THE

LETTERS

OF

HIBERN-ANGLUS:

CONTAINING

STRICTURES

ON THE CONDUCT OF

The JPresent Juministration
IN IRELAND;

AND A
VINDICATION
OF THE PROCEEDINGS ADOPTED SINCE THE REGENCY

BY THE

FYrish Catholics,

WITH OTHER PAPERS.

BY

JOHN JOSEPH DILLON, Esaq.

BARRISTER AT LAW,

¢« Provided also, That mething herein contained shall be construed
in any manner to prevent or impede the undoubted right of His Majes-
ty’s subjects of this realm #o petition His Majesty, or both Houses, -

or either House of Parliament, for redress of any public or private
grievance.” IrR1su CoNVENTION ACT.

————

LONDON:

QOLD BY J. RIDGWAY, PICCADILLY, AND E. BOOKER,
56, NEW BOND-STREET.
18411,
. -







ADVERTISEMENT.

This Publication consists of a Letter to a Noble Lord upon
the general state of Ireland during the last year—of the
Letters of HiserN-ANGLUS, many of which have not hith-
erto appeared—and of an Appendix containing the Letter
of an ExcrisumaN on the effect likely to be produced by
the conduct of the Irish Government in our continental o-
perations—and also three Letters by a Scorsmax, upon the
connection of the Catholic Question with the claims of Scot-
land, to be relieved from the English Test Act. The three
last have been published with the permission of the Gentle-

man by whom they were written.

There are contained also copies ef the Convention Act
and of the Proclamation, as well as an Index of the Letters,
by which the reader will be able to turn to any of the
points discussed, which he may be disposed to think most
to deserve his consideration. The Letters have been printed
with the dates of the days on which they were composed,
and they have been published principally for the perusal of
Members in both Houses of Parliament, inclined to devote
their attention to the affairs of Ireland, at this critical con-
juncture. From the rapidity with which they were original-
ly written, and on the present occasion have passed through
the press, there may possibly exist various inaccuracies,
which have escaped the Author’s observation, and which he
trusts the reader will excuse.

24th December, 1811,
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LETTER TO A NOBLE LORD,
&c. §e.







TO THE

RIGHT HON. LORD ikt

My Lorbp *,

WaeN I had the honour of transmitting
to your Lordship, in 1810, a quarto volume containing
Memoirs with other Dissertations and Notes, upon the
Catholic Question, I had conceived, as indeed 1 ex-
pressed myself in that work, that the literary labours in
which I had been so long engaged, in the hope of pro-
moting a desirable settlement of the controversy, had
terminated with that publication. Under the circum-
stances which zhen existed, I was satisfied that no pro-
gress could be made in the accomplishment of an ar-
rangement, however necessary to complete, and to render
effectual the Union with Ireland; and I was also of opin-
jon, that by a renewed pressure of the matter under such
circumstances in Parliament, where it had been already
sufficiently discussed, no desirable object could be ob-
tained. ~On the contrary, I thought that such a mode
of proceeding might occasion detriment to the Catholic
cause; whilst it could not fail to create pain in a quarter
bto which, from age and infirmity as well as {rom grati-
tude, in relation to transactions at an earlier period,

* This was originally written as a private Letter, but has been printed,
as containing an exposition of the motives, which have actuated the Au-
thor of this publication.
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(with which many are familiar), respect and deference
appeared to me to be peculiarly due. This impression
I not only felt, but publicly avowed, both in 1807, and
in the work above-mentioned.

I did not think I should so soon have had occasion to
obtrude myself again, with reference to this subject, on
the attention of the public, in any polemical dissertation.
I had certainly not conceived the. probability that I
should have had to contend, at the close of 1811, with
those, whom at the commencement of the year it un-
doubtedly was proposed actually to have removed from
office ; and who were declared to be continued in their
situations only from necessity, and with apparent reluc-
tance: but that it would have fallen on me to defend the

atholic Body, from measures wholly unprecedented,
and not attempted at any former period of His Majes-
ty’s reign, I candidly own I thought beyond possibility,
In this sentiment your Lordship will easily believe I am
not singular. It is the universal sentiment of the Ca-
tholic Body. We had encountered repeatedly  disap-
pointment, but for this we certainly were not prepared.
That the authors of such measures—of such forment and
confusion as they have created in Ireland—of such a vio-
lation as we have seen committed against what even the
Statute itself, on which Government has attempted to
found its proceedings, acknowledges and confirms as
the ¢ UNDOUBTED RIGHT OF THE SUBJECT ”—that per-
sons, who have thus attacked the liberties, and outraged
the feelings of a whole nation, should not have becn
dismissed, is a circumstance for which, under the predi-
cament in which the Royal authority has been placed by
the Regency Act, we can sufliciently account.  Should
they, however, be continued in office, and allowed to
devise future plans of government; it would be to us all
matter of the deepest anguish, not only as Catholics, but

.
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as subjects of the British Empire, . deeply interested in
its welfare, and consequently in the counsels by which
the Sovereign authority shall be advised, in the conduct
of Government. It cannot, however, be supposed, that
the people of Ircland are to be excluded from « consider-
ation or influence, in the general administration of Irish
affairs.  Their conduct has not deserved such an exclu- -
sion—their consequence in the scale prevents the possi-
bility of such an exclusion—and the attempt to exclude
them would not only fail of success, but conduce to a
melancholy result, which all would deplore, and which
no one more sincerely, than myself; would wish to ob-
viate.

We still, therefore, support ourselves in a confidence,
that upon the meeting of Parliament, eircumstances will
be divulged, by which what to some may scem an incom-
prehensible mystery, will be satisfactorily explained. We
call to remembrance the whole tenor of political con-
duct which has marked the character of the Prince Re-
gent—nhis early political ~attachments—the principles
which he has invariably professed—the declarations, stat-
ed by persons high in his personal confidence, to have
been authorised, in regard to the Catholics, at a former
period—the maxims in which, on an ever memorable
occasion, it was motified, that His Royal Highness has
been pleased to educate the interesting heiress of the
Imperial Throne. We dwell with delight on all these
considerations: and we abandon none of those expecta-
tions which' we have invariably entertained from the li-
beral ideas, the splendid endowments, and intellectual
accomplishments, that distinguish so eminently, bqyond
other princes of Europe, the illustrious Personage to
whom  the powers of Royalty are likely to be speedily
eonfided, without ulterior restriction.

Before communieating the history of this pubhcatxon,

b
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allow me to advert to the state of things in Ireland at _

thc commencement of His Majesty’s illness.

Your Lordship must well recollect the circumstances
which marked the disposition of Ireland, about that pe-
riod. During the year 1810, the unpopularity of the
present Administration seemed to be universal. Dublin
had become clamorous for a repeal of the Union. The
counties of Meath and Mayo had passed strong resolu-
- tions and addresses to the Throne. A spirit of general
dissatisfaction at the conduct of Ministers pervaded Ire-
land. It was openly avowed, and loudly declared, in a
manner to compel the most staunch supporters of their
measures, not only to abandon their cause, but even to
take an active part against their friends *. Such was the
general state of Ireland, and the general feeling of all
-classes.  One cannot be surprised at the circumstance.
It was the natural cause of the unnatural system pursued
by the present Administration, in the government of

Ireland. Other Ministers, under such circumstances,
would instantly have retired.

The Catholics, partaking of course the general sen-
timent, had recently held an aggregate meeting. They
had hesitated about petitioning Parliament again, not
from respect to the prejudices of England, but from
disgust.  They were induced, however, to determine
upon another application, principally indeed, on that
occasion, by the specch of Mr. Finnerty. That speech,
whatever opinions may be entertained respecting the me-
rits of the individual, (with whom I am wholly unac-
quainted,) I think, upon dispassionate consideration,
must be thought to. deserve mnot reprobation, but the
thanks of those anxious to secure the mutual connection
of the two countries. It produced in my mind this im-

* Vide the Resolutions of the county of Mayo, in the last year,

Rl e .
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pression at the time; it excited in the Irish Catholics,
present at that meeting, revival of hope from the liber-
ality of England, to which Mr. Finnerty bore the strong-
est testimony; and it roused them from that state of
despair in which they had been plunged—a state which,
added to the general despondency of Iveland, might
have produced the most fatal consequences *,

At this critical juncture the illness of Elis Majesty oc-
curred. When it had taken a decided turn, no pains
were omitted by myself in representing, among my friends
in England, the necessity of immediate attention to the
state of Ireland, and the propriety of making an early
communication to the principal Catholics, by which the
proceedings of the Body might be regulated, in a man-
ner to prevent what had occurred in 1806 and 1807.
I had previously represented the serious disposition of the
public mind in that country. The Catholics, however,
of their own accord, acted liberally and with prudence.
They seemed not disposed to press any thing prema-
turely; and as the best means of ascertaining how to
proceed, after various adjournments, they determined on
enlarging their Committee, ¢ in order that, at a moment
 when their emancipation might be considered as at
¢ hand, it might become the depository of the collecs

* Mr. Finnerty may languish in a jail, for having indulged an excess
of political ardour, or possibly of political rancour, beyond what is al-
lowed by law, but #bis speech will be long remembered, and hereafter ge-
nerally approved. Tam not surprised, that at the late aggregzate meeting
of the Catholics in July, a resolution should have passed in his favour.
1 will candidly own, that I have myself been impressed with prepossessions
against this individual; but circumstances have recently come to my know-
ledge respecting some of his transactions in Ireland, which do him honour.
If my information be accurate, he made, on one occasion, a most hon<
ourable sacrifice of his interest to principle. He has not been wholly disre-
garded by many public churacters of respectability; and I conceive him to
be the enemy more of himself, than of society.

b2
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¢ tive wisdom of the Catholic Body.” Their conduct,
on this occasion, 1 should have thought, would have
satisfiecd any one, that the leading members of that
Body had really at heart the accomplishment of a set-
tlement, upon grounds consistent with the mutual hon-
our and wishes of both countries. It certainly satisfied
myself; and I had looked to the meeting of a Committee,
which should contain a representation and become an
organ of the Catholic Body, as the best and indeed as
the only means of effecting, upon any prineiple of mu-
tual concession, a satisfactory arrangement; unless in-
deed the Ministers of the Prince Regent, whoever they
might be, were disposed to anticipate every wish enter-
tertained by the Catholics, and voluntarily to propose
Parliament to abolish, in Ireland, all civil distinction
on account of religious opinions. This I have always
conceived to be true policy; and I stated in my Memoirs,
that whatever ¢ relief Parliament in its wisdom might
¢ think proper to grant the Catholics, I have always
““ wished that it should be spontancous, and independent
¢ of any petition from that Body*.” If Ministers, how=

* Page 17, “ Memoirs.” Having scen accidentally, whilst revising the
press, the Dublin Evening Post of the 17th instant, I was surprised at
finding my name introduced in a letter bearing the signature of Dr. Mil-
ner, in which that publication is characterised as having been written
“ by a degenerate Irishman, the main object of which is to prove, that
¢¢ the civil power has a right of determining the extent and conditions of
¢ the exercise of spiritual jurisdiction,”™ which doctrines the learned Bi-
shop emphatically pronounces to be  absolutely beretical.”

In making this charge the Right Rev. Prelate must have relied upon
the circumstance, that these Memoirs, from the expensive nature of the
publication, and their application principally to England, have not obtain«
ed circulation in Ireland; otherwise he never could have ventured con-
sistently with ordinary prudence, to have made such a representation. I
therefore beg leave to quote the passages to which he must allude, as they
veally stand; and to those who have read a scurrilous sixpenny pamphlet,
circulated, I understand, under the name of this Prelate, in many thous

R U S —
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ever, were not prepared to adopt such a course of pro-
ceeding, I had conceived that it was the interest of Go-
vernment to have promoted, instead of opposing, the for-
mation of a Committee, comprehending the Catholic

sands of copies, among the Catholics of Ireland, principally with & view it
should seem, under the pretence of pastoral instruction, to vilify myself,
it will appear how a work, not within the reach of those to whom the
pamphlet has been addressed, has been unfairly represented.

In my Memoirs, page 40, I open the discussion upon the veto, in the
following words: “ When it is considered what respectable individuals at
‘“ present constitute the Irish Catholic Prelicy—what support they have
“ uniformly given to his Majesty’s Government in the late perilous times,
“ as will be admitted, I am persuaded, by all who have been connected
“ with the administration of Ireland—with what moderation they have al-
¢ ways expressed their wishes, even when Government have spontaneous-
¢ ly offered to improve their situation and to promote their personal
¢ comforts— what pains they take in the election of their body to select
¢ only men eminent for piety and moderation, when left entirely to their
* discretion—it may, upon sober reflection, be an important question)
 whether it be really the interest of Government to introduce any alterad
¢ tion in the existing system; and whether, having had no reason to com-
* plain of a single nomination, except perhaps of one which proceeded
& from their own recommendation, it would be expedient at all to interfere?”
And in a Note I observed, page 6, (Appendix,) that this doubt « I have
“ invariably expressed; whenever it has happened to me to be spoken
% with upon the question, in consequence of the favourable reception
*¢ which my exertions to elucidate the Catholic claims have had the
¢ good fortune to experience, from the British public.” Is this to force
an obnoxious measure upon the Catholics of Ireland?

I proceed in the same page 40, to state an opinion, that ¢ if the State
“ decide upon the expediency of interfering with the election of the Ca-
* tholie Bishops in Ireland, the Imperial Parliament has 2 right, by vir-
‘¢ tue of the civil supremacy, to enact, without the consent of the Catholics
“ themselves, still less of the Pope, or the necessity of communication
“ with the See of Rome, any ciwil regulations upon this subject which it
*“ may deem expedient;” (the reader will observe the punctuation at this
part of the sentence, which is that only of a semicolon,) ¢ provided that
& itallow the body of Irish Catholics the Ministry of Bishops in holy
% orders; and that it atiempt not to encroach or usurp upon that seir1T-
“ vaAL aurnoriTy, which I have already shewn not to be vested in the
¢ 8taTe, even in the contemplation of ExcGrisy ProTesTaxTs.”
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-aristocracy, and representatives chosen from the class of
landed proprietors. Without such a Committee, how
could they ascertain the sentiments of the Catholics upon
any point in which concession might be required ?~how
could Parliament communicate with the Catholic Body?
—how could that Body ascertdin and convey its'own im-
pressions? MonsrroUs must be held that construction
of the Convention Act, which would dictate to a Jury te
believe, that by the provisions of that Statute the Ca-
tholics are prevented, from adopting any means of com-
plying, with what might be the wishes of ParLiaMENT
ITSELF.

The circuLAr LEeTTER, with the deportment of the
Irish Secretary on the commencement of the Regency,
when communications, widely different, had been anxious-
ly expected, astonished every one.. 1t was at first disavow-
ed, afterwards feebly defended by Ministers, and not
pursued as I thought it merited, on the part of the
Catholics. It sccmed_, indeed, as if there existed a tacit
convention, by which this gentleman was allowed to
march out, with the honours of war.

Nothing material oceurred in the fate of the Catholic
Petition. It was necessarily presented, having been voted

Would it be believed that a Bishop, or even any person, having a cha-
racter to sustain, should have stopped in quoting the above passage, at the
word * expedient”—omitted wholly the rest of the sentence—and have
charged the author with denying the Supremacy of the Pope, although in
page 35, he actually and expressly contends for that supremacy—justifice
the Catholics in maintaining that doctrine by texts of scripture—and states
that the authority of the Pope is not a mere pre-eminence, but that it
has with that pre-eminence ‘¢ an incidental. jurisdiction strictly spiritual
¢ in the Government of the Church.” After this statement, I will con=
fidently ask of the whole Catholic Church, and of all Ireland, whether
have not been by Dr. Milner most grossly and injuriously caLuMNIATED?
And T shall consider, on my part, what are the EcCLESIASTICAL CEN-

¢UREs, to which those are liable, who adduce against others unfounded
accusations,
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previously to the illness of His Majesty—as necessarily
discussed—and as.some think necessarily rejected, in con-
sequence of the predicament of Ministers and of the
Prince Regent. ' , . ,
Being in a western island of Scotland, .and thinking
little of politics, your Lordship may conceive with what
astonishment I read in a Scotch newspaper, the Pro-
clamation of the Irish Government, dated the $0th of
July. I at once anticipated all the mischievous conse-
quences likely to result from that infatuated measure,
and having laboured so assiduously during many years
in endeavouring to reconcile differenecs, and to promote
an amicable settlement of the controversy, I not only
felt mortified at finding every object likely to be frus-
trated, but in common with every other Catholic gentle-
man, the strongest indignation at the stigma, generally
affixed by that Proclamation upon every individual mem=
ber of the Catholic Body. With this impression, I took
up my pen to vindicate the Catholics, and to expose
what appeared to me the absurdity, illegality, and dan-
ger of the measures, to which the Irish Government had
resorted. In order to promote an extensive circulation
of my ideas, I communicated them in Letters to the
Morning Chronicle, which I have now published with
many others that have not appeared. I did not at first
imagine that they would have extended to such a length,
but as I became more acquainted with what was passing
in Ireland, the more I was induced to pursue the dis-
cussion.
It became, indeed, the more necessary, in consequence
. of the tone assumed by Ministers in justification of
“their conduct. Your Lordship must, I conceive, have
been struck with that tone, but especially with the Let-
ters that appeared in the Morning Post, under the signa-
ture of Marcus. They were obviously written, if not
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by a Minister, certainly by one high in the confidence
of Administration. To these Letters, and to the detec-
tion of the unconstitutional doctrines which they con-
tain, I applied particularly my observations. They met
with no reply, nor with any denial, of which I am
aware, that they were of the nature I supposed. T be-
lieve that when they were written, it was not expected
that an adversary would have appeared on the field, in
England. They gave me, however, an advantage of
which I have been able to avail myself, in submitting to
the consideration of the British public. many political
truths regarding Ireland. Will'the friends of Ministers
now venture to publish, in a pamphlet, the Letters of
Marcus? Will they now defend their proceedings, upon
the grounds assumed in those Letters?

Your Lordship well knows how anxiously I have wish-
ed, in the part which I have so frequently taken in the
discussion of the Catholic question, to observe myself,
and to impress upon others, moderation; but especially
to avoid the agitation of abstract points. Allow me
again to quote my own Memoirs, in which the Author
speaking of himself says, page 8:

“ He has never desired to see the Catholic question car-
ried as a triumph or victory. In advocating the Catholic
claims he never has sought to maintain their cause upon ideas
introduced by modern revolutionary theories—by any novel
doctrines of reform and innovation—by abstract metaphysi-
cal speculation—by arguments of pusillanimity or intimida-
tion—or upon grounds of temporary expediency or of inevit-
able necessity. It has been his aim and his labour to estab-
lish them successfully upon the basis of that IMMUTABLE
JUSTICE, applicable to all circumstances whether of national
prosperity or adversity—and without reference to the Num-
BERS or PAUCITY of the cLAIMANTS—upon the foundations
of LAW, and the SOLID PRINCIPLES OF THE BRI-
TISH CONSTITUTION. He has also thought with Mr.
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Pitt, (looking at the measure not merely as it may regard the
feelings or the interests of a particular portion of the com-
munity, but in its obvious tendency to improve and confirm
the general system of establishments civil and religious, and
to consolidate more effectually in one common cause of self-
preservation, and by a sense of common interest, the strength
and talents and resources of the Empire) that much ef the
expected benefit would be diminished, unless it were adopted
without a serious conflict—and if not with unanimity, at least
with the preponderance in its favour of pusLic orintoN. The
writer of this Memoir has never been a partizan—he has als
ways written according to his own impressions and the sug-
gestions of an independent mind; and he has never allowed
party or personal feelings to influence his sentiments or his
conduct, with respect to the Catholic question.”

Such were, such continued, my sentiments; and such I
had hoped would have been a result, to which even some
of the present Ministers would. have directed their exer=
tions; but they have chosen hostility, and created a war~
fare, which it will not be easy to compose. Their conduct
compels gentlemen, the most inclined to a course of
moderation, to become the most vehement in opposition
to the continuance of such Ministers in office; and of

this I am persuaded, that it is only by the most pointed
condemnation of such conduct in Kngland the connection

of the two countries can be saved *.

* Forbearance on the part of Catholics, indeed, has hitherto been con-
sidered, it seems, by Ministers, as pusillanimity; and because some of :
us the most interested in these claims, wished to conciliate—to repress the
vehemence of those more ardent in the numbers of our persuasion—be-
cause we were solicitous to prevent the progress of the question to 2
serious crisis, Ministers have conceived that they were at liberty to pro=
ceed in @ career of infatuation—to disgust the public mind of Ireland—
to goad the Catholics to the last point of endurance; and that they were
entitled to call upon us to vindicate measures, upon which we never were
eonsulted, and which we could not approve—to expect of us to rescue
them from the effects of their awn folly—and then to insult usin a hire-

i C
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I shall ever hold the present Administration answerable
for all the calamities, with which Ireland seems to be me-
naced. They have interrupted the fair constitutional pro-
ceedings, by which the Catholics sought to facilitate a set-
tlement of the question; they have impeded all the good
which might have resulted from those proceedings; and
any mischief, which may occur, must be attributed solely
to their own injudicious conduct.

What must be the feelings under which the members
of the Committee will assemble? What would be those,
under similar circumstances, of Englishimen ? I am inclin-
ed to think that the English nation would never, under the
same trials, exhibit the same patience, moderation, and
forbearance, that have marked throughout the Irish Ca-
tholics; and of this I am persuaded, that no Minister
would be allowed to adopt towards the people of Eng-
land, or even venture to attempt, such a system, as that
which has been pursued, under the auspices of the present
Administration, towards their fellow-subjects in Ireland.

I advert particalarly to the language of the Ministerial
press. Is it possible to have read the newspapers in the

ling press, as persons timud, weak, and insincere. We are to be vilified,
in globo, by the Treasury Prints—we are to be stigmatised throughout
Europe, in a Proclamation—and the charge of disloyalty is to be com-
muted only for the inculpation of imbecility !

Can any one conceive the presumption (I will not use a stronger ex-
pression) of those, who professing themselves as they did during the last
winter, ignorant of Mr. Hay’s circular px:int-nd Letter, (as netorious as an
Irish merwspaper, and which the Earl of Doneughmore actually produced,
I believe, in the Tlouse of Lords, as received by him in England lamr
previously to the return of Mr. Pole. to Ir Ll_.md), announce to us that we
are incapable of managing our own concerns—that we do not know our
own people—and declare us to be led by persons, whose designs are un-
known to the Catholic Body, but within the kuowledgé, forsooth, of
gentlemen in the Castle of Dublin, most of them strangers to the couutry;
and, accor dmg to their own declaratlon, so inattentive to what is passmg
in Treland, as not to know the public procoedmm of a public Committee.
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pay, or under the influence, of Government during the
last six months, and not to be impressed with disgust at
their language respecting Ireland—with astonishment that
any set of men, assuming the character of Statesmen, could
allow such language, so derogatory to Government, so in-
jurious even to themselves, to be daily continued, and even
industriously circulated!

I speak not merely of abuse or low invective*. But
I wish to advert to a line of argument which the Treasu-
ry journals have adopted during the controversy, tending
according to my own views of the subject, to the most
dangerous consequences.

'They have insisted, in the first place, upon arguing
the claims of the Catholics as a matter of right. Allow
me to trouble your Lordship on that point, with some ob-
servations.

The Catholics were not originally disposed to have
rested their claims upon the foundation of abstract right.
Mr. Fox in 1805 did not argue their case upon that
around. ITe was complimented on the occasion by
Mr. Pitt; and if I anay be allowed to speak of myself,
throughout all my Tracts on the Catholic question, and es-
pecially on the present occasion in the Letters of IHibern-
Anglus, I have expressly, and repeatedly, deprecated such
a4 discussion. ~Your Lordship will give me credit for the
motive of this«forbearance, which has proceeded from a-
ny thing but a sense of wealkness in the Catholic cause,

* One regrets to see such means employed on any occasion. They degrade
the character—Ilessen the public estimation—and injure the true interests
of newspapers. They will ultimately prove ruinous to newspapers them-
sclves; and they defeat all the public good which, in my humble opinion,
results from such publications.  Whilst, however, such continues the usu-
al stﬁg of these compidations, those who are agorieved will generally be
able, and also disposed to retaliate. I am the first however to acknow-

Jedge, that the Catholics or the people of Ireland, are not intitled to ex-
pect, that liberty of discussion should be only on their own side.
ce
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on that ground. Ihad avoided the discussion, because I
felt the strength of the argument in my own favour,
‘and on that account I dreaded its being brought into ac-
tion. I always apprehended, however, that such would
be the issue ultimately joined between the parties, from
the course adopted by Administration; and my fears have
been verified. 'Whilst declining the argument of abstract
right, on my side, it was courted and provoked during the
last autumn, on the part of Ministers and their advocates.
They would have a proclamation—they wowld have a trial,
they would argue the question as concerning right—and
thus, in their wisdom, they have brought the matter to
a point, in which they have nearly shaken the foundations
of all law; and as if they sought to verify the former po-
sitions of their Attorney-General Mr. Saurin, in the
Irish House of Commons, which brought upon that
Gentleman, from Mr. Egan, the charge ¢ of unfirling
the bloody flag of rebellion ;” they have raised a question
tending even to dissolve the Union. Mr. Saurin declar-
ed in 1800, that the Union Act, if it passed, would not
be binding ; and Ministers have chosen to furnish, of
their own accord, arguments in favour of that position.
They insist upon raising a question of abstract right; but
they have not chosen to remember that the Catholics,
2. e. the people of Ircland, were excluded from Parliament
only by an Znglish statute*; that England declared in
1783 that statute to be null and void, passed by an au-
thority not binding upoen Ireland, and therefore that the
Catholics, until #Za¢ period, were ILLEGALLY EXCLUDED.
They thas invite the Catholics to ask what was the right
of the Irish Parliament in 1788, to disfranchise the peo-
ple of Ireland, more than that of the British Parlia-
ment to disfranchise the people of England? Mr. Pitt,
from whom has arisen this distinetion of right and expe-

* 8 William and Mary, . 2.



diency, had the weakness to ask in 1799, with a view to
another argument, what was the i-ight of the Irish Par-
liament to admit the Catholics to the elective franchise?
The Catholics have profited by this hint. They will now
ask, what was the right of the Irish Parliament at any
time to exclude them; and they will also request to know
of all the learned members in the University of Oxford,
who voted against the election of Lord Grenville on ac-
count of his sentiments respecting Ireland, how 7/cy
wouldibe inclined to submit to an act of Parliament, or
recognize the competency of such a statute, which should
exclude, from sitting among the Lords and Commons of
England, every Excrisu proTESTANT!!!

One would have thought that the loss of America,

principally attributable to the folly of considering not |

what it was proper to grant, but the grounds on which,
what was admitted to be expedient, should be conceded,
would have been a warning to the present Administra-
tion, and have induced them to deprecate a similar discus-
sion with the people of Ircland. But by a fatality which
has so long marked the proceedings of Great Britain to-
wards her colonies and dependencies, as well as foreign
powers, her Ministers first oppose cvery request, how-
ever reasonable—repudiate solicitation—promise after a
time, and then retard performance—yicld at length only
to remonstrance—and defeat every advantage resulting
from miasures, which from the beginning may have been
pronounced by men even of ordinary capacity to be of
obvious policy. What has been the conduct of the pre-
sent Administration, for instance, towards Malta ™®?

“#1Tn 1807 1 had occasion to publish a Memoir upon the political state
of Malta, in the hopes of pressing upon the actention of Ministers the
essity of an immediate settlement tg that Island. I was never requests
'iven to communicate the grounds on which I expressed the strong opi=
pions manifested in that publication, still less any ideas that might have
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Ministers have not been satisfied with driving the Ca-
tholics to the agitation of questions regarding abstract
right. Their advocates have wished to lexcite in their
minds ideas of a more dangerous tendency. T hey de-
nominated in their journals the Catholic Committee, as
the Irish-petition-Parliament, thereby suggesting to the
people of Ireland, that the petition-Parliament would con-
tain a representation in effect of the national will which
could not be found in the Imperial Parliament. Can
your Lordship, or any reasonable man conceive a course
more mjudicious; but what may we not conceive, from a
party which proceeds upon no settled. views, secking to
maintain itself in power only by epigrams or sarcasm,
indifferent about futurity, and oceupied solely with the
success of some miserable and momentary subterfuge?
The idea was not confined solely to the newspapers of Go-
vernment. It seems to have been entertained by the first
Law Officer of the Crown. 'What must have been the
impression produced upon the people of Ireland when
they heard the Attorney-General discanting during hours
upon Zreason, rebellion, faction, oratory, and sediticon, not
1t is frue extending his accusation to every individual of
the Catholic Body, but involving in it unequivocaﬂy'
every gentleman taking a lead in their political concerns,
unable to produce a single witness in support of his ¢-
perations—and afterwards, when confronted by a popular

occurred to me, after a very laborious attention to the subject, respecting
the form of constitution or code of laws, suitable to the connection of thag
Jsland with the British Empire. [ had personally, no pretensions to con-
sideration; but the Maltese were entitled to claim the performance of
good faith on the part of Britain. Nothing has been done—and it appears
that the patience of the Maltese has become nearly exhausted. It is my
intention to resume the consideration of the Maltese question. Malta
has been sacrificed to the prejudices of Ministers regarding Ireland; and
nothing has been doue for Malta, because it would have afforded an ar~
gument for the settlement of Ireland!!!
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and leading member of that body, denying the fact of -
having made imputations, which Mr. ’Connell stated he
had distinetly marked down upon his brief—with the re-

s port of which all the newspapers had been filled—and on

which the Ministerialists had feeded with delight, »¢joic-

* ed at the idea, that such calamities might exist in Ireland,
and be proved, in order to keep their friends in official si-
tuations! What would be said in England of an Attor-
ney-General, who should open a prosecution in such in-
flammatory language, wholly destitute of evidence to sup-
port his invectives!

In doing me the honour to read these Letters, your
Lordship, perhaps, will have the goodness to bear in
mind, that they were excited by theimmediate impression
of the moment—that they refer to circumstances as they
arose, and as they existed at the date of each Letter. It
was not my intention originally to have declared from
whom they proceeded.” Tlaving written, however, with
great boldness and freedom, I have thought it incume
bent on me to avow myself the Author.

There are occasions on which it is necessary to speak
out—in which decided language is necessary—due to per-

nal dignity—condueive to public advantage—and this
pears to me to be one of those occasions. Sir John
oore in one of his memorable and prophetic dispatch-
es from Spain observed, that it answered no good pur-
pose to conceal the true state of affairs.  'We have gone
on too long indeed, upon a general system both of pub-
lic and personal delusion. To the cry of JacoBINIsM
has succeeded a cry of racrioN.  The former ceased, on=-
ly after it had made the champion of Jacobinism, a great
and mighty sovereign. The latter, if not resisted by a
firm spirit of opposition, will perhaps expire, only after
it shall have dismembered, and destroyed the British Em-
pijrc",_ We have now the mortification of beholding the
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great and gigantic power, which we have constituted by
a mistaken policy on the Continent; and if we persist in
our present conduct, we shall speedily have to contem-
plate the ruin that will be accomplished at home, by con-
tinuing a system which banishes all sober reflection—
shuns all careful investigation—disregards all serious mo-
nition—flattering first itself, and then the people, with a
spirit of voluntary, but most dangerous, self-deception.
It has been with the present Administration an invariable
rule to adopt a conduct, calculated to irritate the tempex
of the Irish, and to represent any remonstrances made
in or out of Parliament against a eonduct so reprehen-
sible, (in the view of preventing ulterior outrages against
national feeling on the part of Ministers, or of prometing
forbearance from violence on the part of the people of
Ireland, by convincing them that the whole British na-
tion do not approve, but that many respectable persons
condemn, the conduct of Ministers) as an invita,t-iﬁn to
the Irish to adopt those proceedings, to which only the
measures of Government must necessarily tend. = Ewen
oratory of late has become a crime. Of the latter, I ap-
prehend, I stand no chance of being accused; and how-
ever disposed some may feel, I am well satisfied that per=
sons in authority will hesitate, before they venture to p e
fer or countenance against myself the charge of faction.
There exist circumstances, some of whieh are within the
knowledge of your Lordship, that sufficiently preclude
all probability of such an imputation, which if attempt-
ed, I should know how to retort, with more asperity
than has been shown by Hisern-Axerus, perhaps al-
ready, in many instances, but always against his natural
inclination, and contrary to the general tenor of his po-
fitical publications.

I have the honour to remain, &c.

JOHN JOSEPIH DILLOXN.
22d December, 1811.

T T— e w—
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CONVENTION A(CT.

83 Geo. 3. c. 20.

AN Act to prevent the election or appointment of unlawful Assemblies,
under pretence of preparing or presenting public Petitions or other
Addresses to His Majesty or the Parliament. :

“ Wnereas, the election or appointment of assemblies,
purporting to represent the people, or any description or
number of the people of this realm, uader pretence of pre-
paring or presenting petitions, complaints, remonstrances, and
declarations, and other addresses to the King, or to both or
either Houses of Parliament, for alteration of matters estab-
lished by law, or redress of alleged grievances in Church or State,
may be made use of to serve the ends of factious and seditious
persons, to the violation of the public peace, and the great
and manifest encouragement of riot, tumult, and disorder—be
it deelared and enacted, by the King’s most excellent Ma-
jesty, by and with the advice and consent of the Lords spi-
ritual and temporal, and Commons in Parliament assembled,
and by the authority of the same, that all assemblies, com-
mittees, or other bodies of persons elected or in any other
?nner constituted or appointed to represent, or assuming
0 _exercising a right or authority to represent, the people of
this realm, or any number or description of the people of the
same, or the people of any province, county, city, town, or
other district within the same, under pretence of petitioning for,
or in any other manner procuring an alteration of matters
established by law in Church or State, save and except the
knights, citizens, and burgesses elected to serve in the Par-
liament thereof; and save and except the Houses of Convo-
cation duly summoned by the King’s writ, are unlawful assem-
blies; and it shall and may be lawful for any Mayor, Sheriff,
Justice of the Peace, or any other Peace Officer, and they
are_hereby respectively authorized and required, within his
and their respective jurisdictions, to disperse all such unlaw-
ful assemblies, and, if resisted, to enter the same, and to ap-

prehend all persons offending in that behalf,
‘ d
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< 9. And be it further enacted, That if any person shall
give or publish, or cause or procure to be given or pub-
lished, any written or other notice of election to be holden,
or of any manner of appointment of any person or persons to
be the Representative or Representatives, Delegate or Dele-
gates, or to act by any other name or description whatever,
as Representative or Representatives, Delegate or Delegates
of the inhabitants, or of any description of the inhabitants of
any province, county, city, tewn, or other district within
this kingdom, at any such assembly; or if any person shall
attend and vote at such election or appointment, or by any
other means vote or act in the choice or appeintment, of such
Representatives or Delegates, or other persons to act as such,
every person who shall be guilty of any of the said offences
respectively, being thereof convicted by due course of law,
shall be deemed guilty of a high misdemeanour.

¢« g, Provided always, That nothing herein contained shall
extend, or be construed to extend, to affect elections to be
made by Bodies Corporate, according to the charters and
usage of such Bodies Corporate respectively.

« 4. Provided also, That nothing herein contained shall
be construed in any manner to prevent or impede the undoubt-
ed right of His Majesty’s subjects of this realm to petition His
Majesty, or both Houses, or either House of Parliament, for
redress of any public or private grievance.”

