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PREFACE

I’I.‘ appears to be 2 common propensity of every na-
tion, to fancy its Country a paradise, and itself the finest
people on ea,n:ih : it appears too, that among many other
nations which haye incomparably fewer pretensions, Ire-
land has been frequently made to set forth her claim to
pre-eminence. As long as the assertion of such a claim
assemed no decper character than that of an endless
contest for a fruitless title, it was one of those harmless
things which some would praise and nove would dicou-
rage ; but now, that it is become the vehicle of faction -

' public meetings and convivial assemblies re-echoing with

speeches ; and the Press teeming with productions of all
sorts from the quarto, to the news-paper, all full of de-

- clamations, in which the excellencies o Ireland are ex«

alted, and those of England are depressed, in order to

- shew the dependence of the latter on the former, the mis«
~ chiefs of the connexion and the expediency of dissolving

that tie by which it has pleased the supreme disposer of

_events to unite the two Islands under one legislature ;

when the harmless and natural propensity of nations is
thus pressed into the service of discord, it is time foy
saber truth to interpose.
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It being my firm persuasion that Ireland owes ils pre-
sent state of improvement to English conne_xion,: and
that the union of thetwo legislatures wasan event the most
propitious to her prosperity of any that ever happened,
I have, in the midst of mercantile concerns which leave
me but little leisure, ventured to appéar before my fellow-
cilizens for the purpose of exposingw errors the statemen®
of which becomes dangerous from the association of its
avowed object. |

If it be asked, why I expose those errors by the attack
of a Pamphlet which is perbaps forgotten, I reply that
the perusal of this Pamphlet first led me to commit ny
thoughts to paper. Exiracts from it appeared in one of
‘our news-papers ; 1 addressed u letter thereon to the
Editor, which he inserted ; my letter called forth the
animadversions of an opponent, which were also inserted ;
I wrote a second letter for which the Editor could not
find room ; and [ was thus led to address myself to a
friend and feilow-citizen with a view to publication if
haply it might be deemed useful. The first letter was
therefore written several months a;;o ; others followed but
with irregular course, for business and indecision often im-
peded their progress ; but at length, it became necessary,
cither to abandon the plan altogether, or to publish what

was written, as a first part, to be followed by a second if

:
1
:

the public voice should be propitious: I have chosen

the latter, and my Pamphlet appears.

The design of these letiers is obvious : of the execue |
tion I have little to say. They profess to be no more
than a compilation of facts from the most anthentic sour-
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ces of ~infomation_;hat I possess, and it will be secn
that they are n«u‘cl'i';a's --are;, or. may be, in every man’s
hands ; I had @o access to scarce documents or public
records ; for as much " of these i_hdecd as served my pur-
pose, 1 have been indebted to the labours of those whom
I oppose : trusting to them often for facts, I have trusted
to myself for inferences : and as I ‘wish every other man
to do the same, I have not often obtruded inferences on
my reader ; they are sometimes simply suggested, some-
times tacitly offered in the armn\gement of facts ; they ne-
ver, I trust, assume the form of dictation, for nothing is
further from my intention. My aim is to correct erro-
neous statements and to furnish accurate information,
on which the judgment of my readers may exercise itself.
I have only to add that in the accomplishment of this
object, [ have not intentionally inserted any thing false
or delusive, nor omilted any thing tiue that seemed to
be influential : if 1 have erred in either of these respects,
I shall be sincerely obliged to him who shall candidly
coricct my errors.
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g YOU will remember that some extracis

.f'fom" Barnes’s statistical Survey of Ireland, which were
published with great approbation in the Waterford Mirs
ror, excited our curiosity to read-the whole work, You
procured it ; read it ; and sent it'to me with your margi-
nal notes. I have read it and intend to give you my opi-

- mion in a series of letters, which I shall submit to the
publie, for it is the duty of every friend to the Country,
'ho"Wever arduous the fagk, to'eounteract the baneful influ-
ence of the errors in fact and.in judgment with which the
work abounds. . To do this ¥ must enter into much detail

- but first of all, it may be well to take such a view of the
Author as he affords of himself in his work ; for it appears ]

to me that a mere perusal thereof ought to convince Irishs
men that he isa{l qualified to inform them and still less .
to gulde their" judgments on the pohucal interests of
their Counlry

¢ |}

Let E&lﬁk at him then : a first impression of any
‘ul'?'.le‘“;ls ﬂptto influence every other, and often (tho’
nat alm) it a&‘ordb such a view as is fully confirmed by
hei‘”jll!ipectmn. Mr. Barnes, writing the panegyric of

" .,-"""’"‘? and prultmg it at the Hibernia Press, presents
B

.

\
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himself to the public, wilh'moro typ'o'gnpbical errog;% )
pages; and some of these are so glaring in the guotal l(%
oi toréign hnn'uno'(s, as to make « School-boy Thugh of
which a very appropriate specimen is afford. dil‘i 1§1e fol-
: Iowing wny of printing a well-known expreegldhﬁ ec uno

disce onnes.

|

Now, though Mr. Barnes in his Ad'ae;tésement would
I(-ad his readers to expect much précision and a display
of political wisdom, yet theair of sslovefliness which he
bas put on, forbad us to expect’it, and diminished our sur-
prise on finding the interior 6 c:mfoﬁmble with its garb.
Accorlingly, we bave ldment ‘ble and obvmus proof of
his want of accurocy. He s 2 ys; p- 08, that one Cwt of
Merchandize can he earried from Dublin to Clonmel, 85
miles by the Birrow Navigation for Six pence!! whereas
it is well known_thdt'the freight is in no case less than
Is. 101d. per Cwis It4s true that he has copied this silly
. falsehood from Newenham ; but it is a falsehood so pal- |
pable, that nmbmg but consummate indolence and indiffe-

rence to troth, would suffor a may to propagate it with- A'
out examination,

!

Again s he says of {he Grand Canal, ¢ that its 1evenué
was in J787— £6984, and twenty Years after that date
£17,100.” p. 67; now, if he had looked with theslight-
est_aftention to his copy-book, he would have found
that Newenham P. 202 writes thus “ [is revenue has
risen in the following mamner : 1787 to £5984 ” and he
proceeds each yeartlil ‘802 when 1t was £47,100 and then
cadds that it rose ¢ to £70,407 1 l.he Year 18077 wh@ﬁ ;
Is “twenty Yeurs aitcr 1767, '

-
s



" This fact involves consequences, not very agreeable to
; W‘B1meg’ as | may shew hereafter ; bar | state it here
5,: in ;;fd'er to prove that we can have no dependence on his

‘accurady in cnpyin.:g : canp we then depend on it in searche

-

1 ing, comparing, and presenting results 2 :

It is perfectly ridiculous fo hear such a man talk, ashe .
does in his Introduction of his * intiuate acquiintaruce
with and minute inspection of Statute B wks and Journals

of Parliament,” aud of his *“ own pr:ictic:ll Knowledgc.”!!

We may estimate his pretensions to. logical precision,
k by the ﬁ:l‘lowing eximples. A Botanist has found exotic
plants growing' wild about or near every Mt'm-estery in Ire-
. land ; therejore, ‘Buotanical Gard ns must have been as

numerous as Monastferies @ gnd thérefore, society must

- have arrived at a htgh state of Civitization when Botany
could have been so gener ﬁﬂy stu lied, and therefore, as
Civilization means moral}y‘“m his opinion, momht) and
the thing which Ae cails Botany must have been coexien- -
sive I! what profound moral philosophers might he not dis-
cover among the Dutch .md Turkish florists by such a

| t;am of reasomng l!

