

Thofe difputes and contentions, that arife from religious ..
difference, are not the neceflary confequence of a variety of & Sh;éhy.
religions, but the effe@ of the crooked policy of Great Bri-
tain, which has ever labored to keep alive and foment the
fpirit of bigotry and mutual hatred; in order the more
cafily to maintain her defpotic fway over a divided country.

An Union is not likely therefore to change her line of po-
licy in that refpe&. It is not from any attachment or pre-
ference for that religion, that the Britith cabinet is induced
to fupport the Proteftant faction ; but becaufe the Proteftants,

ing the minority, feel not as a nation for the honor and
independence of the country, and are ready to facrifice to it
the rights and interefts of that country.

It is abfurd to fuppofe that in points of internal policy, Wil not fitsle
or 1 the arrangements with regard to religion and the religious difputes.
claims of the Roman Catholics, a foreign uninformed affem- Polter.
bly, can be a more competent judge, or better qualified to
decide, than an Irith Parliament well acquainted with the
grounds and extent of the claims, and with the local cir-
cumftances, upon which may depend the danger, or the ex-
pediency of compliance. ~An Union, therefore, cannot
allay religious differences, nor remove the caufes of difcon- Ceafe your
tent. Indeed the argument commonly drawn from this tepic Funning.
by the advocates of Union, amounts only to this: to the
Proteftant it fays, Catholic emancipation cannot e refufed
unlefs there be an Union; and to the Roman Catholic it fays,
ic emancipation cannot e granted till’ there is an

Sheehy.

Union. ;
I But
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I

But in fa& the Roman Catholics will have much lefs room.
for hope, in cafe of an Union, than théy have now. No
diftin@ion can then be made between the Roman Catholic of
the United. Kingdoms. Either thefe of Britain. muftibe
raifed to the level of the Irith Romanift, or.the [rifh muft
be lowered to that of the Britith. *But Great Britain has
not fhewn any difpafition to afford relief to her owa fubjeéts
of that perfuafion, and an.attempt to remove the telt laws,
failed not long fince. It is mot probable theny that in the
Uhnited Parliament, where this adjuftment muft be determined,
the great Britifh majority will concede to the Irifh minority.
The ftandard of adjultment then, it appears likely, would
be lowered, and thus Lord Auckland has direétly expreffed
his opinion, ¢ that the meafure of indulgences granted to the
¢« Catholics of England ought to guide the difcretion of Go-
«¢ vernment with regard to the Cathoelics of Ireland.”

And with regard to the danger, with which the property
of Proteftants is threatened, from the afcendancy, which the
Romanifts might by their numbers obtain, if admitted into
Parliament, it is but falfe and illefory. Suppofing it even
likely that the proportion of property in the hands of Pro-
teftants, which is, to that of the Roman Catholics, as one
hundred to one, could ever allow fuch an afcendancy to take
lace. : - .

P. For much the greater part of the Romanifts poffeffed of
property derive. their title from Proteltants, either by leale
ot purchafe, and confequently, in deltroying the title of the
latter, they would equally invalidate their own. ' As to the
fearching out the ancient heirs of eftates, and re-eftablithing
the forfeited titles, it might as well be apprehended, that
they fhould reeur to the predeceffors of the Milefians for the
true proprictor. Befides when the majority of Parkiament
were Papifts, and great forfeitures had been recently made by
Papifls, no attempt was made for their recovery, or to wreft
them out of the hands of Proteftants.

An Union is ne way neceffary to the arrangement of tythes;
a modification of them may as well take place, and'may be
equally fatisfactory with an Union. ’

" But the number of Englifh fettlers, it is faid, who will be

invited over by an Union, will introduce Englith manners’

and cultoms into:Ireland: admirable however, and defirable

as thefe are, they are not worth the facrifice of Irifh charac-

ter 3 if {uch was to be the effect of an Union. The fadt is,
that no inducement will be offered by an-Union. Adventu-
rers will not be inticed to fettle in Ireland—by the removal of
the Legiflature, of the men of fortune, and men of talents,
thofe, to whom, in their fchemes of traffic_ they muit Jook,
for Tuccels, as their principall cuftomers. The refidence of

Eaglifunen
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Englithmen in Ircland iz, on account of the unufual number
of Britifh forces quartered there, now greater” than any
that can be expeted from an Union, and of a more ufeful
kind ; becaufe the privates being of the fame rank,.mix with
thofe claffes, that ftand moft in need of improvement, and
require examples of manners and civilization. In time of
war, numbers of Englith foldiers come to Ireland, without
an Union ; in time of peace, an Union could not have the
effeét of bringing thofe over, as foldiers. ,

Scotland has been united to England for almoft a cen-
tury, and Wales above five centuries ; yet Englith manners
and habits have never been able to eftablith themfelves, fo
far even as to bring the Englith Janguage into full wfe, nor
to obtain for them in England the charaéter of natives; . .. g
for a conftant fource of jealoufy is furnifhed to that country, punning.
by the multitudes of Scotchmen, who pufh their fortunes
fuccefsfully in England, in all profeflions and departments,
and no pains can prevail upon the Englifh to aclgnowledgc
them as countrymen. 4

An Union can hold out no indacement to DBritifh fettlers Bousficld.
that has not been of equal force, for thefe laft eighteen
years; it is the genius of a Briton, though he fearch the
world for gain, to concentrate at laft his richies and his
enjoyments in his own country. ~The great emigrations,
which peopled North America, were the effes of peculiar
circumftances, of religious and political difputes under the
reign of the Stuarts; and though it might again happen
that fimilar caufes might produce like effects, yet it never
would be in poor enflaved provincial Ireland, that the cove-
tous Englifhman, who had once tafted liberty, would feek
for refuge.

Population is by no.means likely to be increafed by an .., .. -
Union; for that of Ircland is already in a ‘much higher .., /i, £
proportion to the extent of the territory, than the popula- Goold.
tion of England ; and, by this meafure, the management of
all thofe concerns, onwhich depends. the encouragement of

pulation, will beiremoved from the kingdom ;—the con-
trol of all meafures neceflary for the promotion of agricul-
ture, commerce, manufactures, fifheries, &c. but, above
all, of the public purfe. . The immenfe National debt of
Great Buitain, and the confequent weight of taxes, have
prevented any increafe almoft in the -population of Eegland,
for thefe laft fifty years. : :

Notionly, the benefits held out to Ireland as'the: probable ..,
effects of an Union, are falfe and delufive; but the confe- j5,q

zences of that meafure would be pofitively injurious. By Fofter,
sncreafing the number of Abfentees, it will reduce a ftill

| larger

injure Ires
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larger portion of the landed property of Ireland, to the
miferable condition in which the eftates of abfent landlords
are ufually found. Every member chofen to the. United
Parliament muft become a new abfentee, for no man, now
an abfentee, can expect to be chofen ; * and as, he muil be a
man of confiderable property, to be able to bear the expen-
ces of parliamentary attendance, a large part of the property
of the kingdom would thus be continually drained from it
and the lofs of fo great a portion of the. men of fortune
would deprive the manufacturers of their beft cuftomers.

The time, and expences required for attendance in Parlia-
ment would have the effect alfo, of excluding from that
bedy the whole bar, the whole commercial interefts, and
every gentleman who attends to the cultivation of his eftate
or bas any fort of occupation, leaving the interefts of the
country in the hands of the idle and the ignorant.

By habituating the rifing generation, to hear Ireland
fpoken of with contempt, in a country where its inhabitants
are defpifed, an Union will alienate the minds of Irifhmen
from their country, fill them with prejudices againtt it, in-
duce them to treat it with the contempt and injuftice that
they fee beftowed on ity by thofe with whom they aflociate ;
and domefticated in England from generation to generation,
will change them into mere Englithmen, with Irith eftates,
who will be no more inclined to pay attention to the interefts
of Ireland, than the multitudes of that defeription, already
members of the Britith legiflature.

Befides, an Union propofes the pofiibility of a period,
when all proteding duties are to ceafe: the very notion of
fuch a profpe@ may check the further expenditure of money,
and induce individuals to draw in their capital, and look to
the winding up of their bufinefs, againit that period, when
the ceffation .of all protection, muft leave the infant manu-
faflures to decay. Agriculture will decline, from the un-
certainty of the Corn laws being continued ; for the fame
principle, by which the bounty on the carriage of corn, was
difcontinued, from one part of the Kingdom to the other,
may, by fimilar reafoning, be extended by the United Par-
liament, to the whole of the United Empire. Every law,
and regulation now valued and relied on, may be fubje&
to repeal by a foreign Parliament, difficult of accefs, and
ignorant of the local caules that gave rife to them.

An Union will abforb the queftion + of parliamentary reform,
and deftroy the national dignity, honour, and importance of
Ireland. Tt partakes ftrongly of a rcvolutionary‘hue, and

the
* Pitt, Smiith, Douglas, 48. + M'Kennay 53. ¢
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the degradation of the nobility, and extin&ion of the legif-
lature, which would accompany the meafure, might fhake the

crown upon the King’s head, and would probably lead to
revolution and feparation.

Bousfield,
& Anon.\

New laws equal in appearance and alike in phrafe, may be Fofter,

very unequal in effe& in different countrics; for inftance,
the fame mode of taxation, which is fuitable to a country,

already arrived at the maturity of wealth and commerce, may

be deftructive to a poor country, young in trade and manu-
fa&ures.

It is the intereft of the one to borrow méney, rather than
raife an income by taxes, for the expences of a war ; becaufe
the profpe& of increafing profperity offers the certain means
of paying the debt gradually, and a fufficient increafe of an-
nual taxation to meet the exigency, might curb her {pirit of
enterprife. But, the other having the trade of the world in
her hands, has no reafon to expect any extenfion of her re-
fources upon the rerurn of peace, and ought rather to appre-
hend a decreafe ; fhe therefore ought to take advantage of
her temporary afluence, and raife an annual income to fup-
port her expences, rather than incur a debt, which no in-

creafe of riches is likely to enable her, with greater facility,
to difcharge.