By the Lord Lieutenant and Council of Ireland,

A PROCLAMATION.

RiciuvoND, &c.

Whereas, by an Act made in the Parliament of Ireland, in-
the 23d year of his present Majesty’s Reign, entitled, “ An
Act to prevent the election or appointment of unlaryfid assem-
blies, under pretence of preparing or presenting public Peti-
tions or Addresses to his Majesty or the Parliament,” it is
enacted, ¢ that all assemblies, commiittees, or other bodies of
persons, elected, or in any other manner constituted or ap-
pointed to represent, or assuming or exercising a right or au-
-thority to represent, the people of this realm, or any num-

. ber or description of people of the same, or the people of any
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province, county, city, town, or other district within the same,
under pretence of petitioning for, or in any other manner pro-
curing an alteration of matters established by law, in Church
or State, save and except the Knights, Citizens, and Burges-
ses, elected to serve in the Parliament thereof, and save and
except the Houses of Convocation duly summoned by the
King’s writ, are unlawful assemblies; and it shall and may be
lawtul for any Mayor, Sheriff, Justice of the Peace, or other
Peace Officer, and they are thereby respectively authorised
and required, within his and their respective jurisdictions, to
disperse all such unlawful assemblies; and if resisted, to enter
into the same and to apprehend all persons offending in that
behalf.’ And it is further enacted, ¢ that if any person shall
give or publish, or cause or procure to be given, or published,
any written or other notice of election to be holden, or of any
manner of appointment of any person or persons to be the re-
presentative, or representatives, delegate or delegates, or to act
by any other name or description whatever as representative, or
representatives, delegate, or delegates, of the inhabitants, or of
any description of the inhabitants of any province, county, ci-
ty, town, or other district within this kingdom, at any such
assembly; or if any person, shall attend and vote at such elec-
tion or appointment, or by any other means, vote or act in the
choice or appointment of such representatives or .declegates,
or other persons to act as such, every person who shall be
guilty of any of the said offences, respectively, being thereof
convicted by due course of law, shall be deemed guilty of an
high misdemeanour.’

And whereas, at a meeting or assembly of persons held ip

-the city of Dublin, on the 9th of July inst. and styling them-
selves “ A Meeting of the Catholics of Ireland,” certain re-
solutions, amongst others, were entered into, and have since
been published of the tenor following:

« Resolved, That a Committee of Catholics be therefore
appointed, and requested to cause proper Petitions to be
forthwith framed, for the Repeal of the Penal Laws, and to
procure Signatures thereto, in all parts of Ireland, and to
take measures for bringing such Petitions under the serious
consideration of the Legislature, within the first month of the
ensuing Sessions of Parliament ;—

‘¢ Resolved, That the said Committee do consist of the Ca-
tholic Pecers and their eldest Sons, the Catholic B aronets,
the Prelates of the Catholic Church in Ireland, and also ten
persons to be appointed by the Catholics in each county in Ire-
land, the survivors of the Delegates of 1793, to constitute
an integral part of that number, and also of five persons to

d 2
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be appointed by the Catholic inhabitants of each parish in
Dublin. _

“ Resolved, That the appointment of the said persons b
made forthwith. :

¢ Resolved, That it be recommended to such Committee,
to resort to all legal and constitutional means of maintaining
a cordial ccmmunication of sentiment and co-operation of con-
duct, among the Catholics of Ireland, and generally of pro-
moting the favourable reception of their Petition. -

“ Rosolved, That until the new Committee shall be ap-
pointed, the management of Catholic affairs shall be confided
to the Catholic Peers, Baronets, and survivers of the Dele-
gates of 1793.”

And whereas, there is reason to apprehend, that some of
his Majesty’s subjects’' may have already acted, and that
others may be misled to act i furtherance of those resolutions,
by taking a part in the clection or appointment of delegates or
representatives, for such proposed Assembly or Committee,
and that the persons so elected or delegated; or to be so elect-
ed o delegated; may be disposed to meet and form such as-
sembly or Committee as aforesaid:

And whereas, such an assembly as is by those resolutions
proposed to be convened, is not only a direct violation of the
provisions’ of the Statute aforesaid, and an unlawful assem-
bly, but tends direcily to endanger the peace and tranquillity of
the State.

Now, we the Lord Lieutenant, by and with the advice of
the Privy Council of Irveland, being determined, as far as in
us lies, to enforce the due observance of the laws of this realm,
and being anxious to prevent the mischiefs, which the viola-
tion of those Laws, and particalarly of the Statute herein
before mentioned, must occasion, do, by this our Proclama-
tion, command all his Majesty’s loving subjects of this part
of the United Kingdom, that they do abstain from all
acts and proceedings whatsocver, contrary to the provisions
of the aforesaid Statute.

And we do further hereby call upon and require all Justices
of the Peace, Mayors, Sherifts, Bailiffs, and other Peace
Officers, in this part of the United Kingdom, that they do
proceed in due course of Law, to apprehend and hold to bail
all persons against whom ¢nformalion on cath shall have been ob-
tained of having ziven or published, or caused to be given orpub-
fished, any written or other notice of elections to be holden, or
of any manner of appointment of any representative or delegate
for any such assembly, as is herein befove mentioned, or of
having voted, or in any manner acted, er who shall be found
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actually voting, or in any other manner acting, in‘the elec-
tion or appointment of such delegates or representatives,
that the person or persons so offending, may be prosecuted
according to Law; and in case an assembly of such delegates
or representatives shall hereafter attempt to meet n defiance
of the law, and notwithstanding this our Proclamation, that
they shall proceed to disperse the same as an unlawful assem-
bly, pursuant to the directions of the aforesaid Statute.

Given at the Council Chamber in Dublin, the 30th
day of July, 1811.

Manners, C. Westmeath. Mayo.

LErne. - Charles Kildare. Castle-Coote.
De Blaquiere. Frankfort. W. W. Pole.
D. L. Touche. S, Hamilton. Wm. Saurin.

Pat. Duigenan,
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A PRELIMINARY LETTER.

ON THE APPOINTMENT AND RESPONSIBILITY OF
MINISTERS.,

TO THE EDITOR OF THE MORNING CHRONICLE,

SIR,

PREVIOUSLY to pursuing the proposed discussion
respecting the conduct of the Catholics, and the circum-
stances under which the late Proclamation has been is~
sued, it is impossible for me to abstain from adverting
o recent proceedings adopted by the Attorney-General
of Ireland *.  'With the gentleman who at present holds
that office, I have not the honour of any personal ac-
quaintance, but the scenes acting in Ireland remind me
of well known lines in our favourite dramatic Poet:

Lord Angelo is precise—
A man of stricture and firm abstinence—
We have strict statutes, and most biting laws,
‘The needful bits, and curbs to headstrong steeds;
For terrory not to wse; unhappily even so;
And the new Deputy norw for the Dule
Awakes us all the unrolled penalties
Which have, like unscour’d armour, heng by the wall,
And none of them been worn: and for a name,
He hath pick’d out an Act,
Under whose beavy sense our Jiberties
Fall into forfeit. He arrests us on it.

The particulars of these proceedings I have learnt
but imperfeetly, and only through the medium of a para-

* This Letter was not the first in the order of time; but has been
printed on this occasion as a preliminary Letter. The proceedings allud-
ed to relate to the notices given to persons on the part of the Solicitor
for the Crown, to attend the Attorney-General, to shew cause why a cri=
minal information should not be filed zgainst ghem.

A
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graph contained in your Paper. They appear to me,
however, of a'nature to call for immediate observation.
Having detected, and I trust sufficiently exposed in the
course of these Letters, an attempt on the part of Mi-
nisters actually to invade, in defiance of a proviso con-
tained even in the Irish Convention Act itself, the RiGHT
OF THE SUBJECT TO MEET AND PETITION FOR THE RE-
DRESS OF GRIEVANCES, I must be excused if I both en-
tertain and express considerable distrust of their ulteri-
or views; and if I am disposed to watch with jealous
suspicion, every approach in Ireland at the present mo-
ment against the LIBLRTY OF THE PREss. An Admini-
stration, capable of invading the one, will necessarily en-~
deavour to suppress the other; and when it shall not
only have lost the confidence of the public, but shall
have excited throughout an entire kingdom an univer-
sal sentiment of disgust, and incurred general reproba-
tion of its measures, it can support itself in power only
by an attempt to annihilate every thing, that bears even
the semblance of freedom, It has been a common ob-
servation in England, that a weak Administration is ne-
cessarily hostile to liberty, and disposed to adopt mea-
sures of tyranny and oppression. The observation is
well founded; and whilst in absolute monarchies the
people have frequently recovered their rights, through
weakness in the councils of the Sovereign, in England,
under similar circumstances, they generally have been
most exposed and nearly extinguished. The British con-
stitution can flourish only under the culture of an Ad-
ministration enjoying ke confidence and respect of the
public; deprived of such fostering care, it will languish,
decay, and ULTIMATELY PERISH.

The difference, between the free character of the Bri-
tish constitution and the harsh features of arbitrary mo-
narchy, consists principally in the check which is imposed
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in the one, upon the appointment or continuation by the
Sovereign of his Ministers, which in the other is noét to
be found. This salutary check arises from the liberty of
discussing freely their proceedings, and from the nflu-
ence allowed and secured to public opinion, upen the
measures and conduct of Government. It is the amen-
ability, if I may so express myself, of menin power to
this intellectual tribunal, which constitutes TRULY and
EFFECTUALLY, the responsibility of Ministers; and re-
sponsibility thus constituted is not only the security and
safeguard of the suBjECT, but a principal protection of
the CrownN 11seLr. It is the GRAND PRINCIPLE WHICH
maiNTAINS our Body Politic, binding together parts
otherwise incapable of adhesion, and establishing harmony
throughout the whole system. By the operation of this
principle, whilst respect due to the Sovereign is always
preserved—whilst: he is considered incapable, to use the
language of the law, of doing wrong—and whilst an as-
sociation is maintained even between the person and the
office of the King, Majesty is protected against any surs
prise upon its conscience—the people are secured from
abuses of Royal authority—and should any be committed,
the remedy can be applied with HONOUR to the MoNarCH,
and without DANGER to the STATE.

How different is the fate of those countries in which
such a responsibility does not prevail—where public
opinion has no.constitutional organ by which it can ex-
press its dissatisfaction at the choice or conduct of Mi-
nisters—and where grievances can be redressed, after the
public. patience has been abused and exhausted, only by
a Reverurion ! 1!

I.must request your permission to pursue a discussion,
into.which I have been insensibly led by this new pro-
ceeding on the part of the Irish Government.

. The responsibility of Ministers upon the foundation
A2
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which I have already described, was established in 1€88.
It had, indeed, always existed in the comtemplation of
law, but it was subjected to no settled rule, and not
capable of being applied practically but through pro-
ceedings severe, and often violent. The necessity of a
new and determinate understanding upon this important
point was occasioned by the injudicious selection, which
had been made by James II. of improper Ministers, and
by the obstinate determination manifested by that mis-
guided, betrayed, and unfortunate Monarch, under a
mistaken idea of firmness, to continue them in office,
in defiance of public opinion. The distinguished States-
men, who accomplished the memorable achievements of
that period, had it not in contemplation to destroy, but
to support the throne; fixing it on a basis sure and im-
mutable. They entertained a dread of Despotism, but
they fondly cherished a love of Monarchy. They pro-
ceeded not upon abstract principles—not upon visionary
theory—not upon metaphysical speculations—nor did
they allow their minds to ramble and to ‘be lost in the
mazes of antiquary research, or in a wild pursuit after
umaginary and unattainable perfection. Their operations
were conducted with a view to PracTICAL BENEFIT, and
they were the result of profound reflection upon known
maxims and recent experience. They had witnessed the
excesses of liberty, as well as those of regal authority;
and they had found them equally if net more fatal to
the order of society. They had also observed the rapid
succession in which the licentiousness of faction had fol-
lowed upon the steps of those, who had attempted to ac-
quire arbitrary domination. To guard alike the Mo~
NARCH and the SuBjEer against the recurrence of similar
calamities, they estabhshed upon new and sure grounds,
the principle of responsibility to the public and to the
eountry of Ministers, leaving the precious legacy to their.
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descendants, by whom it has since been matured, under
the auspices of a family who have owed to this principle
their exaltation to the THrRONE of the BritisH EMpPIRE,
and to the effects of its salutary operation the crory, in
modern times, of their ANCIENT AND ILLUSTRIOUS

Housk.

- Let us consider the means by which this has been ef-
tected. 'The principle, as I have already observed, was
founded with a view to practical benefit, and the applica-
tion of it must always be consistent with the original ob-
ject of its institution. That object was' to promote, and
not to impede, a wise and judicious administration of pub-
lic affairs. In a Constitution, under which the Exccu-
tive Authority is wisely entrusted with the most extensive
faculties in respect to the relations of the State with Fo-
reign Powers, and indeed, in the general predicament in
which the British Empire must always be placed, it is ob-
viously expedient, that the hand of those presiding at the
helm of Government should be firm and steady—that po-
litical measures of importance should be concerted in the
Cabinet, with an assurance approaching to probable ex-
pectation, that unless seriously objectionable they will be
sanctioned, at least not condemned by Parliament. With-
out such confidenee it is impossible that the affairs of the
Empire can be conducted; and to ensure support, it is
reasonable that Ministers should be themselves Members
of Parliament—that they should have the means of ascer-
taining its disposition—and that they should enjoy a fair
and reasonable influence upon the votes of that Assembly.
A certain credit also is to be given to Ministers, if proper-
ly selected, for wishing to conduct well the affairs of the
nation—it is their interest to administer them to the best
of their judgment and ability—and consistently with a due
vigilance on their proceedings, they are entitled to pro-
tection and support. '
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It will not, however, be denied, that a judicious selee-
tion of Ministers is a great security to the country.for a
faithful and able discharge of their cflicial duties; and that
the people have an inferest in the choice made by the So-
vereign. When called upon for immense contributions,
and to submit to the heaviest burthens in support of the
Government, it cannot upon any received principle of
justice or equity be denied, that they have a right to
claim, and to expect also of the Sovereign, that in the
exercise of that prerogative which the law has annexed
to the majesty of the Throne, not for ‘the gratification of
whim, humour or caprice, but to promote most effectual-
ly the general welfare of the State and the happiness of
the subject, he will select persons most capable, in the
estimation of the country, of conducting affairs to the best
advantage—men enjoying the confidence of the public,
not persons of inferior pretensions, or those whose mea-~
sures shall have excited public odium. The interest, in-
deed, of the Sovereign isin this respect equally concerned
with that of his people; it is therefore but fair to presume
that a Prince animated with a truly British spirit, and
educated in comprehensive and enlightened ideas of the
British Constitution, will, in all times, feel inclined to
call to his Councils persons answering the first description
—that he will honour with his own confidence and esteem
those, who are respected for their abilities and capacity
by the natien—that he will consider as his own the popu-
larity of an Administration conducting the business of the
State to the honour of the Crown and the satisfaction of
the subject—and that in #is respect, as well as in all o-
thers, he will not abstractedly consider mergly the power
with which he, is invested, but the end for which it has
been instituted, and the sacred #rust under which it is
held, as declared at the period to which I have alluded.

To secure, however, effectnally the principle of res-
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ponsibility, but at the same time to prevent the necessity
of recurring to it by the formal and ungracious measure
of address to the Throne, or by the more serious course of
impeachment, an understanding had been settled and in
a manner established, that in consideration of the sup-
port given by Parliament to the Ministers of the Sove-
reign, they should in general be chosen from the most
eminent persons in the state; and it had been a principle
of honour among Statesmen themselves, that losing the
confidence of Parliament upon any great and important
measure of Government, they retired from office.  If the
history of successive Administrations be reviewed, from
the Revolution until that of the present Ministers, this
principle will be found generally to have prevailed. An
exception, indeed, occurred in the case of Mr. Pitt, but
the circumstances were anomalous. A clamour had been
* raised against the Ministers whom he succeeded, and with
success. They had a majority of suffrages in Parliament,
" but they had been rendered unpopular without doors.
Viscount Sidmouth, however, the successor of Mr. Pitt,
adhered with scrupulous honour to the established prac-
tice *. It has remained with the present Ministers to con-
tinue in office after their measures have been repeatedly

* Most persons think that Mr. Addington, had he chosen, might have
continued in office. He entertained, however, too high a respect for the
Constitution to violate what had been received as one of its principles;
and too much regard for the Crown to expose it to a contest with the
subject, which might involve its best interests, and endanger the general
welfare of the State. Lord North declared himself, in 1781, that if a
House of Commons should withdraw its confidence, it would be his duty,
without waiting for an address of removal, to wait upon his Sovereign,
and, delivering up the seals of office, say to him, ¢ Sir, I have served
* youwith diligence, with zeal, and with humility, but success has not
% crowned my endeavours. Your Parliament have withdrawn from me
« their confidence; therefore, Sir, let me resign to you those employ-
< ments which I owght not to keep longer, than 1 can be serviceable teo

« your Majesty and to your subjects.”
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disapproved, and supported by majoritics consisting sole-
ly of their own dependents. They seem, indeed, inclined
to venture still further upon an hopeless and dangerous
experiment, the result of which, however, if persisted in,
may excite convulsions which it will not be casy to com-
pose.

I have been induced to trouble you with the preceding
observations, in consequence of what is daily passing in
Ireland. It is impossible to calculate the consequences
which may ensue from an attempt to continue Ministers
in office, who have forfeited for ever the confidence of that
country. Was ever the sense of a nation more strongly
evinced? Is T POSSIBLE THAT IT SHOULD BE MISTAKEN ?

The Treasury Journals of London may resolve to omit
all mention of the numerous meetings held of Catholic
proprietors throughout every county and city of Ireland,
encouraged and protected by the most distinguished nobi-
lity, gentry, and even of the CLerGy among the Pro-
TESTANTS of that kingdom, They may practise a system
of delusion upon the public mind of Great Britain dur-
ing a time, but can they alter the state of things in Ire-
land, or procure for Ministers in that country all they
have lost, and never can retrieve? Previously to the
Union, it was considered necessary to the continuance of
a Minister in office, even in Great Britain, that he should
retain a majority of votes in the Irish Patliament; and
since the annihilation of that assembly, upon assurances
and expeetations neither Julfilled nor vealised, can it be
thought possible for a Minister to attempt the government
of the Empire, having lost the confidence of so large and
effective a portion ! No Statesman will deny that it is now
more than ever necessary to obtain in Ireland the support
of PuBLIC orINION, the loss of which no Administration
whatever can survive, | am, &c.

HIBERN-ANGLUS.

Sept. 15, 1811

-—
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LETTER L

ON THE GENERAL TENDENCY AND IRREGULARITY, IN
POINT OF FORM, OF THE PROCLAMATION,

SIr,

TuEr consequences, which may be apprchended
from the measures recently adopted by the Irish Govern-
ment, are of a nature deeply to interest the people of
England, and to impress upon all, who are disposed to
value the connection of Ireland with Great Britain, the
most serious alarm. Whatever may have been of late
the apathy of the public mind with respect to the real
situation of the Empire, and especially as to the state of
Ireland, whatever indifference may have prevailed dur-
ing the last four years as to the general conduct of af-
fairs; the Procramarion lately issued from the Castle
of Dublin, affecting a most important and invaluable
privilege of the subject, denouncing as a crime what, by
the Catholics of Ireland, hitherto has been considered
‘an undoubted right, and a course strictly constitutional,

B



which they have pursued without interruption repeated-
ly, and only a few months since was recognized as law-
f:ui by the present Secretary of Treland himself—a Pro-
clamation calling upon the Magistrates to take, against
the great body of the Irish nation, measures of hostility
which many eminent lawyers conceive not to be war-
ranted by any existing law; which some Magistrates
have boldly and openly refused to enforce; which others,
perhaps, will not attempt without the assistance of mili-
tary support; and which Government itself seems timidly
to execute within the seat of its own residence—a Pro-
clamation which has thus endangered the peace of Ire-
land, committed that dignity which Government should
seek on all occasions to maintain, and which by de-
nouncing five millions of persons as guilty of high mis-
demeanours, by menacing the whole country with pro-
secution, and inducing every individual to tremble for
his personal safety in the exercise of his constitutional
birthright (‘confirmed expressly by the very statute on whick
the Proclamation itself is founded) may drive persons to
armed associations for the protection of their liberty, and
light up at once the flames of civil war—such a proceeding,
so extraordinary and uprecedented, cannot fail at length to
open the eyes of the British nation—to wake them from
their state of torpor—to rouse their indignation against
the temerity of the present Ministers—and to excite
amongst all classes ONE LOUD UNIVERSAL CRY FOR THEIR
DISMISSION.

After what had occurred during the last winter, and
after the professions of Ministers in both Houses of Par-
liament in the last session, what 1NFaTUATION could
~ have induced persons who, although formally invested
with the offices of administration, can in one sense be
said to be Ministers, neither of the King since his Ma-

jesty is incapable of controling or passing a judgment
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on their measures, nor of the Prince Regent ¥, since they
are obviously not persons -of his choice but forced on his
Royal Highness by inevitable necessity, to have had re-
course at such a moment to such a proceeding. That
to such men, after such a proceeding, the administra-
tion of public affairs should be any longer confided, is
IMPOSSIBLE.

Under these circumstances, at a crisis when Parlia-
ment is not assembled, and the opportunity does not
occur of animadversion on the part of those, by whom
the injudicious conduct of Ministers might be more ably
exposed, I trust I shall be allowed to address to you a
series of Letters on this important subject. It is not my
wish in the course of these Letters to indulge a spirit of
personal invective, or in vague deelamation, but calmly
to investigate the points connected with the controversy
which has arisen from this proceeding, to meet every
question fairly; and I trust the sequel will shew a dispo-
sition, on my part, to discuss'the subject with candour,
moderation, and with impartiality. I do not hesitate in
admitting, that of the conduct adopted by some Catholic
Commitees of Ireland I HAVE NOT MYSELF WHOLLY AP-
PROVED; nor have ‘I thought the course which such
Committees have been accustomed to pursue, always the
most eligible for the advancement of their own interests.
My ideas on this point will be more fully explained in a
future letter; but I have been impatient to make this ad-
mission, in order to obviate any erroncous impression

.k is"not"ori_'éus that communications had subsisted during the winter,
with the parrleyvin opposition. The prebability of his Majesty’s recovery
within a short period—the strength, at that time, of the Administrae
tiony within the walls of Parliament, which would have required a disso-
ution—and the speedy expiration of the mutiny and other Acts, were, in
themselves, of a nature to create a necessity of continuing those in office

at the commencement of the Regency.
B2
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upon the mind of your' Readers, that I am actuated on
this occasion by prejudice, or any party motive. I ad-
dress you from a remote and retired part of the king-
dom, without the opportunity of discussion with ethers,
of perusing the journals of the metropolis, or of ascertain-
ing the sentiments of Statesmen, and the general impres-
sion of the public mind of England at this serious con-
juncture.

The Proclamation, Sir, of the Irish Government ap-
pears to me to involve two questions: the legality of the
doctrine which it contains, and the general expediency
of the proceeding. |

The first point is by no means of inconsiderable im-
portance; since, if it shall appear-that the Irish Govern-
ment have issued an illegal order, or one so questionable
as to admit of controversy and reasonable doubt, the
culpability of Ministers in resorting to a measure not
called for, as I shall hereafter prove, by any necessity,
but tending to excite ferment and to spread econfusion
throughout all classes in Ireland both of Catholics and
Protestants, will be greatly increased.

Previously, however, to discussing the first point, I
think it necessary to notice several important observa- .
tions, which occur upon the form and extent of the Pro-
clamation itself. Proclamations, in general, are always
matters of delicacy, when not published in the ordinary
routihe of State proceeding. 'The language of them is
strong, approaching to arbitrary command, and often
discordant to British ears. They are entitled to re-
spect, but to be viewed on all occasions with the most
suspicious jealousy. 'They express, as it were, the per-
sonal orders of the King himself; and Majesty, or its
representative, should never be made to speak in vain,
still less to commit itself in such public official acts, by
any unfounded allegation, or by any assumption of au-
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thority not recognized by the Constitution. Proclama-
tions are seldom resorted to, but when they are neces-
sary to express the Royal Pleasure in matters clearly
within the King’s prerogative, as in relation to subjeets
going or remaining abroad, and serving with foreign
Princes—the coin of the realm—the observance of fasts
—military ordinances—the prorogation or dissolution of
Parliament—the declaration of war, and other instances:
occasionally indeed upon any sudden emergeney, and on
a pressing occasion, they are sent forth, simply to remind
subjects of penalties imposed by Aects of Parliament
which have remained dormant, or are not known gene-
rally to exist, and to command vigilance on the part of
Magistrates in causing due observation, and in prevent-
ing any infraction of the law. If all the Proclamations
issued by Sovereigns of the House of Brunswick be com-
pared, it will be seen with what caution the advisers of
such Proclamations have touched upon laws when dubi-
ous in their import, or not easily applicable to the par-
ticular case—THE KiNG cAN ExPOUND THE Laws oNLY
THROUGH THE INTERVENTION OF ESTABLISHED TRIBU=~
NALS—HE CAN DECIDE UPON ANY LAW, ONLY THROUGH
THE JUDGES OF THE LAND, AND NOT THROUGH OTHER
MinisTERs oF THE ExXEcUTIVE GOVERNMENT.
Agreeably to this axiom, I HAVE NO HESITATION IN
OBJECTING, ‘WITH ALL DUE RESPECT, TO THE PAPER
PUBLISHED BY THE Lorp LIEUTENANT OF IRELAND,
THAT IT IS A DEPARTURE FROM THE COURSE oF Con-
STITUTIONAL ' PROCEEDING. It exceeds the true and
constitutional limits of a Proclamation. It does not
MERELY RECITE a particular statute in the words of the
Legislature, and call GENERALLY upon the subject not to
violate the law, and upon Magistrates to proceed against
those who may transgress its provisions; but it has ven-
tured, contrary to the fundamental principles of the Con-
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stitution, and to all precedent, to give @ construction by
the Privy Council, to the law, and to call upon the sub-
Ject and the Magistrate to acquiesce implicitly inthat
particular construction—it pronounces judgment upon a
complicated point of law, which constitutionally can be
given, as before observed, only by the xyown and Es-
TABLISHED JURISDICTIONS OF THE LAND—it contains an
assumption of judicial authority with which neither' the
Lord Lieutenant nor the Privy Council of Ireland are
in this respect invested—it departs so far from the ordi-
nary language of a Proclamation, that it is completely
in the tenor of an indictment as used in the Scottish
Court of Justiciary—it even amounts to what the most
sagacious men have heretofore considered impracticable,
AN INDICTMENT AGAINST A WHOLE NATION.

An indictment, according to the Scottish forms, con-
tains always a major and minor proposition, differing
materially {rom an indictment in England. The first
. proposition recites the law, the second the circumstances
of the offence. The Proclamation pursues the same
course. It first sets out, but imperfectly and with the o-
mission of an important clause, the statute; and having
proceeded to state certain Resolutions of the Catholies,
1t contains a complex conclusion of law and fact which,
even if founded, I contend the Executive Government
Las No AuTHORITY, IN A PROCLAMATION, to infer ¢ that
‘¢ the assembly by those Resolutions proposed to be con-
“ vened, is a direct violation of the provisions of the sta~
¢ tute recited, and an unlawful assembly.”

"There exist further objections in point of form to this
paper. ~“The Proclamation would, I conceive, have
been objectionable, had it stopped at this conclusion; but
the same infatuation which dictated the proceeding seems
to have accompanied the preparation of the instrument;
for having stated a supposed breach of law under the
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statute, it bottoms the injunctions which it contains, not
so much upon the violation of the law, as upon_other
circumstances of imaginary ° danger to the peace and
¢ tranquillity of the State!” These circumstances might
have been recited as matters of inducement, accompanied
by the charge that the proceeding was also a violation of
the law; but to make the Proclamation rest principally
upon the imagination of the Executive Government, and
only collaterally upon the breach of the statute, is a con-
version of ideas, which to an English mind must appear
truly novel and extraordinary. It tends to shew, if not
confusion in the minds of those by whom this paper has
been penned, at least that they entertained themselves a
doubt upon the foundation of the whole proceeding, as not
warranted by the statute—and that they thought it ad-
visable to bolster up the case by an attempt to deseribe
and denounce the proposed assembly as a riotous assem-
bly at common law!

Let however the major and minor propositions of this
Proclamation or indictment be compared. The major
recites an act ¢ to prevent the election or appointment of
¢ unlawful assemblies, UNDER PRETENCE of preparing or
¢ presenting public.petitions or other addresses to his
¢¢ Majesty or the Parliament.” It then specifies various
cnactments against assemblies and proceedings held ¢¢ un-
¢¢ DER SUCH PRETENCES.” It omits however all notice of
the important clause of the act protecting the right of pe-
tition—and in the minor proposition, and as warranting
the conclusion afterwards drawn, that the proposed as-
sembly is within the Convention Act, it states a Reso-
lution-of the Catholics, that a Committee be appointed;
and for what purpose? In the words of the Proclama-
tion itself, ¢ to cause PROPER petitions to be forthwith
¢ framed for the repeal of the penal laws, and to pro-
L __-cu're signatures thereto in all parts of Ireland, and to
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¢ take measures for BRINGING SUCH PETITIONS under
¢ the serious consideration of the Legislature, within
 the rirsT MONTH of the ensuing Session of Parlia-
¢ ment.” Is it possible to read the Proclamation, and
not to be struck with its glaring inconsistency in setting
out a law, enacted in express terms solely against meet-
ings under the pretence of petitioning, and adducing as
the only evidence against those whom it accuses of plot-
ting confusion in the State and of intending violation of
the law, resolutions which are not only sufficient to rebut
that idea, but in themselves plainly evince that the Com-
mittee is proposed to be appointed for no other purpose
than that of petitioning Parliament bona fide, with de-
cency, propriety, and dispatch!!!

An objection also occurs to the Proclamation, which
applies to another class of his Majesty’s subjects. It
professes to have in viewtwo objects, not merely to pre-
vent the Catholics from being misled into a violation of
the law, but to instruct Magistrates in the execution of
their duty. It calls not upon them generally to prevent
any violation of the statute, leaving to their judgment
the application of it to each case; but it pointedly directs
their exertions to the suppression of the proposed Com-
mittee; concealing from their knowledge, at lesst not
pointing out, a most important clause; and by intruding
upon them an extrajudicial exposition of the law mislead-
ing their judgment, and subjecting them, perhaps, to
heavy damages, should Magistrates adopt the exposition
of the Castle, and a Court of Law, in an action for da-
mages brought to try the point, declare that construc-
tion to be unfounded. 'What reparation can the framers
of this instrument make to those who may be deceived
by the plausibility of its authority into the commission
of acts by which, their fortunes may be ruined, or their
persons exposed to imminent danger, from the angry



17

passions, which the proceeding is calculated to excite in
a nation characterised by strong feelings, and a prone-
ness to quick resentment.

I remain, &c.

HIBERN-ANGLUS.

August 15th, 1811,
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LETTER II.

ON THE AUTHORITY AND RESPECT DUE TO THE NAMES
SIGNED AT THE FOOT OF THE PROCLAMATION, AND
ON THE ACCURACY OF THE CONSTRUCTION WHICH
IT GIVES TO THE CONVENTION ACT.

SIR,

Struck with what appeared to me an incongru-
ity and misconception of the law throughout this Pro-
clamation, I looked with eagerness at the names of those
by whom it has been signed. It bears the signatures of
few Noblemen, and, with one exception, little of legal
authority, such as will be considered of weight in Eng-
land.

Among those of lawyers, the Proclamation contains
that of the Right Honourable Dr. Duigenan! Upon
the weight due to the authority of that Learned Gentle-
man, it is not necessary to enlarge. Many of your read-
ers will be disposed to exclaim, upon the mention of his
name, DE HOC sATiS. Heis now sufficiently known to
the people of England by his writings—by his speeches
—Dbut especially by an assurance given to the House of
Commons, on a memorable occasion, that ke never should
be summoned to a Privy Council respecting Catholic af-
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Jairs, but only upon points connected with the discipline

of the Protestant Church of Ireland; and that on all o-
ther occasions, as a distinguished Member, now no more
(Mr. Windham), wittily observed he understood the as-
surance, *¢ that he should be kept up like a mastiff, ad-
¢ dicted to growl, and snarl, and bite at the quiet sub-
¢ jects of his Majesty, fast bound, and effectually muz-
¢ zLEp.” Upon the present occasion, however; when
it has been so wisely determined ¢ to cry havoc, and
¢ Jet slip the dogs of war,” the Doctor, it seems, con-
trary to compact, has been let out, or has escaped.

Mr. Saurin, I understand, has in Ireland the reputa-
tion of a great lawyer. He is known to us in Erngland
only as a Gentleman, who, in his place in the Irish
House of Commons, in the debates onthe Union, grave-
ly and solemnly declared a settled and decided opinion,
that the UnioN AcT, EVEN IF IT PASSED, WOULD NOT
e BINDING!!! THe is the Gentleman who prepared
also the memorable letter of Mr. Pole, which contained
a palpable MIS-STATEMENT OF THE LAW, and which
Lord Eldon also described to be rather a SLOVENLY PkO-
pucTion!!

To such authority; upon points of constitutional law,
I must be excused if I submit not with the most ready
acquiescence.

To Lord Manners much consideration is due, and
will naturally be rendered in England by those, who
have had opportunities of personal acquaintance with
his Lordship, and who have often witnessed in him, upon
the Bench with English Judges, a luminous display of
legal discernment, a beautiful perspicuity of style, a dig-
nified suavity of manner, and all the elegance of a mind
polished by nature, as well as by education. Upon a
question of equity, there are few persons to whom 1

_would more readily yield an epinion, and I should have
- c 2
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felt disposed to have rendered the same respect to the 3
judgment of his Lordship in matters connected with the
political Government of Ireland, had I not founded
reason to apprehend that this Nobleman, naturally mild,
amiable and conciliatory, repaired to Ireland with a tain
of party prejudice—with notions of Irish affairg in many
points highly erroneous, and previously conceived at:
home—without ever having had the means of forming
an unbiassed judgment, by actual observation upon the
spot. This I have ever considered as a misfortune, not
orily to his Lordship, but to the state; as the English
Bar could afford few, in other respects, so qualified to
give satisfaction to the Irish, and te improve the ad-
ministration of justice in that Court, over which his
Lordship presides with credit to himself, and advantage
to the public. The sitnation, however, of a Chancellor
affords little opportunity of accurately viewing the state
of that country. The elevation of his rank, the nature
of his duties, and his association with the politics of the
party in power, preclude the means of extended discus-
gion, or of leaming the sentiments of persons diﬁ'ering
in their opinions from the members of Government,
What Cicero has observed with reference to other ecir-
cumistances, is applicable to English lawyers, who, having
long been shut up in Westminster Hall, are sent un-
expectedly to Ireland in high situations, at a period of
life when the mind is not easily susceptible of new im-
pressions, or disposed to part with those previously
formed. ¢ Nomen justitize amittent si judicia facta domi
¢ illic apportent.” Lord Redesdale failed in attempts
at discovery; and there is too much reason to fear that
Lord Manners has continued too tenaciously attached to
preconceived ideas, .
Exaltation to office does not confer with it infallibility,
We have witnessed an Attorney-General promulgating
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authoritatively - opinions, which, upon examination,
could not be sustained, and were declared unfounded
by a solemn judgment of the Court of King’s Bench,
after they had misled the Magistracy of England, and
had nearly allayed the alacrity manifested in entering,
upon what was then so highly extolled, the system of
volunteer military service. It is a little unfortunate that
the present Chancellor of Ireland was at that time the
colleague in office of the Attorney-General to whom I
have alluded, and that the Attorney-General, who was so
egregiously deceived in his view of the laws which pro-
tect the liberty of the subject, should be in the present
moment the Prime Minister of the Empire. 1 have not
alluded to the circumstance invidiously, and the parties
interested, if they knew the hand by which this letter
is penned, would give credit to the assertion; but it has
been necessary to advert to it, in order to shew that the
opinions of lawyers are fallible, however elevated their
rank in the profession. In political matters, they are
even more than others liable to deceive their own judg-
ment. The opinions of Crown or Cabinet Lawyers are
never unbiassed; and even when consulted, they are
expected not so much to advise upon the law, as to bend
it to the support of political purposes. The impression
of Lord Manners, with respect to the illegality of the
proposed Committee, is a ministerial and not a judi-
¢ial opinion.