) Wﬁ‘:, ¢¢ the Couniry which produced
| .-ely, &c. &c. must have been rich in
e lecedent to the birth of the first of this lite-

] \
on,”” which amounts to some such sylilo-

le; &c. were Men of learning ;—They were born in Treland 3 B
d must have been rica in learaing long before they were born,

ngenious syllogism, of which an ancient Sophist
e been proud, Mr. Barnes, may at uls leisure,

<
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Wion, carried to its highest pitch,”

3

demonstrate the vast literary wealth of one or all of the
Seven Cities which boast of having produced Hgmpi"q‘
the extent and antiquity ofthe Commercial 'spi;‘tit,__oflhé
Sandwich Islands which produced the euterpris-ing:_'usur--‘

per Tamahama who is creating commerce thereys and the ‘

‘early civilization and maritime prowess of Ruassia, be-

cause she produced Peter the great, who instilléd into her
the first rudiments of ciyilization apd almest the first no-
tions of a Ship. :

Of his skill in political mconomy we may judge by h1s
assumption, that ¢ by civilization i understood superior
moral conduct.” It is true that civilization and morality
are very desirable things ; but they are notthe same thing ;
nor are they necessarily connected : Rome declined in ‘
morals while she advanced in civilization, and therefore
there was neither ¢ E_nglisi1 cant” nor ¢ the treacherous:
concessions of degenerate Trishmen,” in whatever might
have been said of the necessity of civilizing Ireland, even
if Mr. Baries could have substantiated his assertion of the
superior morality of Ireland.

On this subject I may cala rge ]1ereaﬂer, and shall now only
say, that Englishmen are not the only people who do not
think that Jreland has attained the summit of civilization ;
for the Tast French traveller in these Islands calls Ireland

‘ a half savage Country 2’ and he visited it so late as the
year I801. sce Pictet Voyage en Angleterre, &c. 8 vo.
p-108." By the bye the same Philosopher exhibits a test
of civilization, very different from what Mr. Barnes might
suspect he says p. 41 ¢ the invention of Mail Coaches
is in my opinion one o those, which indicate civiliza-

. \
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. Another instance of Mr. Barnes’s proficicncy in the
science of political ceconomy, occurs in p. 49. of his
Pamphlet, where he talks to us about the mischievous qﬁ-
fects of the Union on Irish Manufactures ; and pointiag
out the increase of Imports says, ¢ from that statement it
will appear that Ireland has been injured by an increased
importation amounting to nearly £60,000 per annum.”’

To expose the absurdity of this notion, it may be suffi-
cient to ask, what would Ireland be if exporting much,
she imported nothing? which are the most prosperous Coun-
{ries 3 those whose exports are paid in money or inimports ?
in fact, the very converse of his inference is true: Ireland
bas been benefited by increased importations ; because
she imports no more than she knows what todo with ; and
while the increase of her wants proves the increase of her
means, the imports augment the means, by employing and

. enriching the Merchants, Tradesmen, and Journeymen,
whose business it is to distribute them thro’ the channels

of consumption,

{ We see what sort of candour he possesses, by the fol-

lowing quotation from his Introduction, ¢ It is the com«
! mon vice of the powerful to calumniate the weak, and it
~  has been the baneful practice of English writers 1o depre-
§ ciate the high and honourable qualities-of my Country ;

to restrain its progress and damp its spirit.” And again
: P 66 ¢ nothing can more clearly demonstrate the igno-
rance of English writers about Ireland, than the unfound-

tions (o be every where met with in their Works
Q!  to that Country ;”’ and again p. 72 L hansalcal

t& alone ¢an make the canters in the English Parlia=




ment talk of the necessity of civiliz'illlg Ireland.”

has he spoken of Eaglish writers ; and yet itis
from them, that he quotes, what he has to say traly IM-
vour of Irelind ; and we need . o no further lhmm work
tobe convinced that we owe to Englishmen, er g'reat-
~er part of the «fforts that have been made tot"htu% the two
Lslands better acqnainted with each other whieli is all that
is wanted to establish a matuat sense of interest.” e quotes
Davis, Petty, Bre owae, You: ng, &c. wﬁbt the applause :
which they descrve ; but he has not' sh’ewﬁ as 1 hope [
shall, how much Ireland is really rm;ebred to the labours
of such Englishrhen, as well as to others more ancient and
less known, for all that shelis ald has, His object seems
to be pretty plainly expressed :. b€ tells us in his first page
that 1t is very important ¢ to shew under appropriate
heads, the superior natéral advantages of Ireland over
Iingland ; the greater-advantage Eneland derives from
Yreland when she is'ent"r(’ly !eft'to self-government, than
when her indépendence s politically interfered with,
whether by miking regulations for her a‘rncultuu‘, &c.
&c. in the British“Parliament, as was done at different
times previou§ and subsequent to the Revolation, or by
annibiliting herWoislative power as has been l'ittly done
Byraw[alfm ker to agree to an Union—also the increased
prosperity “ofthis Kingdom since the Parliament’s inde-
peadence in 1782 and previously to the Union, com.pa.red
witheits Situation prior to its independence,..likewise a
statement of the decay of Revenues and Manufactures since
the anuililation of her parliamentary institution.”® Whe-
i@ﬁr‘ﬁe has made out his case, I intend to examine in fu- i,
ture letters : it will suflice, at preseit to remember, that

;n objectisto decry the leglslatwe Unionof the two Islands;




¢ measure, he has
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LETTER IL = o

SO~

HAVING exhibited spécimahis of Mr.
Barnes’s disqualifications for the offige which he has as-
5unu'ed, T proceed to an examination of his statements, by
which you will find, that his assertionsare generally as ill-
founded as his inferences. But in_doing this, I must of
necessity seem to combat those more respectable authorities
from which his pamphlet is compiled, and as the greater
part thereof is taken from onework (Mr. Newenham) ; that
work will oftcn be mentioned in these letters ; a very brief
review of it therefore may be uSeful, in order to shew how °
the original contrasts with.the copy, and how I can appre-
ciate the former while T'correct its errors which the latter
has culled” with ingenious perversity, and mangled and
mixed-up for the public with a heedless absurdity that surs
prises and disgusts. ’

This Work of Mr. Newenham’s is entxtled “ a view of

the natural political and commercial circumstances of

- Ireland™ 4o London 1809.—<It is written professedly

for the aise of the British public, under a persuasion, that
there is a general defect of information concerning Ireland,
evenamong ““ the highest the most intelligent and the mosé
authoritative” ; and that this defect is injurious to the
““mutual interests of both islands™, because it prevents the_‘
teading men in the British government from attaching due

-



importance to the many natural advantages of Ireland.

He declares that the true motive of his work is an ¢ earnest
solicitude for the joint interest of Great Britain and Ires
land.” In conformity with this design, the work displays
the natural advantages of Ireland for the acquisition of
commercial wealth, which are, as youmay suppose, situa<
tion, harbours, rivers, soil, produce, &c. It then shews
the causes which frustrated these natural advantages of
Ireland, and they are stated to arise principally. from the
jealousies of the English people, the restrictions of the
English legislature and the slavish compliance ofthe Irish
lcgislatllre,frarﬂing acts sometimes favourable to Britain
and sometimes illusive and ineflicacious to Ireland. And
lastly it informs us that, tho’ these principal causes are re-
moved, there are circumstances which tend to prevent,
¢ a complete fruition of the naturaladvantages of Ireland,”
and that chief among these circumstar.ces, are religious
- enmity and legislative union. In this work the autbor
has collected a mass of historical and statistical informa-
tion which is very useful but not always very accurate, as
I shall shew in refuting Mr. Barnes; nor is it frece from
- that high colouring,‘ which men will give to a favourite
object, and that artful distribution of light and shade
which will often hide an inconvenient truth if it can ; but
M. Neﬁenham’s professed motive is conciliatory, and this

may excuse,. tho' it must not give currency to, a few
aggravating sentiments and a few ex-parte statementq
which seem fo be the effusions of national partiality.

C




~with England, France, Spain, Africa; East Indies,

- over " England is most apparent, it being possible for

Such is the work from which Mrs Batnes has dtaﬁ ga
copiously and so aukwardly that his pamphlet ﬁay be
considered a Caricature in miniature of Mr. Newr!nhmn s
quarto ; a glaring and distorted botéh without ‘the ‘harmo-

. mzlna tint of conciliation.