. . . .tQ"
The inhabitants of Cork have been induced by fome vaghe Willinjure Cori,

hopes of benefit to be derived to them from an Union, te & Anon.

exprefs themfelves in favour of that meafure ; bat, in fa&,*
no part of Ireland is more expofed to injury from it, than

that city. The only manufa@ures eftablifhed there or in the g p

neighbourhood are the woollen and cotton, neither of which
can be promoted in Ireland by an Union : it cannot, in any
way, increafe her powers of export, or import ; nor can it
ever render her an emporium or depét for foreign goods.+
An Union then offers no hope to Cork, unlefs it be the efta-
blithment of a naval dockyard; but even to this it could
furnifh no one poffible inducement, that does not now equally
exift. There has hitherto been no impediment to the efta-
blihment of a dockyard there, but the natural fituation of
the place, which has not appeared to be ufeful or defirable
for the purpofe. In the courfe of almoft a century, the
effeCts of an Union has not produced a fingle dockyard for
the navy, in Scotland. But, if the eltablithment of a naval
flation at Cork, were to be the certain confequence of an
Union, the profpeé ought not to miflead the withes of that
city, for it is not, in itfelf, a defirable object ; the effe@ of
it would probably prove prejudicial.  Plymouth and Port{-
mouth are the fineft harbours, and the beil fituated for trade

1

# Smith, so. 1 See Commercial Arguments,
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in England ; and yet no trade exifts, where thofe great naval
dockyards are eftablifhed. Milford Haven is a2 magnificent
harbour, and, -though abandoned as a naval ftationy,it has
not however recovered any of the trade, that ituformerly
enjoyed.

The two grand articles of export from Cork,—ecorn and
provifions,—are liable to be much affe&ed by the injuries, to
which agriculture may be expofed ; elpecially,ias the demand
for provilions has latterly run to much greater extent in the
article of pork, than in that of beef : for pork depends much
upon agriculture, and with its decline the pork trade muft
fall. Their provifion trade, in this ‘as swell as the other ar-
ticle, beef, may be again obftrutedsand. ruined, by thole .
embargoes, which have fo frequently already facrificed the
intereft of Cork to the avarice of a Britifh contraor; a
grievance for which an Irifh Parliament only, was able to
obtain redrefs, ,

Anon.  But, if the expe&ations of Cork were well founded, and
the greateft advantages were to flow into that city from an
Union, {till juftice muft reGft any meafure that would benefit
Cork or any other diftri€t, at the expence of the reft of the
kingdom, and by the depreffion of fome other part. And at
the fame time, this partial exaltation, by affording a pretence
fGs Sucreafing the public burthens, would prove injurious to
the very part, which might reap the profit, and totally ruin-
ous, perhaps, to the reft, already impoverifhed by the fame
circumitance,

Willvuin Dublin, L he profperity of Dublin would be deftroyed, her fplendor
Sir J. Jervis, would be eﬂgced, and her ftreets would become a defert ;
& Goold,  her halls, her univerfity,* her courts of law would be filent,
i IL; ”:ﬁ‘f’ and her future ftate would refemble the ruined walls of Baby-
% weld,  lon.  Deferted by her Parliament, and her refident gentry,
& Rudd,  the lofs of trade would foon follow, and carry with it; she

{peedy reduction of rents, not only in Dublin, and its vici-
nity, but in every-part of Ireland. :

The time im= "~ _1f an Union of the legiflatures of Great Britain and Ire.

it land were neceffary to the welfare of Ireland, that meafure

s ought long fince to have been concluded, at an earlier period,
before habits were confirmed.+ Forif it be a political maxim

that innovation is dangerous, the force of it muft increafe

with the magnitude and irrevocability of the meafure. The

prefent at leaft is an ill-chofen time. to bring it forward ; it

is imprudent when the country is in fuch a ftate of agitation,

to furnifh a new caule of diftra&ion and contention ; or while

France

* Pitt, Smith, Tucker, 56. = + Donglas, 20. ;
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France is endeavouring to propagate her democratical priuci-
ples in Ireland, to remove from thence the prefence and pro-
te&tion of the PBritifh conftitution in its outward and vifible
figns. = . 1 i IR
1t is neither generous nor juft, to bring forward the pro< gousfield,
pofal for an Union, at a moment when the country is dif- & Weld,
traéted with the horrors of a recent rebellion, isexpofed to & Sheclty,
all the calamities of an attual war, and apprehended invafion, & :}m“' us
and ftill languifhes under the terror of new commotions ; and il
while there are in the heart of the country 40,000 Britifh
foldiers. . The choice of fuch a moment to feduce the peopley
or the ufe of fuch means to force them into any meafure, isa
ftrong argument of the notorious averfion that the country
bears to it, and of the difadvantage, that is known to be the
probable confequence of it to the kingdom.

But whatever might be the happy effe@ts of afair and g, ,u wajist.
equitable Union, it cannot be fuppofed that Ireland can be Anop.
entitled to feel them : fhe cannot treat-fairly, or ypon equal

‘terms with Great Britain, as long as the Irifth minifters are

named by thofe of Britain, and are of courfe fubjeét to their

control. It is Britain negociating the terms with herfelf.

Another argument in favour of an Union, is drawn from Taaffe,
the fuppofed degeneracy of the Irifh Parliament. So great, < 002
fay they, is its venality and corruption, that it is not fit to be
trufted with the concerns of the.country. This is the com-
mon outcry of United Iriflimen and their partifans, againft
the government ; and, if it be true; may be a ftrong argu~
ment in favour of the #zform, but cannot be one for the
abolition of that body : neither does it appear to be a well
judged method of purifying a corrupt body, to plunge it into
the midft of a larger one, equally vitiated ; and placed, be-
fides, at fo great a diftance from thofe conftituents. who migh:
have the power of control over thele venal members, asis be- :
yond the reach of their influence or their obfervation.

Perhaps it may be true, that Ireland is governed by Britith Rudd,
counfels, and that Englith influence predominates in her Par- & Anon.
liament, fo as to render her independence but a name ; but it
idees not feem to be a very adequate remedy for fuch an evil,
to tranfport the Parliament into that country, by which it is
faid to be too much influenced, at fo great a diftance; and
whofe vaice 1t will no longer have the power to refift,

The example of the American flates, in preferring an incor. Ceafe your
porative to a federal Union, is not applicable to the cafe of Funning.
Ireland ; becaufe at the time of its adoption, the fates were
all equally in a ftate of infancy ; they bad pothing to gain
from cach other, nor any thing to give up, cither commercial
or conftitutional, But Ireland has her own legiflature, fhe

has
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has independence, fhe has freedom of commerce, and grow
ing wealth. Neither are the effe@s of the meafure in Ame-
rica fuch as to invite imitation ; for the flates have ever
fince been haraffed and agitated by the influence of Frenck
intrigue.

If from the incorporation of Geneva, Savoy, Belgium, &c.
with France, any other argument can be deduced, than of the
rapacity and ambition of the French republic, it is, of the
neceflity in which Irgland is placed, of guarding with all
poffible precaution, againft a fimilar meafure, which may
reduce her toa fimilar flate of fubje&ion, under the dominjon
of her powerful incorporating neighbour,

IN
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IN. FAVOUR OF A LEGISLATIVE UNION BETWEEN
GREAT BRITAIN AND IRELAND,

ARGUMENTS COMMERCIAL.

AN Union would procure for Treland the fcure and perma- g3, Rsll foours
nent poflellion of thofe advantages, which in the prefent [itua- prefont advan-
tion of things, fhe neceflarily enjoys but as contingent and rag-s.
precarious. Pitt,

- In 1785 it was ftated by thofe gentlemen who were heft
acquainted with the fubjet, that thefe advantages on the
balance of trade were very great in favour of Ireland * At
prefent the trade is {till more advantageous ; Ireland imports
of the manufaétured produce of Great Britain to the amount
of one million, on which fhe raifes a revenue, by way of duty:
while Irith manufadtures to the amount of between Sfour and
Jive millions are imported into England, duty free 3. and that
too, in linen, and provifions, the great articles of Irifh ma-
nufaéture.

All raw materials, all articles necefTary to the trade or fubfifl-
enceof Irelandarefent thither from Britain, duty free. The linen
exported from Ireland, conflitutes four-fifths of the Irifh ex-
port trade to the whole world ; and for the profperity of this
manufadture fhe is indebted to, and dependant on Britain :
the Britifh Parliament has furnithed a market for Irifh linens
to the amount of three millions; and by the bounty on re-
exportation affords her a double market, and enfures to her
an advantage in competition with the linens of other coun-
tries, of 30 per cent.

But the effe&s of an Union will not be merely a confirmation
of thefe advantages : + for a fairer wnd more perfe& connexion otiers,
of the two countries muft lead to an equality of commercial
advantages, and ultimately tend to the benefit of both countries.

Thofe now enjoyed by Ireland, are not to be afcribed to the 7%/ now en-
Irifh Parliament, but, if traced to their true fource, will e, gl of
found to have flowed from the voluntaryanddiferetionary grants 274
of the Britifh Parliament, conferred from a regard for the in-
tereits of the Irifh nation, as infeparably conne@ed with the
welfare of the empire ; and that, in fpite of rivalfhip and jea-
loufy, at a time when the Parliaments were feparate, when it
was not cerfain whether what was given to Ireland, was given to
Britain alfo, and when the countries were but partially and im-
perfe&ly united: there can therefore be no well groundedappre-

K hepfions

rocure

&Ld.Auckland.