I now, Sirshall proceed to investigate the soundness
of the legal doctrine, or rather the validity of the con-
demnation passed on the Catholics of Ireland, in the late
Proglamation.

The legality of a Committee of the Catholics of Ireland,
eonstituted as now proposed, and confining its operations
bona fide to the framing and presenting of a petition to
Parliament, has at all times been admitted by the Irish
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Government, even on the occasion of Mr. Pole’s lettet,
The legality of such a Committee can hardly be a quese
tion, since otherwise it will be impossible for a Court
of Law to give effect to that clause in the Convention
Act, in which the Legislature has so cautiously declared,
that in enacting provisions against assemblies and dele-
gations, set on foot under the pretence of petitioning Par-
liament, it meant not to abridge in the least the right
of the subject to petition bone jfide, or to prohibit the
adoption of the measures necessary in the exercise of that
right.

Without dwelling upon the history of the Convention
Act, I shall content myself with arguments strictly ju-
dicial. Tt cannot be necessary to remind any professional
reader that Acts of Parliament, according to all rules
of sound construction, are to be expounded, not merely
according to the Zefter, but consistently with the general
spirit of the enactment; that the whole of a statute is to
be reviewed, and the attention not confined to an in-
sulated and solitary clause; that Acts of Parliament are
to be expounded liberally for the liberty of the subject,
and that penal statutes are to be construed with rigid
strictness in favour of the party accused. Upon a review
of the Convention Act, it is obvious that its provisions
relate solely to seditious meetings and assemblies, con-
vened by persons under the pretence of petitioning. The
insertion of the clause in the, Act protecting the right
of actual petition removes the possibility of doubt upon
the subject, and plainly indicates that all the measures
prohibited by the body of the Act are allowed by the Le-
gislature to be adopted in cases, where the parties have it
in contemplation actually to petition for redress of griev-
- ances, and no other view.

I will venture to assert, that ¢ THE RIGHT OF THE
SUBJECT TO PETITION PARLIAMENT WOULD NOT HAVE
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BEEN APFECTED BY THE Irism CoNvEnTION Act, HAD
THE EXCEPTION AND PROVISO IN THAT ACT BEEN WHOLLY
omrrrep. The Right of Petition is created, confirmed,
and protected by so SOLEMN AN ENACTMENT, AND IS SUCH
AN INTEGRAL PART OF THE CONSTITUTION, that it can
never be destroyed by #nference and implication—it can
be annulled only by a positive and express repeal; and
the bare right cannot exist without including in it the li-
berty of doing every thing mecessary to render the right
practicable and available. The insertion, however, of the
proviso puts an end to all question, and demonstrates
the legality of the measures which the Catholics of Ire-
land have purposed to adopt, and against which it has
been attempted to hurl from the Castle this fatal, ill-judg-
ed, and, as I will venture to predict it must ultimately
prove, VAIN FULMINATION.

Common sense alone can decide the controversy.—
How is it possible that the right of petitioning can be ex-
ercised, unless it be allowable for persons to assemble,
and discuss in the first place the propriety of petitioning,
and the general nature of their grievances—to apply to
or commission persons to reduce their complaints to writ-
ing? How can such persons so commissioned, or, if
you will, delegated or appointed (for there is no legal ma-
gic in words), undertake or discharge the office assigned
to them, unless they also shall be at liberty to meet and
discuss the matter of the grievances complained against,
the terms in which such a petition should be expressed,
or the admission and rejection of particular matter? And
as to the management of a petition, how is it possible for
a multitude of persons, without delegation or representa-
tion, to communicate with members of Parliament inclin-
ed to present or support their petition? Why, Sir, the
Legislature itself has EXPRESSLY DIRECTED SUCH DELEGA-
Fi0N, and for the wisest purposes, by ordaining that no
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‘petition shall be presented by more than a certain nam-
ber of persons; and yet, with the statute book open upon
the Council table, and with the Convention Act express=
ly confirming to the subject the right of Petition not~
withstanding any thing contained in that statute, we have -
seen the Government of Ireland erecting itself into a new
Court of Criminal Judicature, passing its sentences in de-
fiance of an express clause in an Act of Parliament, and
ordering execution upon what may fairly ‘be denominat-

ed the GREAT MAJORITY or THE ProPLE oF IRE-~
LAND,

I remain, &c.

HIBERN-ANGLUS.

Aug. 15th, 1811.
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LETTER IIL

THE SAME SUBJECT CONTINUED, WITH A DIGRESSION
CONCERNING THE LAWS AND CONSTITUTION
' OF SCOTLAND.

Sir, , s

My ignorance of the effect produced in the me-
tropolis by what has occurred in Ireland, as well as of
the discussion which the subject may already have expe-
rienced, is to myself a circumstance of considerable re-
gret, It must be my apology if I intrude, upon the at-
tention of the public, matter with which they may have
been already satiated, or arguments which may have been
urged more cogently, and with superior ability, by others.
If, however, these Letters should be thought in any re-
spect worthy of consideration, it may be of some little
advantage to an elucidation of this great controversy,
that the sentiments which they contain are those of a
person, whose impressions are original, having proceed-
ed solely from the Proclamation of the Irish Govern-
ment, and from a view of the case as it presents itself
upon the face of that instrumenc; unassisted, and conse-
quently unbiassed. by any knowledge of the opinions
which others may entertain or have expressed, in con-
demning, with myself, the conduct of the Irish Govern-
ment. {

Since THE REvoLuTioN oF 1688, A MORE IMPORT-
ANT SUBJECT HAS NOT BEEN AGITATED—its importance
cannet be too strenuously urged—it cannot be too gene-
rally discussed. It concerns a vital principle of the Bri-
tish constitution—it involves the question, whether it
shall be allowed the executive government to sport with

D
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the most sacred rights of British subjects, and whether
in the sacred name of Majesty, under colour of exercising
a royal prerogative, they shall presume not merely to
DISPENSE WITH, but actually to ANNULL the express pro-
visions of an Acr or Parviament!!!—Sir, the pro-
ceeding in itself alarms me—¢¢ fcec novi judicii nova_for-
““ ma terret occulos, qui veterem consuetudinem fori frustre
¢ requirunt” 1 have looked in vain for precedent,
but can find none—nzkil simile aut secundum. The con-
sequences I tremble to anticipate. May heaven only
grant, that exciting, by an unexpected and unprovoked
aggression, the mdlgnatlon of five millions of persons
thus insulted, stigmatised, and almost proscribed, by as-
sociating in their cause a large proportion of the Protes-
tant interest of Ireland already disappointed at the Union
and solicitous for its repeal, and by raising possibly
amongst all classes a ferment similar to what raged in
1782, the rashness of the present Ministers may not cut
short at once the too slender thread, which still bmds Ire-
land to Great Britain.

In my former Letter I endeavoured to demonstrate
not only that the Irish Government in this ill-judged
measure has acted under a total misconception of the law,
but that the Proclamation is in itself modo et forma, an
ILLEGAL PROCEEDING. ‘The more I have reflected upon
this subject, the more I am confirmed in that opinion.
The impressions, however, of an individual,. especially of
one who is anonymous, upon a point of law, neither car-
ry with them nor are entitled to consideration, unless
they be supported by argument. I therefore feel it in-
cumbent on me, prewously to examining, as I propose,
the expediency of the proceeding, still to pursue the dis-
cussion of the legal question,

With a view to expose the informality of the Procla-
Jmation and its incongruity with itself, I was induced te
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advert to the forms used in the criminal Courts of Scot-
land: The minds of some who generally advocate the
cause of the present Ministers are of such limited ex-
panse, that it would not create in my mind surprise,
if a sneer were attempted to be raised on the occasion *.
What may not be expected from those, who urged it as
a reproach to Lord Grenville, that his Lordship when
in office, with the mind of a Statesman vigilant upon the
interests of every part of the Empire, lost not a moment
in an endeavour to ameliorate the administration of jus-
tice in a country, where civil judicature was actually at a
stop, in consequence of an omission in_other Ministers,
possessed of professional knowledge, and enjoying oppor-
tunities of local experience, who, although endowed
with the most active minds and most splendid talents,
had never thought of drawing the attention of Parlia-
ment to that important subject. ¢¢ Scotch law and Ca-
tholic divinity ” was a cry we well remember, at least it
has not been by me forgotten. I therefore am induced to
trouble you with some observations, which although not
immediately applicable have a certain connection with
the question.

I am not, Sir, a native of Scotland; but it has happened
to me to have had the means of ascertaining the political
state of that country, and to cultivate the study of its
jurisprudence, I .know no reason why some of the in-
stitutions of a kingdom, which daily increases in its poli-
tical importance, beyond the conception of those who have
never beheld its agricultural improvement or its splendid
maritime and commercial establishments, should not be
entitled amongst Englishmen to consideration and re-
spect. Of those institutions the least admirable are not

% The Author was not mistaken. This Letter occasioned a controver-

3y worthy of perusal, and annexed to the present publication.
D2
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“those, which establish a more complete toleration than
is permitted in Inglahd—which have removed so much
further all civil restraint on account of religious opinions
—which allow equal benefit of national education to all
persuasions—which permit not the Divine mysteries of
the last supper to be profaned and made

An office key and picklock to a place *,

which have established perpetual peace between the pastor
and his flock, and by most salutary arrangements, have
precluded the possibility at any time of a collision, between
THE CHURCH AND THE STATE.

In many respects, but particularly'in the latter point,
England has much to learn from North Britain. It is al-
so to be recollected that England, however considerable,
is only a part, and not the most flourishing and united
part of the British Empire, The people of Scotland and
of Ireland have therefore surely a right to protest against
any system of general policy, adopted solely with refer-
ence to English prejudices; and with a view to local
establishments with which the Empire generally has no
concern; but especially against a system which is guided
principally by attention to the limited notions of cleri-
cal residents in an English University. None can re-
spect, more than myself, the establishments of Oxford
and Cambridge-—mone can wish more fervently their con-
tinuance and glory, as-the most distinguished seats of
learning throughout Kurope, semper honos laudusque ;
but I will remonstrate, and in the strongest terms of the
warmest friendship, against the imprudence of interfer-
ence on their part with questions of IMPERIAL PoLICY,
and still more against a sacrifice by Statesmen of what is
the GLENERAL INTEREST OF THE EMPIRE, to the imperfect
eonceptions of a few scholastic Churchmen.

. Let the Church of England remain as it is established,

¥ Cowrrr,
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& PART, but not be considered the wHoLE, of the State}
let it be represented by its venerable Bishops in Parlia-
ment; let the Houses of Convocation meet, not merely
in form,. but for the transaction of Ecclesiastical affairs,
and in the same manner as the General Assembly, al-
though otherwise composed,- of the Church of Scotland ;
let the spiréitual jurisdiction (exercised, not as-at present,
by laymen, but in future, by ZLcclesiastical persons), and
let even the temporal jurisdiction of the Church conti-
nue; may she enjoy, decorated with splendid and con-
spicuous honour, all her constitutional rights and privi-
leges, in their fullest extent; let them, if necessary, ob-
tain additional support and confirmation by law—but in
the name of Christian charity and of secial peace, as we
ralue our liberties and independence, as we esteem our
national character on the Continent, and the respect
among foreign nations of our Sovercign or Regent, as
we are anxious for a successful termination of the dire
contest in which the Empire is engaged, let us, with one
voice, loudly deprecate any thing like that worst species
of divided controul, that most fatal imperium in imperio—
I would almost say, that abominable PANDEMONIUM—a&
cloomy, dark, interior cabinet of meddling, intriguing,
drawing-room, levee-crowding, terrace-walking PRriEsTs,
men whispering with courtiers in anti-chambers, and in-

seribing themselves daily at the thresholds of Princes,
« Those subtle demons that reside in Courts,
« And do their work by bows and smiles,
& That little engin’ry so mischievous;”

presuming, however, to sit in judgment upon the Coun-
cils of the State—traversing the most enlightened States-
men in the prosecution of the most salutary measures—
stepping on all occasions between the Sovereign and his
Ministers—if not by a secret, but potent and indiscrib-
able influence, actually advancing men of slender preten-
sions to the highest offices of Administration, and sup-
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porting them afterwards in power, in spite of the most
strenuous Parliamentary opposition and of publie opinion,
merely because they may be formed, some by nature, the
prejudices of education, or the ardour of temperament;
others prone, by a grovelling spirit of time-serving ac-
commodation, to be fit instruments for the execution of
the wild schemes devised by fanaticism or intolerant bi-
gotry. By such a Cabinet, the CRowN or ENGLAND has
already once been lost, AND BY sucH A CABINET MAY IT
NEVER BE AGAIN ENDANGERED,

To return, however, to the subject. The law of Ire-
Iand being strictly analogous to that of England in the
doctrine of what, in technical language, is called plead-
#ng, or, to express myself more intelligibly to the general-
ity of your readers, in the forms of judicial proceeding;
I shall endeavour to shew, by reference to the meode in
which an indictment under the Convention Act must be
framed, the accuracy of that construction for which I
have taken the liberty to contend, in opposition to
that which has been adopted by the Government of
Ireland. No person who can pretend to have the slight-
est acquaintance with the rules of special pleading will
attempt to deny, that an indictment under this statute
must charge CLEARLY, POSITIVELY, and UNEQUIVOCAL-
LY, that the act complained against has been done UN-
DER THE PRETENCE of petitioning *. The omission of
such a charge would be fatal, and an indictment in which
it should be wanting, must instantly be quashed. The
mode of pleading, in this instance, elucidates and settles

* Since these Letters were written, I have had an opportunity accident-
ally, of reading in the Dublin Evening Post of the 8th October, an inval-
uahle argument upon the Convention Act, which is one of the most able
compositions I ever perused. The Gentleman by whom it has been writ=
ten has taken the same line of argnment pursued by myself, but more in
detail, and with very superior ability. I hope it will be printed in a sepa--
rate forte.
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“the law itself; and it is unnecessarv for me to remind
the reader, that it is a criterion by which, according to
the highest authorities upon English jurisprudence, the
law can frequently be most accurately ascertained. The
pretence in such an indictment is the gés/ and mainspring
of the offence. The ntention of the party accused be-
comes, therefore a necessary investigation—itis a question
arising on the record out of a positive averment of racT,
to which not the Judge, but the Jury, must answer, which
can be inferred by no legal implication, but must be
proved; and it is to be tried, not by political speculation,
not by party prejudice, not by narrow-minded bigotry or
religious animosity, but re ipsa, by legal evidence, and by
men sworn to give, according to such evidence, a TRUE
VERDICT UPON THEIR OATH, as they shall answer to the
Eternal Gop, on the last day.

The lawfulness or illegallity of an assembly under the
Irish Convention Act is a mixed question of fact and
law, or more properly, of fact alone. It is not the mere
meeting upon principles of delegation which is unlawful;
but an assembly under the pretence of petitioning, in -
fact convened for other purposes. Strongly as I con-
demn the form of the Proclamation, or the adoption of *
such a proceeding, it occurs to me, that some degree of
objection would have been removed, if; after stating the
Act of Parliament, and the intention of the Catholics
to appaint a Committee, the Irish Government had pro-
ceceded to aver, ¢¢ That the Lord Lieutenant had reason
¢ to believe that the assembly so proposed to be con-
¢ vened was called only under the pretence of petition-
« ing, and therefore would be an unlawful assembly un-
s¢ ‘der the provisions of the statute.” The Proclamation,
however, is silent upon any secret intelligence—it pre-
‘tends not to any ulterior information possessed by Go-
~vernment respecting the views of those who have passed
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the resolutions in’ question—it exhibits those resolutions
as the only evidence of the purpose for which the meet-
ing is convened, evidence so far from making out a case
on behalf of Government, on the contrary,  evincing
that the parties have in view solely the preparing and
presenting of a Petition to Parliament—and from pre-
mises afforded only by those resolutions, it proceeds at
once dogmatically to infer and to declare, that the pro-
posed assembly is illegal, and within the Act!!! What
is to be thought of such a Proclamation prejudging the
parties accused, by a sentence of the Executive Govern-
ment, not only unauthorised by any principle of the
Constitution, but not warranted by the grounds on which
it professes to found its proceeding? For my own part,
had I the honour or capacity to held a judicial situation
in Ireland, I should be disposed to view an instrument,
containing, by anticipation, such a special and solemn con-
demnation of the parties accused, nearly in the same view
as a paper calculated to inflame the public mind, and in
the case of prosecution against any Catholic nobleman or
gentleman, if presiding at the trial of an indictment or
information, I should not allow any person who had read
the Proclamation, to discharge the functions of a jury-
man. :

"It had also occurred to me that it would be impossible
to frame a warrant, under the circumstances disclosed by
this Proclamation, as no person, I imagined, would have
the boldness to make positive oath of his belief, that the
parties meetmg or voting at the election of Delegates
had it net in contemplatlou actually, and bona_fide, to pe-
tion the Legislature. 1 therefore had supposed, that if
the Irish Government proceeded at all, they would di-

.rect the Attorney-General to file against the parties a

'CRIMINAL INFORMATION. Great, mdeed has been my
surprise in reading since writing my former Letter a war-
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rant, in which, with a view as it should scem of getting
over the difficulty, it has been thought advisable to add
words NoT To BE FOUND IN THE CoNvENTION AcCT, but
contrary to its import, and to its EXPRESS PROVIsIONS!
It charges the act of the partics against whom it has been
issued, as done ¢ for the purpose or under the pretence”
of petitioning Parliament. The Chief Justice, it ap-
pears, did not think proper o allow the Gentlemen ar-
rested amy opportunity, previously to their commitment,
of being heard by Counsel against the validity of the war-
rant *; but I will put it confidently to the whole Bar of
England, whether in their opinion such a warrant, so
vaguely expressed, and contrary to an express proviso of
the statute, if issued in England under an English Act
of Parliament, upon a return to a writ of Habeas Cor-
pus, would stand an argument in Westminster Hall?

HIBERN-ANGLUS.
August 20th, 1811,

* His Lordship’s opinion therefore, as delivered on a late occasion, was
an opinion prematurely conceived and expressed extrajudicially, which
he was bound in consistency, in honour, in pride, and even in interest to
maintain, Is it surprising that under such circumstances a jury should
have disregarded the charge of a Judge, directing them to construe
pretence as purpose! /! 1 do not believe that the Lord Chief Justice
was capable of being influenced by any improper motive; but yet the
fact will be transmitted to posterity, that his Lordship was actually inter=
ested in maintaining that construction. Upon that fact posterity will ex-
ercise 2 judgment which no court can controul, which no Attorney-Ge-
neral can prevent; and they may be disposed to think that, under the
circumstances, a Chief Justice should have declined granting such a war-
rant, or having granted it, that he should have abstained, after actions
brought against him ;under respectable advice, from giving any judicial
opinion. Upon a point of honour and delicacy every man must decide
for himself. I would never have given a judgment tending to protect
me from damages to the amount of TWENTY THOUSAND rouNDs. If
a Cuier Justice I should in a case of misdemeanour, have declined
th act 3s 2 Porice MagGIsTRATE, and not have granted any WARRANT.

E



LETTER 1V.

ON THE INEXPEDIENCY OF THE MEASURES ADOITER
BY THE IRISH GOVERNMENT.

SIR,

Wirar desirable object could possibly be obtained
by noticing any violation of the Convention Act, even
if, in this case, any have been committed? It might pre-
vent the meeting of a Committee, consisting of Noble-
men and their sons, Baronets, Country Gentlemen, dis-
tinguished Barristers, and opulent Merchants—it might
stop the preparation and conduct of a petition to Parlia-~
ment by persons of high rank, known loyalty, great per-
sonal honour, and deeply interested in the prosperity of
Treland—but could it stop, at the same time, the press,
stifle discussion upon the measure itself, as well as upon
the general state of affairs, and the sitnation of Ireland?
It might prevent one meeting in Capel-street, presided
at by the Earl of Fingall, composed of respectable and
discréet persons enjoying the confidence of their bo-
dy;. deliberating upon the means of conciliating differ-
ences and of promoting, in'an auspicious moment, the
accomplishment of a satisfactory arrangement; but could
it prevent, or rather would it not tend to occasion, meet-
ings of EVERY PARISH IN IreELaND, and assemblies al-
most of its WioLE POPULATION throughout the country,
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eonvencd under a general impression of irritation and in-
dignation, not for the purposes of discussing the propri-
ety of a petition for the redress of Catholic grievances,
but for the protection of their liberties, against what
they would consider and feel to be an unprovoked, un-
merited aggression—for the repeal of the Convextion
Acr rrsenr, and possibly, in conjunction with other
classes of Protestant subjects for the repeal even of the
ACT of UNION—assemblies of tumult, uproar, and con-
fusion, in which every man might indulge with impunity
his spleen and resentment—in whieh, the more desperate
the resolutions proposed, the moredavourably they would
probably be received and adopted—in which the counsels
of reason and moderation would be drowned in the vio-
lence of clamour—and by which all those evils, against
which the Proclamation professes to guard the State,
might become effectually realised, merely through the o-
peration of such a measure itselt? Really, Sir, it occurs
to me, and I concecive many will agree with me in think-
ing, that if our worst enemies had studied how to throw
combustibles into the heart of Ireland—to set the whole
country in flames—to produce the most tremendous ex-
plosion—to let loose all the rage and phrenzy of which the
Irish nation are so eften accused, and of which it must
be admitted they are sometimes susceptible; no plan
could have been devised more calculated to accomplish
their purpose; than to have fabricated and disseminated
as a genuine document the same Proclamation, which
Government has itself fulminated from the Castle of
Dublin.

 The Irish Catholics, however, are a boedy so consider-
able, ‘and by this proceeding rendered so united—their
cause is so strong in itself—and they are supported to
such an extent by the Protestant interest of that king-

dom, that I fear no-excesses originating from themselves
E 2
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but only what may result from the blind temerity of Mie
nisters, should they be in office at the moment when I
am writing, and should they attempt to effect, by a milie
tary force that, which by the aid of the Civil Authori-
ties they never can accomplish. The Magistrates of
Ireland are too prudent—too much interested in preserv-
ing the public peace—too conversant with the principles
of the Constitution—and too high-spirited, to yield obe-
dience to an instrument, which can be compared only to
the rREscrrpT of an IMPERIAL DESPoT—and they will ne-
ver suffer themselves to be bullied by the frowns of the
Castle, or the mandates of a Secretary, into the com-
mission of what in their judgment, until directed other-
wise by the sentence of a competent and constitutional
tribunal, they do not conceive to be warranted by the
Law or tHE Lanp. The question agitated by Mini-
sters in Ireland does not regard the privileges of the
House of Commons, or laws undefined, and, to all but
Senators unknown—it depends upon the construction of
an Act of Parliament to be expounded authoritatively
only by Judges upon their oath, and according to known
and established rules which Ministers can neither dic-
tate, nor controul. They have already learnt the disposi-
tion of the magistracy of Ireland on this oecasion, but
they ought to have known it previously to issuing the
late Proclamation. 'What course will they now pursue?
They may displace Mr. Lidwell, but will they venture to
remove the COLLECTIVE BODY OF THE MAGISTRACY
THROUGHOUT WHOLE COUNTIES, and after all, is it a
FAIR CONSTITUTIONAL EXERCISE OF ROYAL PREROGA~
TIVE TO REMOVE JUSTICES OF THE PEACE, BECAUSE,
UPON A POINT OF LAW, UPON WHICH THEY ARE ADVIS-
ED BY EMINENT LAWYERS THAT DOUBTS MAY SERIOUS-
LY BE ENTERTAINED, THEY REFUSE TO ADOPT, AT THE
SUGGESTION OF MINISTERS, BUT AT THEIR OWN PER-
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SONAL PERIL, A CONSTRUCTION OF AN AcT oF Parvria-
MENT, QUESTIONABLE IN ITSELF, AND A CONSTRUCTION
AT ALL EVENTS INFORMALLY PRESCRIBED BY AN ILLE-
GAL ASSUMPTION OF JUDICIAL AUTHORITY? What right,
I will ask, has a Secretary, or even a Lord Chancellor,
whatever he may suggest or recommend, to DICTATE to
a Magistrate in the exercise of a jupiciaL pUTY, and
what, Sir, will be our situation, if Justices of the Peace
are to be rendered mere servile instruments of a totter~
ing Administration; put in, and turned out, according to
party prejudice or predominance—deprived of all discre-
tion or liberty of judging for themselves—if reluctant to
obey arbitrary and unauthorised commands militating
against the exercise of our dearest rights, liable to be re-
moved at once from their situations, and allowed to
hold them only for the opprEssion of the subject, not
for his proTECTION? Would Ministers DARE to remove,
from the commission of the peace, under similar circum-
stances, an ENGLiSH GENTLEMAN?

Into what a situation have the Irish Government brought
themselves and the ecountry! To use the expressions of a
departed orator, a bright ornament and the Marcellus of
Ireland, ¢* THEY HAVE SOWN DRAGONS TEETH "“UPON
THI ISLAND, AND MAY THEY NOT RISE UP IN ARMIES A-
GAINST THEM *.”

Many of your readers may conceive, that upon the
question of expediency I have already written enough;
and that any further endeavours to expose the folly of
their proceedings are superfluous. It appears to me
however important, that the matter should be more
fully (and as some possibly may think) more dispassion-
ately considered. I shall therefore proceed.

The long acquiescence of government in the legality

* Hussey Burgh.
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of Catholic Committees would in itself afford a strong ar=
gument against the measure under consideration; at least
it is of a nature to put Ministers upon proving by ‘elear
evidence the necessity of departing, on this occasiony from
the system hitherto adopted by their predecessors, and
even by themselves. Had the point of law beenvactually
in their favour, and such Committees, appointed under
a system of delegation, within the letter of the Conven-
tion Act, which I contend is obviously not the case, ne-
vertheless all moderate and reasonable men will be indu-
ced, I believe, to concur with me in thinking, that it
would be a grave question upon prineiples of sound poli-
cy, whether it would have been advisable, under the cir-
cumstances, to have noticed this imaginary violation of its
provisions. |

It is not in all cases, still less in the present, an answer
to a charge against Ministers, that their measures’ may
be warranted by the strict letter of the law. 'The con-
duct of a Statesman, in conducting the affairs of a great
empire, ought never to resemble the vigilance of the clerk
of indictments on ‘a circuit, or the astute and callid in-
vestigation into penal statutes of a’common informer.
The magistrates of Bow-street would inform the Prime
Minister that to visit every transgression is impossible,
notwithstanding the attempts of a society instituted osten-
sibly with that view, and under the protection and aus- .
pices of his distinguished and liberal support—they would
inform him further, that much practical benefit resuits,
sometimes, even from connivance at crimes and offenders.
The collectors of revenue will declare, and I believe have
often represented in strong terms, the inconvenicnces,
and in some cases the impossibility of rigid exaction; and
the Protestant nobility and gentry of Ireland will not
thank the Minister for endangering by the late measure,
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and by this strict attention to the LAw, the PEACE of the
country.

There is a saying among lawyers summum jus summa in-

Juria—there exists a political as well as a legal EQuITY;—
and there are many cases in which an attempt to main-
ain a law, by an actual enforcement of its provisions, will
create in the execution of the enactment more serious evils
than the breach of it, and may ultimately endanger the
law itself. There are, moreover, laws originally esta-
blished, or subsequently continued, merely in terrorem ;
which even legislators do not conceive practicable, but
which they nevertheless enact or continue, satisfied if they
confine or regulate by intimidation the measures of those,
whom wholly to counteract they know to be impossible.

The Irish Convention Act has always appeared to me
to fall within the latter description of enactments. The
persons by whom it was penned never had any other
object, than that which I have described. It would be a
bad compliment to their understandings to suppose that
they entertained ulterior views of actual enforcement in
the framing of an Act, which if ever brought before an
established Court of Judicature (the only legitimate and
constitutional tribunal euthorised to expound Acts of Par-
liament ), must perplex Judges more than the most con-
fused and unintelligible will ever penned by the most ex-
traordinary or inept individual ; and the declarations of
persons in.the eonfidence of government at the time, as
well as the Parliamentary history of the statute (as far as I
can depend upon my recollection of what I have read,
having no apportunity of referring to the debates) evince
the accuracy of this supposition. They denied that its
principle had any retrospect—they dared not, nor would
thev have been able to deprive the subject of the right of
_pet;tioning; they made up a mixture consisting partly of
common law, partly of statutory provision, but (what is
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peculiarly important to the present discussion) they gave
the Catholics *, who were alarmed, DPISTINCTLY TO UN-
DERSTAND, that what they proposed had no reference to
their own late convention, or to ANY FUTURE PROCEED=
INGS ON THEIR BEHALF IN PETITIONING PARLIAMENT,
and by such an assurance induced that body, against
whom it is now attempted to be turned, to ABSTAIN FROM
ANY OPPOSITION TOo THE MEASURE! |—In a former Letter,
and in arguing the question of Law, it will be recollected,
that I declared I would abstain from any arguments not
STRICTLY JUDICIAL, I therefore postponed the state-
ment of this important fact, until I came to consider the
question of expediency. In what a light does this fact
exhibit the conduct adopted by the present Ministers? as
violating plighted faith and the most solemn assurances
on the part of those, by whose engagements, according to
the accustomed course of official proceeding, they must
be deemed to be themselves bound, and of which they
must be supposed to be informed!!!

Such has been the view in which I have always con-
templated the Convention Act, and satisfied not only
with the positive assurance of Government, but with the
language of the Act itself, I should not merely have re-
mained indifferent to the continuation of it upon the sta~
tute-book, but I should not have concurred in any en-
deavours to obtain its repeal, as I never conceived it pos-
sible, that by the Executive Government it would ever
have been thus abused. Observe, Sir, the conduct of the
leading Catholics in this respect, and their steady adher-
ence to their own engagements with Government. They
have never complained of the Act; they have never peti-
tioned for ifs repeal; and in all their proceedings when
it has been thought necessary to have recourse to the ge-

* It is now admitted in the Letters of Marcus in defence of Minix
#ers. Vide also the Jetter of Mr. Lidwell,
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neral body of their persuasion, they have always endea~
voured to inculeate respect for that enactment. The
proceedings, however, of Ministers on the present oceca-
sion render the eontinuance of the Act no longer pos-
s1BLE; and it is no small inculpation of their conduct that
they have contrived to render those persons most inimical
to them, who were most disposed to excuse the system.
on which they have acted in the government of Ireland,
to palliate their errors, and to lend them even assistance
in the management of that kingdom! They would not,
however, advise with Catholics whose principles were
known, whose anxiety to conciliate differences was con-
spicuous, to whom they might safely have communicated
any apprehension or uneasiness, and from whom they
would have learnt information upon former arrangements
and stipulations. They have determined to act entirely
by themselves, and if #key have acquired by any accident,
any knowledge of opinions privately entertained by individu-
als among the Catholics upon the propriety of acknowledging
Catholic Committees on the part of Administration, or of
sanetioning a system.of representation by delegation from
that body, they have misconcervedi them totally—they have
misapplied the preseription—aud they have adopted it with-
otut consulting the physician from whom it proceeded.
What can be a more striking proof that they have been
totally wanting in ordinary dexterity, than the fact that
they have ¢ompelled a nobleman, distinguished on all
occasions by the moderation of his conduct and senti-
ments, by his anxiety to mediate beween government
and the mass of Irish population, and who, enjoying
neither salary nor pension, nor place, nor public em!)loy-
ment, during a series of years, in the most stormy times,
and in situations of great personal peril, has made
the most infportant sacrifices upon principles truly pa-
triotic of health, repose, popularity and fortune (the
¥
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reader will see at once, that I allude to the Earl of Fin-
gall), to call a meeting of his extensive and opulent
countv, in vindication of his own insulted honour pub-
licly branded by this proclamation; in defence of his
own personal rights and liberty, as well as those of the
body, in which he holds such exalted rank and well de-
served consideration >—To such Ministers, who have
brought the most delicate question to such an extremity
it is impossible that the affairs of the Empire can be al-
lowed to be any longer entrusted. They may linger in
office, but THEIR ADMINISTRATION IS AL-
READY DISSOLVED. X

- Tt has indeed, long been the baseless fabric of a vision,
gradually disappearing, and which now must soon vanish,
leaving not a reck behind. Unhappily for themselves,
still more unfortunately for the country, there is no in-
dividual of leading importance in the Cabinet, whose
mind was ever directed, until lately, to the consideration
of Irish affairs. None who was privy to the ideas of
Mr. Pitt upon this subject, and who was admitted to
his confidence upon points, on which it was necessary
for him to observe a conduct of profound mystery even
towards those, with whom he was in other respects cor-
dial. They have lost or dismissed not only their col-
leagues, but even their under secretaries, scribes, and
clerks, all who were in the least accustomed to the
ordinary routine of Irish business. Their sole aid pro-
ceeds from Mr. W, Pole, assisted, as it should seem,
by the lnminous discernment, and calm impartial de-
liberations of the Right Hon. Dr. P. Duigenan; and
thus they appear to have taken for their sole advisers in
the management of Ireland, two of the persons who
have rendered themselves most obnoxious to the Irish
nation, making the one a Privy Counsellor, upon as-
surance formally delivered which since has been as pub-~
licly violated, and conferring on the other, upon a prin-
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@iple highly objectionable, an additional office at a moment
when his recent conduct was in a manner condemned by
themselves at home, and in Ireland generally and loudly
reprobated. At such a moment, and under the preva-
lence of such an impression, in Ireland, they have not on-
ly continued this gentleman in the superintendance of
Irish Police as'Secretary of that kingdom, but they have
invested him with the administration of Irish Iinances
as Chancellor of the Exchequer, and to prepare the people
of Ireland for a more cheartul contribution to the exigen-
cies of the state, they leave to a person, whom they accuse
of wantonly attacking their most valuable and constitu-
tional R1GHTS and: LIBERTIES, the charge of devising plans
for their future Taxarron ! | |—Is #kis the mode to govern
such a country as Ireland, to remove prejudices, and to
complete the union of the two kingdoms? Do Ministers
know, or have they borne in mind that the articles of that
measure are to be revised at the expiration of twenty years,
of which half are nearly alrealy elapsed? and do they
recollect the proceedings during the last year of the
Prorestant CorroraTiON OoF DuBLIN?