Now, itis in conforfuity'with Mr. Newenham’s motive
and in opposition to that of Mr. Barnes, tliat I examine
the statements of both as presented by the latter, and refute
them where they are wrong : and, as I ‘write for the Irish
public, I shall occasionally touch-on the comparative ad-
vantages of England ; on the gradual and increasing be-
nefits which Ireland has derived from Englisb conuection ;
and on the true impediments to Ireland’s perfect prospe-
rity : in all this, I shall-avail myself of Authorities al-
ready before the public, éspecially of such as have ad-
vocated the causevof Ireland ; for their testimony will
hardly be called in question.

Let usthen follow Mr. Barnes in his statements; tho’
not exactly in the same order as they occur. Ile says
P- 7, ¢ that lreland is pre-eminently blessed in a favou-

rable situation, her communication being 6pen and direct »
America, &e¢. and that its advantage in this respect

Ships departing from a majority of the ports of lrcland_
toveach the western coasts of France, the coasts of Por-
tugal and Spain, and even North America, before the
Ships which sail from the greater part of England can
enter the Atlantic' Ocean.” All this is extracted irom.

Newenham and it -is little less than nonsense ; for what

1



- comparison czi_n therg*e between Vessels from Ireland to

France and Vessels from England to the Atlantic? let
us rather institute a fair comparison and see how the most
frequented Ports of both Islands bear on the same points ;
and, first, it will be readily granted, that all the South and
South. East coast of Eagland from Land’s End to Yarmouth

has reaglier access'than any Port in Ireland has, to the

- Baltie, fo Holland, and to the North West of France.

econdly, the same line of Coast has a readier access to
the South- West of France, to Spain, Portugal, the Me-
diterranean, Africa and the East Indies, than any part

* of Ireland except the line of coast that lies between Li-

merick and Waterford by the South : the harbours of
the County of Cork are superiorly situated to most of
the said line of coasts in England in this respect; but
Plymouth and Falmouth are equal to them if not supee
rior. Thirdly, the West and South coasts of Ireland have
over all England the advantage of approximation to
America and the West Indles, but no other; for the
same wind that would prevent Vessels sailing down the
English aud Bristol'{echannels would equally prevent

 Vessels from leaving ‘the Ports of Limerick, Cork and

x.

Waterford. In this respect the mere situation of Dublin
and Belfast is not.superior to that of Liverpool and Glas-

‘gow. Fourthly, sin respect to the distant parts of the

World, EMH and Ireland together form a spot too
jnconsidetable to be divided in an estimate of situation.

" Thuﬁ«@t appears that there is no great pre-eminence in
the gituation of either Island, and I shall dismiss the siba

M _observing, that all that has been said about the

% rfbt situation of Ireland, scems to have arisen froma




geographical error of Tacitus uho,,says that Ireland is
*“ medio inter Britanniam atque Hi ispaniam sata, he las
been literally copied by succeeding writers down to.a late
period and the inference of this crror has been implicitly
Incorporated into the system of mens’ opinions ; but it is
dissipated by a single attentive glance of common sense.
But even if it were provel that the situation of Ireland
is eminently superior, the point is not worth contending -
for Mr. Newenham has very properly admitted that ¢ Jo-
cality is of secondary importance compared with the vari.
ous other requisites, for the speedy safe and general pro-
secution of Commerce.” Among these requisites, he reck-
ons Harbours, and asserts that there is no Country in the
World of the same or even greater extent that can pre-
tend to vie with Ireland in regard to Harbours : in {his
Mr. Barnes follows him and expatiates on the inferiority
of England. Let ushere however mark the different man.
ner in which they handle this subject ; in order to convince
ourselves that while we may read the one to some > purpose
the other is calculated only to mislead.

Newenham reckons 70 harbours in Ireland besides ale
most as many places of anchorage, and he says that Ire-
land being 887% miles in circumference the harbours are
Iess than 18 miles distant from each other, except, intwo
places ; 1st. from Scattery to Casleh-bay which is 68 miles 5

2nd. from Wexford to Wicklow about 46 miles. From"
whence it is plain that one-eighth of the Irish Coast has no

harbour at all, and as Mr. N— has enumerated his 70
harbours, I'shall be able to shew how very unequally they
@r¢ distributed through the other seven-cighths of the

:
|
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Coast. Instead of this detail, Mr. Barnes contents him-
self with slurring over the whole account in a gencral ave-
rage and says * on anaverage one with another the har
‘bours and road-steads are not more than 6} miles from cach
other.” How doessuch an average affect the question 2

what solid information can any one derive from such state-

ments?

If we analize Mr. N—'s statement we shall find that
his 70 harbours are distributed in the following propor-

tion

Donegal 9 Cork 14 Down 3

Sligo 2 Waterford ™ 3 Antrim 3

Mayo 6 Wexford 2 Deiry~ 2

Galway 9 Wicklow I —

Limerick 1 Dublin 4 8

Kerry 9 Louth 2 26
—_— s 36
36 26 —_—

70

so that, the line of Coast from the County of Donegal to
that of Kerry, which is the western Coast and embraces
about 2-5ths of the Country, contains more than half
~ the harbours besides a line of 68 miles without harbours.
. The County of Cork alone contains 14 harbours, and the
~ rest of the Coast has but 20 and a line of 46 miles without
. any. Analyze more closcly and we find that the Counties
of Kerry and Cork which are contiguous and form the
- South and South-west of the Island have 1-3d of all its
" harbours; thatthe whole Coast of the Counties of Water-
ford, Wexford and Wicklow have Six harbours such as
_ they are, and 1 leave you to judge of them when I tell you
3 TE!@DH, Fethard and Dungarvan are three of the Six ;

g
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and that the two maritime Counties of Clare and Lum,nck
have but one of these 70 harbours between them, t]@ngé
indeed his Map enumerates more, Does it not msm;;g,ane-
ously occur to every one, that some Countxes have. gmre'
harbours than they know what to do with, and th&l others
haveso few as to leave them nothing to hoast qx tha score 2

-

Mr. Newenham has enlarged on the excellency of J

these harbours, and has described some of fhem, not con-
cealing their faults ; but Mr. Barnes has copied such
parts of these descnptlons as dq not mention a fault N
and concludes with -telling Mis that <« perhaps with the
single exception of I\Iilford-haven there is not a harbour
in England that can in almost any respect be compared
with the best ten in Ireland.” Addmg that this same
Milford-haven ¢ is ill situatedfor foreign trade and prac-
tically useless; while'the large harboars of Ireland are all
in tle best possible situations for carrying on trade
with the whele World®’ 14 ¢ Iwould ask, how does it
happen that a little ealony. of intelligent and independent

‘men have chosen Milford-haven to establish themselves in

the South-Sea fisliery, by whose siccessful exertions the
said haven ' pessesses more of that trade than all Ireland ?
why is the said haven the general’ refuge of a.ll Vessels

that find themselves in or near the Irish Channel on the

approach. of stormy weather so th at one sometimes sees
some hundreds of Vessels lying safe at anchor there ? I
would (ask this gentleman to look at a chart and tell in
what respect the Irish harbours even Cork itself are sue

perior for foreign trade to this “praoucally useless™

baven ? we know how practically useful it is to us and [

1




208"

think it more than prt_;bable that for the combined excei-

Jencies of sitnation, size, safety and easy access, there is
not a harbour in all Ireland superior, if equal, to that of
Miiford. Mr. Baraes brags in general terms of the vast ‘

superiority of the Irish harbours, but he does not icllus
which he calls the ¢ best ten.” This defect is partly
supplied by his original who would lead us fo suppose
that Lougﬁswilly, Bantry bay, Cork and Shannon har-
bours are the finest in the World : on which it will
suffice to remark that Bantry is directly open to what
Mr. N— himself calls the Stormy South-West wind ;
that the intricacies of Shannon harbour render it perhaps
the most unfavourable in Ireland, so that Vessels are often
detained whole Months for want of suit.ble winds, and I
have a friend who lost two WVessels in one week in this
river ; and that Cork harbour itself is not without rocks
aund shoals, TN 5. :

<+

Myr. Barnes hes copied from Newenham, that from the
Saltees to Ballard point, €57 miles, the Coast is for the
greater part so safe, that it may generally be approached

‘without a Pilot ; he forgets to add, what N— does, that

the dangerous“bay of Tramore should be excepted,

which bay hy the bye Mr. N— dignifies with a place
among his- !0 harbours. Harbour for what ? no Vessels

enter it 6@!& be wrecked.