* Imports 1,000,000 to 4,500,000 of exports.
1 Bousfield, 88. Taaffe, Rudd, 89.
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henfions that Britain, if it were in her power, (hould be inclined
to refume grants fo made, from Ireland when parliamentarily
vpuited to herfelf, and identified in interefts. - But it would
not be in her power fo to do, becaufe Ircland, in cafe of an
Union, would have the fecurity of a firm and irrevocable

compa&t for that, which moew refls on the independent dif-
cretion of the Britith Parliament.

- . "_'"l ® ': Y L] . . . - %)
i-g”{’{’ﬂ ‘““_;"';"" An Union, by promoting tranquillity, and fecuring the
i 2 8% akbe . . . . 4 ¢
rr;é/]“};}'” Britifh connexion, will have the effet of increafing the com
. )

& Douglas, merce of Ireland, and inviting over Britifh capital ; for when
property fhall be rendered perfeétly fecure by the removal of
internal convulfion ; when all diffin@nefs of intereft between
the two kingdoms, and all pefibility of feparation fhall be
done away, there will remain no impediment, to hinder the
Britifh capitalift from availing himfelf of the natural advan-
tages of Ireland, and of the cheapnefs of labour and pro-
vifions, &c. in that kingdom ;* becaufe there will be no poli-
tical difference between the iflands, and the profperity of lre-
land will be equally the profperity of Great Britain.

Many branches - A0d, if the affertion were true that there are natural
of indufiry opens caules to prevent the principal manufacturers of England from
profiting by thefe circumitances and flourifhing in Ireland ;+
ftill, there are other branches in which capital may be vefted,
with equal advantage,~—as in agriculture, in the provifion
Anon, trade, in the linen manufa&ure, &c. Nor is it fair to argue,
that becaufe the {mall advantages held out, in fome particular
branches, have failed by their encouragement to draw over
the Britifh adventurer under the prefent {yftem, he may not
find his account éven without thofe encouragements in fettling
there, ‘under {uch a change of circumftarices as would pro-
duce fecurity of property, and tranquillity. There is no
probability, however, that the encouragements alluded to
would ceafle upon an Union, or that the bounties, whether
a@ual or conftruttive, or the regulations whether internal or
relative, which now ferve to promote the infant manufaétures
of Ireland, would be removed, as long as they may continue
to be requifite, by an imperial legiflature, whofe intereft it
will be equally to promote the welfare of Ireland, with that
of Great Britain or any other part of the empire.
By giving to Ireland the common ufe of Britifh capital, it
is meant, that the identification of the rights, interefts, and
privileges of the two countries, will induce the people of .
Great Britain, to employ their capital equally in either
kingdom ; each man preferring that fpot in the empire, where
he can carry on to the greateft advantage his own branch of |
trade or manufa&ure: and the fecurity of money l:;cingr the |
ame

*# Fofter, 'Tit for Tat, 82. 4 Fofter, 83.
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fame in both countries, the money-holders of England will
be induced to lend their money with as much facility to mer-
chants and manufaGurers in Ireland, as to thofe in the other
ifland. Upon the alteration of the Irifh conftitution in 1782,
immenfe fums of money, which had been lent on Irifh feca-
sity, were called in ; above 40,000l. were drawn out of Ire-
Jaud at that period by the Earl of Mansfield alone.

1t is in this manner that the trade of the Weft Indies is
«carried on by Britifh capital, though there are not any Britifh
manufattares eftablithed there.

There is a variety of manufaltures and branches of trade,
in which Ireland might furnifh room for the advantageous
-employment of Britifh capital. Some of the moft profitable
and moft important to the nation, are the linen and leather
manufa@ures ; and the cultivation of wafte and unprofitable
lands. The firft is too well known, to require.any exempli-
fication of its value: as to the manufaéture of leather, it
may fuffice to ftate that [ieland exports yearly nearly 23,000
raw hides; and yet, for want- of capital to carry on her
works, f{he imports manufactured articles of leather to an im-
menfe amount 3 and though, having the free importation of Lord Auckland,
‘bark, fhe can tan her own hides without any fuch additional
burthen as duties would impofe, yer in her own market fhe s
underfold by Britith goods, which are there {ubjeét to an im-
portation duty of 10 per cent. The cultivation of watte Anon.
lands, it has been ftated by Mr. Arthur Young, would yicld -
a profit of from 15 to 20 pér cent. but it requires a conf-
derable capital, as does alfo the adequate improvement of the
«cultivated parts of the ifland.

Another field for the employment of Britifh capital may
be found in the colonial trade ; for, notwithftanding the free-
dom of trade to the colonies, obtained in 1779, Ireland at
this day imports colonial produce, to the value of more than
‘a million, through Great Britain ; ‘while, for want of capital,
dhe does not import dire@ly abeve the value of 140,000l
There is fcarcely an inftance of any confiderable Britifh houfe Lord Auckland.
being engaged, in Ireland, in [rith partnerthip.

Such were the advantages ftated in 1785 by a moft able Anon.
politician,* as likely to refult to Ireland from a partnerfhip
with Great Britain : it was his opinicn * that the cheapnefs
of labour and provifions, would invite the Britifh fettler, to
a country fituated in the neighbourhood of the rich, ex-
tended, and fleady market of Great Britain, and that Ire-
Jaud, with thofe advantages, with a climate as good, equa

natural powers, and fewer taxes, would be able to manufac-
ture cheaper than England.”

But

* Right Hon. John Fofter’s Specch on the Propcfitions in Wood-
fall’s Report, &c.
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But fince moch weight has been laid, on the difficalty of
introducing into Ireland what are called the principal and
moft profitable manufactures of Britain, (as if, for that
reaton, no others were admiffible, or thefe alone were worth
the purfuit) it may be proper to invelligate that matter with
fonie attention.

Prinvipal manu-  There are ftated four principal braoches, which, it is
.é';‘f{‘f";’f 'f f”;"_‘: faid, cannot exift in Ireland for want of fuel, the Woollen,
“;ﬁt‘_.‘;"}rzz‘}_” the Cotton, the Pottery, and the Iron manufa@ures,* But
this impediment,+ which is ftated as the principal one, is di-
re€tly removed by a view of the faét; for it is well known
Coals ex3g, that Collieries exilt (and are¢ prevented only by want of ca-
pital from being worked to any extent) in the counties of
Tipperary, Leitrim, Tyrone and Antrim; befide thole fo
notorious in Kilkenny and Queen’s county, which alone, ‘ac-
cording to the evidence of Mr. Evans, an Engineer of merit,
given before the Irith Commons in 1783, are capable, if
properly worked, of fupplying annually 300,000 tons, de-
livered, by water carviage, at the diltance of 40 miles, at
{o low a rate as 41d. per hundred ;—a lower price, than coals
can be bought for at Leeds, Manchefter, or Sheflicld :
Coals can allo be furnithed from England to wmoft parts of
Ircland, cheaper than they can be conveyed to many parts
of England, where they are obliged to be brought by water
carriage, on actount of the heavy coafting dutics, which
amount to 5s. 9d. per chaldron, and in the port of London
to gs. 5d. per chaldron.

But thefe manufaGures do not depend on the cheapnels of
the one article of fuel alone, though it be a matter of jm-
portance ; but on that of all the articles neceflary for carry-

& Dr. Clarke. 1ng them on, fuchvas the raw material, labour, provifions,

; taxes, the command of water, &c. &c. ; and thefe may more
than countcrbalance any difference that there might be in
the expence of fucl. '

The Woollen manufa&ure did once flourifh fo extenfively

#ecllen,  in Ireland as to excite the jealoufy of England, in the reign
of William 1IL and, after the fupply of her own market,
to export to the annual value of £110,000.1 At this day,
there 1s in Ireland, an increafing manufaGure of Woollens,
fufficient to work up almoft all her own wool (the exportt_

' i

* For a more particular detail on this fubje® the Reader may have
recourfe to the Speech of Lord Auckland in the Britith Houfe of Lords,
April 11th, 1799 : to that of the Right Hon. Sylvefter Douglas in the
Britifh Houfe of Commons, April 22d, 1799 : or to an anonymous
pamphlet, cntitled « Obfervations on that part of the Speaker’s Speech,
“ which relates to Trade: and Dr.Clarke’s % Mifconceptions, Miftate-
ments, &c.” : '

- T Bousficld, 88. { Fofter, 83.
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of which decreafcs every year) and that, carried on in

parts of the country remote from any colliery. ¥  The

great woollen manufadtures of Gloucefterthire, Wiltfhire,

Devonfhire and Norfolk, are fituated where coals are not

cheap. It isa fa&, that, though wool is dearer in Ircland

than in England, yet fo much greater are the other relative

advantages of the former, that in woollen, and worlted

yarn, fhe can confiderably underfell the Englifh: notwith- p.q4 Auckland.
ftanding which Ireland is obliged annually to import Woollen

Cloths to the amount of near £700,000.

The Cotton manufa&ure does not require, as an eflential ¢oron.
article, the neighbourhood of Fuel, for the machinery can be
as well worked by water as by the fteam engine, and at a
cheaper rate.4 There are now carrying on, {in many places
in Ireland, very confiderable Cotton manufactures, which
are daily increafing, and which juftify the opinions of the
Englith manufacturers examined before Parliament in 1785,
¢ that the fuperior advantages enjoyed by Ireland would ena-
ble her, foon to beat them out of their own market ; and,
after paying 10% per Cent. duty, to fend her goods into the
Englith market at a cheaper rate by 12 or 13 per Cent.
than they could do.” So confident were thofe gentlemen
in their opinion, that the greatelt manufadurers in Britain,
Mr. Peel, Mr. Smith, &c. declared that they already en-
deavoured to obtain partnerfhips in Ireland, in cafe the
refolutions then depending ‘fhould pafs into a law. Still
however, from the want of capital in Ireland, the importa- Ld, Auckland,
tion of Britifh cottons, amounts to £ 70,000 per Ann.