But what are we to expect? It is not so much the fault
personally of Ministers, whom I am ready to believe, and
some of whom I know to be upright, honourable, and
conscientious men—it arises from the circumstances of
their situation, and from their ignorance of Ireland, of
its temper, habits, progress in civilization—of  its history
since the ecommencement of the American war, but more
particularly. since the epoch of the French Revolution
and of the Union. Let their situation be considered:
Marquis Wellesley I put entirely out of the question.
The part which he takes in the proceedings of Admini-
stration is unknown, and mysterious. He never opens
his lips in Parliament to sanction or defend the measures
of his colleagues, except in what relates to his own pai=

E 2
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ticular department, and the public hardly recoliect that-
his Lordship is in office. Although possessed of proper-
ty in Ireland, he has never resided in that kingdom.
'The ideas which he may entertain of Ireland are these of
an Irish Protestant of former days; during the last twen-
ty years they have undergone a total change ; and he has
been more accustomed to the arbitrary sway of an. Asra-
- w1c EmpEROR than to the government of a I'rex Coux-
TRY:—neither his Lordship nor the Earl of Liverpool are
lawyers, and Lord Mulgrave, as the friend-of Mr. Pitt,
has differed always from his colleagues in his language
respecting the Catholics of Ireland.—~Lord Eldon did
not appear, during the last Session, cordially to approve
the measures of the Irish government. Mr. Yorke, as
the brother of Lord Hardwicke, cannot approve of them,
and they must be strongly condemned by Viscount Mel-
ville*.  The public will look, under such circumstan-
ces, to the First Lord of the Treasury and to the Secre=
tary of State for the JHome Department, his attached
friend, from the nature of their attainments and of their
official situations, as the leading Members of the Cabix
net at home, upon questions regarding the Administra-
tion of Ireland, and the enforcement of this Act of
Parliament. .
What has qualified these very honourable, and in ma-
ny respects intelligent gentlemen, for this peculiar and
arduous task? Independently of a general indisposition

¥ The late Lord Melville avas duping the whole course of his pelitical
career the most decided advocate of the Irish Catholics. ‘The part tak-
en by+his T6tdship to reconcile his Majesty to ‘Catholic emancipation is
well known. He also protected, in a special manner, the Catholic clergy
of Scotland. It is impossible that his successor should think differently
from his deceased father on this subject; or that the interest of which he
‘may-be supposed to have the care, should support Ministers any longei‘

in an opposition to the cause of Treland, which s equally the cause of
Seotland, . -
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w the minds of Englishmen, in other points inquisitive
and well informed, to concern themselves about the
stage and condition of Ireland, there existed no motive
with them, at the commencement of their career in life,
to give any attention to its affairs. Ireland had at that
time a separate Parliament, a separate Establishment,
separate Ministers, and the politics of Ireland were only
of local interest. At the period when the Irish Conven-
tion Act was enacted, the present Premier was a junior
Barrister, occupied with the Crown Circuit companion
at the Assizes, and in London with the law touching
the embezzlement of naval stores, as Counsel to the Ad-
miralty—ithe present Chancellor of Ireland was a senior
of great respectability leading the Premier upon the
same Circuit, and the present Secretary of the Home
Department was principally employed in arguing cases
apon the Poor Laws at the Quarter Sessions of the
Peace for the counties of Worcester and Stafford. These
circumstances are not stated with any idea of ridicule or
persiflage, still less of reproach.  Multi probi & boni homi-
nes idem fecerunt, and the English bar could not produce
three gentlemen mere amiable in their dispositions, more
urbane and polished in their manners, more strictly hon-
ourable and correct in their professional deportment, more
© justly esteemed in their law clubs and societies. They
were entitled also, from their attainments and assiduity, to
a greater share of employment in their profession, than it
was their lot ever to enjoy. They had however enough
not only to attract but to confine their attention solely to
their professional pursuits, which might occasionally ex-
tend to questions of Parliamentary form, to points of order,
and ﬁﬁon legal subjcets, or those strictly domestic, to
a speech in the House of Commons. To the support of
Government in the career of their profession they had
Claims, from their attendance and votes in Parliament, as
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well as from their birth and connections—to some of its:
honours they might with encreasing practice aspire—but
at that point there seemed to be fixed a ne plus ulira.
To become Ministers of State, and to attain the direction
of public affairs, especially in matters relative to Ireland,
must have exceeded, at that period, the bounds of their
most sanguine expectation, perhaps even of their proudest
ambition. Their patron Mr Pitt was in the prime of
life, leagued at that time with many distinguished states-
men, many of whom are still alive; and he was sur-
rounded by a numerous suite of political disciples, whom
he sought to train for the conduct hereafter of public af-
fairs, not by the drudgery which is necessary in the
practice of the law, but by early initiation into the offices,
and into the mysteries also of the State. Their own sta-
tions were fixed by the Commander in Chief; and the
Opposition contained a number of competitors for power,
men of very splendid and conspicuous talents. 'They had,
under such circumstances, no inducement whatever to
study or concern themselves about the affairs or govern-
ment of Ireland.

It is not necessary to dwell upon the circumstances
which have placed these Gentlemen, for whom the writer
of these pages entertains personally a very sincere and
unfeigned respect, suddenly and unexpectedly at the
head of Irish affairs. Their elevation has arisen from
the unfortunate alienation, which upon the first meeting
of the Imperial Parliament arose, and has since con-
tinued, between the Sovereign and all public men of
distinguished ability. I will only observe, that no great-
er misfortune can attend persons than to be placed sud-
denly, at a middle period of life, with notions either er-
roneously or imperfectly conceived, in situations of great
exaltatlon, but at the same time of great emba.nassment,
Tor which theu' minds have not been previously prepared.
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It requires the youth and genius of a Pitt or Bonaparte,
en such occasions to succeed; and this attempt to en-
force the Irish Convention Act, contrary to the views of
those by whom it was [framed, and in wviolation of the
assurances by which it was accompanied, exhibits a me-
lancholy failure in the present Cabinet.

Had they ever read coolly and dispassionately the His-
tory of Ireland, during the last thirty years, nnt as Par-
tisans but as Statesmen—had they reflected on the state
of that country, not as religionists, but as politicians—
had they cultivated the science of jurisprudence, not
merely as pleaders or draughtsmen in the details of a li-
mited' and local system, but upon the broad and compre-
hensive principles of philosophy and of legislation—what-
ever compliance or deference they might have shewn to
impressions, in quarters where they might consider them-
selves not merely interested, but possibly bound from a
coincidence of opinion, to yield implicit obedience—what-
ever might be the general system of their administra-
tion, as connected with the Catholic Question, and ori-
ginating from causes sufficiently obvious—at such a pe-
riod as the present, when those causes might be said al-
together to have ceased—when a general spirit of disquie-
tude upon the subject of toleration pervaded England,
and a sentiment of disappointment and of dissatisfaction
at the Union was becoming prevalent in Ireland—when
it might be proper to strengthen the arm of Government,
and to reserve its power unimpaired for any exigency
which might occur—they would never have adopted,
precipitately and prematurely, a proceeding calcalated
only to increase existing discontent, to lessen the re-
speet of Government, and to display, by thcir own acts,
their total impotency. Had they been long familiar
with and practised in the art of Government, even if
they had apprehended danger from the meeting of a Ca-
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fholic Committec (for which imagination T will pledge
myself to prove there existed no foundation whatever),
they would have reserved their artillery for near ap-
proach—they would not have wasted their ammunition in
random shots, more injurious to their friends than to
their foes—and they would never, by such an injudici-
ous sally as that which they have made, have exposed
the weakness of their citadel, and shewn that its defences
are absolutely untenable. They would have known, if
they had ever learnt how to appreciate and to calculate
the power of public opinion, that deprived of that sup-
port all laws are vain—and that a piece of parchment is
always a feeble barrier against its declared will. They
would have been sensible that the Convention Act was a
statute which, under the cireumstances, was incapable of
being actually enforced—and in itself as ineffectual for
the purposes of real protection against a formidable at-
tack, as the Tower of Londen; however useful, as the
semblance of a fortification, to intimidate the rabble,
The present Ministers, however governing by abstract
theories, and mistaking temerity for energy, and preci-
pitancy for decision, have by one fatal rash proceed-
ing thought proper to disclose the important secret, hi-
therto well concealed, that the walls of this fortification
are merely of paper—that it is only a tower of cards,
which a breath may destroy—at all events, that it cag,
annoy the people of Ireland, only by a discharge of air-
guns from its ramparts. Such is the lesson which, in
their wisdom, they have given to the Irish nation, and of
which it may be fortunate if they be not disposed to avail
themselves, under the guidance of factious men, with that
quickness by which, as a nation, they are so peculiarly
distinguished. ,
I remain, &e.

HIBERN-ANGLUS.

28th August, 1811,

P —
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LETTER .

REVIEW OF THE FORMER LETTERS, AND A STATEMENT
OF THE PRINCIPLE ON WHICH THE QUESTION IS TO
BE CONSIDERED, AS BETWEEN THE MINISTERS AND
THE CATHOLICS.

Sir,

In the preceding Letters T have considered the
expediency of the measures adopted by the Irish Govern-
ment, upon the broad grounds of general policy. I shall
now proceed to discuss the question as connected with the
conduct of the Catholics, and with reference to the cir-
cumstances under which Ministers have resorted to a pro-
ceeding so violent in itself, and as it appears to me, so con-
trary in its form to the FUNDAMENTAL PRINCIPLES OF THE
Bririsa Coxsrrrurion. It may, however, be advisable,
in order to facilitate a correct understanding of the dis-
cussion in which I thus propose to engage, to pause dur-
ing a moment, and to review some of the points, which I
have already urged, and perhaps have satisfactorily
established; but from which, in the preceding Letter,
the mind of the reader may possibly have been with-
drawn.

Whatever controversy these Letters may have excited,
should they have engaged at all the attention of the pub-
lic, amd however disposed many may feel to contest the.
positions which they contain, I am satisfied that Mini-

; will not have found an advocate inclined to support
'ﬁate Proclamation, against the objections which I have
N G :
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urged in point of rorm, by any attempt at legal argu-
mentation. I know that it cannot in this respect be de-
fended; and the charge against Ministers, of departing
from a due course of constitutional proceeding, ought
never to be abandoned. I am, Sir, of all men, per-
haps, the least disposed upon any trifling occasion to
sound an alarm, or to join in any tumultuous and often
senseless cry, excited frequently from factious motives,
upon the invasion of public rights; but if in a conjunc-
ture like the present, when Ministers have attempted,
under colowr of Royal prerogative, and of an authority
invested in this respect with no lawful jurisdiction, to
FORCE upon the MAGISTRACY OF A WHOLE KINGDOM, in
the oppression of four millions of his Majesty’s subjects,
4 CONSTRUCTION HIGHLY PENAL AND PALPABLY ERRONE-
OUS OF AN AcT OF PARLIAMENT; and when by an endea-
vour to deprive the subject of a right expressly secured
by the statutes of the realm, they have assumed a power
NOT ONLY OF DISPENSING WITH, but of DEFEATING THE
MOST SOLEMN and SACRED ENACTMENTS OF THE LEGIS-
LATURE—Iif on such an occasion the people of England
allow themselves to be indifferent and supine—-if they do
not LOUDLY REMONSTRATE-—the constitutional liberties of
Englishmen will be of short continuance. The slightest-
7eal encroachment upon the right of the subject, ought
always to be noticed—never, except in a case of una~
voidable necessity, to be endured, still less protected - or
approved. It may be truly said, Sir, of this Proclama-
tion, and of the arbitrary jurisdiction which it assumes,
SENTENTIA A NOSTRA REPUBLICA ALIFNA VIDETUR: and
may it mot prove in the hands of those to whom the ad-
ministration of the Government is confided, or, to use
the language of the same admirable author, wbi imperium

~ad non idoneos et indignos tramsfertur—MAGNE INITIUM



51

Independently of the objections that I have advanced
against the form of this paper, of which an Hon. Baronet,
with whose opinions, h.wever, I have in general the
misfortune to disagree, would perhaps predicate that it is
‘¢ a thing,” and which I have no hesitation in denominat-
ing (as I believe I have already described it), a novel judg-
ment of a novel tribunal, 1 venture to flatter mysélf, that
by juridical and incontrovertible arguments I have prov-
ed it to have proceeded upon a MISCONCEPTION OF THE
raw, and that to the assembly proposed to be convened
agreeably to the Resolutions set forth in the Proclama-
tion, the provisions of the Convention Act po NoT AppLY.

The whole question, as between the Gavernment and the
Catholics of Ireland, appears to me to turn upon this point.
As between these parties, if the law were in favour of Go-
vernment, cadit guestio, although I should contend that
there would still remain a point to be settled between ;-
nusters and the British public respecting this proceeding,
upon other grounds.

The expediency and political propriety of the Assem-
bly, or Committee, or Convention (for the name by which
it is denominated is immaterial), proposed by the Catho-
lics, will be considered in a subsequent Letter. Whatever
may be thought of the prudence manifested by them in
their present proceedings (a question solely for their own
consideration, and on which, until they choose to consult
and to be guided by others, they solely are authorised, as
any other bedy, to determine for themselves), if what they
propose be not only NOT PROHIBITED, BUT EXPRESSLY
WARRANTED BY LAW, what Minister has a right to inter-
fere with their conduct, still less to prescribe to them the
course which they shall pursue? What right especially
has that -Government, which professes to stand upon
the principle of opposing all Surther concession to the Ca-

tholics of Ireland, and which has declared its objections to
G 2

3 i -
¥ 7




52

be applicable to all times and circumstances, and to be ine
manner perpetual—what right has suca A GovErNMENT,
either through its official acts to command.of them obedi-
ence to unwarrantable mandates, and to its own extrava-
gant and perverted conceptions of the law, or through the
scribes and hirelings of its press, in the language of low
abuse and disgusting scurrility, to extort a compliance
with its desires, or an abject submission to its own opin-
ons? What, many will ask, are the pretensions of the
present Ministers to call upon any class among the Catho-
lics for confidence, or forbearance in the prosecution of
their claims? or, in the course of any proccedings which
they may think proper to adopt, to abstain from the ex-
ercise of any right to which they may be by law entitled ?
It should seem an excess of political arrogance which could
lead a Government, that has placed itself in such a state
of alienation with the Catholic body, to dictate to them
a dereliction of their lawful privileges and immunities;
and what is to be thought of that presumptuous conceit
which could in any imagination sustain the delusive idea
that the Catholics of Ireland would be disposed to defer
to its advice and representations, or that a numerous, o-
pulent, powerful, and insulted body, would submit with
patient acquiescence to an intrusive unauthorised inter-
ference, in the management of its concerns?

Let the question be put to himself by any British read-
er, and let it be asked of British feeling and of British spi-
rit, whether if Mimnisters were to act in the same manner
as in Ireland towards any body of Englishmen, com-
manding them by an illegal form of proclamation to ah-
stain from an undoubted and acknowledged constitutional
right, confirmed by the very statute under which it might
be sought to check their proeceedings, they would not feel
at once, by such injudicious and unwarranted opposition,
the more determined strenuously to persist in the fullest
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extent of the liberty allowed by law, and even to its ut-
most verge? In what book have Ministers learnt the
British constitution, and in what society have they endea-
voured to study the character and passions of men?

Mr. Fox, on a well-known and very memorable occa-
sion, analogous in some respects to the present, (on
which however, although agreeing in the abstract senti-
ment which he had delivered, I should have differed as
to its application) when a vain attempt was clamorously
made to intimidate the intrepid mind, by which that great
orator was so conspicuously distinguished, pointedly ob-
served, that ¢¢ stromg measures required strong words;”
and he boldly repeated the words which he had used. Per-
haps strong language has been adopted in these Letters;
but I trust 1 have put the question truly in the point of
view in which it ought to be contemplated. I am anxious
that the people of Great Britain, for the consideration of
whom these Letters are written, should not be abused,
but that they should be enabled to form, with that good
sense by which they are characterised, an accurate, fair,
and impartial opinion upon the controversy which the
Government of Ireland, by its own acts, and, I will add,
of its own seeking, has so unhappily excited.

We never shall be able to form accurate opinions upon
this subject, unless we are careful to establish fixed and
certain principles, by which we may securely guide our
judgments, As between the Irish Government and the
Irish Catholics the question, as raised by the Proclama-
tion, is one not of prudence, nor of policy, nor of mu-~
tual concession, but of coxsTiTUTIONAL RIGHT, and as
such it cannot be compromised. What is in the Catho-
lic2 the legal right of acting.—What is in the Govern-
ment >—the legal right of prevention. The Catholic has
‘the right of domfr all that the law permits; the Govern-
ment has the right of preventing only what the law pro-
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hibits; and all jurists agree, that where a Govermment
shall clearly exceed its authority, there accrues to the sub-
_ ject aggrieved a right sacred to liberty, but dreadful to
philanthropy, the ricHT, or as some even have termed
the fatal consequence, the pury of rEsistance! What
is the state of things as they actually exist in Ireland? The
Government has chosen suddenly to issue its prohibitions,
expressed in the most absolute and imperious terms—the
Catholics persist in what they hold to be their lawful right,
and in opposition to what they conceive to be an usure-
ATION of AUTHORITY IN THE EXECUTIVE GOVERNMENT—
and the ProTesTaNT INTEREST of Iveland springs forward
with alacrity, in numerous assemblies held throughout
the country of proprietors and landholders, to support
the Catholics in their resistance, and by the protection of
the law to shelter them against any attempt on the part of
the executive Government or of its éreatures, at illegal
violence. 'What Government can it be possible to conti-
nue, which has brought the affairs of Ireland to such a
dreadful extremity! How serious is the issue which the
present Government of Ireland has thus joined with the
majority of Irish population! How awful is the litigation
which it has sought itself spontaneously to institute! How
tremendous may prove the result of this dire contest, and
what important interests it has involved !

Does there exist a lawyer who, upon a due and un-
biassed consideratiou of the Convention Act and of the
Prociamation, entertains now even a doubt upon the er-
ror committed by the Irish Government, in the con-
struction_which they have given to the law upon the
face of that informal and unfortunate instrument? The
most eminent members of the Irish bar, men experi-
enced, disinterested, and dispassionate, consulted, not.
by Catholics for the purposes of party, but by Protest-
ants for the government of their conduct, have not
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hesitated, in formal, solemn, and professional opinions;
pointédly to dissent from the legal doctrines advanced
by the executive government, and to caution magistrates
against a compliance with the requisitions contained in
the Proclamation !!! Is it indeed impossible for any
Juridical mind, upon any received principle of legal con-
struction, to apply to a meeting, convened as appears
by the Proclamation itself solely for the purpose of
actually petitioning both Houses of Parliament, the
provisions of a statute the #itle, the preamble, the body,
the ‘ enacting part of which all relate solely, and are
confined in express terms to assemblies held under
pretence of petition, with a clause confirming in the
most decided language what the statute itself denomi-
nates the undoubted right of the subject, that of actual
petition, on any occasion, for the redress of grievances?
Upon such a question there is little difficulty in anticipat-
ing, notwithstanding any hasty act of commitment by a
Chief Justice, what must eventually prove the decision of
a CONSTITUTIONAL TRIBUNAL upon a TRIAL AT BAR,
and at the same time the signal defeat and indelible dis-
grace of Administration *, The victory will be with the
subject, but dearly will it be bought—with the loss of ho-
nour in the Government, and the diminution of its re-

® The writer of this letter was not mistaken in this expectation. The
Chief Justice baving granted a warrant, (to the language of wbhich, bow=
ever, the Crown did not think it proper, in preparing the indictment, to
adbere) having declined hearing counsel upon the question of commit-
ment under that wrrant—having thus expressed by this act, previously
to the late trial, such a decided predetermination—the Catholic delegates
have brought actions in otber courts, where tbey intend to try the point
of law. A ciwil proceeding allows the means of appeal to a superior tri-
bunal; and it may be said that even the opinions delivered by the other
Judges of the King’s Bench are by those actions brought virtually under
an ‘appeal ; as the question, as to the validity ¢f the warrant, and as te
the Jegality of the acts charged agaiust the delegates, is the same.

P I T G TR Em——— .
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spect in the eyes of the people which, as 1 shall endeavaur -

to prove in my next Letter, has been wantonly and un-
necessarily exposed, through the infatuation of these by
whom it ought to have been, upon every principle of
sound policy, most. sedulously maintained.
I remain, &e.
HIBERN-ANGLUS.
Sept. 1, 1811.

In addition to other opinions the fellowing has been published as one of
Sir A. Piggot.

Case.—Do you conceive it illegal under the Convention Act to assem-
ble and appoint delegates fona fide, to prepare a petition to the King or to
Parliament, or publish notices of such elections, or to act bona fide, in the
character of delegates for such purposes, and such purposes only? Or do
you consider the provisions of the act as levelled only against assemblies
assembled under the pretence of petitioning, but really and in fact havs
ing other objects in contemplation, er what kind of delegated assemblieg
are rendered illegal by the said act ?

OriNroN.—Framed as the Convention Act is, I amnot much surprised
that difficulties should arise, and differences of opinion should prevail as to
the construction of it: but after the most deliberate consideration which I have
been able to give to the act,I do not conceive it to be illegal te assemble and
appoint delegates bona fide, to prepare, &c. (in the words of the Case) and
T consider the provisions of the act to be directed against persons as-
sembled in meetings, but for the prosecution or accomplishment of some
other purpose or object, under the prefence of petitioning.

If a criminal indictment or information should be preferred or exhibited
against the five, or any of the five Gentlemen who were arrested, I con-
ceive that in order to maintain and procure a conviction on such indicte
ment or information, it will be necessary to shew that the delegates wers
elected, or did not meet, for the sole and actual purpose of preparing a pe=
tition or petitions, but under the pretence of doing so for some other pur-
pose, AND THIS WHICH CONSTITUTES THE OFFENCE ought to be
shown by saTisFACTORY EVIDENCE.

Quervy.—Is there any thing in the common law or the statute law, in-
dependent of the act in question, by which it is criminal to elect delegates
to do acts which may be lawfully done by the persons electing such dele-
gates, or by which the otherwise innocent acts of such delegates would-
become criminal by being performed in the delegated character ?

ANsWER.—I am not apprised of any such thing in the common or sta.
tute law. '
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LETTER VI.

QPINIONS OF THE AUTHOR UPON FORMER PROCEED-
INGS OF THE CATHOLICS.

Sig,

By some of your readers I possibly may be
thought in the preceding strictures to have been too se-
vere; by others, perhaps, I shall be considered in the
sequel as deficient in spirit, and even hitherto too gen-

tle in my reprobation of the Ivish Government.
Sunt quibus in satyra videar nimis acer et ultra
I.egem tendere opus; sine nervis altera quicquid
Composui pars esse putat. '

With the former class, T must urge in my defence the
manifest illegality of the proeeeding, by which these Let-
ters have been occasioned—the provocation which it has
given to a numerous and respectable class of his Majesty’s
subjects—its tendency to disturb the peace of Ireland—
and all the mischievous effects which must ensue, if the
conduct of Ministers should pass without animadversion
on the part of the British nation. 'When Ministers have
shewn themselves capable of resorting to suck expedients
in order to deprive the subject of a constitutional right,
to prevent the exercise of a lawful privilege, and to
drown the voice of Ireland in her representations to the Im-
perial Parliament—when the acts of men in power tend
thusto rend asunder and disunite the Empire, in a mo-
ment when its utmost energies are required in one com-
rt'min‘ééuse of common preservation—it is not easy to ab-
stain fram the expression of strong indignation.  Idic mi-
H
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hi quisquam misericordiam nominet? Under such circum-
stances to bemild in reprehension, is impossible; to be
lenient would be almost criminal,

It the feclings of Ministers and their friends be hurt at
any language of asperity which may have escaped my pen,
should indeed these Letters have attracted in any respect
their notice, let them reflect on-those of the many noble
and honourable gentlemen, whom in a formal official in-
strument they have aspersed and stigmatised, not only
throughout the Empire, but throughout Europe, as per-
sons disaffected and disloyal; an assembly of whom,
convened for' the lawful purposes of petitioning Parlia-
ment they have ventured to denounce as necessarily in
itself ENDANGERING THE PEACE AND TRANQUILLITY OF
THE STATE ! The conduct, indeed, of the ProrestanT
Nosivrry anp GENTRY 0¥ IRELAND on this occasion,
has been sufficient to shew both to Ministers and to the
British nation how unfounded is such an allegation—
how narrowly confined the knowledge of Government re-
specting the real state of their country, and how incap-
able are the present Administration of directing its affairs.
The fact, however, that such injurious representations
have been conveyed by Ministers through their late Pro-
clamation will not be disputed ; and the right of vindi-
cation and retort, on the behalf of the persons thus seri-
ously aggrieved, cannot in fairness be denied. As far,
therefore, as the personal feelings of Ministers may be
concerned, I shall only remark in the language of an
author, whose celebrity will endure so long as literature
and liberty shall in Ingland continue to be esteemed,
¢ JF THEIR BED BE A BED OF TORTURE, THEY HAVE
¢‘ MADE IT FOR THEMSELVES.”

To the second class of your readers it will be sufficient
for me to observe, that the object of these Letters has
not been to promote the views of faction, if any exist
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eonnected with this question—to gratify any spirit of
personal resentment—or to court favour with individuals

or any body of men. I have sought only to defend the’

constitutional liberty of the subject against what has ap-
peared to me an unjustifiable aggression on the part of
Ministers, to rescue the majority of the Irish nation
from misrepresentation and oppression, and to promote
the salvation of the Empire from the fatal consequences
which, and it will plainly be foreseen, must inevitably re-
sult, from the continuance in office of an Administration
that has thus abused, and has lost for ever all claim to
confidence and respect from the PropLE 0F IRELAND,

With these observations 1 might terminate this series
of Letters. I am induced, however, to continue them,
having pledged myself to prove, that there existed no ne-
cessity for the conduct adopted by the Irish Government
on this occasion; and because many of your readers may
wish that this particular question should be duly and mi-
nutely investigated. Having adverted also to the opinions
which I hold respecting the conduct on former occa-
sions of the Irish Catholics, 1 am anxious to evince the
sincerity which I professed in my first Letter upon this
subject.’

I have, therefore, no difficulty in stating, that no one
has been more prone than the individual by whom you
are addressed, to blame on many occasions the proceed-
ings of former aggregate Meetings, as they are called,
of the Catholics, and even of former Catholic Commit-
tees—to censure the language frequently used by indivi-
dualsiin the course of their deliberation—and to lament
the injury which they have sometimes done to their best

interests. They have not known how to ascertain, pose

sibly from a high although mistaken sense of pride
they have not sufficiently cared to appreciate, upon what
H 2



60

they regard as an Irisu not an ExcLisi question, the
temper and feclings of the people of England; by the
inclination of whom, however, {rom their consequence
in the scale, and preponderance in the return of Mem-
bers to Parliament, an administration of whomseever
composed will generally be induced, and frequently com-
pelled to regulate its proceedings. They have been dis-
posed to raise questions and points of etiguette, if I may
so express myself, unnecessarily, and with prejudice to
the reception of their claims on this side of the channel.
Their conduct towards many of their best friends I do
not approve, especially towards Lord Grenville, a noble-
man whom I believe to be animated with the most sin-
cere desire of relieving the Catholies from their incapaci-
ties, and whom, upon the occasion to which I have al-
luded, I know to have been instigated only by the most
honourable motives, and by a wish materially to assist
those, from whom I do not think that his Lordship has
experienced a suitable return.  The system also, on which
they have been accustomed to proceed, has often appear-
ed to me objectionable in itself, and calculated to defeat
instead of promoting the success of their claims; since
their resolutions and instructions have flequently pre-
cluded the possibility of treating upon many occasions
with Government, and have created, perhaps, impedi-
ments to a satisfactory arrangement, which possibly to a
certain extent might otherwise have been already ac-
complished.

I will further admit, that a representative system in
Ireland is not altogether desirable, and exceptwhen ne-
cessary, it should not perhaps be encouraged.—As a Mi-
nister I should not have been inclined ZAeretofire to have
acknowledged by any formal act the existence of a Ca-
tholic Committee; nor would I have treated with their
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delegates but as individuals*. To my mind it has al-
ways appeared desirable, that the relief of the Irish Ca-
tholics from the remaining disabilities, which although
few concern the whole community, and are of general not
partial interest (as what is passing in Ireland sufficiently
demonstrates), should proceed spontaneously on the part
of Government, independently of any petitions on their
part, but in co-operation with those individuals among
the Catholic Body distinguished by their rank and at-
tainments, as persons rendering Government assistance
in a matter arduous and delicate, not as AMBASSADORS
or PLENTPOTENTIARIES, dictating the terms or settling
the conditions of a TrEATY.

As to the applications made heretofore by the Catholics
to the Legislature, on many occasions it has not appear-
ed to me advisable in them to have renewed, under the pe-
culiar circumstances of the question, repeated petitions. 1
am aware that many of the most loyal Catholics have
encouraged such applications from the purest motives, and
with a view to keep many from despondence, others per-
haps, from more violent proceedings; and I am persuaded
that no person, truly acquainted with the state and tem-
per of Ireland since the Union, will impute to these very
honourable personages as a fault, still less as an indeco-
rous and improper proceeding, the encouragement given
by them to the course of petitioning the Legislature.
But upon the policy of such renewed petitions, consider-
ed with reference to the state of things in England, I
have entertained considerable doubts. I am not certain
that repeated discussion, although successful in point of

* | would have endeavoured to maintain an ascendency in the Catholic
mobility, such as existed previously to 1791. The relief granted should
have appeared to have proceeded liberally from Government. The present
‘Ministers have created the necessity of a Committee by thewr ewn actsy
as will appear in subsequent Letters.
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argument, has always in effect promoted their cause; sirice
pressed at a time when relief through any legislative pro-
ceeding was for reasons sufficiently notorious impraeti-
cable, and when there prevailed an eager competition for
favour in a quarter where objections prevailed strong and
insurmountable, many serious inconveniences have en-
sued. - It has created a spirit of party hostile to: their
claims—it has indisposed a considerable portion of the
people of England—it prepared them for the ery which
was so successfully raised against the late Administration
—and whilst it strengthened their decided foes, it pledg-
ed many persons to an opposition, contrary in some to
the avowed convictions of their own minds, in others to
the inclination of their concealed wishes; and in most
without any consideration, feeling, or opinion upon the
subject; who would have supported, under other circum-
stances, with the same alacrity what they have hitherto
opposed, following merely the impulse of a courtly
tide—
Like little wanton boys
That swim on bladders.

These, Sir, have been—these continue to be my senti-
ments, retrospectively, upon the conduct of the Catholics
—and I have not hesitated candidly to avow them. The

“advocates of the present Ministers are at liberty to avail
themselves of any arguments which they may think such
concessions afford; but let them be cautious how they
attempt to turn the weapons against the hand, by which
they are thus offered,

‘Whatever may be my own impressions, or whatever
confidence or forbearance an Administration formed upon
principles friendly to the Catholics of Ireland, might here-
tofore have been entitled to have expected from that bo-
dy; on the other hand, an Administration which avows
itself hostile to all farther concession in their favour—
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which regrets the length to which concession tas already
proceeded—and which, although it does not yet venture
to tread back the steps of its predecessors, seems only to
desire an opportunity to gratify in that respect its secret
but ill concealed inclination—such an Administration,
upon the principles which I endeavoured to establish in
the preceding Letter, has no right to interfere with the
mode, in which the Catholics may think proper to con-
duct their affairs, provided they do not exceed the bounds
prescribed by law—and fortunately for: the liberty of the
subject the Constitution has not left the determination of
those bounds to the caprice, prejudices, or resentment of
any MiNISTER, but to the decision of known and estab-
lished T'RiBUNALS.

If a Minister shall have the imprudence to designate in
effect, and sometimes almost in express terms, the Catho-
lics of Ireland, forming the great body of Irish popula-
tion, as rebels in their hearts, however loyal in their pro-
fessions; persons hostile upon principle to the established
Constitation, and only disguising their views more effec-
tually to accomplish its destruction—if he shall not only
select, cherish, and abet individuals, but reward and ex-
alt them in proportion as they shall manifest a disposition
to revile the majority of the Irish nation and to outrage
their feelings—if he shall declare to three-fourths of the
people of Ireland, that they and their posterity must be for
ever debarred the possibility of attaining any exalted situ-
ation in the state, or from enjoying the full recompense
of honourable and industrious exertion—and if with the
view of securing their attachment to the Union and to a
connection with Grent Britain, he shall proclaim to them
that their exclusion from all considerable advancement, is
an IRREVOCABLE AND FUNDAMENTAL LAW
OF THE STATE, he has no right to be surprised if
he finds a class of persons thus calumniated and proscrib-
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ed not disposed to adopt his advice, to consult his ease,
or to promote his continuance in office. He cannot just-
ly complain if they indulge a spirit of acrimony, excited
solely by the rashness of his owN pDEPORTMENT, and the
country owes not to such Ministers any obligation, if the
Catholic population of Ireland, more enlightened than
those by whom they are opposed, still continue to respect
and venerate, what it is thus sought to vilify and pervert,

the COMPREHENSIVE AND SUBLIME PRINCIPLES OF THE
Brrrisu ConsTiTUTION,

I remain, &ec.

HIBERN-ANGLUS.

Sept. 12, 1811.



LETTER VIL

ON THE GROUNDS OF DEFENCE ON BEHALF OF
MINISTERS.

SIR,

I smALL now proceed to examine, what many may
be disposed to consider the most important point of the
controversy, whether there existed any necessity on the
part of the Irish Government for adopting the measures
to which it has resorted?

In objecting to the conduct of Ministers on this occa-~
sion, I might call upon their advocates, according to the
received rules of argument, to establish on their side a
prima facie case of necessity for the late Proclamation.
[ might require it to be conceded to me, that the lawful-
ness of the Assembly, proposed to be convened by the Ca-~
tholics of Ireland, is to be determined solely by the nature
and effect of the Resolutions recited in that instrument,
on which alone, and not upon any extrinsic matter or in=
formation, the Proclamation itself professes to proceed;
and as concerning the parties to those Resolutions, I
might contend that they are to be judged solely by their
conduet at the time when they were passed, and not by
their proceedings at any period antecedent. I might also
be thought authorised to protest against any infercnce to
be drawn from the proceedings of former Committees;

I
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and I am sufficiently acquainted with the rules of legal evi-
dence to know, that no Judge, upon the trial of any in-
dictment, would allow any such former proceedings te be
adverted to or proved by the Counsel on the part of the
Crown, as connected with the matter in issue *. I dis-
dain, however, all these advantages, and am willing to
meet the question upon the broadest grounds. - I have
only to regret my ignorance of the positions taken by Mi-
nisters, and of the manner in which they have thought
proper to rest their defence, or to express myself perhaps
more accurately, to justify their late indiscriminate and
injudicious attack upon the liberties of the Irish Catholics.

Do they rely solely upon what they conceive to be the
law of the case, considered with reference to the provi-
sions of the Convention Aet, or upon the conduct of the
Catholics? Is the question which they have raised one
which simply regards the construction of an Act of Par-
liament, a question purely legal, or is it a question of
fact regarding the motives by which the parties to the Re-
solutions recited in the Proclamation have been actuated ?
Do they propose to argue, that the proviso in the Con-
vention Act (excepting from the body of the Statute the
rights incidental to actual petition) is to be wholly disre-
garded; and that the mere meeting upon principles of de-
legation, although solely in the intention of petitioning
Parliament dona fide, is within that Act; and that the
words, ¢ under pretence” are to be read ¢ for the pur-
pose” of petitioning? Do they mean to contend for this
conversion of language, and of ideas, in a juridical expo-
sition of a Penal Statute? or do they conceive themselves
in a situation to prove, that the presentment of a peti-

* The only ground on which they could be adduced would be, that a con-
spiracy had been formed on a former occasion, and that the assembly was
proposed in furtherance of that conspiracy. The Resolution, however, is
of an aggregate meeting, not of a Committee, ‘
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tion on the part of the Catholics is a'mere colour or pre-
text for assembling a meeting, in fact convened for ulte-

rior and illegal purposes?