Mr. ,;Bagncs dwelhng all along on the inferiority of
I‘mg both as to coasts and harbours, has not st ated a
o those of Ireland : let me supply this trifling
from his original and from other sources.
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Mr. N— says that Birtirbrie harbour has severa
gerous rocks in its way ; that the entrance to Stratg@r",
lough is dangerous ; and to Lough-Foyle Narrow,. anito
Carlingford intricate : that Ventry harbour ,has a_foul
bottom, that from Dublin bay to the Saltees there are
-m'any Sand-banks and some rocks ; that from Ballard’s
point to Hag’s-head there is a dangerous bay. called Mull
bay ; and from Goulin-head Caunty of > Galway to
Buinaha-point County of Mayo there is @ considerable
number of rocks which render the Navigation in that
space extemely hazardous in bad“weather. Lord Shef-
field says of the coasts of Sligo and'Donegal ¢ the North-
West wind which prevails on this coast is terrible and
produces’a great sea that is no small interruption to the
fishery. ‘This partof the coast is very bold, the Creeks
and harbours not so frequent as clsewhere, nor always to
be approached. It s difficult for the Vessels to run to
shelter when they ¢an no longer keep the Sea. A huge
swell dashes  against the roots of the mountains which
form this coast.”’—Qbservations on Ireland p. 117.

We may add that Wexford harbour is choked with
shifting Sand-banks, and fit only for small Vessels; that
our own hatbour of Waterford is not without danger to
strangers, and that the King’s Channel not two miles from
our port is so unsafe that a year never passes without a
wrecke |

“This could be remedied at a moderate expence ; but
nothing has ever heen done : and tho’ I find that the

rish parliament did formerly grant £1500 towards deep- ‘8

ening (he North Chaonel, yet the aid was so small ; the

. | ' '
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' work so ineffectual {hat that Channel has been for many
yﬂ;nas impiséable as itis now, and both together present,
and have for years presented, difficulties and dangers in Na«

- vigation, which completely invalidate the sophistical infe-
rence drawn by Mr. Newenham in favour of the natural

 fitness of Irish harbours, from the little money expended
on them by the Irish legislature. We endeavoured to excite

~ the attention of the Irish government to this subject, when

- our worthy represéntativé was in ofliee, and he assisted with
all his inﬂuence', but nbthing was done; we have again
renewed our attempts, and I trust we shall succeed ; but
whether we do or not, I rejoice that we have made the ex.
ertion, for it is one which confers lasting honour on our

- Chamber of Commerce.

The harbour of Fethard admits its few fishing boats and
once protected them with a pier, The harbour of Dun-
garvan has'l to $ fathom watery.and a narrow Channel of
to 1 fathom winding through sheals, admits small Vessels (o
the town. Even in the harbour of Cork, Vessels drawing

. o more than 10 or 1i-feet water can reach the town only
Cin spring tides. I amuinformed that the bay of Galway is
E: not free from sunken rocks, and the harbour of Dublin is
;-*\neither capacious,gor deep, nor secure.  These instances,
; familiarly ocetrring to us, will suffice to qualify those
b Ovel'weeninrg_;_@ons, which these Gentlemen express of
 the Irish lﬂd‘ibul’s Wesee that -ve are not so superlatively
:f-fnrnishéd‘tith these requisites as to anthorise us to despise
~our neighbours, ahd a better acquaintance with the English

e 2N
3

ywill induce us to acquit the English of arrogance,
re not found to envy our alledged superiority in
D
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1t will be enough barely to mention Milford-haven &f
which I havealready spoken : Falmouth, safe, 6tp'acious,
and open to the World : Plymouth, three harbours in
one, capable of containing 2000 sail of every size : Torbay,
which can shelter the whole Navy of England against
‘¢ the Stormy South-West wind:”” Portsmouth, one of the
fine "harbours of the. World ; with water for the largest
Vessels, with room for more than the whole Navy, per-
fectly land-locked yet free of access, and having land-
locked communications with two other ports: the line of
ports along the coast of Sussex ; they are small, but they
admit Merchant Ships as Ireland can tell to her profit :
the Downs, a safe roadstead of constant use : the river
Thames, which in spite of contrary assertions I pronounce
to be the first River in the British Islands, with ports of
which I need name only London, Chatham, and Graves-
end, with a tide reaching 70 miles and an inland Navi-
gation of 160 miles : the bay of Harwich and Ipswich,
directly open to tlie German ocean and the North : the
‘Wash similarly situated, and though full of Shoals, yet |
Ppossessing two Charnels deep and safe, the one leading to |
Boston, the other to Lynn: Lynn enjoys considerable
foreign trade, and communicates with  Eight Counties by -
Navigable Channels natural and artificial : the Tyne a |
safe and commodious haven when the bar is passed, with :
three ports in the space of 10 miles, to the inmost of which,
Newcastle, Vessels of 400 Tons can go with safety.
There are dangers in the entrances to Liverpool and Ches- %
ter ; but where is the port in Ireland that can compare
with Liverpool, improved as it has been, so that a thou- ‘ i
sand Vesscls of the largest sizc canxide secure from every -

!
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- wind, and lay their broadsides to,the Quays ? Chester rea
ceives Vessels of 400 Tons, and a Ship of the line has been
built at Bristol. This slight sketch prov-es that the supe-
riority of Ireland in respect to harbours is dubious,. and

leaving the questién to be decided by those who are more
involved in nationality than I am, I shall add some.few
suggestions, which will allay the triumph of superiority
especially if it should be adjudged to Ireland. 1Ist.
that the harbours which are open to friends are not
always impervious to foes, and thercfore the alledged
frequency and capacity of harbours, are among the vul-
nerable points of Ireland, which would keep her people
in continual alarm, if she were not protected by a Navy
which controls the World. 2d. that England has ports
and harbonrs enough for the most extended Commerce
that ever existed, and therefore Ireland must have more

‘than enough, for as much Commerce as could possibly do
her good. 3d. the example of England shews, that it is
easy to have Commerce on the largest scale with an al-
ledged inferiority of harbours, and the example of Holland
shews, that a like scale of Commerce can exist and thrive
without asingle good harbour : therefore the number and
quality of harbours, s like locality, a very secondary con-
sideration, and this is a lesson which Messrs. Newenham
and Barnes might have learnt, from Ireland itsell’; for her
greatest trading Towns are not always, nor often, on her
best harbours. »

Mr,. - Barnes writes of the rivers of Ireland : they are
very fine ; but an Irish historian (Gordon) says ¢ on ac-

{Wﬂtithc rocky Channels in which they flow, few of
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the are navigable without interruption through any lc"n’m &
of course,” and in fact there are but three which adrit
Vessels of burthen for more than a few miles, The capa-
bility of Irish rivers as diéplaye‘d by Mr. Newenham, I
“do not intend to dispute ; but the rivers of England exhi-
bit similar advantages in a greater degree ; the Thames

- and the Trent approach so near to the Severn, that a junc-
ti’on.ol‘ the three was easy ; it has bcen‘eife'étéd, and rene

o ders the Country navigable throughout in two directions.

I could add facts to shew that England can sustain a com-

parison with Ireland in this respects but it is not worth 1

my while, and I should not have touched on the subject, if

it had not been so often and so neédléssly forced on me :
there is however, a subject connected with rivers which
demands an ampler investigation for a different reason.