With regard to the Iron manufacture, it is fufficient to 1yon.
repeat, that there are abundant collieries in the Kingdom ; §
and that the want of capital alone prevents the working of
thefe, and the difcovery of others: and to add, that there
have been found there many fpecies of Iron ftone and ores,
which are alfo negle&ted from the fame caufe ; and that
the Englith Iron manufadturers declared to the Houfe of
Commons, their opinion that Ireland -could underfell them,
and would beat them out of the American market ; though
her want of capital impofed on het the difadvantage of being
obliged to purchafe her bar iron in England, at a dearer rate
than fhe.could purchafe it in Sweden or Ruffia, for the fake
of the long credit, that England is able to give. Befides,
London, where coals are far dearer than in Dublin, as well
as labeur, provifions, and taxes beyond comparifon, carries

on

* In Dublin, Cork, Bandon, Waterford, Lifmore, Tallow, Carrick
en Shannon, &c. ‘ + Fofter, 83.

£ At Celbridge, Profperous, Mzlahide, Balbriggen, Drogheda,
Belfaft, Clonmell, Cork, Michellown, Kilmacthomas, Mountrath, &c.

§ Fofter, 82,
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on very confiderable Iron manufa&ures, in the coarfer arti-
cles, which occafion the greateft confumption of fuel, fuch
as anchors, &c. In the manufalure of the {maller articles,
the price of fuel makes fearcely any perceptible differénce ;
their {uccefs depends wholly on the labour and {kill ‘of the
artizan ; and notwithftanding that labour is dearer where the
manufalture of - thefe articles is carried on (Shefficld and
Birmingham)' than in moft parts of the world, yet England
can underfell at the rate of, from 15 to,20 per cent. thofe
of the city of Liege, which has been long cclebrated for its
manufacture of Hardware, where labour and provifions are
cheaper than on moft parts of the continent, and firing is
procured at the very gates of the ciry.

‘The value of the manufa@ure of Pottery depends almoft
wholly on the cheapnefs of labsur; in this circamftance Ire-
landhas an evident advantage, I as well as the neighbourhood
of the raw material, flintftones and clay ; for both thefe
articles are found in Ireland,* as well inland, as upon the
coafts, in abundance, and of the beft. quality ; while the
Englith potteries, fituated in the centre of the Kingdom,
bring their raw material from the coafts of Cornwall, Wales,
and Ireland. It was the opinion t both of Mr. Wedgewood,
and of Mr. Brierly that England owed her fuperiority in
that branch of manufa@ure, to the ingenuity of the work-
men alone, and that the natural advantages of Ireland would -
induce them to migrate to that country ; as had already
been the cafe in the glafs manufaéture, in which the Irifh
are arrived at fo great a degree of perfeétion, as to be able
to hold a competition with Britain ; and that manufa@ure
demands as great a fupply of fuel as the Pottery. Thofe
gentlemen were alfo of opinion, that as the fine clay can be
fhipped on the coaft for 6s. or 78. per ton, but, on account
of the inland carriage it flands them in Staffordfhire in
£1 16 o—to 42 2 perton, Ireland would have been able,
it the propofitions had pafled, to have underfold them by
40 or §o per cent.

Becaule Britifh capital has not been vefted, nor Britifh
credit pledged in the eftablithment of new manufactures in
Ireland, or in the encouragement of thofe already fettled
there, when there was no Union ; it is thence affumed, that
an Union will not furnith any invitations, which might not
have been expe&ted, nor remove any obftacles, which cannot
be done away by other means. - This is, however, a mere

petitia

i Fofter, 83.

* See the evidence of Mr., Evans, engineer of the Grand Canal,
_before the Irith Houfe of Commons, in 1783, . ~ .

. T As delivered before the Britith Houfe of Commons, in 1785.
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petitio ﬁrincipii:’ befides, though Britith capital to any
great amount has not a&tually fettled in lreland, yetitis
not a corre& inference from thence, that Britith money has

had no influence in promoting the fabric of Irifh linens, and
other wares.

The Irith manufaCurers and merchants, in general, im- Britifh eapital

mediately on fhipping their linens, draw for two.thirds of Ry

. L \ 5 ) Jreland.
the valuc, on their agents or factors in England, though.Doughs_

‘great part of thefe goods often remains in the hands of
fuch configuee for fix, or nine mouths, befide the credit that

he is obliged to give purchafers, amounting commonly, to
twelve or eighteen months more.

In the Commercial intercourfe between Great Britain Balance of trade

and Ireland,* the balance of trade is fo much in favour of 7.

fawour of

. v . dieland.
the latter f, and the demand for her produce in the Bricifh Lg.aj&uckland,
market is {o great an advantage ; that Ireland could not in & Douglas,
any way receive compenfation for the lofs that would accrue, & Ann Obferv.

from the ceflation of that intercourfe.

Upon a general view of the exports and imports of each
country to the other, as authentically reported in March,
1799, by Mr. Trving, Infpector-General of the imports and
exports of Great Britain ; it appears, that in the interchange
of the produce of the two iflands, the balance in favour of
Ireland is three millions and a half; and, including that of
foreign merchandize, in which the balance is againft Ireland,

of £2,c00,000. and this depends en the commercial code,
not of Ireland, but of Great Britain.

Thofe arguments are unfair which attempt to do away
this ftatement,} by diftinguifhing the exports of Ireland into
manufactured goods, and raw materials, which laft, it is
pretended, are of greater benefit, to the country importing,
than the export is to that from whence they are fent; and
are therefore faid to incline the balance on that article, much
in favour of England. But the articles there ftated as raw
materials, are in fact, the produce of agriculture, and arti-
cles of manufacture in the provifion trade, as falt beef, pork,
butter, &c. which employ a number of hands, and ought
therefore to be claffed under the head of manufacture, of
which they are, to Ireland, a valuable and important branch.
Befides, fimilar articles, as cheefe, falted fifh, &e. are claf-
fed among Britifh exports as manufadures. Raw materials

are thofe” only, which conftitute the bafis of a fublequent
‘manufacture, : ! There

. See the Speech of the Right Hon. John Fofter in the Houfe of
Commons, April 11, 1799. + Fofter, 77. t Ibid. 77, &e.

ftill there remains in her favour a general balance of upwards Dougla-
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There is another fallacy in the argument above dlluded to;

- for that ftatement not only dedu@s from the exported mang-"
factures of Ircland, all the above articles, to the amount of
near £3,000,000, but adds to the manufactures of Great
Britain, on the other fide of the account, what are called
Colonial manufaiures, amounting to £970,000. * But thefe
are all raw materials, or articles of confumption without
manufature, and above one-third not even the produce  of the
Britifh colonies: + fo that here a double fallacy is made ufe
of, to prove that England reaps more profit, than Ireland, .
from thewr mutual intercourfe; firft in cutting off the above,
one of the manufaCures of Ireland, and with a change of
name, placing them againft Great Britain ; and fecondly. by

* fwelling till more the amount of Britifh manufaftures, ‘with
the addition of Indian merchandize, which is no part of
them. Nor are any of thofe articles, the importation of
which into Britain is ftated as being fo much in favour of that
country, of fuch imporrance to her, as that fhe cannot do
without them, or fupply herfelf elfewhere. In order to
favour the Irifh provifions, Britain has prohibited the importa-
tion of that article, in time of peace, trom all other coun-
tries, even the fupply from America to the iflands and fith-
eries, It is evident, then, that fhe does not depend on
Ireland for a fupply : and it was bat very lately that Ireland
was allowed to fend her provifions into England (in con-
fequence of which permiffion the prices of the produce are
trebled in Ireland), and at this day all the boafted quantity
of Beef, which that country fupplies to England and her
fleets, does not amount te one-third of the annual fale at

Douglas. Sithfield, in London, alone. It cannot be ftated as a be-
nefit conferred on Great Britain, that the is allowed the carry-
ing of foreign produce to Ircland, notwithftanding the potver,
which Ireland has, were fhe fo inclined of importing direét ;
for in mercantile affairs the want of inclination is only ano-
ther name for the want of means, of which Ireland is abfo-
lutely deftitute, and therefore incapable of taking that trade
out of the hands of Britain.

To fhew the comparative value of the Britifh market to
Ireland, it is enough to ftate, from Mr. Trving’s report, that
of the whole exports of Ireland, 6-7ths are to Great Britain
and her colonies ; and that with each of thefe the balance of

' trade

* In the flatement alluded to, this fum, £970,000 is, by miftake, |
twice charged againft Britain, firft under the head of Britifh manufac~ |
tures; and again, as foreign produce, which occafion a very confidera- ]
ble error in the balance. |

t The article of Tea alone, the produce of China, amounts te :
£367,887. ]

1
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trade is in favour of Ireland; while, in the other feventh,
conﬁﬂlng of her trade with all the reft of the world, the :

balance 1s againft Ireland ; that Britain does not raife on the
goods imported from Ireland more than the bundred and for-
tieth part of her Cuftoms, of which fum fewen-minths are €x~_
pended in favour of Ireland by bounties on the re-exportation
of Iiith linens : and that the trade of Britain with Ireland
amounts not to one-ninth of her whole trade, and her ex-
ported manufatures to Ireland, to no more than a reventierh y
of her whole export, while on thefe freland raifes nearly
one-balf of her duties. A

It thould be added, that of the raw materials imported
by Ireland from Great Britain, fome of the moft effential to
the manufatures are of fuch a kind, as fhe can neither raife

herfelf, nor procure elfewhere, unlefs at a greater charge than
the article is capable of bearing.