In common with all the Magistrates of Ireland, I am
compelled to put these questions; they for information, in
order to enable them thus to discharge the duties of their
station, and myself, in order to ascertain the grounds on
which I am to defend, at the same time, the Irish Ma-
gistracy and the great majority of the Irish Nation. All
have disregarded, disobeyed, and protested against the
Proclamation of the Irish Government.

From that Proclamation, or Indictment, to which I
have already compared this instrument in a former Letter,
I am at a loss what to infer. When I first read that pa-
per I was struck with its obscurity, with its deficiency
in legal precision, and with its incongruity in itself. I
was then at a loss, and I am still embarrassed, to con-
ceive the grounds on which it could have proceeded, even
in the minds of those by whom it has been prepared. It
is true that it charges the Resolutions of the Catholics to
be a direct violation of the Convention Act. The imper-
fection, however, of my-own understanding prevents my
ability to distinguish, in any case, between violations of law
as direct or incidental. Such a distinction I never met
with, in any treatise which I may have read upon public
or local jurisprudence. I can predicate of an Act, with
reference to its legal effect, “only that it is lawful or un-
Jawful: and as to the right of interference on the part
of the Exeeutive Government, I conceive it to be confin-
ed, exceptin a case of extreme and unforeseen emergen-
cy,. only to the suppression of what is absolutely and ma-
nifestly unlawful. If a statute be so expressed as not to
extend to a particular case, the law may be defective, and
an“alteration advisable; but the Execcutive Government
cannot proceed upon such a statute. If it attempt to sup-

12
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press the supposed mischief, it cannot found its operations
specially upon that law, which does not prescribe or af-
ford a remedy, still less upon a law, which almost in ex-
press terms allows the proceeding thought to be objec-
tionable. .

When I reflect, however, upon the verbosity of the
Proclamation which recites so minutely in many respects
the provisions of the Convention Act, and upon the charge
which it contains against the Resolutions of the Catholics
as amounting to a direct violation of that statute, I am
induced to suppase that it was dictated principally by an
opinion that those Resolutions, considered in themselves,
amounted to a breach of the Act; that the mode of pro-
ceeding adopted by the parties to those Resolutions con-
stituted an offence, independently of any evil or good in-
tention; and that the apprehensions of ¢ direct” danger
to the peace and tranquillity of the State are introduced,
merely to give a certain brilliancy or colouring to the ge-
neral effect of the performance—as a rhetorical flourish,
or as words of course; in the same manner as other in-
dictments of a less solemn nature usually conclude contra
pacem Domini Regis, against the peace of our Lord the
King, his Crown, and Dignity. ;

In this view of the case, I should be relieved, after
what I have already written and the general impression
of the public mind, from all further trouble in endea-
vouring to elucidate the cantroversy; and to many of
your readers it would be easy at once to account for the
mystery, which has accompanied the whole of this pro-
ceeding. They would say, that Ministers being obvious-
ly interested in preventing a Catholic Petition from be-
ing presented to the Legislature, at a moment when many
difficulties which had weighed with several hitherto op-
posed to any extension of concession had ceased; and in
& manner by which, THRoUuGH THE CONSTITUTION OF . A
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PUBLIC ORGAN, CAPABLE OF EXPRESSING AND OF ACTING,
ACCORDING TO THE GENERAL SENTIMENT PREVALENT
AMONG THE BODY OF THE CATHOLICS, A SATISFACTORY
ADJUSTMENT UNDER ANOTHER ADMINISTRATION MIGHT
MORE EASILY BE ACCOMPLISHED; they had racked their
imaginations to devise the means of impeding such an
arrangement. Habituated more to professional pursuits
than to the conduct of State Affairs, they had recourse
- to the Statute Book; and finding there, unexpectedly,
the Convention Act, flushed with the discovery of a Sta-
tute not extant in the Britlsh Code, they had allowed
party zeal to influence their legal discernment, and had
voted at once this Act to be a bar to any meeting of the
Catholics, in which the collective sense of that body
might be concentrated in the Managers of a petition to
Parliament, involving matters universally thought to be
of very complicated and difficult arrangement.

It has been a frequent observation among professional
persons, that the united subscriptions of many lawyers
to an opinion are often calculated to induce error; and
Gentlemen will sometimes, in consultations, concur with
others in acceding to opinions, which singly they would
not be inclined to sign without more mature reflection.
If there be any truth in this observation, there appears
to have been a list of lawyers consulted upon this pro-
ceeding. Independently of learned Chancellors, we find
the learned First Lord of the Treasury, the learned Se-
cretary of the Home Department, the learned Attorney
and Selicitor-General of England (so say the Ministerial
Prints, although, for sy part, I doubt the fact), the
learned Attorney and Solicitor-General of Ireland, the
learned Under-Secretary of that kingdom, and not only
the learned but the Right Honourable Dr. Patrick Dui-
genan, all interested in finding out a law for a particu-
lar purpose; all eager to flatter their minds into a con-
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struction favourable to their wishes; all anxious to se-
cure their offices’ and the ascendency of their party;
and can it be surprising that they should, under such eir-
cumstances, have fallen into a serious mistake, or that
in a cause which is in a certain sense their' own, they
should have committed their understandings, upon other
points and in other cases shrewd, acute, and intelli-
gent? '

I really believe, Sir, that Ministers themselves, upon -
more cool reflection are disposed to abandon the Procla-
mation, as untenable, and would ‘willingly retreat, or
compromise with the Catholics. To act upon the Pro-
clamation, except in one or two instances shortly subse-
quent to its appearance, they have not ventured; and the
Protestant Magistracy of Ireland would not have sup-
ported them in the attempt *. * The Ministerial prints,
as far as I have been able to peruse them, have therefore
sought to excuse their want of energy; and accordingly,
on some occasions, we are told that the language of the
Catholics is become more moderate, whilst other advo-
cates of the Ministers endeavour to catch at expressions
in some of their resolutions, authorising the gentlemen
appointed to ¢ confer and consult” with the general
Committee; and they affect an air of surprise and tri-
umph at not finding express mention of DELEGATES and
of a CONVENTION.

The' conduct, however, of the Cathohcs, T will ven-
ture to affirm, will be found, upon due examination of
their proceedings since the appearance of the Proclama-
tion, to have been firm, manly, and consistent. Whilst
they have betrayed themselves by no pitiful acts of petu-

* Upon the day when the first Letter appeared in the Morning Chro-
nicle, in which it was stated that the Government seemed timidly to exe-
cute the Proclamation, the Sun declared that Hibern-Anglus was miser-
ably misinformed ! !
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lance, or shewn no spirit of little paltry revenge—whilst
. they have abstained from all acts of violence, and borne
with temper both the insults of the Castle, and the taunts
of its hired scribes—they have changed in no respect
their ground: they have abandoned no position, and they
have persevered steadily in their course with dignity and
- composure, not allowing themselves to be diverted or de-
terred from the exercise of their constitutional rights, by
the terrors of a Secretary or of a Proclamation, which
they conceive to be illegal. They will also proceed, Sir,
as they have begun; although they will mot allow those
who have no authority to claim any right of interference
with their concerns, whilst they do not transgress the
law, to dictate to them the course which they should pur-
sue in the arrangement of their affairs.

In a former Letter, when alluding to the history of the
Convention Act, I adverted to the anxiety evinced by
the leading Catholics of Ireland to maintain respect,
amongst the general body. of their persuasion, for the
provisions of that statute; and in this instance they had
manifested a prudence, which Ministers would have done
well to have imitated. The leading Catholics well knew
the history of that Act, better indeed than his Majesty’s
present Ministers, and its provisions also were known to
the numerous'members, among the Catholics, of the Irish
bar, many of them gentlemen of high family, heirs to
immense estates, of eminent talents, and extensive prac-
tice *, Compelled by circumstances, which I shall no=

® Mr. O'Connel is a gentleman of distinguished birth and in great bu-
siness; he is heir to a very large estate and makes considerably at the bar.
Mr. Scully is the eldest son of a gentleman who 1s supposed to have re-
alized property considerably above L.16000 per annum. The number
of the Catholic barristers exceeds sixty, and in the course of a few years
the majority of Irish advocates will be persons professing the Roman Ca-
tholic religion, excluded from all advancement, even from a silk gown;
and although by law they are capable of being appointed C ommissioners
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tice in a subsequent Lettér, to consult the wishes of the
whole body of their persuasion, they had addressed them-
selves to the mass of Irish population in language ‘well
calculated to conceal the innate weakness of the Conven-
tion Act, and to maintain the provisions of that statute in
respect with the people. The discussions excited in Ire-
land by the Proclamation have shewn the inadequacy of
that Act for any practical purpose, and every juridical,
dispassionate and disinterested mind is now convinced,
that when the purpose of an assembly is solely that of ac-
tual petition to Parliament for the redress of grievances,

of Bankrupts, not ene Irish Catholic has been mcluded in any list by any
Chancellor !! !

I wish to embrace this opportunity of rectifying an-‘impression which [
have found produced on the minds of many respectable persons by an ar-
gument,-or rather an attempt at argumentation, endeavoured to be ad-
duced from the circumstance, that the offices from which Catholics in Ire-
land are excluded, are few in point of number. They are offices, however,
connected with patronage, and whilst withheld from the Catholics, they
have not the means of obtaining those situations, which they are entitled
expressly by law to hold. 'The Catholics of Ireland are convinced, from
the exclusive spirit which has been manifested by the executive goverri-
ment since the abrogation of the penal code, that they have no security
for the enjoyment even of the advantages which they are told they have
obrained, but in a total change of system.

The present Ministers, since their accession to office, have studied on-
ly how they might mortify the pride, and irritate the feelings of the
Catholics. Instead of seeking the means of i interpreting, in favour of that
body, those laws which remain unrepealed they have sought to de-
prive the Catholics of the benefit, which the Legislature annually confers
on them by the Indemnity Act. They have not yet dared to propose
to Parliament that the Catholics shall be excepted out of that Sta-
tute, by express proviso; but they have taken the most effictual means to
accomplish their object, by appointing no person of that persuasion to any
civil office. They will avail themselves of the Indemnity Act only to
obtain the 4lvod of a Catholic gentleman on the field of bzttle, not to con-
fer upon him any civil employment. In this they will rigidly adhere to
a rigour even éeyond the law, which not only clearly allows the original
appointment of a Catholic, but consents annually to his continuance in
effice, if appointed.
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it is lawful to appoint delegates eo nomine, and to mect e
ven in a convention for that purpose. Had the Catholics,
merely in consequence of this point having now become
rrenerally established in professional minds and in the pub-
lic opinion of Ireland, changed their tone and adopted
stronger modes of expression, they would have supplied
their adversarles with weapons, which they might have
turned to their annoyance. They have been too prudent
and too wise; they have been too proud also to enter into
a contest of words with quibbling underlings of office.
No, Sir, they have contented themselves mth declaring
their protest against the legal doctrines advanced in the
Proclamation—with asserting what the statute itself de-
‘nominates the undoubted right of the subject—with com-
missioning persons to act on their behalf for the purpose
of preparing petitions, of ¢ co-operating,” of ¢ con-
ferring,” of *¢ consulting” with, and in some cases of
forming an ¢ integral part” of the General Committee,
‘whose conduct they have universally approved and hon-
oured with their thanks.. .The expressions have va-
ried according to the circumstances of each county; and
it is notorious that many have been in the habits of pre-
senting separate petitions, conjointly with the general
petitions usually prepared in Dublin, and they may be
disposed in this respect to continue their accustomed
course. Such, Sir, has been the conduct of the Catho-
lics on this tl:yi_ng occasion—such the pgeneral tenor of
their resolutions—and by such resolutions, whilst they
have best consulted their own dignity, they have at the

same time exposed most effectually the erroneous concep-
tions entertained by the Crown Lawyers of the Conven-
tion Act, and the fol,]y of the conduct pursued by Mi-
nisters. I remain, &c.

T HIBERN:ANGLUS.
Sept. 22, 1811,
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LETTER VIIL

THE SAME SUBJECT CONTINUED.

Sir,

As far as it is possible for me to anticipate the
grounds on which Ministers will endeavour to justify their
conduct, I apprehend that they will attempt to make up
a defence, partly upon matter of law, partly upon allega-
tions of supposed fact. They will abandon the construc~
tion of the Convention Act, for which they contended, or
rather which by an undue assumption of judicial autho-
rity they sought to force upon the magistracy of Ireland,
in their Proclamation; and they will no longer maintain,
that the resolutions recited in that instrument, abstract-
edly considered, amount in themselves to a violation
of that statute. They will relinquish the grounds on
which they first commenced active proceedings, and I
should not be surprised, if, in the end, they should plant
their artillery against their own troops, and blow up at
once their own entrenchments. They declared war upon
~the Catholics of Ireland on a sudden, without plan or
preparation, and they have not known how to conduct
their subsequent operations, but have allowed themselves
to be surprised and surrounded; they have even exposed
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themselves to the certainty, in a court of law, of ulti-
mate defeat. If justified in their declaration of hostility,
why, it will be asked, have they not pushed on, and by
vigorous exertions crushed at once the endeavours of the
foe to take the field? They have suffered, however, the
Catholics to meet in defiance of their manifesto—to choose
representatives—and to support those resolutions, which
they had ventured to denounce as a criminal offence.
How will they now prevent the meeting of the proposed
assembly? Do they conceive that those who have protect-
ed the meetings hitherto holden, will net also support
an assembly, for the constitution of which those meetings
have been called, under their own auspices? Waill the
civil authorities allow the introduction of a military force
to suppress what they conceive to be a lawful assembly?
And although the Irish Government should strike out of
a commission Justices of the Peace for not paying an-ob-
sequious deference to arbitrary mandates and to an as-
sumption wholly unconstitutional of judicial authority,
can they also remove SHERIFFs from their offices, and
prevent a summons of a POSSE COMITATUS to protect the
subject in the exercise of what is considered and pronoun-
ced by the universal voice of Ireland to be not only law-
ful, but an unalienable right ? It 18 BEYOND THEIR POW~
ER, AND BEYOND POSSIBILITY.

The conceptions, Sir, of Ministers upon this subject
have been from the first imperfect—their conduct has
been since inconsistent—and their vindication consequent-
ly now becomes confused and unintelligible. They would
convert their prejudices into arguments—their imagina-
tions inte facts—their wishes into law. They have mis-
led their own minds, and would lead the British, public
to adopt the errors of their own conceit,‘and of their
wilful self-deception. Of a meeting not hitherto assem-

bled, the members and temper of which it was impossible
K 2
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before hand to ascertain, but a meeting convened SoLE-
LY, EXPRESSLY, and pistiNcTLY for a DECLARED and
LIMITED and LAWTUL purpose, with the assenT, appro-
BATION, and suppPoRT also of those whom the Irish Go-
vernment itself has affected to respect—of a meeting with-
out power or autherity, or means of acting but for the
management of a Catholic Petition to Parliament (and
iin co-operation 'with Parliament itself, should it agree to
refer their Peiition to a Committee in both Flouses, and such
Commitices should propose plans of arrangement, in the
progress of which it would obviously be necessary to ascer-
tain from time lo time the sentiments of the Catholic Bo-
dy ), of such a meecting, convened at a moment when
hopes might reasonably be entertained by the Catholics,
that in consequence of circumstances sufficiently abvious
their claims might procure more favourable attention
from the Legislature; and when legislative proceedings
in their favour were become a matter of practical consi-
deration, and not of remote contemplation—at such a
moment, and of snch a.meeting, the present Ministers
prejudging not only the Catholics, but prEsuMiNG To
ANTICIPATE THE DETERMINATION OF THE LEGISLATURE
ITSELF, as if it were a body moving solely at THEIR com-
MAND, the obedient slave of their narrow prejudices, and
as if THEIR OWN ADMINISTRATION WERE PERPETUAL,
have ventured to affirm, in a public official document,
that it MUST NECESSARILY AND ¢ DIRECTLY” ENDANGER
THE TRANQUILLITY OF THE STATE *!1!

Can the history of the British Government afford a pa=
rallel instance of arrogance, folly, and presumption? Was
ever a country thus abused, calumniated, and publicly
branded? They claim it to be granted of course and as a

* I must request the reader to bear in mind that the language of Mini-
sters has, from the beginning, implied a tréasonable inclination on the
part of the Catholics, in forming the proposed Committee.
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postulate, that the whole body of the Catholic Nobility
of Ireland, the whole body of the Catholic Clergy, all
Catholic Baronets all Catholic Country Gentlemen, all
Catholic Barristers, the whole Catholic Mercantile Inter-
ests of Ireland, the whole body of Irish Landholders and
Capitalists professing the Roman Catholic Religion, not-
withstanding their uniform declarations, professions, and
solemn oaths of allegiance; NoTwrTHSTANDING ALSO
THEIR DEEP STAKE IN THE PEACE AND PROSPERITY OF
THEIR COUNTRY, are all leagued in a conspiracy to sub-
vert the established Constitution, to dethrone the Sove-
reign, and to OVERAWE and suPERSEDE the IMPERIAL
Uxrrep Paruiament?  They not only claim this as a
postulate, they hold it to be an axiom; they argue from
it as a proposition self-evident—and upon a foundation
thus assumed, not only without evidence, but contrary to
all rules of presumption, and in opposition to notorious
facts, they assert that . they are justified in all that they
have done, and they will claim perhaps the merit of leni-
ty and forbearance, for not having proclaimed military
law, or declared the whole population of Ireland, Protest-
ant as well as Catholic, out of the King’s peace, and the
Country in a state of Acruan REBeLLION!!!

Have I, Sir, exaggerated any thing in the preceding
paragraph? Is it possible to read the Proclamation and
not to be satisfied, that if it has not proceeded from the
party motive assigned in my last Letter, it has sprung
solely from the wildness of a disordered imagination, in
which, however, 1 am convinced that the candour and
good sense of the British public will never go along with
the present Administration.

If any thing were wanting to confirm us in this view
of the extravagance in which Ministers are inclined to in-
di;l-lge the rancour of prejudice, it would be supplied by
the letters of the enly advocate, who has ventured to step
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forward in justification of their measures. I allude, Sir,
to certain letters which have appeared in The Morning
Post, under the signature of MaRrcus, especially to-the
Seventh. I have had an opportunity of perusing the col-
lection only cursorily, and since the commencement of
this Letter, but they have corroborated all that I'have ad-
vanced in the first sentence of the present epistle. 1 con-
sider, Sir, the Letters of Marcus in the nature of an official
vindication ofthe Irish Government. They have appear-
ed in a leading Ministerial print, of which (in consequence
of a passage contained in a former Letter, and written
previously to any opportunity of reviewing its files) I
think myself bound in candour to declare that it has not
omitted to afford its readers full and aceurate information
of what is passing in Ireland *; they are composed obvi-
ously by no ordinary writer, and they seem to proceed
from a person who either enjoys, or affects to possess, the
confidence of Ministers. They may possibly have been .
written by one in a situation of no ordinary exaltation, at
the same time from the mode in which they are published,
they are liable to the same freedom of observation which
must attach upon the productions of the person by whom
you are yourself addressed, ar upon those of any other an~
onymous author whe, like myself and Marcus, may chuse
fo engage in what may fairly be denominated a literary
masquerade. ~ 'We have no right to be personally offend-

¢ This is due in justice to the Morning Post. Its articles of Irish fx-
felligence have been full and impartial, 1 wish I could say as much regard-
ing its sommentarics. ‘To charge upon Ministers any solitary and foolish
ebservation which may appear in a Treasury Journal would be unfair; but
they must be responsible for the invariable tenor of newspapers noterious-
Jy under their influence. 1 had proposed to have inserted in an Appendix
to these Letters, all that has been written on this subject by the Newspa-
pers in the interest of Ministers, satisfied that such a publication would,

in tself, expose most effectually the conduct of Administration, and their
incapacity to direct the affairs of Ireland.
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ed at what may be said of our compositions, and we have
in our hands the means of vindication and retort.

With this preliminary observation, I shall take the li-
berty of making a few remarks upon these Letters. The
language of them is strong, nervous, and admirable; but
I regret that I can ascribe to them ingenuity, only in an
affectation of candour which, perhaps, never was assum-
ed with more subtle address, in order to conceal an insi-
dious attempt to entrap the public mind by the means of
a most plausible deception. In argument they are defi-
cient; in statement neither full nor explicit, sometimes
even not altogether correct; documents are quoted par-
tially and strained beyond the fair import. I could have
wished to have seen in the style more of the advocate la-
bouring to support a side, than of the Judge, profess-
ing to be impartial and deviating from his professions.

.Throughout these Letters it.must occur to any attentive
reader that the author has perpetually shifted his ground
from law to fact, and from fact to law. IHe makes his
stand upon no fixed point, and there prevails such an
uncertainty in his positions that it is difficult, indeed al-
most impossible, to join issue, or to engage with him in
close combat. At the outsct, he wishes the public impli-
citly to adopt the construction given by Government to
the Convention Act in the Proclamation, upon credit; but
he ventures not to support it by any attempt at legal ar-
gument: and aware that upon that point Government
have been closely pressed, he tries to evade pursuit,
and seeks a retreat under the special facts and circam-
stances of what he considers a novel case. Conceal-
ed during a time, he steals, if I may so express my-
self without offence, from this lurking place, and re-
verts again to the construction of law, which he had in
2 manner previously abandoned, but to which, in order
to support the weakness of the case which he had sought
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to make out upon the facts and circurnstances relus ef
actis, he endeavours to give the same forcé and effect as
to the settled decision of a regular tribunal. Fearing,
however, again to be attacked, he appears inclined to
give up altogether the Convention Act, and indeed the
whole system of established law. With the ccurage of a
person desperate and driven to the last resource (and yet
with a_ cautious qualification, more in expression than
in substance,) he charges the Catholics, in direct terms,
with an attempt and intention to subvert the Constitu-
tion. He would even represent what he considers ¢ the
Constitution,” as paramount to the law; and he plainly
intimates to the Duke of Richmond, that his Grace
might exercise, under the circumstances, a vigour be-
yond its authority. He assumes that the Meeting pro-
posed by the Catholics must mecessarily endanger the
Constitution; and although he does not think it neces-
sary to resort to such a principle, in consequence of his
opinion upon the existing law, he is disposed.to contend,
that ¢ whatever endangers the Constitution ought to be
¢ put down, in the dormancy ¢f the Legislative power,
¢ even by UNLAWFUL MEANs.” It is impossible to read
these Letters, and not to be convinced that they are a
prelude (and as such, after the passage which I have
quoted, I boldly denounce them), to prepare the public
mind of Great Britain to acquiesce, upon the Meeting
of Parliament, IN NEW ENACTMENTS OF PE-
NAL LEGISLATION AGAINST THE CATHO-
LICS OF IRELAND.

Such is the tenor of the Ministerial defence; and hav-
ing at length ascertained its nature, I shall endeavour to
expose its fallacy.

I remain, &ec.
HIBERN-ANGLUS,

Sept. 23, 1811,
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LETTER IX.

ON THE ARGUMENT OF MINISTERS AS ADVANCED IN
THE LETTERS OF MARCUS.

SIr,

THE ARGUMENT OF MINISTERS (f0r suck I deem
the Letters of Marcus, in consequence of the channel
through which they have been communicated to the public,
and from the LOFTY TONE OF OFFICIAL AUTHORITY in
which they are expressed) turns solely upon the resolution
of the Irish Catholics to enlarge, as they have proposed,
the numbers of their Committee. The resolution under
which that Commitee has been appointed and enlarged,
is set forth in the Proclamation—it must now have be-
come familiar to your readers—and they will recollect,
that the object, powers and authority of the proposed as-
sembly are in that resolution clearly defined, and limited
to the legitimate object of petitioning the Legislature. So
explicit, indeed, is the language of the resolution upon
this point, that throughout the whole course of their
ARGUMENT, Ministers have not attempted to except a-
gainst, or even to quibble with a single expression. The
object, therefore, for which this assembly is convened,
being, as far as can be collected from the wording of the
resolution, and upon the face of it, free of all objection,
they have argued, if reasoning it can be called, from that

L
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part of the resolutions, which proposes that the number
of its members shall be about equal to that of a former
assembly actually holden for a similar and lawful pur-
pose, but exceeding the number of recent Commitees; to
the proceedings of which they object, and which they
aver not to have been satisfactory even to many and dis-
tinguished personages among the Catholics themselves.
I'rom the fact alone of this proposed enlargement, which
they admit has been adopted with the concurrence of
those whom they declare not only to have disapproved the
conduct of recent Committees, but to have expressed bold-
ly and unequivocally their displeasure—and yet whom by
a strange inconsistency, and, in terms little becoming
the courtesy of a composition almost diplomatic, they
accuse of weakness and timidity—from the mere fact of
this proposed enlargement, they infer and charge a cri-
wminal intention. . In their endeavours to support this in-
ference by evidence, they have wholly failed. What
they have adduced with that view, and under the colour
of testimony, has tended only to rebut the inference, if
any such indeed "could fairly be implied solely from such
a fact, and upon a supposition invented by their own
imaginations, they hold this Committee not to be con-
vened for the legitimate and professed object of petition-
ing Parliament, but for other purposes. Upon this hy-
pothesis, therefore, assumed by themselves, and whoelly
unsupported by any facts or circumstances which it is
possible for any reasonable man to consider as warrant-
;ihg t_he assumpﬁon,_ they pronounce the asscmbly to be
nulawful, as prohibited by the provisions of the Irish
Convention Act, of which they say such an assembly as
that proposed by the Catholics, is a direct violation.

THE ArRcUMENT oF MINISTERS is not satisfied with
prohibiting both the appointment as well as the assembly
af this Committee, merely as a violation of the Convens
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‘tion Act—a Statute which they admit the Catholics to have
proved was in the contemplation of those by whom it was
procured, enacted with a view of suppressing other meet-
ings than of the Catholics, for the purpose of petitioning
Parliament at a fulure period Sfor wlterior relief, through
the same means whick they had then recently adopted, and
to which they think it advisable again to resort®. ‘Without
reference to this Statute, and laying the consideration
of it aside, they have ventured, in the absence of all evi-
dence, and proceeding again solely upon supposition
and assumption, to charge against this Assembly that it
is convened for the purposes of HIGIT'T REASON, and
they declare the leading Catholics to have forfeited all
claim to forbearance on the part of the Executive Go-

* The Letters of Marcus admit that the Catholics have proved this
part of their case. The Convention Bill was altered by the late Lord
Kilwarden, then Attorney-General, expressly that it might not impede the
Catholics from assembling, at any future time, another Convention for
the purpose of actual petition to Parliament. The late prosecutions,
therefore, instituted as they have been solely upen the letter of the
Act, and conducted as they have been in a mannper under which it was
not even attempted to offer evidence of any improper views on the part
of the Catholics, notwithstanding Jong orations upon treasons faction, and
danger to the State, are, as far as Ministers are concerned, a FLAGRANT,
AND ATROCIOUS VIOLATION OF GOOD FAITH towards the PEOPLE

OF IRELAND.

An Act of Parllament once passed it is to be expeunded by Judges
witheut reference to its Parliamentary history, unless there appear a connec=
tion with it upon the face of the Statute itself. What must, however,
have been the surprise and the feelings of an anxious public, acquainted
minutely with the history of the Convention Act, when they heard 2
Chief Justice charging a Jury to convict Dr. Sheridan!! What an impressior
have Ministers thus excited against a!! future arrangements in Ireland.
They have taught every Irishman at cice to exclaim, NUSQUAM TUTA
ripes; and what animadversion can be o0 strong agaiust the conduct of
persons who, by such a breach of faith, have perhaps lost, not only for
themselves but for their successors, all future confidence on behalf of

Ireland.
L. 2

/4
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vernment, {rom prosecution to the utmost rigour of law.
They say the Catholics have ¢ DARED the law ”—and
they declare unequivocally that the object of the meeting
is solely ¢ to intimidate PaRLIAMENT.” They charge
against the leading Catholics, whom, without naming,
they accuse ¢ of being avowedly enemies to a connection
* with Great Britain ”—that it is by the proposed meet-
ing “ attempted and intended 10 EsTABLISH 4 CONSTI-
¢ TUTION FOR IRELAND SEPARATE AND DISTINGT FROM
“ THAT oF GReAT BRrTaiN ”—and at the commence-
ment of the Letter in which this alarming accusation is
advanced, it is distinctly stated,  THAT THE CATHO-
‘¢ LICs HAVE FORFEITED, BY THE VIOLENCE OF THEIR
“ PROCEEDINGS, THEIR CLAIM TO ANY EXCEPTION TO
“ THE STRICT EXECUTION oF THE LaAw.” And yet
they allowed these avowed TRaITORS to be aT LARGE,
and the elections of the persons who are to compose this
TREASONABLE ASSEMBLY, notwithstanding this denunci-
ation and the ProcLaMATION itself, to proceed wiTHOUT
MOLESTATION,

The ArcuMENT oF MINISTERS proceeds upon grounds
still more extraordinary, and to my mind more seriously
ALARMING, Wiser than all former Administrations,
matured by greater experience, enlightened with new
rays of political wisdom, they aver that even in the ab-
sence of a criminal motive danger must necessarily arise
to the State, from the meeting of the proposed assembly.
Speaking of the Catholics, not as traitors, but ¢ as pg-
¢ TITIONERS,” they aver, ¢ that in the pursuit of a le-
¢¢ gitimate object they have adopted means dangerous to
¢ the tranquillity of the State,” although they are the
same means which the Catholics have pursued with sue-
cess to themselves, and with security to the State, upon
a former occasion, means not only ALLOWED, but sanc-
TIONED and SUPPORTED even by Mr. Prrr, than whom I
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believe no Minister ever existed more alive to the pre-
servation of public order, more disposed to discounte-
nance and suppress any proceedings calculated to en-
danger or subvert the established Constitution. It must
be in the recollection of your readers, not only that the
Catholics of Ireland held a convention upon prineiples of
delegation in 1798, but that their delegates were intro-
duced into the presence of the Sovereign, with Mr. Pitt’s
concurrence, oflicially presented by the late Viscount
Melville; that the result of their application was success-
ful, and their proceedings cordially supported in Ire-
land, upon instructions from the British Cabinet. What
however Mr. Pitt, even in times more critical and tur-
bulent, conceived to be measures in the Catholics inno-
cent and lawful—measures against which, it was distinctly
avowed, the Convention Act was not destined to operate or
be applied—the present Ministers hold to be #pso facto
dangerous to the State, and they aver that they are to
be suppressed with a strong arm by Government, with-
out regard to the law, however it may authorise the
proceedings to which the Catholics have resorted.
The application of the Convention Act to the proposed
Assembly they do not conceive a material consideration.
They have professed to act upon a law, ¢ since otherwise,” *
say they, ¢¢ itwould be an avowal of weakness”—and so
far only do they appear to consider the question of legality
as connected with their procecding. They have, on the
contrary, distinctly declared—I quote their own words—
that ¢ they wish neither to justiry themselves simply by
‘¢ by.the Law, NOR TO APOLOGISE FOR ANY
“ BREACH OF THE LAW.” They scem to consi-
der the transcendence of their power, although invested
only with the administration of exccutive authority, su-
perior to any legal enactment, and that they are not
bound by any restrictions which it may impose upon their
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own conduct, or to respect the liberties which it may se-
cure to the subject, ¢ The spirit” as well as the Letter
of the law, are with them matter only of secondary iniport=
ance. Povricy alone is the rule by which they consent
to be governed—they appeal not to legal tribunals, but to
¢« SparesMeN “—(although condemned by the example of
that Statesman whom they profess to venerate)—and they
will allow themselves to be influenced only by what they
call, without any definition of its nature, and in oppo-
sition, as it should seem, to established law, * Gexrrar”
and even ¢ ParamounNT Dury.”—They constitute them-
selves sole infallible judges of what endangers the public
tranquillityor the ¢ CoNsr1TUTION,” as they call what they
do not define, but what they declare to be PARAMoUNT OVER
aue Law (it will be asked, perhaps, whether they mean
the Constitution of the Government or of their own
Administration) and they claim a right of arguing ¢ that
¢¢ in the pormancY (the reader will mark well the ex-
¢« pression) of the Legislative Power,” the Assembly pro-
posed to be convened by the Catholics of Ireland ¢ may
¢ be put down even by UNLAWFUL MEANS*I1!
Tur ArcuMENT oF MinisteErs, for such I must per-
severe in calling it, until they disavow any privity to the
Letters signed Marcus, is of the tenor which I have stat-
ed; and upon referring to the papers themselves, it will
be seen whether the preceding extracts, and the applica-
tion which I have made of them, be not correct.
Such, Sir, has been the argument of persons who are
still in office, as Ministers of Royal authority, under a
limited, and not an absolute monarchy—under a Consti-

* I recollect to have read some time ago, a Letter addressed to the
Prince of Wales, by a Mr. Miles, which hinted ata plan formed by
some to suspend the Constitution. 1 considered the idea visionary at the time,
but T know not what to think upon the subject, after what we have wit«

pessed in Ireland,
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tution established not by caprice, but by law-—under a
Government bound in the Administration of the execu-
tive department to conform to Acts of Parliament, and
to yield to them in common with the governed implicit
obedience.  They have applied the doctrines which they
have th_us ad\'anced, not to an extreme case—nof to a
sudden emergency of extraordinary peril, which, during
the sitting of Parliament, it was impossible to anticipate,
and which would not allow the delay of recurring to the
Legislature for aid and assistance; but it has been adopt-
od by them in a matter which had arisen originally
whilst Parliament was sitting—which, previously to a
prorogation it was easy to foresee would naturally again
recur—in which they have not availed themselves of the
power vested in them of summoning immediately a meet-
ing of Parliament to provide for this supposed exigency
—and it has been insisted upon in a question which re-
spects the exercise by the subject of an INDEFEASI-
- BLE RIGH T—forming part of the ORIGINA L COM-
PACT-—sccured by the OATH OF THE SOVE-
REIGN AT HIS CORONATION—and expressly re-
cognised and confirmed by special legislative enactment
in the FUNDAMENTAL LAWS or T REALM*,
Charged with having invaded and attempted to prohibit
a4 RIGHT THUS SACRED AND INVIOLABLE, they declare
that ¢ they wish neither to justify themselves simply by

* Can Ministers have read the history of the proceedings adopted byg
the Ministers of James the 1I. or does there exist a secret cabal in the
Cabinet, such as that which urged that unfortunate Monarch to sanction
those measures, through which he lost his Crown, by abdication accord-
ing to the law of England, by forfeiture according to that of Scotland?
what questions are excited not only by the Proclamation in itself but es-

- pecially by this vindication of that instrument ? How can the advisers of
these measures escape from an 1mepeacumenT, and how serious is the
mature of the ¢rime with which, in such an event, they will stand charg-
ed!
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« the law, NOR TO APOLOGIZE FOR ANY
«« BREACH OF THE LAW!!1”

After an elucidation thus afforded by Ministers them-
selves, have I been too strenuous in imploring the atten-
tion of the British nation to their proceedings in Ireland?
Have I exaggerated the importance of the question as con-
nected with our own liberties? Have I been too severe in
my animadversions upon the conduct of such an Admini-
stration—too clamorous for their IMMEDIATE DISMISSION
before the mischief and calamities shall be consummated,
to which a perseverance in a system from which they may
neither be disposed from the obstinacy of their infatua-
tion, or indeed now able, upon principles of consistency
to recede, must NECESSARILY AND INEVITABLY TEND?
The more, Sir, I consider the subject, especially since
reading the ARGUMENT' OF MINISTERS THEMSELVES, the
more I am convinced that the question concerns the rights
of Englishmen, and the existence not only of Irish, but
of English liberty.  'We may dislike the Irish nation,
and we may revile them—we may smile at their accent,
or ridicule their discourse—we may consider them fiery,
obstinate, or wrong-headed—we may view Ireland itself
as a political volcano, but MAY IT NOT BE AN ATNA IN
WHICH THE PRESENT ‘MINISTERS ARE FORGING CHAINS
POR THE ENSLAVEMENT OF OURSELVES.