'
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LETTER 111

DO

MIR. BARNES triumphs in the hope
that he has ¢ indisputably proved the right Ireland bas
to claim precedence over Englaed in that grand improve-
ment of modern times in these Islands, Inland Naviga-
tion.” And he has taken occasion to railat the ignorance
of English writers in general, because Mr. Pinkerton, the
compiler of Geography, ¢ did not examine the public re-
cords of Ireland, as he ought to have déne, when he un-
dertook to give an account of her ‘public works.” Itap-
pears o be true that Mr. P. did mot enter very profoundly
into the subject of inland Navigation; but one would hard-
ly expect kim to do it, or indeed o be more than brief
and superficial on any of the branches which compose a
general treatise on Geography ; he might however have
displayed more researchiand accuracy than he has done

on this subject, and therefore he has fairly incurred

censure, But if hedeserves any blame, the man who has

fallen into thesame error, without the same excuse, is
much more blameable ; and the censure must surely fall
with tedehbled force on one who so- virulently bestows it.
You have a right to be surprized when you learn that Mr.
Barnes’s claim for the precedence of Ireland is unfounded,
and that he 1s indebted for all that he has written of the
Mtivc Navigation of the two Islands, to the very
Pinkerton whose gutbority he has invalidated.

3
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Barnes has depended on Pinkerfon and Pinkerton on
Phillips, whose work called ¢ a general history of inlaﬁd
Navigation,” is avowedly vague on all that precedes the
Iabors of the Duke of Bridgewater. Indeed it agrees so
little with my apprehension of its title, that there is room
to suspect that Mr. B— also may not attach the same
meaning to the term énland Navigation, as 1 do, especially
as he has increased the obscurity of his meaning by annex-
ing to it the title of “ the grand modern ipzprovénzent:”
¥t may be very modern to him, if he knows no more of it
than he has written ; but a slender acquaintance with the
subject would have shewn him, that inland N avigation is
& very ancient human invention, tho’ it has been, and still
is, sasceptible of improvement. - This uncertainty of Mr.
B—'s meaning compels me to enlarge more than would
etherwise be necessary, in drdc_r to meet and refute him in
every shape in which he could reasonably present his
meaning, |

If he means, the mere construction of a Canal, any
School-boy could remind him of the new River begun

1608, and finished 1613, which is said to run a course of
60 miles, and'te be in some Places 30 feet deep ; terminating

at London and supplying great part of that City with
water,

If ‘he means waler-carriage thro’ the Channels which
mature bas formed and the art of man has improved, I re-
fer him 1o the ¢ public records” of England which by his
own rule it is shameful for him to haye neglected, and in
which he will find several Acts of Parliament from Henry -
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Viii: “to Queen Anne both included, under the sanciion

of which, ‘Rivers were widened, deepened, embanked,
cleansed &c. &c. e

If he would drive me to the strictest tepor of the term,
and require proof of an artificial canal, constructed for
the express purpose of water-carriage, I referhimto 2
Book, which a Barrister who writes on polities, ought to

"have read, and in which he will find these words,  Lin-

coln was a rich and populous City, and though at a dis-
tance from the Sea, was not destitute of foreign Trade
which was carried on by the Navigable Canal between. the
Rivers Trent and Witham, made A, D. 1121 by order ot
Henry Ist.”” Henry’s History of Great Brilain, Book
III, Chap. 6. I can tell him that this same Canal with

¢ modern improvements” is still in use, and for furiher

particulars, ascertaining its existence, its purpose and its

state, 1 canrefer him to Leland’s Itinerary, and Du; gdale

History of Embanking.

From the latter of these -two works, I will furnish him
another instance of a mavigable Canal, madeby More-
ton, bishop of Ely, in the reign of Henry V1. from Pe-
terborough to Wisbeach, which Dugdale, who wrote
about 150 ycgis ago, calls ‘‘a work of great consequence,

not only for the quicker evacuation of the overflowing of

. Neve, butfor the conveniency of carriage from Peterbo-

rough to Wisbeachs”

:‘ﬁé-l have dissipated Mr. Barpes’s dream of prece-
~de

d have established England’s claim to the merit

N ~ :
_ thereof; but itis a merit (if any) of too subordinate a elass

s



for exultation, and I should not have condescended to nos
tice Mr. Barnes’s vain and groundless boast, if it‘; ‘not
afford so clear a proof of his incompetency to in

Judgment of his countrymen. As, however, ke ’ﬁ!&mtro- )
duced the snbject, 1 feel myself entitled to make‘h;ubserve

a very good purpose, which has escaped his noﬁce for,
I think I can shew cause for an opinion #hat.the Irish act,
2d. Geo. 1. cap. 12, had a precedent in th& English sta-
tutes, which if established, adds one to the many proofs .
that English connection has been, ﬂlré‘éﬂy and indirectly,

thie means of raising Ireland to 1ts ptesimt state of improve-
mcnt W

Inthe year 1601 an act passed in England (43d. Eliz.
cap. Il.) which Gough'the antiquary has aptly stiled,
an act for recovering all the drowned lands in England. |
In the beginning of ]605 commissionérs were appointed
to carry this act inte effeet, on a vast extent of marsh cal-
Jed the Great Level, which lies in Cambridgeshire, and
the adjacent countigs. In the spring of that year one Mr. |
Hunt, who is celled ¢ .the artist for the draining,” pre-
sented {o these commissioners, plans and surveys, which -
expressly” included more than one navigable canal ; and
- in the summer following the works were begun.

It"is not necessary here to trace the historj of these
works, their progress, their impediments, and thelrdecay,'
through a period pregnant with internal commotions, which
wcré more than suficient to check all improvement ; 1t
will suffice to say, thatin the year 1649 they were resuaed
under sanetion of the legislature, and completed “e-

L

Y 1 . .



jea 1653, cc mpri m thn one n:mgable Canal %
d’whmh it is distmctly stated, that there were two m ;

Aﬁ t locks ¢ for the passage of Boats and other g!\
mgl;' See, for ample detall Dugdales II:story‘g\

Embanktng

But it is not only in tl:is work, that the English \D?ltlm
displayed attention to the improvement of inland Naviga-
tion : so early as the days of Elizabeth, dc.slens were
formed to complete-an inland Navigation from/ London to
Bristol through Oxtord, and this design- was revived in
the protectorate of Cromwell, and in the reign of Charles
il, to whom one Mathews dedicated a Bouk on the sub-
ject, published in 1670  In the year 1641, a Book was
published with this title, ¢ a discourse concerning the
- great benefit of Draining and Embanking and of trans-
§ portation by water within the Golmty of Lwncoln pre-
~_sented to Parliament by Jo L. #to.” In the reign of
‘ Charles 11, a plan was proposed for the junction of the
: Forth and Clyde, and em'ly-'i';\ the 18th Century, Dr.
t Congreve published a plano unite the Severn and Trent,
- which he had been (hg\-sting for many years.