The increafe and profperity of the Linen manufa@ure is, Profperity of the
in a great degree, owing to the Britifh duties on foreign Linen manufac-
linens imported, and to bounties on the re-exportation ofg"f due to Great
Irith ; {| for, if foreign linens labouring under a duty of 363 D::r'f'a's
per cent. on an average * can yet find their way atall o oo
the Britith market, it is evident that, without fuch a protec-
tion, the Irifh would haye been driven out by then. Eng~
land is certainly entitled to acknowledgment for her kindnefs,
in this refpe®, becaufe it is notorious, that the foreign
duties, impofed in return on her woollens, have injured their
fale in the foreign market, and becaufe the thus obliges her-
felf to purchafe her linens at a higher rate by 36% per cent.

(befide the difference by which the foreign linens would be

able if there were no duty, to underfell the Irith) than fhe
could do, if fuch duties were not impofed.

It is however of no confequence to the prefent queftion Smith,
to enquire whapWere the wmiotives, which induced England
to take thofe meafures, which have ferved for the encourage-
ment of the Irith Linen manufa@ure; it is fufficient to con-
fider that, fuch has been the effe@,1 and that the continu-

ance
§ Fofter, 8o.

* It is ftated by Mr. Douglas, on an average of the whole, to
amount to about 2§ per cent. ; by Dr, Clarke alfo.

1 This difference of price, together, amounts, on 30 millions of
yards of Irifh lineri, and I1 millions of foreign linen, confumed in Great
Britain, to £1,584,333, and this, with the bounties on the re-export of
Irith linens, viz. £29,232, makes the fum of £1,213,565, the abfolute
expence to which England puts herfelf for the encouragement of the
Linen manufa&lure of Ireland. Douglas, &c.

} The dutyon foreign linens has ferved between the years 1785 and
1798 to alter the proportions of Irifh, and foreign linen confumed in
Great Britain as follows: in 1785, there were confumed of Irifh,
18,500,000 yards;—of foreign 19,000,000 yards. In 1798 of Irifh,
28,875,334 yards;—of foreign 11,748,164 yards. And in confequence

: L
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ance of them now depends folely on the will of Great
Britain. It is argued, indeed, that without the prote&in
duty Irifh linens would maintain their ground in the Briti
market, becaufe, notwithftanding the late rife of 35 per
cent, upon their price, merchants ftill purchafe them with
avidity. This extraordinary rife is owing to the reduced
quantity manufaltured on the continent; to the greatly in-
creafed demand, during the war, occafioned by the con-
fumption of the armies, and of South America, which was
formerly fupplied by Germany, but now takes a large portion
circuitoufly from Iieland ; and to the wunwife fpeculations,
which both thefe circumftances have induced, and which
alone have prevented the rife on the price of foreign linens
from being fully equal to that on Irith: but as the price -
abroad has® nearly kept pace with it, it is evident that from
that increafe of price. in Ireland, no countervailing argument
can be drawn, againft the neceflity to Ireland of the Britith
duties on foreign linens. ‘

The export bounty in Great Britain of 12 per cent. has
operated it is faid very much in favour of Britith linens,
viz.~a2s 12 per cent. on them, and only as 5% per cent. on
Trith, the remainder barely compenfating the expences of
freight, carriage, &c. and by this unequal encouragement,
which makes a difference of 64 per cent, has fo increafed
the quantity of Britifh linen exported, that, from being
equal in 1763, the bounty paid on Britifh re-egported, was
in 1798, to that on Irith, as 82 to 25: but if this be the
cafe, it is plainly to be inferred from thence that if 53 per
cent. could operate fo greatly in favour of Biritifh linens, the
operation of the remaining 6% per cent. in favour of Irifh
linens, as oppofed to foreign, muft at leaft be of as great mo-
ment to them. ko

Thefe advantages derived to the great flaple ‘manufa&ure
of Ireland, from the confumption of Britain, and from the
meafures, which the legiflature of that country has taken
for its encouragement, are very generally admitted ; but, in
order to obviate any claim that Britain might from thence lay
to_an acknowledgment of liberality on her part, it is aflert-
ed that England is bound by folemn compal to give every
encomagement to the Linen manufalure of Ireland, aqd
that for fo doing fhe did receive valuable confideration, ﬁu

the

of the Britifh export bounty granted in 1743, the quantity re-exported,
increafed between that year and 1798, from 7,500,000 yards to
41,500,000 yards. ‘The important operation of bounties is evmc_cd in
their effe& on the Sail-cloth manufadure, of which, in 1750, Ireland
exported more than fhe imported: Britain then commenced a bounty
on the export of her own Sail-cloths, and in 1784, Ircland imported
180,000 yards, and exported none.  Fofter’s Speech, 1785, SeeWoodfall,
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the fuppreflion of the woollen manufatture, in Ireland. Of
any fuch compaét, however, no trace or monument exifts ;
and the only circumftance that can be faid, in any way to
bear fuch an appearance, has, many years ago, been totally
cancelled and done away. In the reign of Charles II. a duty
of 8s. 6d. per yard was impofed in England upon the impor-
“tation of a// woollen cloth, from Ireland, and elfewhere :
this duty, which in itfelf amounted to 2 prohibition, has
never fince been leffened, but, by the common operation of
general fubfidies, it has at different times, been increaled to
L1 17 § per yard. No concurrence, then, on the part
of Ireland, nor confequently any compaét was neceflary to
exclude Irith woollens from the Britith bome market. But
to prevent the competition of the Irifh in foreign markets,
a law was obtained in the roth of William lIl. from the
Irifh Parliament, (who feem to have been content, by re-
linquithing that hoftile competition, to obtain the favour of
England for their Linen manufacture, which had even then
been carried to a confiderable height) impofing an ad walorem
duty of 4s. in the pound on broad cloths, and 2s. on ferges, &c:
exported from Ireland, This amounted to a prohibition,
yet no act was paffed to check the exportation of Englith
linens, nor was any compac made for the encouragement of
that manufa@ure in Ireland : the Lords and Commons of
England had, indeed, each, in an addrefs to the King, pre-
vious to this Irith a@, intreated his Majefty ' to countenance
“¢ 25 much as poffible the Linen manufatture, in Ireland, in
“ cafe the Woollen fhould be relinquithed.” At that time,
Irith linens, though made importable into England, duty
free by an a& of the 7 & 8 William III. was by a new {ub-
fidy of five per cent. on all goods imported, (8 & 9 Will. IIL)
made fubje to that duty: no exemption for them, from
this 5 per cent, was obtained, during the life of King William ;
but in the frlt of Anne, the free importation of Irifh linen
was reftored, and has been continued ever fince. The Irifh
woollen-exportation-aé expired in 1702, and was not re-
newed : but a very harfh a&, and not temporary, had been
pafled in the Englifb Parliament, (10 & 11 Will, HL.) which
affumed the power of making fuch a law,—rotally probibiting
the exportation of Irith woollens. This injurious reftriction,
which is the only tranfation that can be conftrued into any
thing bearing the appearance of condition, on the part of
- Ireland, was at the expre/s defire of Ireland* removed by the
Britifh a& of 20 George III. and the free exportation of Irifh
woollens._allowed, to all foreign places. If any compad,
therefore, exilted, refpeing the Linen and Woollen manu-
fatures, this law muft have completely put an end toit:

; Great
#* Fofter, 8o.
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Great Britain has, notwithftanding, &ill continued her en-
rouragement to the Linens of Ireland,—her free entry, her
bounty on exportation, her foreign duties; fince that period
at leaft, voluntarily and without any compac, or obligation,
_otherf,‘ than what the general principles of good policy may
impofe,
Treland well fitu- II)rf.-land is particularly well fituated, in many cafes, to be
ated to be adepit 4 depét of foreign’ trade to the Britifh merchant ; but at
of foreign trade prefent, fuch is the confined commereial intercourfe of Ire-
¥o Great Britai. land, that fhe cannot make that ufe of her convenient fitua-
tion, becaufe in many inftances, it would deprive him of the
chance of the home market, ¢ Owing to this circumftance,
the redundancy of Britifh capital has found its way more
readily to Hamburgh, Oftend, and many other parts of the
world, than to Ireland ; becanfe it cin more eafily be turned
there, and returned from thence. But when there fhall be
no diitinction between the ports of Ireland, and thofe of
Great Britain ; the former will feel the full benefit of her
fitaation in that refpe@, and will enjoy the influence of the
capital and commerce of Great Britajn.

t Folter, Spencer, 88.