In advocating, Sir, the cause of so large a portion of
his Majesty’s subjects, and in endeavouring, however de-
fcient in talent or ability, to defend them against an ac-
cusation so heavy and atrocious as that which has been
preferred by the Irish Government, not merely in an ar-
gument or exposition of their motives through the demi-
official medium of a newspaper, but in a FORMAL AND
RECORDED ACT OF STATE published to Europe, and to
the whole world, in & NOVEL, UNPRECEDENTED, UNCON=
STITUTIONAL ¥oRM of a national iNDICTMENT, Or, Ta-
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ther, NATIONAL coNvIcTION, I trust that I do not request
too much from the candour of the British nation, if I
entreat them to pause, before upon mere presumption,
and only upon the assertion of decided, inveterate, and
interested adversaries, they shall condemn unheard THE
Carnorics of Ireranp. Wil they give credit solely to
the very limited number of signatures in the list of Irish
Privy Counsellors, whose names are annexed to the Pro-
clamation for a knowledge of the real state of Ireland,
or to the general suffrage of the collective body of Irisu
Proresrants, whose sentiments have been unequivocaily
expressed in their countenance of their Catholic fellow-
subjects, and in their decided refusal to adopt or sup-
port that unfounded, illegal, and injudicious rMaxIFL-TO?
I cannot indeed persuade myself that the good sense of
England will long allow itself to be abused, or that they
can think the Catholics of Ireland liable to just :eproach,
still less to the grievous charge of TREASON AGAINS™ THE
ESTABLISHED CONSTITUTION because they have-thought
it advisable, as tending to promote a desirable adjust-
ment of a controversy, that has created such detrir
ment to the welfare of the Empire—has prevented hither-
to the completion of the Irish Union—has disappointed
all the views in which that measure was planned in the
contemplation of those Statesmen by whom it was effected,
and who conceived the consolidation of the two Parlia-
ments to be only a preliminary proceeding in the settle-
Ment of Ireland—has so long debarred the country from”
the services of the most eminent persons in the State—
has united on one side only of the dispute, and in tavour
‘of concession to the Catholics, all men distinguished by a
reputation for talents, political knowledge, and for capa-
city in arduous times to conduct the Government—has
precluded also the possibility of any firm, efficient, and
durable Administration, in a conjuncture when a settled
M
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* Administration has been so peeuliarly requisite—because,
Sir, to terminate such a controversy, the Catholies have
adopted measures, which they hold to be strictly legal and
constitutional ; which they have pursued at a former pe-
yiod not only without censure, but with the sanction of
the Executive Government, and against which it-is ad-
mitted to be proved that the Convention Act was not de-
~ised or intended to be directed—to which they have on
the present occasion resorted, only at a time when an ad-
justment through a legislative proceeding has appeared to
them al length practicable, and capable of being, to a certain
extent, advanced, if not jfinally concluded, in order, that
by such measures, they might be able to facilitate the
means of arrangement.  This, Sir;is the view, and their
cole view, in resorting to this measure. They have wish-
ed, in the first place, to ascertain the sentiments of their
own body upon points, on which a difference of opinion
has prevailed, or might arise among themselves; and hav-
ing obtained that information, (or established the means
by which if necessary in the progress of any Parliament-
ary proceeding it might be procured,) to be able to con-
duct the management of a petition to Parliament in a man-
ner satisfactory to all parties concerned—a manner in
which the wishes of the Catholics might be explained to
Parliament aceurately and authoritatively by their Parlia-
mentary friends, without the recurrence of former mis-
conceptions or misunderstandings—a manner in which
Parliament itself might be able to ascertain, with equal
accuracy and with dispatch, the disposition of the Catho-
lics upon those points, on which, for the security of our
ceclesiastical establishments, it might in its wisdom think
proper to require concession from the Catholics them-
selves.

Pardon, Sir, the prolixity of the preceding paragraph,
which it has been impossible for me to curtail, as 1 have
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wished in stating, to develope at the same time, the object
of the Catholics in the proceeding to which they have re-
sorted. That object is more succinctly stated in the Let-
ter of Mr. Hay, in which he explains the measure re-
commended by the Committee as advisable, ¢in order
¢ that, at a moment when emancipation !might be consi-
¢ dered as at hand, the Committee might be able Zo0 as-
¢ certain, in order that they micht obey the wishes, and
“ clearly understand the wants, of thein Catholic fellow-
and that in such a moment, and under such

‘¢ subjects”
expectations as those which they were led to entertain

from circumstances on which it is not necessary to en-
large, but which might occasion a necessity of serious de-
liberation as to the course to be pursued in the conduct
of the Catholic claims at that conjuncture—as to the ex-
tent to which relief should be solicited—and as to other
considerations of accommodation to a new system of Admi-
nistration, established upen principles favourable to their
cause—the Committee, already honoured to a certain ex-
tent with their confidence; might, under such circumstan-
ces, and for such a lawful and salutary purpose, become
the ¢ DEPOSITARY OF "FHE COLLECTIVE WISDOM OF THE
¢¢ Caruoric Boby.”

I shall pursue, Sir, in the following I etter, the consi-
deration of this subject; in the mean time, permit me to
ask, whether I'have not already assigned a fair, and rea-
sonable, and natural motive for the course pursued by the
Irish Catholics, under circumstances calculated to induce
them to think that an Administration would be formed
disposed to'support their claims, and that a petition, sub-
mitted to-Parliament under such auspices, might produce
if not afinal arrangement at least a result beyond an un-
availing and fruitless discussion?

In concludiyg this Letter, I will venture to ask, even
in this stage of the argument, if I have not substantiated
M 2
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my defence of the Catholics against the accusations of the
Irish Government?

HIBERN-ANGLUS.

Sept. 25, 1811.
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LETTER X.

THE CONDUCT OF THE CATHOLICS VINDICATED.

SIR,

In the preceding Letter, I adverted to the special
circumstances, under which the Catholics of Ireland re-
sorted during the last winter to the expedient of collecting,
through an enlargement of their Committee, the general
sentiments of their body upon all points connected with
the prosecution of their claims in a Petition to the Legis-
lature. In passing their resolutions of the 9th July, they
have been influenced by the same considerations which
dictated the Letter of Mr. Hay; they have conceived those
considerations more peculiarly applicable to the circum-
stances under which, as they still are induced to think,
the renewed Petition, proposed to be submitted by them
to the Legislature within the first month of the approach-
ing session, is likely to be brought before the considera-
tion of the Imperial Parliament. I notice particularly
that passage of their resolutions which relates to the #ime
at which it is proposed to present the Petition, as calculat-
ed to rebut the idea of a wish, on the part of the Catho-
lics, to establish ¢ A PERMANENT assEmBLY.” The Ca-
tholics, Sir, passed their resolutions in July, under an
expectation that the time of their emancipation is at hand,
and that the moment is approaching, so anxiously desired
by Mr. Pitt as the proper opportunity of settling for ever
with the Catholics, when their case will be qubnutted to
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the consideration of Parliament, with the official support
of Government and the general acquiescence of the em-
pire, under an administration influenced in their conduct
of public affairs solely by a sense of public duty, and act-
ing upon enlightened and comprehensive principles of Inr-
pErIAL Poricy. 1 would put it to the candour of Mini-
sters themselves to declare, whether on the day when M. -
Hay’s Letter was dispatched, they expected to_have re-
mained many weeks in office? And whether, even towards
the close of the Session, they contemplated the probabi-
lity of meeting Parliament again, as servants of the
Crown? If, mdeed they flattered their imaginations with
the fond idea of retaining their sitnations, it was not the
opinion of the British pubh(,, and Celta,mly not the ex=
pectation of the Irish Catholics. ek
Upon CATHOLIC EXPECTATION, more might be said;
but I would not have written a syllable, had not the Let-
ters of Marcus, under the pretence of declining, mwted
a continuation of discussion upon so delicate a subject;
which I deeply lament to have found agitated, from what-
ever quarter it may first have proceeded. It1is impossible,
Sir, not to consider those Letters as written by a superior
hand—they profess to proceed from official instructions
—and they carry with them the weight of official authori-
ty, transmitted to a paper in the intercst of Government,
avowedly for the purposé of instructing even the friends of
Administration, by whom those Lcttcrs aver that the mat=
ter has been somewhqt ¢t misunderstood.”  Upon such a
subject, I'believe all will agree, that in a composition of
this stamp silence would have been more judicious, and
certainly more decorous. With an Inprvipuarn, who,
however respectable in the discharge of all the duties at-
tached to domestic life, amiable in his disposition, and
strictly honourable in his private deportment as a Gentle-
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aman }, is as a Minister in Ireland MOST UNPOPULAR AND
‘'oprous to the Irish nation—it has been indirectly, but
intelligibly intimated, that there exists an UNION OF PoO-
LITICAL SENTIMENT REGARDING IRELAND in an EXALT-
ED PERsoNAGE, upon whom that Country has long rest-
ed her fondest hopes, to whom she looks up as her Pro-
tector, -and for  her deliverance from those, te whom she
has been made over in a moment of surprise upon the
Royal Conscience, and by whom also she has been thus
goaded, insulted, and oppressed. After this insinuation,
or what in Ircland from the peculiar collation of names
will be considered as such, I feel it necessary to declare
only my conviction, that although considerations, suffi-
ciently obvious, may have precluded the possibility of Le-
gislative measures in favour of the Catholics, upon the first
establishment of the Regency, and the intemperance of in-
dividuals in the proceedings of former Committees, mis-
understood or misrepresented, disapproved even by many
Catholics themselves, may have excited alarm of which
advantage may have been taken—yet, many honourable
and distinguished persons, Protestant as well as Catholic,
with the impressions which they have received, and the
opportunities they have enjoyed of forming an opinion,
will not believe the probability of CaTnoLic pDISAPPOINT-
MENT. '

But, Sir, it is sufficient for my purpose, that I am en-
abled by ‘common fame, and by a reference to proceed-
ings with which the public are familiar, to shew that
the period, at which the Catholics first resolved to en-
large. their Committee, was in their opinion favourable

$ The writer of these Letters has, until the present unfortunate oc-
easion, been a stranger to political controversy, and still more so to poli-
tical animosity. It has been his endeavour at all times even to conciliate,
and-he is persuaded that he will obtain not only credit but even festimony in

respect of such a disposition from those individuals to whom he has be-
come thus involuntarily opposcd.
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to a pressure of their claims. 1 must, therefore, beg
leave again to repeat, and to impress strongly on the mind
of the reader, that the resolution of the Catholies was
taken at a moment when it was expected on their part,
that an Administration would have been formed on prin-
ciples favourable to their emancipation—when the pre-
sentment of a Petition appeared advisable, not as on
former occasions, merely for the purpose of procuring
discussion, and preparing the public mind of Britain for
future adoption; to keep alive the question; to preclude
the idea formerly suggested and even now insinuated by
Ministers, that the Catholics are indifferent to the at-
tainment of their object; and to shew, that in no event,
and under no circumstances they could absolutely aban-
don the prosecution of what they consider to be their
just claims (whether such claims be just as matter of
strict 7ight, or upon principles of expediency, appears,
indeed to me, an wuscless distinetion in any practical view
of the question, and similar to that in which even the
great Earl of Chatham engaged with Mr. Grenville, and
whick lost to us America, ) but that the resolution was a-
dopted for the first time only, WHEN A FAIR PROSPECT
WAS OPENED TO THEIR VIEW, OF LEGISLATIVE PROCEED-
ING IN THEIR FAVOUR.

In alluding to these circumstances, I am not, Sir, to
be deterred or turned round, by any canting lectures on
attachment to the person* of his Majesty, or with a
charge of being wanting in a sentiment of loyal af-
fection. Such attempts, I make no doubt, will be
made, both against the Catholic body, and possibly

¥ No combination can be more dangerous, if carried too far, to Roy=
alty itself, than that of the gerson with the gffice of the King. We should
revere the person on account of the office.  This constitutes true genuine
¢onstitutional loyalty, and will always ensure a steadiness of attachment to
the Sovereign at all times and in all ages,
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against the writer of these pages; but I shall meet them
by anticipation, as indeed I have met already the whole
course of argument on behalf of Ministers. The Catho-
lics of Ireland, Sir, venerate the King, and their re-
spect is not confined to the Royal Person, it extends to
the Rovar Orrrce—their numbers in the fleets and ar-
mies of his Majesty contribute greatly to support the
THrONE—and they prove their loyalty, not by flourish-
es of rhetorical declamation in the columns of newspapers,
but of the trumpet and the drum before the host of an
embattled foe; not by the vain and often lying protesta-
tions of the tongue, but by deeds in arms, and by copi-
ous effusions on the plains of honour from their BLOOD.
Those by whom the late resolutions are most approved,
are those who feel with personal knowledge of his virtues,
and with personal experience of his benignity, the warm-
est attachment to the individual person of his Majesty;
they are those who under circumstances of peculiar risk
and intimidation have risked their lives in defence of his
authority in the field of battle—and the same resolutions,
however feeebly, are thus boldly defended by those, who
pride themselves in the reflection that they also have been
able to contribute by their own individual exertions not
without considerable sacrifice of personal ease, and o-
ther more serious inconveniences, braving also attempts
to excite against them popular odium, not only to pro-
mote the honour of the Royal House of Great Britain,
in all its branches, but especially the means of admini-
stering to the consolation of an aged, august, and ven-
erable Monarch, sinking, in moments of agonizing du-
biety upon the most tender subject, under the pressure of
poignant affliction.  Such, Sir, is the character, and
such has been the deportment of those who approve,
and who also spontanecously and gratuitously pErEND,
the late proceedings of the Irish Catholics. They are
N
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those who have obtained credit with the public for the
moderation of their views, and the purity of their poli-
tical sentiments; they are, at the same time those, who
are the most offended at the deportment of Ministers ;
who will now adopt a course of the most decided oppo-
sition to their measures, and who, although they might
despise the attempt to revile them as weak,” and even
¢ insincere,” in a Ministerial newspaper or course of Let-
ters; will not, without expressing their resentment in
language of the strongest indignation, allow themselves
to be promiscuously br ‘mded with the more heinous im-
putation of disloyalty, and even treason, in AN OTFICIAL
Act oF (GOVERNMENT.

The persons to whom I have alluded, independently
of other considerations, would have been led to form Ex-
PECTATION ; in the idea that Ministers who profess such
exclusive devotion to the personal feelings of the Sove-
reign would have sought of their own accord under the
severe visitation w1th which it has been the will of
Providence to afflict his Majesty, to accomplish a set-
tlement with the Catholic body, calculated to obviate
the recurrence of a subject, which has always been a
cause of irritation on the Royal mind, but which, with
every dispesition in the wishes of individuals, it has
been impossible to prevent. ¢¢ Nations,” (says a GREAT
and 1LrusTriovs Orator *, in whom jfancy and philoso-
phy scem to have concentrated, as in g focus, all they can
afford for the embellishment and energy of the human
ind,) ¢ have neither a parent’s nor a child’s affections,”
and when the feelings of a quick and ardent people are
excited, by what they hold to be a national interest, it
would be as easy ¢ to case in the volatile essential soult,™
or to command the waves of the ocean not to wash the
western shore, as to prevent the renewal of petitions. te

* Mr. Grattan, ' + Thid.
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the Legislature upon Catholic grievances, from the peos
ple of Ireland. Much, however, might have been done,
Ministers had printed ¢ MEmorirs 1 upon the subject,
open on their reading desks, and something might have
been tried—any course adopted than that of devising ex-
pedients not to pacify and compose, but to irritate and
inflame those, whom it was their interest and their duty
to have sought at least to have conciliated.

To revert, however, to the argument. I trust, I have
satisfactorily established the fact, that the resolutions of
the Catholics in July were passed in the expectation of
obtaining relief, under the auspices of a friendly admini-
stration, through a Legislative proceeding. That at such
a moment, and under such expectations, they should
seek to adopt measures of hostility—to intimidate Parlia-
ment—and to overawe the Legislature, when they enter-
tained reasonable hopes, if mot of spontaneous conces-
sion, at least of voluntary acquiescence in their demands,
may be averred by a Ministerial advocate to defend the
desperate cause of more desperate clients; but it iIs an
insinuation that must be repelled by an impartial and un-
prejudiced persons almost with sentiments of pity towards
those, whose minds can have allowed them to be delud-
ed by such an imagination.

What evidenee is attempted to be advanced in their
argument by Ministers, to support this allegation? The
vote of an aggregate meeting of Catholies in November,
that the Committce then appointed, and in July demis-
ed, should have < the sole management of Catholic affairs”’
—the supposed declarations of individuals, disapproving
some of their proceedings—and the toue of that Com-
mittee

$These Memoirs were written originally in 1809, and published to
the world in 1810, for the sole and express purpose of promoting such .

4n arrangement.
N2
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As to the vote respecting the management of Catholie
affairs. I contend, in the first place, that accompanied
by and following upon a commission to prepare a pe-
tition to Parliament, such a vote, in my humble opinion,
amounts in itself to nothing. It only gave the Commit-
tee an exclusive right of acting, in furtherance of the le-
gitimate object of procuring Parliamentary redress
through a Petition to the Legislature. It was passed in
the view of preventing individuals from assuming an au-
thority to treat or act as on behalf of the Catholic Bo-
dy—to obviate frading and jobbing in the barter of the
Catholic interests;—and what, in the proceedings of the
Committee under this right to sole management, in or-
der to substantiate their charge, is the instance given on
the part of Ministers? They voted thanks to the Earl
of Dovoucumore !l and the same persons whom Mi-
nisters accuse of wishing to render themselves ¢ & per-
petual Parliament”—to maintain an ascendency over the
Catholic Body—to procure an exclusive management of
their concerns, and constituted a Committee under a
vote with powers to that effect—are the first to surren-
der in a manner their authority, to acknowledge their
own incompetence to conduct the affairs of the Catho-
lics, under the circumstances which had occurred, with-
out assistance; and to call upon the body to appoint an
additional number of persons enjoying their confidence
with whom they might co-operate, recommending to
them it is true the choice of persons resident in, or accus-
tomed to resort to Dublin. The argument of Ministers
seizes upon the latter recommendation, with the grasp
of a drowning person anxious to avoid his fate; and
vet an unprejudiced mind will conceive, that such a
recommendation would tend rather to extend, than
to diminish, the number of the increased Committee.
It ridicules the idea of ¢ the moderate few” rvepairing
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to Dublin; but I will submit to any man, whether
if a sinister view were entertained by those who pro-
posed the augmentation, they would not have encourag-
ed, if the reasoning of Ministers were correct, the elec-
tion of supine and inactive individuals, who would leave
them to pursue, without trouble or molestation, in the
name of the Catholics of Ireland, the bent of their own
mischievous inclinations?  But, when we reflect upon the
situation of political affairs in England at this period, was
there not a natural motive for these gentlemen to wish,
through the nomination of persons resident in, or in the
habit of frequenting Dublin, to facilitate the means of
co-operation in a critical emergency, and in the case of
overtures of arrangement which it was reasonable to ex-
pect, and upon which it would be necessary almost in-
stantaneously to decide? Really, Sir, I have to entreat
pardon, for having occupied so much valuable room in
your paper, and exhausted perhaps the patience of your
readers, in contending against such arguments, founding
themselves on evidence, the statement alone of which re-
futes the deduction, which they would impose upon the
general credulity or indifference, with respect to Irish
affairs, of the British public.

With respect to any intemperance of language adopt-
ed by individual members of the Committee, during the
months of November and December last, I shall ob-
serve, in the present Letter, that much of it I do not
approve—for more of it I can account—and, I believe,
the best way of settling the whole, will be by thus de-
claring my sentiments on the subject, Laudare non pos-
sumy irasci certe non debeo. 1 am confident that the pre-
sent. Commander in Chief, (at length restored to a situ-
ation the duties of which, previously to his resignation,
were always ably filled in the admninistration of that de-
partment—from which he was induced to retire by a foul
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machination, since sufficiently developed; that sought
also to involve persons equally exalted and cqually in-
nocent—and to which he has been since reinstated, with
the avowed suffrage of Ireland)—would have expressed
thanks to that Committee, for their pains in investigating
and bringing to light a practice, which had prevailed
contrary to existing military regulations, and'to the good
of the service* Upon the debates of that Committee I
shall enlarge hereafter. It is sufficient’ for my purpose
to remark, that even upon the statement of Ministers,
objectionable matter appears to have been condemned by
some of its members; and after all, the Resolutions point-
ed at by the Proclamation are not those of the Commit-
tee, now functi officio, but of an aggregate meeting of
the Catholics.

But to Catholic Noblemen and their eldest sons, to
Catholic Baronets, Barristers, Country Gentlemen, and

* 'The practice, indeed, thus discovered, and which otherwise would
not have been noticed, was provided against, by General Orders from
the Earl of Harrington, and those Orders condemned it, as contrary to
existing rules; but it has been objected against the same Orders, that as
relating to past transgressions, they were expressed in terms of very mild
reprehension. I should not have expatiated on the circumstance, had I
not known, that impressions have formerly prevailed, injurious to his Roy+
al Highness the Duke of York, upon the point of permissions to Catholic
soldiers in respect to the liberty of religious worship, which I feel my-
self bound in candour to remove, being convinced that they have been
destitute of foundation. As the ordinances of the Army are not consti-
tuted by statutory enactment, but by the Royal Pleasure, in what are
called Articles of War, I am satisfied with the General Order of his
Royal Highness, issued since his return to office, embracing the whole of
the Catholic Military, Regulars as well as Militia. In one view the
insertion of a clause in the Mutiny Bill, or a permanent Act, might be
of advantage, as calculated by removing unfavourable impressions, to pro-
mote the recruiting service in Ireland. But there are inconveniences
which might arise in England, which will easily occur to any intelligent
mind, without the necessity of explanation on my part.



W——-'—————-l——!—vv————'———-——-———* R ——

103

opulent Merchants, (some of them the richest capitalists
of Ireland), the Catholic Bismors are associated in this
general Committee; and this is a circumstance on which
the argument of Ministers mainly depends! Why, Sir,
who are these respectable, and many of them very vene-
rable men? PRELATES, To wWHOM HIs MASESTY IS,
_PERHAPS, ALMOST AS MUCH INDEBTED, A4S TO THE
ARMS OF HIS SOLDIERS, FOR THE PRESERVATION OF HIS
crowN. IHis Majesty’s Ministers will do well to peruse
and study their pious exhortations and energetic remon-
strances, addressed at the peril of their lives to the
people of Ireland during the rebellion; and should they
“ require further information upen the subject, they will
I am sure obtain it in the IHouse of Commons from one
of their former colleagues Viscount Castlereagh. How-
ever his Lordship may have been surprised, and naturally
so, at a recent decision of the Catholic Bishops upon a
point of ecclesiastical regulation, I will venture to anti-
cipate that Viscount Castlereagh, sitting in his place in
the House of Commons, will never allow observations to
be made impeaching their loyalty or the disinterestedness
of their motives, without endeavouring strenuously to
vindicate them from such aspersions, Whatever may be
thought of the decision to which I have alluded, for my
own part I am disposed to condemn it strongly, it Is to
be recollected that it did not preclude the possibility of
ULTIMATE ARRANGEMENT.,  Will not ceven Christian cha-
rity, independently of any political consideration, admit
the innocence of the motive which could wish to incorpo-
rate with a general Committee, containing the collective
wisdom of the Body, the Catholic Prelacy of Ireland ?
Upon this 1 can only say, with a writer in a Ministe-
vial print, who has donc me the honour to quote, as 1
observe, some of my own cxpressions, intelligibilia non
indellectum adfero.
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I have thus, Sir, endeavoured, more, perhaps, than
will be thought to have been necessary, to vINDICATE
the Catholics of Ireland from the charges advanced against
their conduct by Ministers. I shall, in the next Letter,
proceed to JuUSTIFY their proceedings. '

I remain, &c.

HIBERN-ANGLUS.

30th Sept. 1811,
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LETTER XI.

JUSTITICATION QF THEIR CONDUCT.

SIR,

THE ARGUMENT oF MiNistERs ridicules the idea
“ of a debate about Catholic emancipation among the
““ Catholics themselves”—it conceives a Catholic petition
to be the ¢ simplest of prayers,” and it asserts that the
course to which the Catholies have resorted, s perfectly
¢ unnecessary for the avowed and legal object.” 1In making
these observations can Ministers be sincere, or if sincere,
can they have studied the history of Ireland during the
last twenty years, or even read the newspapers of the day?
Can they claim credit for a capacity to comprehend even
the ordinary course of Legislative proceeding?

It is my intention in the present Letter to refute these
assertions thus advanced by Ministers; to shew the pro-
priety of the course which the Catholics have adopted, by
reference to circumstances existing within their own body
—and in the sequel I shall endeavour to Justify their reso-
lutions, even upon other grounds. From the rapidity
with which thesé Letters are composed and dispatched;
from the distance of the place where they are written,

from that of publication, and the interval which necessa-

rily elapses between the transmission and revision of them

in a printed form; it is possible not only that 1 may fall.

o
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fnto various inaccuracies of style, but into frequent repe-
tition of ideas. They will thereforeI hope be excused;
and if T am late in my observations on events, or in reply
to animadversions, it must be attributed to the situation of
the writer—to his remoteness from the scenes of political
discussion; and to the casuality of opportunities, in which
he is enabled to peruse the journals of the metropolis.

In point of fact, Sir, is it not notorious that the Catho-
lics of Ireland, however agreed in the wish of being freed
from their incapacities, and however natural Ministers in
their argument now acknowledge that desire to be, having
formerly endeavoured to represent that the people of Ire-
land were indifferent upon the subject—is it not notorious
that they have not always been equally agreed, upon the
means proper to be pursued for the attainment of that
object? There have been few assemblies of the Catholics,
whether aggregate meetings or Committees, in which a
difference of opinion has not often prevailed, leading not
unfrequently to a division of suffrages. 'They have disa-
greed even upon the propriety of petitioning Parliament ;
but without deciding upon the merits of the parties to that
disagreement, and not meaning to concur in any opin-
ion which may have beeh expressed upon the subject, I
must say it is a little remarkable, that those most adverse
to petitioning are persons, whose political principles
the advocates of Ministers have generally been disposed
to condemn most severely. I will not, Sir, defend either
persons or their principles, when ‘I do not approve—I
will declare boldly, as I have already expressed on some
occasions, my dissent—but I will not join in any cry;
still less will I court reputation for purity in my own mo~
tives, by inveighing against others, whose imaginations
may be more ardent, - whose expressions more vehement,
but yet whose hearts and intentions may be as honest,
as those of the most loyal of men.



107

Permit me, Sir, to avail myself of this opportunity to
introduce observations, which appear to me not unwor-
thy of attention, as connected with Catholic dcbates-
We are told that they are intemperate. Applied to some
occasions I admit the fact. I will add that the debates
of Irishmen, unless read in an English translation, will
often appear TErRRIFIC. To be understood, Sir, they
must always be translated, and that translation must be
liberal—consistent with English idiom. = The two na-
tions will never otherwise comprehend each other, or we
shall always misunderstand the language of Ireland. Al-
lowance must ever be made, on these occasions, for the
general tenor of Irish eloquence. The force and effect
of language depend indeed always upon the acceptation
prevalent among those to whom it is addressed; and
strong expressions are in some countries frequently ap-
plied to ordinary incidents, which in other countries
would convey the most serious import. Thus a French-
man is *¢ desperate,” au desespoir, if he spills coffee on
a carpet; and an Italian is equally ¢ desperate” if he
cannot have the ¢ glory” to copy for you music; e dis-
perato di non poter aver la gloria di servir la sua eccelen-
sa. I actually received once a note, Sir, from an Italian
copist exactly in these words. In the same manner an
Irishman, directing his mind to higher contemplation,
and soaring to a more transcendant altitude, will use the
strongest terms to express even a slight degree of dis-
pleasure at the conduct of affairs; and having delivered
himself in a lively sally of keen invective against Mini-
sters, and talked by the hour of chains and thraldrom,
tyranny and oppression—will retire from a meeting ap-
parently turbulent, in perfect good humour; satisfied if
his wit shall be recorded in a newspaper, and indulging,
no thoughts of mischief and sedition, but only the flat-
tering hope, that it may meet the eyes and approbation

02
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of some beauteous fair, in the circles of peaceable domes-
tic society. Such, Sir, were often the debates of the
Irish Parliament; and its courtesy allowed a gallery to
the Jadies, who held, within its walls, a Parliament also
of their own.

We must not judge of the Irish, in this respect, by
ourselves. The national character, habits, feelings, elo-
quence, all are different. 'They are a quick, sprightly,
animated people. Their tone is always impassioned.
The Athenians themselves delighted not more in speeches.
With the Irish, oratory is not only a natural endowment;
it is absolutely a passion—which therefore cannot be ex-
tinguished, and must be indulged; humour it, and it
will not be perverted. Freeze not its genial current—Ilet
it flow on; and if you will, divert its course. DBut seek
not to dam it up. The rash attempt will not succeed ;
and it will cost you dear; it will burst your flood-gates—
overflow—and in a torrent impetuous and irresistible,
carry with it desolation. | | '

Such, Sir, is the nature of Irish eloquence—such the
view in which it is to be contemplated—such the policy
to be pursued in the direction of it, by a Statesman.—
Valeat in concionibus, wehementes habeat repentinos tumul-
tus—spatio interposito et causd cagnitd, consenescet.

We must concede to the Irish the merit of genius,
invention, and brilliancy of invention. I may be permit-
ted, however, to observe, that although copious, poe-
tical, and even sublime; they have sometimes a disposi-
tion to adopt a style of eloquence too rLorip, what rhe-
toricians call fervidum genus dicendi—cadunt in hoc vitium.
It is well understood among themselves, where from their
frequency exaggerated expressions produce little or no
mischievous effect; but 1 cannot complain, and they
must not themselves be surprised, if transported into
‘t_his countyy it may alarm an English reader, inclined to
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weigh each expression according to its true import, in
the scale of that quiet sober good sense, which is the strik-
ing feature of the Lnglish character. I cannot, on the
other hand, allow Ministers to avail themselves of any
hasty intemperate expressions, used by any individuals at
former Catholic meetings, as affording any argument in
favour of their own proceedings. We must at all events
mutually adopt, upon this point, what in-technical lan-
guage is called the law of set-off'; and if this be not con-
ceded to me, I must take the liberty of holding them
bound by every thing calumnious, and as adopting all
the atrocious sentiments which are to be found in the
speeches and publications of their own Privy Counsellor
and favoured advocate, the Right Honourable Dr. Pat-
rick Duigenan. Let Ministers abandon to me the LEARN-
£p Docror, and I will yield up on my side the most in-
furiated among those, whom they call by the appellation
of “ Catholic agitators,” if any are indeed to be found in
the Catholic Body, and net solely among MINISTERS
THEMSELVES, '

If the language of the Catholics at former meetings
has been violent, it must be kept in mind, and I may be
allowed to argue from the circumstance, that the provo-
cation has been also violent. It cannot afford an argu-
ment decisive of the fact, that a future meeting not yet
assembled will be turbulent: still less for denouncing such
an assembly unlawful. How is it possible that persons
should meet; smarting under the stigma which the law
still nfliets upon their character, and labouring under
incapacities to which the Catholics are still liable, - (and
which, because they are less numerous than heretofore,
they feel more galling), without expressing themselves in
the language of strong feeling, without loudly complain-
ing, and without availing themselves of an opportunity
to vindicate their principles and their conduct, from fout



110

insinuations and injurious misrepresentations, on the part
of Ministers. Let Ministers read over soberly their own
specches during the last ten years, and consider their
effect; let them reperuse the pamphlets which they have
encouraged—let them ponder over the columns of their
newspapers, particularly those in justification of  their
own late violent proceeding; and put the question whe-
ther they could themselves, as men of spirit thus derided,
or as honourable persons thus slandered and aspersed,
meet without expressing their indignation and indulging
their resentment, in very vehement discourse? We may
regret, we may even lament many things at which we
cannot be surprised, and which we are not able, or au-
thorised to prevent. When, independently of Peers de-
prived even of a vote in the representation of their own
body, and gentlemen of large estates excluded from the
House of Commons, it is considered that the number
of Catholic Barristers in Ireland exceeds sixrty, all de-
barred from advancement in. their profession—when we
reflect upon the numbers and opulence of the Catholic
merchants of Dublin and other cities, who have been
deprived, by an Aet passed during the present Admini-
stration, of any share in the direction of an establish-
ment, to which they were themselves principal contri-
butors—when we think upon the number of parents and
heads of families, anxious to prefer their children in
the service of the state, in one department precluded
from attaining any distingunished situation, in the other, -
from all premotion beyond a certain step, an inade-
quate reward for the toils, risk, and other sacrifices in
a military career—when we remember that the persons,
thus restrained, form the GrREAT MAJORITY of the PEOPLE
of IrELAND, encreasing daily in property, and with that
property encreasing in a desire of the poLITICAL CON-
SEQUENCE so wisely attached to it in the TRUE sysTEM
of the Britisu CoxsmrurioN—when these things are
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recollected, and the language also is recollected of nien
in power, as well as the sparing hand with which those
advantages have been administered, to which the Catho-
lics are even at present legally entitled—can it be extra-
ordinary, that meeting under such ecircumstances they
should decline to lavish encomia upon raws, by which
they are thus restricted—to déclare the praises of a Con-
strroTioN, of which they are told such restriction is a
FUNDAMENTAL PRINCIPLE—or to wish the confinunation
of a government, under which Ministers would seek
to render such laws ETERNAL. It is not in the NATURE
OF MAN. ‘

I admit that this is an evil, a misfortune, and even a de-
plorable calamity. I think, perhaps, more seriously on
the subject than Ministers themselves; and in the course
of these Letters I have invariably expressed my appre-
hensions of the effect which may be produced by their late
proceedings, and still more by the general tone of their
administration, towards this numerous and powerful body
of Irish subjects. It was the advice of Mr. Grattan to &
former Government, ¢ whatever, (I write the words from
memory) be your conduct towards the Catholicsy let it be de-
« cent; and if you will vefuse them, let it be always with €<
« pility.” ‘This has not been done by Ministers; and the
evil I repeat is serious. But how are we to proceed ?
There are only two ways. Reason points at the post to
one. Folly alone entices us by the other. In the present
case, it is fortunate that the road of reason is straight be-
fore us, easy, and what we cannot miss. The other is V-
PRACTICABLE—would involve us in inextricable PERPLEX-
rry, and ultimately conduct us to certain perdition,
s leading us even down into the chambers of DEATH.”  We
must dispute each inch by the sword with dubious suc-
cess; and in the very beginning of our career we must
trample upon every thing dear, sacred, and unalienable
from mankind. ‘The inconveniences, either apprehended,
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or actudlly resulting from Catholic méetings, can be ob-
viated only by rREMOVING THE cAUSE, and by granting
without delay, and before importunity, liber ally, sponta-
neously, and cheerfully, Carnoric Emaxcrearion.  Such
was the plan, and such were the views of Mr. Pitt. If
this be not done, there remains but one means to which
we can resort. 'T'HE ASSEMBLY OF ANY NUMBER or Ca-
THOLICS FOR- THE CONSIDERATION OF THEIR GRIEV-
ANCES MUST BE RENDERED PENAL BY A NEW ENACT=-
MENT-—new torments must be then devised—and we must
take away, the only solace of the wretched, the rrEEDOM
OF CONDOLENCE.