- Thus we see t;mt.ﬂu‘ough the 17th Century inland Na-
~ vigation oocu_pnﬁ the attention of England = and though
3

~ the dmmnghﬁt of 43 Eliz. did not express, yet its

:'.“ P“mi%‘%twn" did immediately include water-
* 'cln'iagg; I am therefore warranted to say, that if

those %d ‘Canals which 1 have already mentioned, had
- mot d, orif the English legislature had never attended

cment of navigable Rivers, still England *
E 4 v ok




was in ¢ legislative” and actual pOSSCSSIOIl of ¢ the g s'.'ll-.: :
modern improvement,” more than 60 years befouc h
existence of that Act of the Irish Parliament by wh;éh
Mr. B— says quaintly enough, lIreland ¢ lglihnvely
_possessed this advantage.” Let us now cons@er this said
drish Act, (2d. Geo. 1. chap 12.) it has, as. Mr. Newen-
bam rightly observes, a two-fold object 3 internal Navi-
- gation and the draining of bogs and waste Lm,d ; of which |
the latter was evidently the most 11n30§tant in the eyes
of those who (ramed the Act, as may be’seen in its pre-
amble ; and jostly so; bemusc as Newenham obseryes
elsewhere, undertakings to” faeilitate waler-carriage,
ought not to precede, but follow the increase of Agricul-
ture and * ommerce. 'This, then may be considered - the
first general draining Act etlreland and it had a precedent
i of more thai 100 yearsstanding in England : now, though

I have notacerss to sources of information concerning the

history of this Acty so asito shew by whom it tvas sugges-
| ted, by whonwsupported, and on whose surveys it was
\ formed ; yet, letiit be for a moment granted, that it owes
ils origin to ne interference of Eriglishmen either public

or private, and.that it was the production of Irishmen

only, dan_ the wiidest prejudice be so blind to its own

cause, as {0 suppose that those men were totally igno-

rant oftue Act 43 Lliz. and its ¢ practical operations”’

and of allthat had transpired on the subject throughout

the prece(lmo- Century w the Sister Island 2 would even

BE— dive so deeply into the gulph of absurdity, as "

; Poiu%crt the absolate originality of the Irish Act of Par« :
F Ji ment, at the expence of one of the most essential qualtv
’Fes of the legislators 2 Woald he still say that though
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vantage of inland Nevigation, for many years before Ire- |
land yet Ireland would have reason to boast of the mehﬁgg
of originality, coupled as it must be, with the profoum}-}e_‘__.\
est ignorance of her leading men 2 Itis ilnpossiblc;and‘f, ;
therefore, whether this Act be the offspring of English or
Trish Statesmen, , [ have sufficient respect for the characler
of Statesmen to believe, that they knew of the Englisk
precedent and its operatmn, when they fr a.qu it : be-
tween the preeedent and the copy there are however two
points of difference 3 one is that the formex omits, and the
latter specifies, inland Navigation 3 the other is that the
former produced navigable Canals 3, and ghe datter pro-
duced noihing.

I say the lLrish Act 2 Geo I cap, 12. produced no-

' thmg : and Mr. B— betrays | haste or ignorance, when he

. says, ‘that it had any ¢ practtcal operation’ at all ; for if

he had consulted his copy-book more carefully, he would
have found, that after mentlomno- the failure of the under-
taking which began nnder sanction of the said Act, Mr.
Newenham says p. l-l7 “ [ts. lm,ﬂicacy, which certainly
must have been foreSPen by the framers, was announced
in an Act passcdS Geo. II. chap. 3, 1730, purporting to.

a be for the enconragcment of Tillage, and also for the -
5 more eﬁ'ef?al [mttmcr the Act just noticed into execu.
 tion: this last Act proceeds with observing, that private

b persons were dlsconraged_fro.n engaging in the under-

_in-contemplation, on account of the great expence

attendant thereon ; that the encouragement of



Q‘[; e - B

o \A‘S "

be of great benefit to the same, and thnt 1t is reasoﬁable
and fit that works of such public benefit and advantage,
should be carrled om at the charge of the nation, by some

public fund appointed and set apart for that purpose.”

This 2d. Act did appoint a public fund, and/I appre-
hend Mr. B— will find that it preceded the "beginning of
the public fand yiclded little ; that
little was frittered away in various ways, and the 2d Act

the Newry Canal:

Ieft the business of inland Navigation, says Mr. N. nearly
in the same condition : somuch forthe ¢¢ practical ope-
rations” of these Aets. Let me take a' rapid sketch of
some of the earliest and greatest labors of Ireland in Ca-
nals.  Newry Canal was begun, as Mr. B—says, in
17205 ‘it was not finished, as’ Mr. Arthur Young says,
in 1777 : 4T years-had elapsed, without completing a
line which cannot exceed S0 Miles ; though its professed
object be one of firstsratg¢ importance, and one which
(if we yielded our judgments to the affrighted imagination
of Mr. B—) ought to have kept us burning with impa-
tience for its instant completion ; since it would rescue
the City of Dublin ¢ from the ‘savage barbarity and ba-
ronial pride” of an English Nobleman, whom he has
nick-named Nero with singular accuracy of allusion ;- for
Nero burat .Rome, and the Lnglish Nobleman is said by
Mr. B— to have threatened that Dublin should have no-
thing to burnl!

“The Grand Canal employed, as Mr. B— states, 44
years and L£1,281,191!! this is three miles to a year and
nearly £10,500 to a mile. Justly did Mr. Newenham ex-«




-' '. n il 1s 3ccaslon L inﬁmtely more th‘an it mg'hi to

4 gtly cost ‘much of hat sum having been most mju&@l
onsly #Pphed anﬂwbmgly squandered” ! ; &

‘ e

Of the Royal Canal, let me only say, that it would-have
~ been well for Ireland’s character and the peace ofimany
- ofher- -children if it had never existed. Itison oceasion
- of this work that Mr. N. says pnvate mt’gcsi: -has al-
ways been preferred to pubhc good in’ Ireia

vy

Wonldit not seem invidious to coﬁtraéf" with these
works, the similar undertakings in England? "to shew how
‘much mtelllgcnce m the designs, bow n;nlch energy and
integrlty in ‘the executlon, how specdv and how cheap

~ dhe work, and how infinitely more ohf.ap and accommoda-
tmg {o the publlc are the rates ti” Qanve) anee ? to enter

- into all this, would transgress ‘the limits of this work, but
it would not be invidiouss; f’o*t however Irishmen may

~ differ among themselvés as to the value of English con-

- nexion, all, except 1d1lo‘?s,q would agree, that it can never

b derogate from her élgn'hy to kuow, ackuowledge and

g profit by any supenoﬁ?y ot the sister Island.

i
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Mpr. BARNES quotes Giraldus at second.
hand, to prove the mildness of the Irish- cf?m’ate, and in
confirmation thereof, adduces the fact, that there is not a
Country in Europe north of the Alps, where places for
the accommodation of Caitle are so rare, and none where
Beef ¢¢ the produce of unhoused fat Cattle » is to be fonnd
so good ; and if the Irish Wheat is mfcnor to Fno'hsh,
he ascribes this not to clunate, but to mattentmn, sloven-
liness, and want of skill in the {armers, and to a blunder
of the Irish legislature! !, p. 97 ;—all t]llb, he has taken
from Newenham ; to it he has. tacked an episode of his
own about an unsuccessful attempt to introduce Russia
mess beef into the Navy, which he says the En_ghsh
Minister made ‘“in the honeymoon of the Union, with a
malignan-t diqusitidh towards those respectable Merchants
of Cork who pet;tionetl against the Union.”” From whence
he-triumphantly infers that ¢ Ireland has the victualling

of the Navy' tn contempt of the opinion and wishes of the
Minister of England”!! I shall dismiss this silly calumny
with a very plain remark. Whatever may be the prac-
ticey it 1s unquestionably the duty,; of an English Minister
and all under him to see that the funds entrusted to him

" are ceconomxcally applied, and to go to Russia for the vic-

jtuzﬂlmg of the Navy, if Russia can supply him on hetter




terms than any other country. If the English Minister -

did ti‘y Russia for Beef, it was after one of those seasons
when the Irish Grazier, or Merchant, or both, grasped:&e
profits so palpably over great as to render it necessafj;
And perhaps we may ascribe to this and another fact that
I shall presently reveal, that the Becf market has been rea-
sonable ever since : here is a fair miotive; more probable
and more candid than that malignant one which could
only be devised by a malignant spirit ; and’ for which,
the spirit that devised it deserves contempt, as much as
the English Minister would, if it could be proved that he
felt it. And whereas Mr. Barnes triumphs in the notion
that Ireland docs victual the Navy, in contempt of the
wishes of the Eﬁglish government, I would advise him to
take a ride to Deptford,’ the next time that he visits En-
lan¢, and there he nay find Beefand Pork made up in
large quantities for the N vy, and of a quality which will
bear comparison with the best in Ireland : 1 vfould advise
him to peruse with a little more care the ¢ public docu- -
ments’” of Ireland, and there he will see, that while the
British Navy and the English Shipping in general have
greatly increased within the last thirty years, the ex-
~ port of Irish Beef has greatly decreased.  As he says on
. this occasion of the:spirit of the English Ministers ““ ec uno
disce.onheé," s'(‘):‘_say I, of his aceuracy, candour, and

veracity., #/* e
S 4

Letus now return to the climate. Mr. Barnes exults

in ﬁﬂucit}' of Cattle-houses thiough the Kingdom ;