AGAINST
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GREAT BRITAIN AND IRELAND ;
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THE Commercia] intercourfe between Great Britain and n% danger of
Ireland, has been much dwelt upon, as an argument in fa- Britain's with-
vour of an Union ; as wel] as the misfortunes, which are re- drawing ber pre-
prefented as likely to fal] upon the commercial interefts of ""‘?{’*""'
Ireland, from the lofs of Britifh Protettion and favour, Ry g° f;
there is no danger of the lofs of that Protetion, both, becaufe ~%¢
its continuance on the part of Great Britain s enfured by the
never-failing argument of felf-intereft, and becaufe it s
claimed by Irela_nd, not as a boon, but a4 right, for the

The balance of trade s reprefented, as bejn {0 great] e
in favour of Ireland, that, from her intercourfegwitthrea}t, ﬁ:ﬁ:{:ﬁ;
Britain, fhe derives the greater part of the profits of her zrelana,
whole trade, "And the encouragements afforded by the Bri- Fofter.
tifh Parliament,* (o the Irith Linen manufacture, are fajd ¢
be of fuch value, that from then the profperity of that
manufaéture is derived, and upon them it depends for itsfupport,

It is ftated that, on ap average of three years, to 1799,
the whole imports into Britain, from Ireland amounted

to - - - - £5.612,689
thofe into Ireland from Britain to - 3.555.445
leaving an apparent yearly balance infavour of

Ireland, of - & . } 2,057,244

But an inveftigation of the nature and amoynt of the
feveral articles, and 2 comparifon of the benefits, accruing
to either country, will place the matter in a very different
light, and fhew “that the advantage is in favour of Great
Britain. The mere balance of value in money of the articles,
imported and exported, which is vulgarly called the Balance

tween two cCountries 3" far inftance, in the trade between
Great Britain and the Eaft Indies, the value of imports greatly
exceeds that of €Xports ; fo in the Weft India trade; yetboth
trades are highly advantageous and increafe her wealth and
her re‘fources: Further, in her trade with Ruffia, the balance

by the one or the other., The trade therefore between Ireland
and England may be confidered in three points of view, as j
regards manufatures, rayw materials including provifions, and
articles of prime neceflity, and navigatien or the carrying trade,

1t,
* Douglas, &¢, 71, &c,
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:Ld. Farnham,

: 1t, MANUFACTURES.
Britillh manufatures exported 1o Ireland,
including colonial produce, (which may be
placed under this head, on account of the b 4
manual Jabour and fhipping employed in them) L2,614,000"

Irifh manufaétures exported to Great Britain,

confitting of linen alone = - 216001000
Balance in favour of Britain . - = 14,000
2d. Raw MATERIALS.
Raw material, fupplied by Ireland to Great
Britain, including articles of prime neceflity, as,
beef, pork, butter, bacon, corn, &ec. - f29107 24
Raw material fupplied by Britain to Ireland, ‘
including coals, hops, bark, falt, &c. -4 B- A47.477
Excefs of fupply by Ireland . - = 2,463,247

~

3d. NavicaTion or CARRYING T RADE.
Foreign articles taken from Britain, by

Ireland - - - - £1,468,170
Ditto - - .= takens figm Ireland, by
‘Britain - - - - 101.864

Excefs taken by Ireland - - 1,360,305

Thus in manufactures the account is nearly equal ;¥ in the

raw material and articl

es of neceffity, the balance of fupply

js very great in fayour of ‘Britain : _and, (in the carrying
trade of foreign articles,) the excefls of gain to Britain 1s
prodigious ; and "1 addition to this Jaft head it ought to be-
tonfidered, hat as of that fum, the produce of the Lalt

Indies amounts to no

more than £407,000, the remainder

confifting of trade, to the value of £1,061,173, is open and
free to lreland, for dire€t importation, if fhe were inclined to

import in that maopner,

and to deprive Great Britain of the

benefits, that fhe derives from that branch of Commerce.

To the balance ought alfo to be added the value of the
monopoly,. which, in her direét importation of colonial p1o-
duce, Ireland gives to that of the Britifh colonies, amount-
ing 10 £140.000; 85 well as the great importance that the
Irilh market is of to England tor her Eaft and Weft-India

articles, becaufe thofe

goods are to England, the means of

remitting home the wealth of the diftant fettlements,
But without confidering feparately the different articles of
import and export, it will appear, thatin Mr, Irving’s report

there

¥ This reafoning and calculation is confirmed by Lord Auckland, who

in his Speech of sth May,

1800, as reported in the Sun, fays, ¢ he

would prefs on the committee the gircumftance of the increafed ad-
vantages which Britain for years Fa{’c had derived from the importation

of raw and unimproved produce

-about three aillionss’

rom Ireland, of the average value of
+ Douglas, 71. ' :
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there.is a fallacy, which will lead to a very efroneous CoR-

clufion with regard to the aual balance of trade. He |
ftates the value of both exports and imports according to

 their prices in the Britifh market the former therefore are

truly ftated at the prime coft, but to the latter is added the

expence of traifportation, ‘of infurance, and of cuftoms paid

in England, and the Britith merchants profit, which are no

addition to the profits of Ireland, nor no lofs to England.

From the balance therefore of £2,056,844, which appears
on the face of his reports, in favour of Ircland, thefe charges
ought to be dedufled. The cultoms are ftated by Lord
Auckland at £47,500; the freight; &c. amounts, at leaft to
1 per cent. and the infurance to 4 per cent, and, as eftima-
ted, in computing the Income tax by Mr. Pitt, the merchants
profit to 15 per cent. This 20 per cent. upon the prime coft
will amount to £927,561, and, together with the Cuftoms,
ought to bé deducted from the eftimated value of Irith exports
the remainder will be the fum adually received by Ireland, as
the price of her exported commodities. The real balance in
favour of Ireland, upon this view of the matter, will appear
to be only £1,081,728. If the Infpector General in Dublin,
were to make his reports in a fimilar manner with Mr. lrvine,
" he would with equal truth, make the balance appear to be in
favour of England ; but his ftatement for the fame reafons

_would be erroneous alfo. _

With regard to the Linen manufa@ure, the Britith market Linen manufat-
is undoubtedly of very great value to Ireland. But if Greatt”"jg”?"{fp‘”d‘“’
Britain were to engage in a war of duties and to impofe fuch £ g
as would exclude the Irith linens from her market, it would
fall heavier on the Britith confumer, than on the manufac-
turer : for not being able to fupply herfelf at home, England
muft then have recourfe to Germany and Ruflia for the ne-
ceffary fupply, paying a heavy tax to the ftate, and her
money to a {tranger ; while Ireland would probably be able
very foon to find another market for her procuce.

And it is evident that if Trith linens were made fubjeé to
equal duties with foreign linens, on importation into Great
Britain, ftill, eyen under this- difadvantage, they would ob-
‘tain admiffion nto her market, becaufe it is the intereft of
Britain to purchafe them : for, though, at this moment the
prices of linen in Treland, are 35 per ¢ent. higher than their
ufual rate, yét the Britilh merchants are anxious to fecure
them even the greens, before they go to market.

This rife, indeed, is temparary, but it ferves to fhew,
that the Irith linens do not depend, for the poffeflion of the
Byitfh market, on the prote@ion of thofe duties alone, but,
without them, can find their way there.

Lord
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Lord Grenville, in 1785, ftated it as his opinion that a
prohibition of Irifh linens from the Britifh: market, would
operate more to the detriment of England, than of Ireland,
by the injury it would occafion, in the article of fhipping
and the carrying trade, and by the _intercourfe vyht_cf it
would promote, between Ireland and foreign ftates. '

Nor would the lofs of the Britifh marker for her linens be
any fuch mighty evil to Ireland, as it is apprehended. Any
reftriction that had been impofed on the Linen manufacture,
in its infancy, when it was the fole refource of the country,
and no other manufacture was allowed, might have been ex-

:mely injurious; but, fuppofing that it were now in the
power of Britain, by any regulations or refirictions, to pre-
vent its further growth, the bad confequences would not be
the fame ; for it is idle to fuppofe that money and induftry
would not re-produce as well to the rifk, in fome other ar-
ticle of manufacture, or trade, asin the Linen bufinefs ; or
that the lofs of one market for one branch of manufacture,
could materially deprefs a country which is increafing in
fkill, induftry, and capital, when the whole world js her
mark, and every branch of tradeis open to her endeavours.

But Ireland does not, in the article of linen, poffefs ex-
clufively the Britith market: the linens of Germany, Ruffia,
Pruffia, Scotland, and Ireland all gain admiffion there, and
find ample room, without any grounds for jealoufy. The
coarfe linens of forefgn manufacture are efteemed {uperior,
but the peculiar qualities of the Irifh linens muft ever fecure
them a market; and ‘the unrivalled excellence of the fine
linens of Ireland, enfures them a demand, as long as luxury
and delicacy f(hall exift: the coarfer forts are equally fought,
and certain of conitant fale, on account of their fuperior
fitvels for the Ramping bufinefs, which arifes from their
flrong texture 3 and of their thinnefs, which adapts them
for women® ufe and for hot climates. For thefe reafons
they are preferred by America to the fabric of ‘any other
part of the world and the fame qualitics fecure to them the
Britith market. ?

"The danger is mercly imaginary, to which the profperity
of the Lincn manufacture is faid to be expofed, from the
power poflefled by the Britith Parliament of recalling thofe
meafures, which have ferved as an encouragement. Thefe
are two : the Britifh duties on foreign linens, and the Bri-
tifh bounties on the export of Irifh linens. But it was not
for the fake of Ireland, that thofe duties were impofed, as

appears, by the report of the board of trade in 1698, that the

defign of them was to protect the Britifp linen manufacturer,
and the BLriiji trader in lrifh linens ; and therefore their
permancacy
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permanency depends not on the good will that DBritain bears
to Ireland, but on the intereft of Britain.

" Befides, Britain is bound allo by folemn compa&t to
proteét and encourage in every inftance. the Irith linen ma-
nufaéure,* and for fo covenanting, fhe received valuable
confideration from Ireland, 1n the fuppreffion of the woollen
trade of Iveland, at a time when the exports in that branch
amounted 1o £110,c00 (1-5th of her whole exports.)

Neither was the export bounty granted for the fake of
Ireland, but in compliance with the petition of the London
trader and the Scottith manufacturer, who afked for that ﬁg;
preference to' the plan then fuggefted, of refuling the draw-.
back on foreign linen,—in which no benefit to Ireland could
have been intended : and till the year 1780, thofe bounties
were confined to perfons refiding in Great Britain, becaunfe
they were intended for the benefits of the Britith merchant,
and for the prevention of direét export from Treland :  And,
as they are reftrited to Irifh linens of eighteen-pence per Anon,
yard, and are forfeited on ftamped linens, they are fully
countervailed by the drawback of the duties, allowed on
the re-exportation of German and Ruffian linens, and are thus
almoft reduced to nothing. The effe@ alfo which they have Fofter.
produced, has been much greater in favour of the Britifh
than the Irith manufa&ure, operating on the former as 12
per cent. but on the latter only as 6; per cent. ;—for the
remaining 54 per cent. ferves only to compenfate the charges
of freight, commiffion, &c. Thefe bounties commenced
in 1743, and by the unequal encouragement thus afforded,
the export of Britith linens was fo raifed as to cqual that
of the Irifh in 1763 ; and fince that period- they have fo
much exceeded the Irifh, that in 1797, the bounties paid
on Britith linens (exclufive of (56,935, paid on printed
linens and cottons, all Britifh alfo) amounted to £52,935,
and thofe on Irifh, but te £24,459; and that was only on
3,000,000 yards.