OveHr this to be, can this be accomplished? The
good sense and humanity of Englishmen—the spirit of
Irishmen—the liberality prevalent in the laws and dispo-
sition of Scotchmen, and their prudence in deliberation
—the universal voice of the Empire, loudly proclaim that
1t cANNOT.  And yet, Sir, the infatuation of Ministers is
such, that they seem to have dreamt, in the madness of
their intoxication, of accomplishing such a project. It

can be proved to demonstration; and if any thing were
wanting, the inquiry into the fact would be sufficient to-
open the eyes of Englishmen, and to exhibit in their true
colours the new jewels, by which it has been sought to
add false lustre to the Crown; and which I am told cer-
tain orrFicERs of the Tower are busxly employed in en=-
deavouring to bind in, with clasps of the HARDI:ST IRON,
1ender1ng them INSEPARABLE.

Pleasantry, Sir, is ill snited to this moumful occasion s 3
and if I have indulged it, I hope lnnocently, in the pre-
ceding paragraph, it has been only to drive away the me-
lancholy thoughts which rush upon the mind, when we
reflect upon the awful alternative to which Mlmstels have
brought both themselves, and Ireland. I affirm and .
charge against them, that by their own acts, followed b
their own arguments, they have driven themselves, in theu:
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blindness, to the NrcrssiTy or rLEcTION.  Consistently
with the grounds on which they have issued the Procia-
MmaTION, and on which they have explained and justified
that measure in the Lerrers signed Marcus—letters up-
on the face of them purporting to proceed upon official in-
formation, and official authority—clearing also away the
obseurity of the Proclamation itself, which struck me up-
on the first perusal of it, and which I noticed upon my
first address—-MINISTERS caANNOT Now avoip making
choice of the LATTER ALTERNATIVE; and it seems in-
deed to have been with them from the beginning an
ORIGINAL CONTEMPLATION. 'This, Sir, I will PrROVE,
When we consider, that in their Preclamation they at-
tempted to avail themsclves of an existing statute, secking
to wrest it to the purpose of suppressing an assembly, law-
fully convened by the Catholies in order to promote the
constitutional course of a Petition to the Legislature for
relief from their incapaeitics—that they have not relied
upon that statute evem in their ProcramaTioN—have
shewn themselves inclined to repudiate that statute alto-
gether—and have the effrontery to declare that if not jus-
tified by that statutey and even if their conduct be contra~
ry ¢ to its spirit,” as well as to ¢ its letter,” they seek
not to ¢ APOLOGISE FOR THE BREACH OF ANY LAW'—
when they have gone so far as to insinuate that the pro-
posed assembly’ “in the DORMANCY of the Legislative
“ power,” Might be put down even by UNLAWFUL MEANS
—surely, Sit, their disposition must be CLEAR and maN-
1FEST. | 'The attempt in the Proclamation shews a defi-
ciency only of the means, not of the inclination; the Pro-
clamation fmplies the principle, on which the Legislature,
in_their contemplation, should be called upon to act—and
the cation, explaining and developing that prmmple,
plail itimates, what during the ¢ pormaxcy” of the

Legfslature are the Iaws, which they are preparing for its
P
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consideration when it shall awake; at all events their own
ideas of what is PROPER AND NECLSSARY TO BE ENACT-
Ep!!!

What, Sir, is this but peMONSTRATION—plain, palp-
able, irrefragable DEMONSTRATION: and what stronger
evidence, of what is passing only in the interior invisible
recesses of the mind, will the people of England require?
To them, Sir, I address these Letters—not to the people
of Ireland; they have already thought upon these things;
and they have no information to obtain from Hibern-
Anglus.

Tue Carsovrics oF IRELanp, although Parliament
may be unfortunately lulled to sleep, (‘and it has been only
during the hour sacred to its repose that Ministers have
wentured on this deed of darkness and surprise )J—the Ca-
tholics of Ireland, Ministers may be well assured, are NoT
DORMANT .........they are upon this occasion tremblingly
ALIVE........their attention and their fears have been, from
the first moment, strongly EXCITED.........their apprehen-
sions, should Ministers venture or be allowed to meet
Parliament (I am satisfied they will not) will amount to
CONVICTION.........they anticipate a question involving not
so much CATHOLIC EMANCIPATION, as CATHOLIC PRE-
SERVATION.........and if the minds of Ministers be made
up, upon what they call ¢ paramount duty,” to legalise
<¢ unlawful means,”—they will find not only the Catholics
but aL. IrRELAND, upon principles of duty more certain
and acknowledged, with the advantage also of rRIGHTS
sacrRED and UNALIENABLE on their side, equally DETER-
miNeD. But Irepeat the assertion contained in my first
Letter, and since more minutely explained—The conti-
nuation of the present Ministers is IMPOSSIBLE {.

HIBERN-ANGLUS.
2d October, 1811.

§ Thiss Letter concludes the series of those, which actually appeared ir
the Morning Chronicle.
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LETTER XII.

ON MR. PITT.

Sir,

Uroxn the nature of Catholic debates, 1 appre-
hend that I shall be thought in the last Letter, to have
sufficiently enlarged; and I shall conclude my observa-
tions on that head by remarking, that any inconvenience,
which they may be supposed to occasion, was long since
foretold by that truly accomplished Statesman, whom I
have so often cited. It grows, indeed, out of the system,
if system it can be called, which has been adopted hith-
erto in the repeal of those laws, by which the Irist Na-
TI0N were so long excluded from the IRIsH CONSTITU-
TION. ¢ Your comprehensive theories and imperfect
¢ grants,” said Mr. Grattan, ‘“ have opened discussion,
¢ and let in a train of ideas, which MAY GREATLY SERVE;
¢¢ or MARVELOUSLY DISTRACT YOUR CounTRY: The Bill
« (that of 1793) has my support, beeause it does much,
¢ and LEADS TO sO MUCH MORE; but the author of it
¢ would have displayed more wisdom, if he had given
¢« the Catholics the whole now, and had SETTLED WITH

1

¢ THEM FOR EVER.”
It is not my intention, nor indeed is it within the scope

of the discussion which I have proposed, to enter upon
P 2
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the present occasion into a consideration of the question,
how far it might have been practicable, at that period to
have accomplished what was desired by Mr. Grattans.and
whether the Statesman presiding over the councils of that
day did not in his heart, although not at liberty to fol-
low the impulse of his own mind, even at that time con-
cur in the opinion which I have quoted. IHe espoused
in early life the cause of Ireland; and perhaps on no sub-
ject had his eloquence been more conspicuous. He was
elevated prematurely to the supreme direction of public
affairs. Upon matters connected with coentinental policy,
it is impossible that his ideas could, in. the first years
of his accession to office, have been even formed, still
less combined ar systematically arranged. He must have
entertained, however, upon matters regarding domestic
policy, opinions naturally resulting from actual observa-
tion, and Ireland appears from the beginning to have en-
oaged on his part very attentive consideration,

Upon the policy of Catholic emancipation, all eminent
persons in the state have long been agreed; and in that
point, even those in other respects discordant have uni~
formly concurred. Itisbut fair after what I have just
quoted, that I should avail myself of an opportunity to
pay a tribute, which I conceive in justice due, to the
memory of the departed Minister. I will not, Sir, cant
in the usnal notes his praise. Mr, Pitt had his errors—
his faults—was nat without ambition—he is no more.
But even his political adversaries, and those the most op-
posed to-the ‘systel_n ‘of his Government and still more
to the made by which it was condueted, are willing to ad-
mit that he had & coMpREHENSIVE MIND.  Perhaps only
gpon TWO GRBAT QUESTIONs did a RrEAL difference of
opinion prevail between that Minister and Mr. Fox—
the question of War with Irance, and of the Trisu
Wnion, Upon the first, their difference is notorious—
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and we begin, whatever may have been our former im-
pressions, not only to think, but to feel also very sensibly,
that the policy recommended by Mr. Fox was the more
wise. Of the Union with Ireland it will be perhaps in
recollection, that Mr. Fox, upon his return to Parlia-
ment subsequent to the accomplishment of this measure,
took occasion to deliver in his place, retrospectively, a
DECIDED DISAPPROBATION, Upon the Catholic question,
however, both were agreed; and of this, whatever may
be thought by others, I am myself now theroughly per-
suaded; that Mr. Pitt ENTERTAINED A SINCERE DESIRE
OF ABOLISHING IN IRELAND ALL CIVIL DISTINCTIONS
BETWEEN CATHOLICS AND PROTESTANTS, ON ACCOUNT
OF RELIGIOUs oriNioNs, Mr. Foxy from the freedom
of his own situation in Parliament, had only to declare
his sentiments, Mr. Pitt had to carry the same senti-
ments practically into effect.  He had to overcome diffi-
culties, by which his views of what with his political rival
he considered to be.true:policy, (and which even Mr.
For could not himself accomplish ) were, to use his own
expression, ¢ INSUPERARLY opposed,”—and he had also
‘to contend, perhaps, with the INTRIGUES, by which, if
they did not excite these difliculties, they had subsequent-
ly been encouraged, and industriously MAINTAINED.
Whether they had not occurred at a period long anterior
to the Union, I leave to be determined by those who re-
member the reports of that period. But we have almost
unequivoeal intimation from Mr. Pitt HiMsELF, that it
was prineipally in the hopes, and as the means, of sur-
mounting those diffictdties, he had himself planned, and
accelerated the UnioN wiTH IRELAND.
It will be of advantage to many if they will turn to the
 speeches of that great Orator, of whom some of the pre-
sent Ministers affect to be disciples; and if they will con-
trast his opinions, there disclosed, with their own lan-
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guage, and their own deportmentf. Those, Sir, whe
can feel for a Minister assuming office, not for the advan-
tages of place; not upon calculations of pecuniary bene-
fit, and as a barter of professional employment; not

t T must, however, admit, that candour, precision, and open unquali-
fied statement, are certainly not the characteristic beauties of those
speeches. Those of Mr. Fox are distinguished by these qualities; and
they contributed greatly to the force of his eloquence. You could al-
ways comprehend Mr. Fox, you never could answer him, but you had
not the courage to adopt his plans; and you allowed others to talk you
mto a distrust of his philosophy, which naturally you did not feel. He
was always above secking to remove prejudices—he never would argue
with them—he indeed often excited them. Mr. Pitt with more natural
hauteur, and from the difficulties which he experienced in the first years
of his administration prone to asperity, was withal more courteous.

How different, many think, would have been the situation of the Bri-
tish Empire if the counsels of Mr. Fox had prevailed, and the King of
Great Britain had been advised to adopt that course towards France
which he actually pursued as Elector of Hanover. The system of our
foreign policy, as adopted since the French revolution, has made France
a great Empire—it has nearly undone ourselves—and the continuance of
the present Ministers, or of those who adhere to a system radically er-
roneous, will accomplish the destruction of our power.

I cannot subscribe to that sentiment, which considers peace to be ne-
cessarily unattainable, or which repudiates the idea of negociation. Peace
I conceive to be the interest of Britain, and an adherence to it when con-
cluded, not incompatible, but even consistent, with the interests of France
properly understood; peace, concluded upon terms fair and bonourable to
both countries, will be of long duration, Europe has suffered, so much
from the scourge of war, that its flames once extinguished will not be
allowed to be again enkindled.

What, T would ask, is the ekject for which we are contending; and if
that object could be accurately or intelligibly defined, I would ask fur-
ther what is the prospect of ultimate success? By what means is it likely
to be obtained? Are such-the means which we actually pursue? Are we
proceeding upon any settled principle, or are we fighting a war of chances 2
Are we engaging our last stake at political hazard? 1f so, against whom
are we playing, and on what side will the odds be laid by spectators?

Peace I cannot but think wise policy, conducted under negociations in-
vited not by an ephemeral Administration without character, strength, or
solidity, and only #s the last resource in order to obtain lost popularity’
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through a casual opening, which none could have expecte
ed, and an opportunity which few would have embraced;
not upon principles of obsequious deference to mistaken
piety; to continue the fetters of a brave and loyal people,
and frustrate their relief from incapacities; as impolitic
as they are oppressive;—but a Minister accepting his offi-
cial situation from an innate consciousness of transcend-
ent talents, and of ability to conduct with the superior ad-
vantages of uncommon and splendid endowments the at-
fairs of a great nation, upon the views and systems of an
enlarged and enlightened mind—a Minister, secking not
by paltry shifts and expedients, and by courting those
whom recently he had stigmatized and reviled, to secure
the prolongation during a time of little brief authority ;
but bent upon the accomplishment of plans tending to
produce permanent benefit to the state, and able to main-
tain, even by the sanction of his name alone, a steady
system of political government—supporting himself in
power, not by the intrigues of local and limited prejudice,
but almost by the general and spontaneous suffrage of the
empire—a Minister, with all due devotion and submission,
yet not watching the transient smiles nor dreading the
frown of princes; not compelled to consult intermeddling
courtiers, nor dependent upon their will; but proud in
enjoying the xespect of the Sovereign, commanding from

by other means irretrievable, but by Ministers of capacity and known
ability enjoying public confidence and respect. The honour of the coun-
try would, by such men, not be committed in the opening of negociation,
and its interests would not be endangered by any weak, unnecessary, or
impolitic concessions: but defend us from any attempts at peace, made
solely in the view of keeping any set of men in the ofices of Administra-
tion! Let us also avoid for once the former system of putting in a weak
Minister, merely to sign a disgraceful treaty which all may abuse, and thes
to retire for ever from office. Peace can be atfempied only by those, to
whom the country will give a confidence, perhaps never before enjoyed
er bestowed.
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his servants reverential awe, and emulous of glory in the
estimation of succeeding ages—those who can feel for such
a Minister, will feel for Mr. Pitt; and they will almost
shed a tear upon the page, where they shall behold that
Statesman, in accents mournful but in language digni-
fied although depressed, retaining even in humiliation
and distress the same exalted tone of lofty and command-
ing ‘eldquence, bewailing a misfortune not to himself alone
but to his country, bitter, severe, and unexpeeted—dis-
appointed in his fondest wishes—thwarted in the fondest
object of his contemplation—ecut off in the blossom of his
hopes—and compelled to relinquish all these plans, long
meditated, and with such care matured, through which
he sought to terminate the contest of three hundred years;
to establish a new and glorious eera in our annals, to be
recorded until the end of time; to bring down the bene-
dictions of millions upen his head; to transmit his memo-
ry unto their latest posterity as the founder of their liber-
ties; to conseccrate in the hearts of Irishmen the name of
Union—and to bind round the temples of a Sovereign,
(to whose service he was devoted) the TRIPLE crOWN of
his kingdoms, consolidated through such means not in
theory but in effect, in bonds indissoluble of UNITY AND
PEACE.

I shall, Sir, in my next Letter, resume my argument
in gustification of the proceedings adopted by the Irish Ca-
tholics. I thought it, however, allowable thus to advert
to the sentiments of Mr. Pitt, by whom similar proceed-
ings on their part were not only tolerated, but APPROVED,
SANCTIONED and SUPPORTED,

HIBERN-ANGLUS.

2d October, 1811.
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LETTER XIIL

&

IN JUSTIFICATION OF THE CATHOLICS, AND ON THE MO-
TIVES BY WHICH MINISTERS HAVE BEEN ACTUATED.

Sir,

Tut variance of opinion, which heretofore has
prevailed in the Catholic body of Ireland, has not been
confined solely to the question -of petitioning Parliament
for ulterior relief. They have differed upon the language
of their Petitions—upon the extent to which relief should
be prayed or pressed—upon the time and mode of pre-
senting their Petitions—upon the persons to whose con-
duct in Parliament they should be confided—upon the
powers which should be entrusted to those, by whom their
Petitions have in general been brought to England.—If
such differences have subsisted in times, when the possibi-
lity of relief was remote; how much more likely must it
have appeared to the most reasonable men that they might
recur, when in their expectation, a Petition was likely to
involve not merely discussion, but the actual adoption of
a legislative proceeding.

I think, Sir, it will be admitted by candid and impar-
tial persons, that it was advisable for the Catholics under
such circumstances as a matter of prudence, if other con-
siderations did not urge them upon grounds of necessity,
ta adopt a new mode in the conduct of their affairs. The
importance of the questions likely to be agitated, as con-
nected with concession to their claims, in the event of ei-

&
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ther House going into a Committee upon their Petition
—the temper manifested in the course of debates among
themselves—the pertinacity of some—the violence of o-
thers—the precipitancy of former resolutions—the dissa-
tisfaction of many respectable persons at antecedent divi-
sions—the mode in which Committees had hitherto been
constituted—the principles on which they had been ac-
customed to proceed in their instructions to those, com-
missioned by them with their interests in London—these,
and many other considerations which I might state, were
all of a nature to excite, in the minds of the most honour-
able afid loyal men, the innocent desire of establishing a
new and more perfcct system; at all events of improving
that which had prevailed, in the management of future
Petitions.

What I have already stated would be a sufficient an-
swer to the argument of Ministers and to those, who have
been’disposed to ask of the Catholics, Why have you not
gone on in your accustomed mode? I have pledged my-
self, however, to meet every question fairly; and I am de-
sirous, for the satisfaction of the pﬁblic, as well as for
my own honour, fully to discuss this point.,

The inadequacy of the former system, even upon the
slightest consideration, must appear obvious. The late
Lommltbec itself, against which Ministers have strained
objections to the utmost, was the first to declare, if not
its total incompetency, at least its reluctance to proceed
‘under its existing constitution, in an emergency when e-
_nancipation might be considered as at hand; and when
the management of the Catholic interests might require
much_prudential consideration and promptness of deci-
sion.  Such Committees of the Cathohcs, as hitherto con-
fstltuted have been too numerous, ‘and at the same time
o0 limited—sufficiently considerable in point of number
#0 occasion the ingonveniences incidental to all public
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meetings; but not established in a manner to give weight
to their decisions, as expressing upon any controverted
point of great importance the sentiments of the body at
large—competent to withhold authority from those deput- .
ed to manage their Petition at the seat of Government—
but not capable of investing them with powers, which it
might be prudent and necessary to confer, and upon which
it could be possible to act, as in the name of the Catho-
lics, with certainty and effect; without the risk of being
deprived of subsequent support—of subjecting their Par-
liamentary supporters to great embarrassments—of ex-
posing themselves to personal mortification—ef exciting
also, against the whole body of their constituents, oblc-
quy from their adversaries; and perhaps just reproach,
even from their friends.

The Committee itself was sensible of this defect in De-
cember; and the aggrecate meeting applied the remedy
in July. Let it however be considered as a suggestion
proceeding from the Committee, and the question still ar-
aued with refepence to the Letter of Mr. Hay.

I regret that I have not in my possession, nor an op-
portunity of referringto the speech of the Irish Secretary
in the House of Commeons, on the occasion of that Let-
ter. I will however venture upon a few observations
respecting that’ Committee, which the Right Honour-
able Gentleman thought proper to asperse, calling it an
¢ illegal assembly sitting in Dublin,” which even then
he attempted, but was not able to suppress. That at-
tempt was not pursued- by the Catholies as it deserved,
because it'was despised. It appeared to many too con-
temptible; it had sufficiently in itself exposed the folly
of the proceeding; its recurrence was not apprehended;
and the most respectable Catholics were divided in opin-
ion, as to the notice with which it should be marked.

To many, and those of exalted rank, it appeared a more
Q 2
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dignified course to lef it pass; not expecting, as a return
for their forbearance, that they would have been compli-
mented, as they have been, in a new and more splendid
edition of the original performance, although in correct-
ness but little improved.

It is not in the nature of man to part willingly with
authority, and in elucidation of this remark I might
advert to the spirit of tenacious adherence, with which
the present Ministers seem inclined to cling to office.
The Catholic Committee, however, appear to me to
have pursued on this occasion an honourable, disinterest-
ed, patriotic course, entitling them more to thanks than
te censure on the part of those, who ought to feel most
interested in the welfare of Ireland. Unfortunately,
however, the present Ministers are not of that descrip~
tion; since it has been and still continues the principle
of their administration to oppose the claims of the
people of Ireland; embracing every opportunity which
may occur, and as it should seem almost seeking them,
to deny their wishes, and to offend their feelings. They
are strangers to the manners, to the character, it should
appear almost to the history of that people; and what-~
ever superiority they may affect, the Irish will not be
disposed to concede to them the pretensions which they
advance of wunderstanding, better than themselves, the
interests of Ireland.

Allow me, Sir, here to pause, and to bring before the
eonsideration of your readers the difference of conduct
which has been adopted towards Scotland, and towards
Ireland, since the Union of each kingdom with Eng-
land, orindeed during the last century. The progress
of commerce and improvement of every deseription
* throughout Scotland, the angmentation of its population,
and the religious harmony by which that part of the
United Kingdom is so distinguished, whilst they do hon-
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eur to the industry and intelligence of its people, evince
the wisdom of the policy pursued towards that country
during the present reign; and it has proceeded in a pe-
culiar manner under the auspices of his present Majesty~
It has been fortunate, not only for Scotland but for the
Empire, that his Majesty in early life and upon his first
accession to the throne chose for his advisers, in the go~
vernment of that country, persons in character and dis-
position widely different from those, who are supposed,
through intrigues generally thought to have been prac-
tised about the year 1793, to have obtained and grossly
to have abused the Royal confidence, in points regard-
ing the affairs of Ireland. The persons consulted by the
Sovereign in relation to Scotland, however unpopular in
England, were those who bad the interest of the coun-
try at heart. They tried not to poison the Royal ear
with calumny against their countrymen—they wished not
to perpetuate the animositics of former times, or to mis-
represent the state of the country and the disposition of
its natives—they preached not to the Sovercign the fear
of losing the affection of one class, in a hopeless ender-
vour to obtain the goed will of another; —but they sought
to promote the welfare of Scotland and the honour of
the Monarch by a system of conciliation, and by endea-
vouring to allay, not to foment, internal divisions. By
acts of conspicuous favour shewn to the udherents of the
unfortunate House of Stuart a sentiment of attachment
was enkindled towards the family upon the throne, and
to the Union; whilst by allowing natives of that coun-
try a certain share even in the administration of Iinglish
affgirs, the pride and ambition of Scotland have bcen
gratified. With respect to the Scotch, it has not been
sought in the executive department of Royal Authority
to establish an inquisitorial tribunal, prejudging the te-
nets of their religious opinions; nor have the mass of
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Scottish population been denied civil preferineirt, erthes
at home or in England, because they will not submit te
Episcopal hierarchy, or prostrate themselves before the
altar of holy communion. Because they profess Presby-
terianism, they have not been calumniated and reviled,
as persons dangerous and disaffected—as levellers and re-
publicans—with whom even the ordinary intercourse of
society was to be shunned and suspended. They have
not been reproached with the crimes, nor made to bear
the iniquities of former ages—they have not been rend-
ered the butt of Treasury hirelings—nor have persons,
in proportion as they have mianifested an inclination to
load them with abuse and invective, obtained exaltation.
The sins of the father have not been visited upon the
unoffending child—he has been restored to the property
of a rebellious ancestor—he has himself received honour,
and found favour in the sight of Royalty.

The Scotch, Sir, have also been permitted to judge
for themselves, upon all points connected with the inter-
ests of their own country.  They have not been handed
over, as persons incapable of conducting the admini-
stration of affairs, to English subalterns of office—nor
have those, who never put their feet within its boundary,
or witnessed its condition, presumed or been allowed to
protrude their advice—nor have such persons ever yet
ventured, as wupon Irish affiirs, to represent themselves
better qualified than its natives to give opinions, and to
decide upon the expediency of regulations for its internal
government. There has existed, in this respect, in Scot-
land, a noble spirit of INTERIOR INDEPENDENCE, AND
OF DECIDED OPPOSITON TO THE INTERFERENCE ofF EncG-
LISH INTERVENTION, IN THE MANAGEMENT OF THEIR
DOMESTIC AFFAIRS, ~If I mistake not, the hour is fast
approaching when the same spirit shall prevail in Ireland
—it may not please a Minister, who will frequently be
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disposed to send young gentlemen, impertinent and
troublesome at the doors of the Treasury, to Ireland,
upon the same principle, sometimes, on which the poet.
n the play sends Hamlet from Denmark; but I am con-
vinced that nothing will tend more effectually than such
a spirit to cement the connection between these Islands.
Let the system of ScorLanp, in the freedom of religi-
ous opinion and in many points of internal administra-
tion, be transplanted to IRELAND, and we may entertain
no alarm for the permanence of a LecisLaTive Uniox.
To return, however, to the conduct of the late Catho-
lic Committee. They may have been intemperate, as I
have already admitted, in speech—misguided in zeal—
“and mistaken in judgment. Their intentions, however,
I am persuaded, have been honest. I am convinced that
they have anxiously desired to_promote the relief of
their fellow-subjects from their remaining incapacities—
that they have sought té aceomplish that object only by
lawful proceedings—and that, in endeavouring to ob-
tain for the Catholics of Ireland a more complete enjoy-
ment of political liberty, under the established constitu-
tion, they have wished to strengthen, and not to impair,
the connection of the two Islands. Their conduct I
think proves, that my impression is well founded. Zhey
have a greater, inlerest in the prosperity of Ireland than
all the members of the present Cabinet can have, whether
you consider them collcétz've{y or z'ndz'vz'duallJ, or in their
Minusterial capacity ; they contain, in their number, per-
sons of as sound intellect and of as distinguished talent,
men fully as able, if not more competent, Zo judge what
is expedient Jor the welfare of Ircland—and I hope the pe~
md is_mot arrived, as from the language of Ministers
onc would be inclined to think, when to know and t
“u,h the happiness of that country is to be held a nrE-
rPROACH, and objected as a CRIME,

¢
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Sir, 1 never can, I never will, allow a subaltern of
office to run down a body of respectable Gentlemen, be-
eause they may pursue a course which he may not please
to approve. 'To those who from their infancy have been
destined and regularly trained for official situations, no
one is more inclined than myself to render all due re-
spect; but as to those who have not received what 1
will call an official education—who have obtained their
‘offices, 1 will not say surreptitiously, but unexpectedly—
and whose attention may have not been drawn, atan
early period of life, to the conduct of public affairs: to-
wards such persons, I am speaking generally and not in-
tending the slightest individual allusion, I feel the reverse
of deference. I always distrust their judgment, and still
more their information—they are of all men those who
are most ‘likely to go wrong, and to mislead others.
The fair portion of respectable talent, which they may
have previously possessed, immediately forsakes them.—
“They are lost and bewildered—Dblinded by their exalta-
tion, they are sure to miss their way. They conceive
themselves to be éndowed at once, as it were wirtufe
officii, with superior intellect. They believe that upon
entering Downing-Street or the Castle, they are, 7pso
facto, inspired with divination. To seek information is
no longer necessary—to consult, is to depart from the
dignity of their official character. They are approached
only by those who have an interest, if not in deceiving,
at least in not opposing the turn of their inclinations—
they are more than others exposed to be caught in the
wiles of flattery—they are the last persons to whom cre-
dit is to be given, for accurately knowing or represent-
ing the state of affairs in Ireland. It has been re-
proached to the Catholics, that individuals have hereto-
{fore maintained, although they all declare in Ireland
upon their oaths that it is n0f an article of their faith,

w
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THE INFALLIBILITY OF THE Pope: but I am afraid we
are too must inclined to believe in England the iNFaLLI-
BILITY OF OFFICE. The one opinion I reject; and against
the other I proTEST.

But, Sir, there are other reasons why Englislhmen
should adopt with prudent caution, and not always impli-
citly receive upon credit, the assertions of an Irish Mini-
ster. 'There will exist always in the minds of such Mi-
nisters a bias, leading them to discourage any political as-
sociation or the meeting of Irish Gentlemen, whose firm-
ness and intrepidity may be a check upon their conduct.
They are, in Ireland, removed from that superintend-
ance of public opinion, which obtains in Ingland over
their personal acts, or their measures of government.
In England, the proceedings of Ministers pass under
our own cyes—they are the subject of our conversation
in society; of animadversions in the public prints, which
circulate throughout the country, and are read with avi-
dity in the remotest corner of the kingdom, exciting a
general interest. IHow different in this respect, is the
fate of Ireland! Who reads here an Irish newspaper,
but when, fortunately perhaps for the discusssion of Irish
affairs, there shall arise a quarrel between a Secretary and
a Committee? And how obviously is it the #nterest of
persons in that office, (especially if disposed to acts of
vigour and erergy as they are called, or to carry things
with a high hand, under an administration which does
not possess public confidence, and is odious to the whole
nation, from the principles on which it has been formed,)
to putndown' any assembly of persons, disposed to can-
vass and expose their measures and deportment. I am
noty - Sir, partial to popular assemblies, as the means of
eadily opposed to democracy; and I have

g‘ﬁvel'nmenc—stz
always concurred in the opinion of Xenophon, that to

democracy every respectable man who values the repose
R
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of society must necessarily object, - ¢ as 7o Gsatisoy wvavries
m dnuoxgariz””  But I am fond, Sir, of public assemblies
lawfully convened, for the purposes of fair discussion up-
on thL conduct of public men and measures. We. owe
to tnun in a great degree the preservation of our liberties;
and I can on]y say, that when they shall be suppressed,
and it shall be penal to publish in « newspaper a jfair ac-
count of their debates, the liberties of Englishmen will
have ceased to. exist.

These observations are necessary to promote, in an
English reader, an impartial consideration of the ques-
tion between the Irish Government and the late Catho-
lic Committee. Had the members of that assembly been
agitators, ambitious, disaffected, desirous only of de-
feating, and not of promoting the success of their claims
(if it were indeed possible, that persons, from their ta-
lents, situation, and expectations, deeply interested in
the success of those claims, should wish to defeat them)
orif they were anxious only to retain a supposed ascen-
dency over others, it will be thought, I conceive, more
natural, that they would have acted in a manner totally
different from that which they have adopted. They would
have arrogated new powers—acted at least on those which
they held—and if they had lost the confidence or excited
the disgust of those, to whom Ministers allude as con-
curring involuntarily in their proceedings, they would
not have resorted to a plan, calculated only to give weight
to a party in their own body, whom Ministers would re~
present them as wishing to overwhelm.

But, Sir, the idea that those who take the most ac-
tive part in forwarding, are the least desirous of effect-
ing the emancipation of the Catholics, is a proposition so
extraordinary; that if it had not been advanced by per-
sons holding really a rank in society, entitling their o-
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pinions to respect, I should have dismissed it at once
without an observation, and my remarks shall be few.
Throughout this discussion, it has been my wish not
to animadvert upon individuals—to make no personal al-
lusions—to comment upon the ideas of any singie mem-
ber of administration, only in such respects, as may at-
tach on his official situation, or on his public declarations,
or conduct; and however strenuounsly I may express my-
self, I have sought not to deviate from the freedom usu-
ally allowed in parliamentary debates, upen the measures
or fitness of Ministers. I have wished to express myself
in the language of a Gentleman, to the character of
which I have some pretensions; not in the abuse of a
demagogue, the popularity of whom I certainly neither
seek, nor ambition. Had Parliament been asserbled,
these Letters would not have been written. I trust,
therefore, after this explanation, I may be allowed to
put this question, fairly connected with the matter at
issue. Whom will the public conceive more naturally in-
clined in his heart to wish the failure of the CaraoLic
cramMs ? Mr. O'Connel, a Gentleman whom I have al-
ready described to be of ancient family—of brilliant ta-
lents—heir to a laxge estate—in extensive practice at the
Irish bar—in the present state of things precluded from
all advancement, but who, in the event of emancipa-
tion, may reasenably look forward to the enjoyment of
the highest honours in the state—or after the knowledge
which we possess of his political views and sentiments so
repeatedly declared, and upon the principles by which
he originally obtained, and on which alone, from the de-
cided tenor of all his professions, he can continue to hold
his_official situation—the FIRsT Loxp oF THE TREAsU-
ry? 1 have selected two persons, with whose names the
British public are best acquainted—a PRINCIPAL LEADER
R 2
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of CaraoLic COMMITTEES *—a PRINCIPAL OPPONENT
ofF CaTHoric craiMs—and the head of the PRESENT
ADMINISTRATION, L

To conclude this Letter. I have, Sir, I trust suffi-
ciently established, that there existed a necessity, “on the
part of the Catholics, from eircumstances existing within
their own body, to establish a new system for the fu-
ture management of their Petitions. The enlargement
of the Committee, as proposed in the resolutions of the
last aggregate mecting—supported by the Earl of Fin-
gall, and the most respectable among the Catholic com-
munity—has been acceptable to ALL PARTIES; and it has
appeared to them the only means of terminating for ever
differenees, which have existed among themselves—which
have been injurious to the success of their claims—+which
they all regret, since they are all anzious to promote that
success, (and truly wofid to the interests of England, will
be the moment, when the people of Ireland shall be indiffer-
ent upon such a questiony) differences the recurrence of
which they have all been desirous. effectually to prevent.
Hibern-Anglus will claim superiority over Marcus, in all
that relates to information upon the sentiments which
actuate the Catholies of Ireland; although he will not

* I have mentioned this Gentleman, because he has concurred with the

Corporation of Dublin, at an aggrepate meeting of that City, respecting

a petition for the repeal of the Union. Will not the British public see
that the continuation of Catholic redtrictjons, necessarily leads Catholics
to join with PROTESTANT ANTIUNTONISTS? I aI_wziys foretold that
the cry of ¢ no Porervy” in England would be answered from the oppo-
site shore, by the yell of % no Union.” It, will come in  loud surges,’
if the Ministerial prints continue to charge disaffection upon those, whe
think Mr. Pitt’s measure an experiment which has failed, and that the

connection of the two kingdoms can be preserved better by a Feperar,
than by an INcorrorRATE Uxion.

The time is past in which Toe Pro-
PLecor Irenanp will submit to be instructed by the Treasury Prints of
Excraxp, or by the rhapsodies of puritans in PARLIAMENT.
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dispute with Marcus the most- intimate knowledge of
the views and motives of the present CasiNer. He will,
however, assure Marcus, that the Catholics of Ireland
will not be deluded by suci a Cabinet, into any forbear-
ance of their claims, or to depart from the course which
they have chosen to pursue. Nor will the most subtle
diplomatist of such @ Cabinet, obtain with them credit,
under any specious intimation or even the most soLEMN
ASSURANCE.

The' Catholics, Sir, have therefore wished to col-
lect the general sense of Catholic proprietors, upon
all points connected with the prosecution of their
claims. They could adopt no means to collect that
sense, but by calling upon the counties of Ireland
to name persons in their confidence, through whom
their sentiments might be accurately and authoritatively
conveyed. The general sense of each county could not
be ascertained, but by the momination of many indivi-
duals. The parties nominated are Gentlemen of landed
property, of great respectability, many of them conspi-
cuously distinguished by the loyalty of their exertions.
They have been chosen, not by the rabble, but by pro-
prietors; and what one would have conceived would
have removed, instead of constituting an objection, and
have been thought an antidote to any latent spirit of de-
mocracy, if any existed, the whole body of the Catholie
aristocraeyy - including the Catholic prelates, to whose
conduct and character I have already done justice, have
been incorporated with this assembly.