. «butthisproves the milduess of Irish climute, just as much
- 85 the abundance of Cattle-houses among the ancients




‘would prove the coldness of Italy and Spain; It provesa
more important and less gratifying fact ; it proves lgg; |
norance of Irish farmers; an ignorance however, {tbt pe-
- culiarly theits; for there are many farmers in England
~and Wales who never dream of housing their Cagble ; bat,

| - if the practice of the most enlightened agncultunsts of

f}' both Islands is worth following, Caitle-houscs will become
more frequent, and then it will be ﬂiacgvgre’gl, that a fat
Bullock and a milch Cow are not inscn,siblgﬂdf the comforts
of a weather-proof shed, in an Irish winder ; that they
will thrive better with the option of ,sliclter, and amply

repay the interest of the capital-expended in procuring it.

7 Mr. Barnes talks of the arbutus and myrtlc‘ns growing
’ - vigorously in the Suuth; and of myrtle flourshing North
of Dublin ; and yet Mr. "Tighe the able Surveyor of the
County of Kilkenny, rcpresefnts myrile flourishing as an |
uncommon th‘ing in that County, theugh he says its cli-
' mate is comparatively favorable, and tells us that grapes
scarcely ripen in'the open air there! How constantly do -3
they ripen in theopen air in England!! il
R onl - Mr. Barnes made a discovery of some ¢ snow lying in §
) a ditch ‘on the road side so far South-west in England
as Baththe 2d. May 1809.” We are doubtless, -
indebted for the acc\uracy‘ with. which this discovery
is stated, to the impressions of surprize which such a
“phenomenon must have excited ; but this impression -
'would have vanished if he had extended his travels to the
(TOunhcs of hllkenny and Waterford, where we could have ;..
é;%‘:&"f “ghewn him snow by the acre so late as June in that sal?% %

o
-

“year.




All that he has urged is sheer and shallow dcclamatlon g
fmm whlch we tarn w1th disgust to matter of fact.
W
Gordon says in his History of Ireland, nothir.ng can™
~ be moré uncertain than the weather, or irregular than the
. seasons————the quantity of ramn which'falls is'greater in
| j)ioponion'than in the southern parts of Britain-
the air is more moist, so is the temperature nlore mild
than in south Britain both in respect tocold and fieat
yet though the winter is in general surprisipely mild and
more tepid, the cold moderate as it is confinues commonly

as

seven or eight months the seasons”are later here

than in south Britain ; the Spriug and Autumn more tar-
The humid and rainy atmos-

dy, as also the winter.

iy P-4 ,
phere of freland is well adapted to its rocky soil which is
but

its fertility is much more Comspicuous in the orass than

naturally far more fertile than that of Britain

in the corn; the ex_cessive" moisture so beueficial to the
former being pernicious to the latter. Thus the wheat is
inferior in weight and colourto that of dryer Coun-
‘-‘trics ”  This is'a fair'account ; confirmed by A. Y’o-ung ‘
“and by the experience of every intelligent observer. In
y 'short the winters are milder, the springs are later, the
rsummers are coolery  the autumns are longer, and the
‘wholeyear’s aﬁndspherc is moister than in England. This
s the fact, ‘fndevery‘ advantaae or disadvantage which

ﬂows from it, isapplicable ‘to Ireland : accor?mgly, the
?neadows and" the pastares are more abundant; but the
never has been on an average so good as in En-
» While all hands agree as to the inferiority of
3. ' A F :

-



our corn, these gentlemen will diﬂ"ei" from me as {o its
cause ; now that the cause is partly in the climate, will »
appear from two facts.  1st. the wheat of the south of
Europe and North of Africa is better than that of Bagland
though the agriculture is not so good. 2nd. the harvest
weather was unusually good in Ireland last year, and not
50 good in England ; and we have reason to know, that
there never was till then so little difference in the quality
and prices of the wheat and flour of the two Countries.
it will not avail to urge in reply to these facts that 2 or 3
samples of Irish wheat have been found equal to any En-
glish : samples of a few crops cultivated with uncommon
care, and under favourable circumstanees prove nothing
as to the general quality of a Country’s produce; but
they prove what it is essential to remember, that care and
skill can in this as in many other cases help to counteract
the disadvantages of climate. Mark here, the very diffe-
rent inferences which true patriotism and vain-glorious
nationality can draw from the same fact ; the one extracts
a warning and encouragement for future improvement
the other extorts an unfounded assertion for present and
momentary sclf-gratulation.

That the climate of Ireland is not unhealthy is true s
that it is more healthy than that of England may be asser-
ted but hasnot been proved. It is certain that the greater
moisture of the atmosphere is injurious to some constitu=
tions; and it is also certain that Baron Haller, anevidence
equally impartial and authoritative, asserts, that ¢¢ En-
gland seems to exceed all other nations in the number of
« those who live to an advanced age,”
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"The little which Mr. Barnes says of the soil of Ireland,
he has taken without acknowledgement from Arthur

Young through Mr. Newenham ; but he could not ‘do
even this, without converting sense into nonscnse, for

F

-' “whereas his criginal says, ¢ if 1 were to name the charac-
{eristics of an excellent soil, I shalllsﬁy that, on which
you may fat an ox and feed off a crop of turnips.” Mr.

.~ B—tells usthe character of an excellent soil is ¢ that

upon which you may faiten on and feed off a crop of tur~
nips” whether indeed this nonsense be his or his printer’s,

' 1 must leave them to settle, and proceed to remark, that

I never doubted the superiority of the Trish soil, till an
English farmer, who paid me a visit, called it in ques-
tion, and allcdged‘ the superior product of his own Coun-
try in support of his doubts. I see that the inferiority of
Irish product is admitted by Mr. Newenham after Young ;
though he ascribes it, not to the soil, but to the poverty,
neglect, and ignorance of the Irish farmers: thus these
gentlemen exculpatc' soil and climate by a severe reproach
of the inhabitants : but'l would ask Mr. Barnes if he is
not thus shewmv himself to be a very unwise champion of
the cause whlch he has-undertaken to blazon forth ; for as
’ agru.ulture is one of the surest tests to distinguish civili-
t- zed from snvaé‘e life, it may be reasonably concluded that
progress in agriculture is in some degree indicative of pro-
gress in civilization ; but if this last be applied to the two

Islands, what becomes of Mr. Barnes’s consistency in as=

serting the. superior civilization of Ireland ? for my part,

- I would rather ascribe something to soil and climate though

I?Qm :pady to acknowledge that the farmers are more to

50 blamed than cither. It may not be amiss to state
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here the comparalive. ptoﬁ' of Ehg]a'nd and Irﬁ:kﬁil, ”
for if any one will still persist in fancying that the climate
and soil of the latter are superior, they are peculiaﬂi%pognd
to enquire why is the product so inferior : an@-;iﬁ-qtherﬁ-
possessed of common sense will admit that though the
~climate and - soil may have some share the-,;.farmgrs must
have the greatest share of blame ; they alse_ought to do

all in their power to encourage the investigation of nataral

deficiencies and their remedies, if any, as well as to as-
sist in.dissipating inveterate -prejudices or any other
obstacle that may be now impeding the spread of improve-
ment among our farmers. M, ‘Duttonsays that the usual
product per acre, was formerly estimated to be six bar-
rels of ‘Wheat, ten barrels of Oats and nine barrels of
Barley : (observations on the statistical survey of the
County of Dublin p- 26.) "Mr. Tighe reckons the product
of the County of Kilkenny to be the same i Wheat
and Oats, and 10 barrels in Barley ; but Mr. Dutton
adds that he is convinced from the late improvements in
agriculture, thatthe average product of Ireland (so I un-
derstand him) should be rated eight Barrels of Wheat,

twelve Barrels of Barley, fuurtc'cn.Barrels.of Oats; that
is tosay 2240lbs. W beat, 2688lbs. Barley and 2744lbs.
Oats per Irish acre. This rate is higher than that of Mr.
Young and also higher by 20 per Cent than we are ac- |
customed to rate the County of Kilkenny, which is by no
meaps a district unpropitious to the growth of corn; but
let it passas the average of Ireland, and I heartily wish
there were viore; we shall sce by the Irish authority itself
how superior is the product of England : the same Mr; ®
Dutton quotes many works of Arthur Young to prove that