All thofe threats, therefore, of difpleafure and refentment
on the part of Great Britain, whichare held out, inorder to
urge Ireland into acquiefcence in an Union, are idle and in- Anon.
fignificant 3 and it is neither a neceflary nor a probable confe-
quence of the reje@ion of ‘the propofal, that a fyftem of op-
preffive and refentful regulations fhould commence ; and if
fuch a meafore were adopted, its confequences would not be
fuch as'are apprehended.

It is a 'mi‘iFatement to value the amount of Irith manu- Folter,
faQures confomed in the Britith market, at {o great a fum
as four eor frve millions, for it confifts of linens alone,

M which

¢ Douglas, 76.



& Bousfield.

Fofter.

Anr Union wwill

82 IN FAVOUR OF AN UNION, &.

which do not exceed 2,600,000l. and for this article, if
excluded from Britain, other markets may be found. All
the raw materials with which Ireland is now fupplied from
the fifter ifland, fuch as coals, falt, hops, bark,~may with
a little care and diligence be procured at home, or per-
haps obtained elfewhere: but, thofe which Ireland fur-
nifhes to Great Britain, are of equal importance to that
country and of mueh greater amount; and if fhe turns
away the fource whence fhe now fupplies herfelf, it will be
much more difficult for ker to fubftitute any other method of
procuring a fupply. Ireland, befides, is no contemptible
cuftomer to her neighbour ; for the Britifh manufaGures ex-
ported to that ifland are equal to one-third of thofe exported
to all the r¢ft of Europe, including Jerfey, Guernfey, Green-
land, and the Ifle of Man. :

But an Union, they fay, will invite Britifh fettlers and

not invite Britifb Britifh capital to Ireland, and will induce {peculation in fo

Jettlers.

Tit for Tat.
Anon,

E ragl gﬁ mmmfac-

turss awill not

fair a feld for adventure in the manufauring line. The
principal inducement, relied upon in this fuppofition, is the
comparative cheapnefs of labour and provifions: but, as it
was very jultly argued by Mr. Pitt, in 1785, the price of la-
bour confifts not merely in the wages paid, for the coarfe
works of hufbandry; the comparative i}iill, induftry, and
ingenuity of the labourer muft be confidered, together with
the quantity of work produced ; and taken in this point
of view, labour will appear to bear a higher price in Ireland,
than it does.in Britain. Mr. Pitt quoted the authority of
the firlt cotton manufadtuter in Ireland, Major Brooke,
who, he faid, was feveral times in danger of lofing his life,
becaufe he would not allow his workmen higher awages than
were given at Manchefter. ‘The other inducement, the cheap-
nefs of provifions, would vanifh, as foon as manufaGures were
eftablifhed ; for it arifes now merely from the circumftance,
that the raifing of provifions is the fole oceupation of the
people.

But a more detailed view of the fubje& will make it ap-
pear, that not one of the chief manufa@ures of England,

fucceedin Ireland. can {ueceed in Ireland. The principal and the moft profita-

Fofter.

dron.

ble are the woollen, the cotton, the iron and the pottery.
Of thefe the two laft depend fo entirely on the plenty and
cheapnefs of fuel, that they have never been known to form
a fettlement, in England, at any diftance from a plentiful
colliery ; and fire forms {o great a portion of their expences,
that that part of the country, which affords it beft and cheap-
eft, muft always have a decided preference.

In the iron manufa&ture, the encouragements to eftablifh

it ‘in Ireland are fuperor to thofe offered by Great Brita}n,
or
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for the former imports under a duty of 12¢. 6d. per ton,
while the Britith duty is 31. nearly ;* this difference operates
as a bounty of aboyve 40s. per ton in favour of the Irifh ma-
- nufa@urer ; and yet, this great advantage has brought no
capital into Ireland. It is not likely then, that fuchan effe&t
will be produced by the removal of that, in .the propofed
equalization of duties. S
‘In the pottery, flint and clay, though fo abundant in
England. have not been found 1n any quantity in Ireland :{
and there is not a fingle pottery eftablithed in the kingdom.
" The fame facility of fuel muft give England an uncquivo-
cal advantage in all manufatures, which make ufe of the
fteam engine. ‘ '

Fuel is a matter of great confideration in the woollen ma-
nufadure; fo that, though that manufature has been for
centuries -efltablithed in Yorkfhire, it has never yet extended
itfelf above ten miles from that circle of country, where coals
abound.f There are other confiderations too not to be over-
looked, by him who forms fpeculations for extending himfelf*
in this bufinefs. England finds a full call for all fhe makes, and:
every year affords an increaling demand : Andif a man fpe-
culate to veft more capital in his bufinefs, he will furely pre-
fer his own fpot, for extending himfelf, where his returns are

known aod his market certain, to a new and diftant country, -

whofe works he can already fo much underfell, as to oblige
its people to come and offer him their market, at his own
door : he will conclude that, where he is, he can manufa&ture
at a cheaper rate, than he could in Ireland, by the amourt
of the whole expence of carriage, freight; &c. and of the
Irvifh duties charged on importation.

An Unioca offers not one inducement to counterbalance
thefe difadvantages: it will afford no additional fupply of
fuel ; it will not provide a better market, or a greater free-
dom of export, than Ircland has enjoyed for thefe twenty
years ; it cannot procure for manufa&urers a larger fupply of
wool than is now to be had, and already Ireland exparts no
unwrought wool, but works up all that {he produces: even
that quantity is likely to leffen, a3 the increafe of agriculture
and the linen manufa@ure give a better profit in land than
fheep afford. ~An Union will obtain no additional protecting
duties, for it is to be Ripulated by the 6th Propolfition,
that thefe are never to be raifed, but in time to ceafe.

Pottery,

Waellen.

In ‘the cotton manufadture, the probability is as little fa- coiom.

vourable to Ireland. Tor many years the machinery made
ufe of, in the cotton bufinefls was {ubje& in England, to the
heavy charge of 2s. 6d. annually, on every fpindie for
o N Arkwright’s

* Tord Auckland, Douglas, 69. ,
- 4 Douglas, 70. t Lord Auckland, 69.
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Arkwright’s patent: this operated as a bounty in favour of
Ireland which was free from fuch a charge ; yet it never in-
duced any adventurer to carry his capital into Ireland™

The patent is now expired, and that charge has ceafed ; and
there is little likelthood of that happening without its affift-
ance, which f[o great an encouragement never could effeét.
Even on the coalt nearelt to Britain and immeédiately oppofite
the collieries, cotton twitt cannot be made within 20 per cent.
as cheap as England can fupply it.

In 1785, when the Commercial Propofitions were under
difcuffion, the cotton manufadturers of England were much
alarmed, left their regulation fhould have the effe& of re?
moving the trade to Ircland. In order to quiet their fears,
Mr. Pitt then ftated it as his opinion,* *““that there was no
danger of fo poor a country as Ireland, ever being able to
draw from England either her workmen, her trade or her
capital. It appears, then, that there is no profpe& of an
eftablithment being effe&ed in Ireland, by Britifh capital, of
thofe manufadtures in which Great Britain chiefly excels. '

Linen manyfac In the linen manufaéture, Ireland can underfell England,

:::: ;‘;’H 7/ 17- and poffefles advantages by nature, which England has not ;

oor, P e bt that Britifh capiral fhould eflablifh itfelf in Ireland, in
that branch, is equally improbable : if, inthe courfe of ninety
years, during which the linen manufa&ure has been free and
open, cherifhed and {upported by laws and beneficial large
grants from the Irith Patliament,+ {carcely any Britifh capital
has been vefted in it ; there is little profpect of that taking
place, when its protecting guardian is no more, and no addi-
tional encouragement is held out to replace it ; and when the
great progrefs of that manufa&ure in Britain fhall have taught
men, that equal profits may be derived from it in that country,
and fhall induce them to purfue it at home.

Thus it appears, that there is no room to expect from an
Union any new motive, that can induce Britain to employ
her capital in 1reland, in any manufactures for home confump-

Weld.  tion. Indeed if fuch an employment of Englifh capital were
to be the confequence of an Union ; its mifchievous effects
would ferve only, to divert to purpofes of frippery, fafhion,
and luxury, thofe exertions which are now employed in the
{ubftantial purfuits of agriculture. .

Fofter,  If it be not worth the while of Britifh capital to fpecu-
late' for the home market, {peculation for the fupply of
the foreign becomes confcquently abfurd ; for if Britain ean

- underfell Ireland at home, fhe will, upon the fame grounds;
be able to do fo abroad alfo, and that in a larger proportion,
on account of her eftablifhed credit. i

¥ Lord Auckland, 69. 1 Dovglas, 70.
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But if Britifh capital fhould come to Ireland, to deal inforeign
~articles of import, its obje& mult either be to provide thofe
articles for home ufe, or to import them with a view to re-
exportation. If for home ufe, fuch a dealer, inftead of be-
ing beneficial becomes an injury to the country, by increafing
the quantity of imports, to the prejudice of the home ma-
nufadture. If for re-exportation, little benefit can be derived
to Ireland from fuch a traffic : * and it has been the declared
opinion of an able flatefman, that Ireland never can become
the depdt, or emporium of foreign goods, for the fupply
either of the Britifh,or the foreign market. But even {uppoling
it a beneficial branch of commerce, no new indugement to
purfue it, would be furnithed by an Union, for Ireland R Sprsicer.
at this moment as free to trade with all the world, as Great
Britain 1s herfelf. +
~In point of commerce then Ireland has nothing to hope Folter,

from an Union : nor is the influx of Britifh capital, however & Spencer,
ufeful it might be, by any means indifpenfable to the profpe- & Boustield.

rity of Ircland. Irifh indultry has already created a capital, _
which the daily growth of that induftry will continue daily “Percer:
to augment in an increafed ratio—a capital infinitely more
ufeful, than any that can be produced by the forced influx Goold.
of wealth ; becaule it is the gradual produce of induftry,
and improving experience, which ean alone be fecure or per-
manent.