Such, Sir, is the Catholic Committee, or if you will
Cartnoric CoxveNntioN—such are the persons of whom
Ministers have proclaimed that the proposed assembly
must necessarily and directly endanger the peace and
teanquillity of the State—against whom they have de-
nounced all the vengeance of the law—whom they have

-
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called upon the Magistrates of Ireland to put down—
whom they have directed the conservators of the peace
to apprehend, together also with their constituentss; as
i/ they had ‘prisons to contain the whole population of Ire-
Iund, or in the plenitude of their power, could: call up
a new island from the deep for their incarceration.
They claim, Sir, indeed, authority of new and. unde-
fined extent—powers unlimited, and before unknown—
to be Lords Paramount of Irish creation—and their
contemplation exceeds in boldness the eagle’s flight, tow-
ering round their high dominion. © For volcanic exer-
tions I will give them credit—Neptune himself could not,
like they have shaken Ireland to its very centre—nor
Atna deluge the country with more fiery lava. But I
deny that they ave gifted with the spirit of prediction.
Tere, Sir, they are deficient, and false in all the pro-
phetic visions of their fancy.

The result of the clections has shewn the total ig-
norance of Ministers, respecting the views in which it
has been resolved to convene this assembly—now near-
ly constituted—and which speedily witr meer. The
Ministers, indeed, assert, that in convening this assem-
bly the Catholics ¢ have DARED the Government and
¢¢ the Law.” The Catholics reply, that ¢ the Govern-
¢¢ ment have DARED the Law, and therefore they pare
¢t the Government,” and they retort upon Ministers the
words of their own accusation, in the vindication of their
own proceedings. Whilst -conscious of acting con-
sistently with the law, they will not acknowledge any
right whatever of interference in the management of
concerns which are their own, ‘on the part of hostile
Ministers, especially of those who claim to be above the
law, and who are not disposed ¢ to apologise for any
« Breach of law,” although they should have invaded
‘the ‘'most sacred right of the subject, and transgressed
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the fundamental statutes of the realm!!! But the
Catholics strenuously protest against the doctrine,
that because an Administration, influenced by unfounded
prejudices or interested motives, have the weakness to
commit themselves by an illegal proceeding, in an at-
tempt to defeat the success of their claims; they are,
therefore, as required with astonishing assurance in the
Letters of Marcus, in order to palliate the errors of such
Ministers, to abandon at once resolutions, which they
had formed as advantageous to their cause, upon the
most wise and mature deliberation !!!

With reference also to the propoesed elections, ¢ the
¢ argument of Ministers,” as in all other instances, has
assumed every thing and proved nothing. It takes for
granted, that the members proposed to be added to that
Committee are to be persons turbulent and seditious.
On what ground has this been assumed, and on what
foundation can it rest,.but on the supposition, that the
majority of Catholic preprietors are rebels in their hearts
—hostile to that Constitution which they have sworn to
defend, and in the prosperity of which they have such
an important interest ?

Observe, Sir, in this respect, the tendency of the Mi-
nisterial argument—its want of candour, or its total in-
consistency. It affects to charge disaffection ouly on a
few whom it alleges to be  notoriously adverse to the
¢« connection of Great Britain.” The print through
which the Letters of Marcus have been conveyed, recently
states its #ranquillity about Ireland, in case of invasion by
the French, from the general and known loyalty of the Irish
nation. Whence, then, is the alarm of Ministers affected
in their argument? The Catholic proprietors, upon the
statement of Ministers themselves, must be gainst the few
whom they accuse; and, therefore; an appeal by these few
to the general or more prevalent sentiment, would be the
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last step to which such men would have resorted, as being
calculated effectually to defeat their machinations.  Eman-
cipation, we are told, is not their object. Then why
should they pursue it with such eagerness, and call the
attention of the whole body to the chase? If hostile to a
connection with Great DBritain, why engage the exertions
of the Catholics to obtain a farther participation of the
British Constitution, under the system of a legislative
Union, and thereby endeavour to promote their attach-
ment the more strongly to the Constitution, which, ‘un-
der that mode, many honourable persons certainly disap-
prove, who are anxious for the existence of connection it-
self under a federal system, thinking it more beneficial
to the two countries, and more likely to bind them in
true affection and mutual co-operation; but which per-
sons accused by Ministers wish, as it is pretended, ab-
solutely to destroy and dissolve, seeking to accomplish
TOTAL SEPARATION? Is it thus meant by Ministers to
insinuate, or have they let slip unwarily an important
secret, that THE MAJORITY OF THE PEOPLE OF IRELAND
ARE ADVERSE To THE UN1ox? Then how can it be pos-
sible to continue it but by force of ArMs? and if they call
upon the people of England to support them in so terrible
and bloody a conflict, as under such circumstances it
must prove, should it unhappily be excited by the rash-
ness of men, who have even volunteered their aid to oppese
the plans, by which alone it was thought practicable by
those who proposed the Union, to complete the measure
and ensure its promised advantages; shall we not only
think ourselves entitled but bound to exact from Mini-
sters, UNDER THE AWFUL RESPONSIBILITY WHICH THEY
HAVE 'ASSUMED, UNDERTAKING AS THEY HAVE DONE
THE GOVERNMENT OF IRELAND ON PRINCIPLES CON-
DEMNED BY THE UNANIMOUS AND GENERAL VOICE OF
ALL DISTINGUISHED STATESMEN, A MOST RIGOROUS AC~
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count?—Shall we not call for a knowledge of the steps
which they have adopted, during an administration near-
ly of five years, to conciliate the people of Ireland, and
to promote their atfachment to the Union? Are Ministers
disposed to stand their trial on' this point? Are they pre-
pared to justify, on constitutional grounds, the system
which they have pursued, and the advice which they
have given, or to give which they have oMrTTED and DE-
LAYED; but for which omission or delay the Constitution
views them, holding as they have done their offices, e~
qually RESPONSIBLE?

These, Sir, are questions which arise upon the Pro-
clamation, but especially upon the statement of Ministers
themselves, in vindication of their own proceedings.
How will they answer them, or how will it be pessible for
Ministers to extricate themselves from the dilemma in
which they are placed by their own arguments? They ei~
ther think in their hearts, what they choose not to avow
in their words; (in which case, they would be liable to a
mixed charge of prejudice and duplicity) or they must be
deemed guilty of an endeavour to impose upon the peo-
ple of Great Britain, by a foul deception. That they are
alarmed, Sir, Iwerily believe, but the real nature of that
alarm they liave not disclosed. They are terrified at the
loss of their own power—not at any danger which me-
naces Ireland, from the approaching assembly. They
have gone too far in opposition to the Catholic claims,
to be ablesmow to recede from their declarations, still
fresh in th_.e public recollection. They cannot, in con-
sistency, without a total abandonment of character, pro-
pose what they have lately so scornfully rejected.—The
Catholics would also scorn a boon offered by such hands
—they could place no confidence in their assurances—
they could never co-operate in cordial communication—
and the proposal of emancipation through such an admi-

S
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stration, which from such Ministers could only proceed
from the effects of their weakness, extorted by fear or
from motives more reprehensible, would complete what
they have already prepared—the degradation of govern-
ment itself. The Catholics of Ireland contend not for
victory, they only seek justice, and a settlement compat-
ible with the dignity and respect of all parties con-
cerned. This, Sir, the Ministers have well anticipated;
and they have now no resource, but to indispose the
public mind of Great Britain, by exciting prejudice and
vain imaginations of danger, which, if it exist, they
have themselves created, by the blind rashness of their
own deportment. The fears of Ministers only regard
the establishment of a new system in the future manage.
ment of the Catholic affairs, by which they foresee the
Catholic claims will be brought before the Legislature
with coolness, temper, judgment, preparation, decision,
and unanimity, upon all the points on which the con-
troversy has hitherto turned; and which will defeat all the
little pitiful sophistical tricks, by which it has been hith-
erto sought to oppose measures, by which alone the true
political consolidation of the two islands can in reality be
established, and without which, the act of Union is a
mere piece of useless parchment. They dread the mo-
ment in which the justice or propriety of Catholic eman-
cipation (I shall never, Sir, argue the question, either
with Ministers, or with Catholics, upon metaphysical,
quibbling, and dangerous distinctions, between abstract
right, ‘and political expediency) SHALL BE ACKNOWLEDG-
ED by the IMPERIAL ParriaMENT—and they know that
the hour in which the eyes of the British nation shall be
opened to the fatal delusion in which they have been en-
tranced, will witness the downfal of an Administration,
formed upon principles of oppression—an Administra-
tion, that abroad has sacrificed the resources of the
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State, in fatal and fruitless expeditions which, how-
ever valorously led by our Commanders, where Mini-t
sters have been concerned have been conducted withou
plan or combination, and which at home has becen. de-
voting its cares only to the promoting of religious animos-
ities, and to light up the flames of dissension in the most
vulnerable parts of the Empire.

Such, Sir, is the aLARM oF MiNISTERs; and it may be
the ALARM OF OURSELVES, that their rashness and impru-
dence, especially should they be allowed to meet Parlia-
ment in official situation, may excite to vielence the tem-
per of a people susceptible of very accute feelings, who,
unmolested and indulged, or to use a truly English ex-
pression let alone, would have been peaceable and quiet.
Excuse, Sir, the homeliness of the preceding sentence;
but, perhaps, it may tend more than any attempt at ora.
tory, to describe truly and intelligibly the imprudence of
the present Ministers, and their incapacity to conduct the
affairs of a great nation. They have chosen wantonly to
offend the whole body indiscriminately of the Irish Ca-
tholics—a body one of the most numerous, respectable’
and powerful, in the Empire, and the more f'ormidab]e,
as from the geographical situation of the country it is
the more concentrated—a body which constitutes a con-
siderable part of our military and naval establishments,
as well as the great majority of the Irish nation—
a body growing in riches, and to whom with the pros-
perity of their country, the far greater portion of its
wealth must speedily and necessarily devolve. Such a
body have Ministers aspersed. Without the shadow of
necessity or plausible excuse, they have molested them in
the peaccable exercise of their Constitutional privileges
—and they have attempted, but in vain, to deprive them
of what they hold to be their LAWFUL AND UNDOUBTED

riGHT. Against such a body, by a new juridical expe-
& 2
L}
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riment, they have endeavoured to prefer an indictment,
upon which they have sought to convict the whole nation
of Hrcu MisDEMEANOURS.— This they have done; but let
them beware that on the part of the same body, with a
petition for Catholic emancipation, it may be answered
by a petition of millions, on behalf of the same nation,
for their 1MpEACHMENT. 'They will not have been the
first Ministers, whose conduct towards Ireland has brought
them to the bar, and they may be the rast.” T have ask-
ed in a former Letter whether the sense of Treland, re-
specting the present Ministers, could be miistaken, and
whether they will wait until it-"be more expressly DE-
CLARED?

I remain, &e.

HIBERN-ANGLUS. .
7th October, 1811.
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LETTER XIV.

A JUSTIFICATION OF THE CATHOLIC PROCEEDINGS, AS
WARRANTED BY THE RECOMMENDATIONS OF THEIR
PARLIAMENTARY FRIENDS.

SIR,

Havixe shewn, I trust satisfactorily, in my last
Letter, that the Catholics of Ireland were justified by
circumstances notoriously existing within their body, in
assembling this convention, I shall mow advert to other
collateral considerations, tending to establish the neces-
of that measure.

It would be sufficient for me to state, that Lord Gren-
ville in his Letter to the Earl of Iingall had himself ad-
verted to the fact, that the Catholics of Ireland could ex-
press their sentmients through no common organ.  Such,
I believe, are the expressions used by his Lordship; I
have not, indeed, an opportunity of referring to the pub-
lication itself, but unless my memory fail me egregiously,
his Tordship in that Leiter calls upon the Catholics,
when the period shall arrive for a settlement of the ques-
tion, to collect and communicate their doubts and their
difficulties, their wishes and alarms upon all points which
may arise, to the consideration of Parliament.

The Catholics would be justified by this invitation
alone, in-all that they have done; and any thing short of
what they have done, would be ineffectual to accomplish -
the conformation of such an organ, by which they could
express, as desired, upon the matters connected with an
ultimate arrangement, the inclination and will of the Ca-
tholic body. )
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Upon the point to which the Letter of Lord Grenville
principally related, I propose not to enlarge. “Whether
the measure in dispute be necessary, or if necessary can
be made available to the security of the State—whether it
be detrimental or advantageous to the Catholic Church
of Ireland, as leading to a dangerous controul, or tend-
ing to prevent the more serious mischief of secret influ-
ence and intrigue, in the election of her future Bishops—
whether the State be entitled, in fairness, to require con-
cession in a matter of ecclesiastical regulation, as the con-
sideration of relief granted to the Catholies from their in-
capacities, or have a right, in virtue of its supremacy in
temporal concerns, to interfere as to the persons by whom
spiritual functions shall be exteriorly exercised, although
it has clearly none, with respect to the functions them-
sclves—whether it be wise to introduce any change in the
existing system, or the Catholics have any reason to be
alar med at any change, for the safety of their Church—
these are questions which upon this occasion I shall not
discuss *.

I feel mysel{’, however, compelled in justice to the No-
ble Author of that Letter to observe, that after what he
had been induced to state upon this subject in the House
of Lords, on authority which had every claim to credit,
(but an authority of which I will say, that if deceived it-
self in Ireland, 1t has been more deceiving in England),
I do not see how his Lordship with honour to himself,
and with advantage to the Catholics, at the time and un-
der the circumstances proposed, could have moved the

Catholic pctmon. Upon a calm and dispassionate review
\0: his whole deportment upon this occasion, I can dis-

\cover in Lord Grenville nothing indicative of any thing
\

|

. " The matter is fully discussed in the notes to the Memoirs upon the
Cathohc Question,
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but the most kind, and I will add affectionate, regard to
the interests of the Catholic body, testificd both in the
resolution itself, and in the time and mode of the commu-
nication. 'The resolution, in itself, was calculated to pro-
mote their true interest, by screening the Catholic body
from bitter animadversions, on the part of their adversa-
ries, to which the presentment of a Petition, under such
circumstances, was calculated to expose themj and the
communication was delayed until the last'moment: not
made until after all expectation, so naturally entertained,
had ceased, that the Catholics would depart from a deter-
mination which, however wise and expedient on their be-
half, was certainly adopted under circumstances of great
precipitancy, in a moment of ferment, and contrary to
the avowed opinions of individuals, entitled to respect,
among themselves. To have consulted Lord Grenville,
after the part which his Lordship had taken in their af-
fairs, would have been complimentary—to have apprised
him at the time, and by a formal communication of the
resolution by which it was proposed that the Petition
should be presented through his Lordship, was required
upon principles of ‘ordinary politeness, and would have
been consistent with. the course of regular proceeding.
This was not done; and if Lord Grenville has not com-
plained of an inattention, which perhaps never was before
shewn to a Nobleman in his situation, the Catholics
have no reason to be offended that he should have ex-
pressed his motives for declining a course, which exercis-
ing conjointly with all his friends a sound and deliberate
judgment upon the state of the public mind in England
at that period, and on the effect likely to be produced by
the late resolution of the Catholics themselves, they did
not think conducive to the Catholic interests.

Lord Grenville, Sir, is the friend of the Catholics,
tried and approved; but I am not awarc of the grounds,
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on which the Catholics are ‘entitled to “elainn against i
Lordship, or to consider a Nobleman of his high cons-
sideration in Parliament and in the State, as.a servant
subject to their commands, of the blind follower, of theiy
will. To Lord Grenville I conceive the Catholics
under the most important obligations—to the zeal of that
Nobleman, to his exertions, intrepidity, and sacrifices
in their cause, they are indebted in a great measure for
its importance in the eyes of Knglishmen, fand for the
respectable and numerous suffrages which they have ob-
tained in both Houses of Parliament. ‘Ingratitude has
never been the reproach of Irishmen, and, I trust, it
will not be imputable, upon ‘an oceasion when thanks
appear to me most due, for the most strenuous exer-
tions and important sacrifices in their behalfl I firmly
believe, Sir, Lord Grenville to be the steady, sincere,
disinterested friend of the Catholics; and from the most
noble of motives, the conviction of his enlarged and com-
prehensive mind upon the expediency of the measure,
which he has so repeatedly urged. 1 am not to be told
that he entered into office without proposing that mea-~
sure, or making it a condition of his accepting the go-
vernment. Mr. Fox, if it be a fault, was equally guiity,
but both were equally innocent. Tue MEASURE coULD
xor BE Accomprisuep. Can that, after what we know,
and have sinee witnessed, be doubted? Will the present
Ministers, with their knowledge of circumstances, tem-
persy and parties, venture to charge their forbearance,
upon entering office, as a reproach? Will they assert
upon their honour a belief that it could have been
pressed, in a moment of great nervous agitation, as a
preliminary condition, without an apprehension, ifnot the
certainty, of consequences, at which Jumanity as well as
loyalty would revolt? Under such cireumstances, what
was the interest of the Catholics themselves? That their
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friends should adopt the line of conduct which they ac-
tually pursued. They entered upon office—and they
quitted it, because they would not commit their own
honour, or the Catholic interests. They would sign ne
pledge; and in expressions, perhaps too forcible, they
claimed a right, or rather declared, as honest men,
what they conceived the duty towards a British Sovereign
of British Ministers, the obligation at all times of oﬁ'cl-
ing such advice, as circumstances might induce them
= to think expedient for the welfare of the Empire.

Their expressions on that occasion, “we must recol-
lect, were garbled in a surreptitions and indecent publi-
cation of a cabinet minute. They may be thought too
strenuous—they are not, perhaps, to be found in the
vocabulary of courtiers—but it is easy to believe that the
objectional word * could have been introduced only in-
advertently, and still more easy to excuse that inadver-
teney, where accompanied by an actual surrender of their
own opinion to the will of the Sovereign. Englishmen
will not be severe on those Ministers who, at the moment
when they complied with the wishes of a King, did not
forget, but ventured to remember, their duty to their
country, and even to the throne itself.

They were frank also with the Catholics—the natural
candour of Mr. TFox carried him even, perhaps, beyond
the bounds of what many might think prudence; but the

* ¢« Insist.” " Another certainly might have been adopted ; but if Ad-
ministrations are to be removed only for an expression, what can be the
stability of British Government? The Crown may have serwants, but
the State will not have AMinisters. As to the abandonment of the Bill
respecting military service, the writer of these Letters can undertake to
declare, that the measure was relinquished only after comsultation with
Catholics upen the spot, in London, deeply interested in the success of
the Catholic claims, strenuous advocates of their rights, and who, in con-
srqmgnce of the opposition made to that proceeding, were the most urgent

that it should not be pressed,
T
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error was pardonable, much more so than the error of a
few among the Catholies, who, with good intentions, but
most wistaken judgment, would not allow a Letter of M.
Fox to be read, still less to be taken into consideration at
a public meeting; although the meeting was held for the
purpose of considering what steps they should pursue,
and the Letter was addressed to one of their fellow-citi-
zens, whom but a short time previously they had honour-
ed with their confidence and sent to London, as one of
their representatives, in which character alone Mr. Fox
had become acquainted with the Gentleman, to whom I
have alluded. The same persons, also, were not satisfied
with disallowing the Letter to be read, but they passed
resolutions to bind the hands of Catholies from writing,
and to tie up the tongue from speaking with any Mini-
ster, dictating even almost to Ministers themselves with
whom they should communicate circumstances delicate in
themselves, not proper to be divulged generally but only
to select individuals, and requiring strict confidence and
profound secrecy. The same persons went further, and
by a determination to bring on a discussion of their
claims, in opposition to the candid advice contained in
the memorable Letter of Mr. Fox, had only the satisfac-
tion of breaking up the administration of their friends,
and of elevating to office their most inveterate foes, as fore-
told by Mr. Fox even in the first moments of his accession
would be the case, if the question should be pressed.

I will defend, Sir, the Catholics, but I will defend also
their friends, when unjustly accused, against the Catho-
lics themselves. I would defend even the present Mini-
sters, if in the whole course of their administration, as
connected with the Catholics, I could find one solitary in-
stance of liberality, condescension, or even decency, in
their political deportment towards that body. Do not all
these circumstances then, tend to demonstrate the pru-
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dence and necessity of establishing, on the part of the
Catholics, a new system in the conduct of their affairs,
particularly in a moment when they had reason to expect
that they should find again in official situations those, who
had been expelled in a great measure by the imprudence
of some among the Catholic body. I am satisfied, how-
ever, that those to whom I allude have been the first to
regret their errors in this respect, and also.most solicitous
to prevent their recurrence.

I beg leave to repeat, that upon the necessity or pro-
priety of what is called the veto, or of arrangement respect-
ting the future election of Cathelic Bishops, it has not
been my intention to offer any opinion, beyond what I
have expressed in a former publication. I have only felt
myself bound, in candour, to render justice ‘where 1
think it due, and to remove a prejudice which I conceive
to be not only unfounded, but to have originated princi-
pally from the dark intrigues, the malicious insinuations,
and the scandalous detraction of an individual, whose con-
duct is now sufficiently known and developed by his own
publications, but who, I am sorry to say, holds, in Eng-
land, the rank of a Catholic Bishop in the sacred orders
of the Church. He will, however, no longer be allowed
to interfere in the affairs of the Irish Catholics, with which,
indeed, from the beginning, he ought to have had no con-
cern.

Whatever may be the opinions of Earl Grey and Lord
Grenville upon this important point, (and it must be re-
collected “that they were advanced principally to obviate
difficulties near the throne, with a view to the accomplish-
ment of ‘an arrangement previously to a recent calamity,
by which the predicament of the question is materially va-
ried) of this T am convinced, that in the sittings of the ap-
proaching assembly, containing a representation of all
orders among the Catholic body, any plan which may

T 92
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be suggested will be received with that consideration;,
discussed with that temper, and decided after that ma-
ture deliberation, suitable to the dignity of an assembly
which, in defiance of any sneer from the Treasury prints
of Ingland, I will venture to call aAucusT.

Sir, The meeting of that assembly will form a memo-
RABLE EPOCH in the ANNALs oF mistory: It will.not be
an encampment of ferocious and steel-clad Barons, wrest-
ing from a tyrant Sovereign, with spears and javelins at
his throat, A GREAT CHARTER on the plains of Runny-
mede—it will not be a congress of bold and determined
warriors, deliberating in regimentals, amid the din of
arms, and rescuing from national usurpation INDEPEND-
Ence at Dungannon—it will be aaneeting of distinguish-
ed Nobles, of venerable Prelates, of learned Jurists, of
heads of ancient families, of respectable and wealthy ci-
tizens—persons ENJOYING THE CONFIDENCE, AND RE=
PRESENTATIVES OF FIVE [ MILLIONS . AMONG HIs MAJEs-
TY'S SUBJECTS, CONSTITUTING THE VAST MAJORITY OF
Irisz POPULATION, assembling in charity with those
among their fellow-subjects of the Protestant commun-
ion, and not only in THE PEACE, BUT UNDER THE SE-
curiTY OF THE Law; convened for less brilliant, but
in the calm view of mild philosophy, more NOBLE Ex-
PLOITS—n0t to extort, but to petition—not to exact,
but to solicit=-not to form a new compact, but to ratify
one previously existing—to co-operate with a willing
Prince and willing ;Parliament, in completing a more
glorious achievement—+the establishment between two
great and powerful nations, bound in allegiance to one
common Sovereign, and by a common interest to sup-
port his Imperial throne, of FINAL CONCORD,
LASTING UNION, axp PERPETUAL PEACE.

I remain, &e.

HIBERN-ANGLUS.

10th October, 1811.



LETTER XV.

THE CATHOLICS JUSTIFIED BY THE RIIQUISITIONS OF
MINISTERS THEMSELVES.

SIR,

Ix the preceding Letter I endeavoured to vindi-
cate the conduct of the Catholies, as justified by the
recommendations of their Parliamentary friends; I shall
now proceed to establish the propriety of the proceedings
which they have adopted, by referring to the deportment
of Ministers themselves. They are the last persons en-
titled to.complain, that the Catholics should have adopt-
ed a course, rendered negessary even by their own requi-
sitions.

To any man endowed with a comprehensive mind, and
who will consider the nature of a Catholic petition, it
must be obvious that a settlement on the part of Parlia-
ment with the Catholics, is a matter, as I have expres-
sed myself in a former Letter, of very complicated and
very delicate arrangement. According to the arguments
of Ministers themsclves, on former occasions, such a
settlement. involves the consideration of mutual claims, of
mutualconcession, and the repeal or modification of

many 1mportant statutes, a numerous list of which may
be found in the Works of the Right Honourable Dr.
P. Duigenan. Whatever dificrence of opinion may pre-
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“vail, with respect to mutual concession, all must agree,
that a Catholic Petition cannot be compared to an appli-
cation to the Court of Chancery for the appointment of
a guardian, or to the House of Commons for a road bill,
or for enclosing a common field. Even, on such oc-
casions, much consultation and communication with the
parties interested are required; but how  essentially ne-
cessary must they be considered, at the time when Par-
liament shall think proper to entertain the consideration
of a Petition that concerns the interests of the great ma-
jority of the people of Ireland, the prejudices of the
people of England, and the repeal of laws which, how-
ever erroneously, have long been considered necessary to
the support of the Constitution, in what is called the
Church and State.

Is it enough that such a Petition should be simply vot-
ed by the Catholics, and transmitted to Mr. Grattan, by
the Earl of Fingall, as a more honourable and dis-
tinguished bag-bearer than the guard of the mail-coach,
but without greater authority to sanction any statements
in Parliament, upon matters connected with the petition
—to pledge the Catholic body to an acquiescence in what
may be thought by the State a necessary concession—to
consent to any modification of the relief sought by a Pe-
tition—or to suspend the pressure of any part of the
claims which it may advance? Is this the extent of what
Ministers understand to be ¢ the undoubted right of the
subject to petition,” expressly secured under the provi-
sions even of the Irish Convention Act?

Lwillnot, however, solicit of the present Ministers any
eonsideration for the Catholics of Ireland, but I will de-
mand of them due 1'espe2:t to the dignity and accommoda-
tion of the Imperial Parliament. I will, therefore, ask
whether the Lords and Commons in both Houses are to
be deprived, by a construction on the part of Ministers of
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the Convention Act, of all means through which they may
be enabled to obtain explanations from the Catholics of
Ireland, or to derive assistance from their suggestions, n
the framing of those acts which they may in their wis-
dom think it expedient to enact, not merely for the gra-
tification of the Catholics, but even of the Protestants
of Ireland—for the security of the Protestant Church it- .
self —and for the general welfare of the Empire? Are
the Lords and Commons to be debarred from the possi-
bility of learning authoritatively the sentiments of the Ca-
tholics—and are the Catholics to be also debarred from
any opportunity of communicating with the Lords and
" Commons, but through formal Petitions, bearing the sig-
. patures of millions? Is each House of Parliament, upon
every point that may arise, to adjourn its deliberations,
and postpone its proceedings, until aggregate meetings
can be convened of all the counties and cities of Ireland?
And is it possible for any deputation of Catholics to
pledge themselves to  Parliament, or to co-operate with
its members, unless they shall be made the depositary of
the wishes of the Catholics, acquainted with their wants,
and enjoy their full confidence? Can such a deputation be
established unless elected, delegated, or appointed cither
by the general suffrages of the Catholic body, or by
those whom.the body may, by similar means, have en-
trusted to act on their behalf? Do Ministers also con-
ceive, that the Irish Parliament, in enacting the Con-
vention Aet, meant to deprive itself of all means by
whiclk it might communicate, at any time, in an effectual
manner with the Irish nation? Or will the arrogance of
Ministers lead them to preseribe to Parliament, and to
dictate to the Legislature itself, declaring that it never
shall take into consideration the grievances of the great
majority of the people of Ireland?
. These questions, Sir, I venture to propose to the con-
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sideration of every man accustomed to the common rou-
tine of public business, as deciding in themselves the con-
troversy; and the necessity by which they are cccasioned
evinces the narrow comprehensions and incapacity of those,
to whom the administration of public affairs is at present
~entrusted. '

But, Sir, let us consider the deportment of Ministers
themselves. 'Whatever may be my ideas respeeting the
propriety or expediency of former Petitions to Parliament,
it will not be denied, that the turn of debate, on each
Petition, has " elucidated many very important points.
Objections have been stated and eanvassed. On the part
of Administration, the argument has not turned solely
upon general and fixed principles, The party in power,
opposed to ulterior concession in favour of the Catholics,
have always been divided, as to the grounds of their op-
position.  Some have argued with respect to time and
existing circumstances, others have holden out expecta-
tion at future periods; all.have coneurred most injudi-
ciously in cavilling at the conduct of the petitioners. It
was first objected that the Petition was not signed by any
of the Catholic clergy; then, that it contained the senti-
ment only of a small portion of the Catholic community.
Upon the discussion of the third Petition, it was objected
that it contained no offer of ecclesiastical arrangement,
with respect to the future appointment of Catholic Bi-
shops. 'This, Sir, will not be denied, and nothing 1
submit can more plainly demonstrate how. preposterous
is the conduct of Ministers. They investigate minutely
every expression contained in a petition of the Irish
Catholies—they call for explanations, qualifications, as-
surances, and spontaneous concessions, upon difficult,
important, and most delicate points—they expect five
millions of persons to act with unaninity, and, at a mo-
ment, as individuals; and yet they denounce as a crime,



158 E ¥ 4

any attempt, on the part of the most respectable charae-
ters, to ascertain in order that they may express, the
general sentiment of their body {11 The same persons
who require such exactness and precision on the part of
the Catholics —who have made England ring with alarm
at the idea of the most trifling concession—who raised 2
cry that the Church of England was endangered, by acts
to "wln'ck they have themselves resorted—who magnify,
on all occasions, the difficulty of acceding to the claims
of the Catholics—the sanie persons,declare a Catholic Pe-
tition * TO BE THE SIMPLEST OF PRAYERS,” and charge
against the Catholics, because, at their own instigation,
to meet their own scruples; to remove their own objec-
tions, real or pretended; and to discover how far they may
be able to accomplish an adjustment of a great national
question, upon a principle of mutual concession, they
have resorted to th® only practicable means, by which
it could be possible to ascertain the sentiments of the Irish
nation—that they have ¢ ADOPTED A COURSE PERFECT-
¢¢ 1Y UNNECESSARY FOR THE AVOWED AND LEGAL OB-
¢« jecT oF A PrrrTioN, and dangerous to the pUBLIC

I!’

¢¢ TRANQUILLITY !}

If the course adopted by the Catholics be dangerous to
the public tranquillity, the danger has been created by
MINISTERS THEMSELVES, who also have occasioned the
necessity of this measure. The matter, Sir, is not a par-
ty, but a NATIONAL QUESTION. Ministers have called,
in Ireland; for an expression of the NATIONAL WILL, and
through a constitutional proceeding,fand, as 1 contend
through an organ also legal and constitutional, they will
be.cnabled to ascertain what is, upon this point, i Ireland
that ¥4T10NAL WiLL. 'They have wantonly called up THE
SPIRIT or ERIN—and it hath appeared. If ter-
rified at what they behold, they have to blame their own
rashness. It has been excited solely by the incantations ot

&
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their own folly. “Why have they invoked it? 'What could
it tell them but misery, the loss to them of domination,
and their political ExXTINCTION?

I remain, &ec. ;

- HIBERN-ANGLUS.

}7th October, 1811,



- CONCLUDING LETTER.

*s" A few copies of this Letter have already been published with the fols

lowing Preface,

T

The following pages were originally commenced with the view of con-
cluding a long series of Letters, on the late proceedings of ‘the Irish Go-
vernment, some of which have appeared in the Morning Chronicle, under
the signature of HiBerN-ANGLUs, and with others will be speedily pub-
lished in another form. 'The matter to which the present Letter relates
is of such importance, that the Author has not wishéd to delay its publi-
cation; and he has thought it a due respect towards the public to declare
the name of the person, from whom it has proceeded.

The question of Catholic emancipation may possibly be thought to be
exhibited, on this occasion, in a point of view different from that, in
which it has hitherto been presented or contemplated ; urged, perhaps,
more forcibly than in former arguments on the subject, proceeding from
the same person. The writer, however, is convinced that he has placed
the subject in the only light in which, under recent circumstances, it can
be considered, by any who have pretensions to the character of States.
men. He also knows that he hasenly faintly expressed the sentiments
and reasoning, which at present prevail in Ireland. If there be thought
any inconvenience from the discussion, it must be attributed solely to those,
whose management of Ireland since 1801, aggravated by their proceed-
* ings in a moment of more free agency in 1811, have brought affairs to a
point, in which they may have rendered the immediate concession of Ca-
tholic emancipation of absolute neccessity, in order to obviate an applica-
tion on behalf of Ireland for a repeal of the AcT or Uxron.

In 1782, a Noble Lord (then Mr. Eden) surprised the British House
of Commons with information respecting the necessity of immediate atten-
tion to the state of Ireland, and of gratifying “ TuE rixep passioN o®
THE COUNTRY.” The mode of communication was thought objectionable;
but the necessity of adopting what he recommended was admitted; and
by the Administration of that day, although so recently established, it had
already been anticipated.

Satisfied that even a more urgeat necessity prevails in the present mo-
ment, the publication of the present Letter has been accelerated, From
those who may be disposed to peruse it, the Author has only to request
that they will favour it with attention, deliberate and unprejudiced, pro-
nouncing on it no precipitate or premature judgment. He has endea-
voured ta shew that Catholic Emancipation was necessarily involved in the

’
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transactions of Dungannon in 1782, and essentially connected with tle
principle then established—that the evils which, since that period, have
occurred in Ireland, have been occasioned solely by-the attempts made
previously to the Union to defeat the operations of that principlé——anc_i
that whilst the connection of the two Islands was exposed to imminent
danger by those attempts, it has subsequently been increased by the disap-
pointments experienced since 1801, but especially by the proceedings of

the present Ministers in 1811.
He has endeavoured also to shew that Catholic Emancipation is not a

religious but a political controversy—the question not of a sect, but of a

whole nation. The cause impelling the Irish nation is, and ever will con-
tinue stedfastly the same as it was declared to be in 1782, * Tue rixep
passion” of political consequence, or what they consider, and describe,
NATIONAL LIBERTY. There isonly this difference between the state of
things in 1811 and in 1782. The cause of Ireland in 1782 was strong in
_arms; it is in 1811 with the increased wealth and energies of an improved
country, more powerful in the support of national sentiment. In the
struggles of 1782 the majority of the nation were spectators: they are in
1811 principals supported strenuously in a_common cause by that interest,
which took the lead in 1782—and even then succeeded. Such is the
present political state of Ireland.

To have gratified the passion of Ireland, to have secured the interests
of England, and to have preve_nted all future questions between the tweo
countries, was the object of Mr. Pitt, in proposing a Legislative Union.
He was not allowed to prosecute his plan. Matters have since gone on.
Ministers have indulged, as they thought in security, their intrigues, their
prejudices, and their spleen; but the consequences long since foretold, are
now likely to be realized. The moment has arrived, when the Legislative
power having become more free, the people of Ireland press with energy
their claims; 2 nation degraded, ontraged, and insulted, has assembled le-
gally and constitutionally to obtain the fulfinent of those assurances, un-
der which alone they were induced to support the Union, and the dismis-
gion of those, who:have sought to impede them in the exercise of what
they hold teo be their indubitable and upalienable rights.

ocTORER, 1811,
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