But the Britith cabinet well knows, that there is no proba-
bility of Britifh capital being tranfported to Ireland : and,g(’gd'
were it not certain of this point, it would not be rafh enough to "1
propofe a meafure that might endanger the wealth, power,
and afcendency of Britain. That country has not natural
refources to fupport the rank which it now holds among nati-
ons, but depends upon the returns ofan extenfive commerce ;
if then capital be removed ellewhere, and decreale at home,
confequently fo will commerce, and Great Britain muft
defcend from the exalted ftation, which fhe has attained.

The great improvement in the condition of Scotland, Aralozyef

7

which has taken place fince the period when that country improviment of

- was united to England, has been held out as alure to Ire- ' 7
land, to follow the example. But the realoning is falle, be- g
caule it falflely attributes to the effeéts of the Uunion, the in-
creafe of wealth population and trade, that has raken place
in Scotlandy as if nothing was due to the progreflive improve-
ment of theiworld, during almoft a centary. But taking alt
her: pro{perity as the conflequences of her Union,|| fuill her
progrefs has been 1aferior to that of wnumited Ireland,
the
¥ Sce Doftor Adam Smith’s Enquiry intothe Caufes, &e.
+ Douglas, 76. I} - 1bid. x6.

Scatland, fulfe,

& Gpencer,
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and of all furrounding nations in the fame period. The im-
~ provement would probably have been confiderably. greater,
but for the conftant drain of her wealth to England, by her
quota of fupply, and by her abfentées. .

~ The Linen manufaéture of Scotland, which is ftated by
Foiter.  pjy, Dundas, as the teft of his country’s profperity, has in-
creafed between 1706 and 1796, in the proportion of 23
to 1, while that of Ircland made a progrefs, in the fame
time, of 88 to 1.* During that term, the population of Scot-
land bas been enlarged from one million to one and a half ;
that of Ireland from 14 to 4.1. p

The exports of Ircland have been maltiplied more than
tenfold ; thofe of united Britain, not fourfold.+

. Anon,

Anon. Befides Scotland and. England, at the time of the Union,

were upon an equal footing ; they were both poor, and have
grown up together to opulence, and profperity : but, while
Ireland is ftill young and poor, Great Britain is arrived at full
maturity.

But fince the period of the Union the population of Scot-
land has advanced but little, the manufaures have {carcely
improved, commerce and agriculture have been {tationary,
and civil liberty mercly a name ; for in all Scotland there are
but 2000 voters, and ‘many of thefe are nominal fuperiori-
ties, without any property whatever: and the want of a refi-
dent Legiflature has been the caufe of Scotland’s. remaining
in fuch a condition, in all thefe refpe&s. '

In every country, but more efpecially in one which is
Pritift Parlia- poor and only beginning to rife, there are different interefls,
Z“:’;:ﬁ:ﬁ:}’:’ *f according to the relative fituation of different parts. Thele,

Anon, 1t muft be confefled, are frequently overlooked and mifun-
derftood, even'by a refident legiflature ; the great defet of
which arifes from its not admitting (ufficiently the influence
of the mercantile clafs of fociety. And there is little probability
that fuch peculiar and various interefts will be better under-
ftood, or better attended to by an alien Parliament, fitting
in another kingdom, and compofed of men never refident
in’ the country, and unacquainted with all its local circum-
ftances.

Unionwocdldleffin It i 2 maxim in political oeconomy, that the proportion
“’P""’-An between capital and revenue, ever regulates that between
¥y indultry and idlenefs ; that where capital predominates, in-

duftry prevails, and that idlenefs is apparent, where revenue

bears the larger proportion. But by the increafe of Ablfen-

Goold.

tees,
* Douglas, 16, por
. 1 Exports of 1reland. Exports of Great Britain.
In 1706, - - - M8318|Inxj06, - - 651208
1o 1796, - - 5,064,834 |In1796, - =« 27,621,84;

1 Douglas, 46.

=
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tees, and by additional taxation, an Union would caufe a
double diminution of capital in Ireland. Its direct tendency
therefore would be to promote idlenefs, thus affording another,
aecelerating caufe for the decreafe of capital. .
By giving to Britain the power of reftricting, regulating, Would ruin ma=
and controling the trade with Ireland, an Union will enable #ufacture.
her to take fuch meafures, as always to underfel Ircland, cven APeM
in the Irifh market, and confequently to annihilate the rifing
manufactures of that country ; the rents and prices of land
would fall of courfe, becaufe its produce would lofe the
market now fupplied by the confumption of thofe numerous
manufacturers, who would then be either reduced to beggary,
or obliged to leave the kingdom in fearch cf employment:
and Ireland would be uader the neceflity of again having re-
courfe to the corn and provifion trade, from which fhe is juft
beginning to efcape,- L i
Agriculture has no exclufive claim to preference, over
every other means of employing induftry : it deferves favour,
only in that proportion, in which it may be found productive.
The improvement of agriculture, and the cultivation of wafte
lands are belt promoted by the extenfion of manufactures,
which create a more certain and more profitable confumption
for the produce of land, than can be any otherwife procured.
By an Union, Ireland would be compelled to direct a great
part of her induftry to agriculture : but many impediments .
exift, to prevent Ireland from receiving the full benefits of
her agricultural induftry, and not one of thefe would be re-
moved by an Union. It would not abolifh the {yftem of pri-
mogeniture, which, in.fome cafles prevents the poffibility of
letting lands on fuch leales, as are neceflary to animate induf-
try : nor that of tithes, which difgufts men, with agricul-
tural exertion : it .would neither induce the return of abfent
landlords, nor convince them of the pernicious confequences,
that refult from the ufual mode of letting their eftates, to
middlemen. Befide this, after the reftoration of peace in
Europe, the agricultural produce of Ireland, will have no
market left for itsdifpofal, becanle the great political im-
provements, which are rapidly extending their influence to
all nations, will enable them to take advantage of their natu-
ral refources, and fupply their own confumption. Britain
will be her only market, but even Great Britain will be ren-
dered, by her improved cultivation of the country, adequate
to her ewn fupply.
A free and unreftricted intercourfe of traffic with Great Froe intercourfe
Britain would not tend to the advantage of Ireland, by Z‘”’/’ LBritasn, not
. . . . . eneficial.
augmenting the exportation either of thofe articles, which !
fhe is in the habit of fending to the Britifh market (I)r of s Bowsfeld.
others.



 Great  Britain,—provifions, ‘corn, hides, cordage, cables,
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others.  All the prindipal articles of export from ‘Ireland to
fail-cloth, woel, yarn jaed linens, are now either fiee, or
fubject to very wnfling duties : and ,in. thofe articles of Lith
produce, which by the heavy duties'on importation, are now
excluded from the Britifh market, Ireland would be unable to.
underlell England, even thoughthefe dulies were to be removed,
1o that in them alfo competition would be equally beyond her
reach.  Such was the opinion of the principal ‘manufaurers
oi LEngland, as declared before the Loras gﬁ_',l‘rade, with
regard to woollens, printed cottons, filks, won, pottery and
the produce of the brewery, And the great improvenients in
agriculture, that have 1ecently taken place in England, wnake it
«bfard to expe€t that Ireland thall be able, in that branch, to
enter into competition with her, in the Britith market. 4
The apprehenfion of a war ‘of dinies is “very futile, for
England is as much benefited by the ‘import, as lreland
by the export' of thofe artcles, with which Brirain 'is from
thence fupplicd : And, while Britain would fuffer material
injury from the lofs of the raw material, which fhe procures
tfrom Ireland, it would be a confiderable advantage to Ireland

- to have that exportation prevented.

Brft‘r'/b pariner=

ﬁip ﬂof d{/;l’aékl
Taaffe,

Rudd.

But Ireland is threatened with the lofs of Britilh protec-
tion. To this it ' may be anfwered, that the beft prote€tion ‘of
a country, confifts in ferwarding ber interefls, not in redu-
cing her to fervitude; that Britain owes more te lreland,
than fhe can claim as due to her, by that country, which
lias ever been her beft and moft conftant friend ; that the
interefts of Britain will always oblige her to exert herfelf
tor the prote€tion of Ireland; and that Ireland has a right
to a protetion, for which fhe haslargely paid. e

But, an Unian, we are told will procure for Ireland, ad-
mitlion to all the benefirs of Brinfh commerce ; as a youngep
fitter, ferting out in the world, fhe is to be taken into part-
netfhip in a great, wealthy, and extenfive houle, 1f however
that great houfe be overloaded with imwenfe debts, and
ftand en the verge of bankruptcy, and the younger partner
be adwitted merely to .a flate of fubjection and dependence

on ber aflociate,=~te fhare the 1ifk, and not the profits o
the funi; then this vfplz‘-did partnerthip can have no other
“effeét, than to prevent. ]

he younger partner from 1ifing in the
world by her own, means, and to chain her to an oyer-grown,
Ginking firmy 10 which fhe has been obliged' fo refign her
whole cdpital, without a poffibility of ever. being able to
withdraw ir, however unealy the, new’ fituation may be
found, ' '

THE ENDLE
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