\ English product amounts to the rate of 20' Barrels of
‘Wheat, 27 2-3d. Barrels of Barley, 29 2-3d. Barrels of
,@ats per Irish acre, which is more than double the ave-

r rage of Ireland : that these rates are the actnal average.

ofall England, my author does not warrant me to assert ;

but there is oral and written information on this subject,
sufliciently known and asceitained, to enable me to assert,
that the said average is considerably higher than Mr.
- Young stated it to be in his Irish tour, and thcréfore much
higher than that of Ireland in its improved state. This
bemg the fact, it behovesall those who interest themselves
in the character and welfare of Ireland, to enquire how it
happens ; what are the real defects at home and what are
the remedies of those defects. This is a subject that de-
serves the incessant attention of every well-wisher to Ire-
~land ; and I hope I shall be-able to advert to it frequently
~in the course of these Lettérs: in the mean time let us re-

turn to Mr. Barnes.

He has given us a ¢¢ ﬂhapsody” as absurd as it is blas-
phemous about the * plants’ of the ¢ holy Isiand’ which
ﬁ he calls the ¢ best witness of the will of God because most
'gk' pure.” On all this-I have already commented, and shall
" again in an appropriate place; lct me here remind him of
‘a few ¢ -planu"’ sthe produce of the soil and climate of

England wMﬂﬁ very couvenient to Ireland. 1 find in

’,Mr NeweMn,J p- 50, that there is actually more timber
acut down ﬂruontgomeryshue than in all Ireland. W hat
Jreland do without English bark to tan her hides2

lish hoops to cooper her provision-casks ? and

she export her-bulky articles without the as-

|
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- suring 55,545 Tons or urder 51% Tons"ea‘éh‘; Vessel,
~ which is less than the Tonnage of the Shippfahgp’fhs]onging -
1o the English port of Whitehaven alone. I could tell of

_for the Dyers, teazles for the Clothicrs, and hops for the

-ported from England ; that the little County of Cornwall
together. . In the year 1800 there were in Cornwall 99
Copperand Tin ; 2 of Lead; 1 of Lead and Silver ; 1
~ ©obalt; 1 of Tinand Cobalt ; 1 of Antimony. See Gec

“mines of Manganese have been opened, -
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sistance of English shipping ? for the same Mr. Newen-

ham tells us, p. 157 ; that the number of Vesgg]g_ Beﬂm?; ¢
ing to Ireland 30th September 1806 was only 1074 mca-

a few more ¢ plants” which England ‘has hitherto fur-

nished to the trade and manufactures ofﬁ'elﬁnd, as woad

Brewers; butI am happy to add that'the cultivation of
the former of these at home has lately increased.

Mr. Barnes gives a swellinglist of the mineral riches
of Ireland. Iron in 19 Counties ; Lead in 18 Counties ;
Copper in 17 Countics ; Coal in 16 Counties ; Marble iq
19 Counties, and I know not how many preciohs Stones
Mr. Newenham talks of. Gems and Marbles I omit as
too insignificant to enter into an estimate of the politica‘l:
ceconomy of these Islands; but of mirnerals I can say'
that though they be dispersed through so many Counties
as above stute'd, Copper, Lead and Iron arc largely im-

at one end of England, works more mines than al_'l Ireland
mines at work, viz. 45 of Copper ; 98 of Tin; 18 of
of .Copper and Silver; 1 of Silver; 1 of Copper and

logical transactions vol. 1. p. 167 ; and since then, some

F



Coal may be in 16 Counties of Ireland ; but it is impor- -
ted in vast quantities from hnviand where it is still more -
abundant, and we know that English Coal with all the:
disadvantages of freight and inland carriage is used and
‘preferred ‘within 10 miles of one of the largest collieries
pf Ireland.

Mr. Barnes follows Mr. Newenham in extolling the va-
yieties and richness of Irish clays, earths and flints : and
yet, Ircland imports from England, not only the finer ar-
ticles of porcelain', but the coarsest earthenwares, bricks,
tiles and unwrought clay itself, as may be seen by re-
ference to the import lists: of diffexent poris.

'We sce then, that whatever may be the mineral wealth
of Ireland, we owe most of the comforts derivable from
minerals to the industry of Eagland thus far : and if
ever we should be enterprising, industrious and skilful
enou‘gh to raise at home, as much ofall the sorls we have,
‘as will supply oursclvcs; we shall still be indebted to En-
gland for some articles of which [reland is and must cter-
nally be destitute.

:’ Taking the list'of Messrs. Newenham and Barnes as
the sum of all that has been hitherto discovered in the mi-
neral Kingdom, I can pronounce from their silence, as
well as from" better authorities, that we have not yetf
found tin, Bﬁéﬁlead, calamine, salt, chalk and fire-clay
in Ireland : and I am sufficiently acquainted: with mine-
rﬁag}m be persuaded, that some of these articles do not

tﬁn its strata. Now, Englind has supplied the
"’Ml& tin for more than 2000 years. Lngland has

i S k. dwey il
. ‘-\ |
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1nexhaustible mines of Salt mth which she largely sﬂﬁ’ £
plics Ircland, and without which Ireland’s best ' tr&& |

would be cramped if not annihilated. England Mw‘hﬂ’e
districts of chalk, an article of great use in agﬂ%nlﬁr»e,

architecture and many purposes of trade ; and the surface
of its Chalk-hills -affords appropriate food to numerous

flocks of the finest Sheep in the World. - And however
theorists may overlook such liitle things as black lead,
calamine, and fire clay, your practical men could telf
you that the loss of them in their resp‘eétiéé applications

would be little less than irreparable.

Thus then it appears that, after ‘all this parade about
the vast natural advantages ofIreland ; afier being told -
ihat Ireland excels England, and all Europe, and almost
all the World, in situation, harbours, climate, soil, &c.
&c: We depend on England itself for many of those
things which are become indispensible to the comforts and
perhaps to the very necessaries of life, and that there is
no possible state of improvement which can ever render

us independent of that or some other Country, since

some of our deficiencies are those of nature. W hile
therefore we boast of supplying England with Corn and

-

her Navy with Beef, let us reflect that she supplies us °

with articles still more essential to us, and that want op
both sides has established a' mutual dependence, which is
however so far from being equal, that.if any. unhappy
event should dissolve suddenly the ties whieh’bind the

rary distress, but Ireland would lie prostrate in ruin, -

from whenceno human foresight can trace the time and - E

- twonnalions, England would indeed suffer great tempo- 3
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mode of her resurrection : this is a strong assertion ; but I
~ expect to gsta_blish it by proof before this werk is finisheds
To what purpose then is it that men tantalize us with
- pompous reports of advautages from which we reap ne
profit ; of riches which are litherto as unattainable as the
philosopher’s stone 2 Mr. Barnes will reply, that ¢ Irish.
men are unaccountably indifferent to the natural advantages
of their soil.” p 42. - Mr. Newenham has written his book
to shew that the erroneous policy of England has prevent-
ed Ireland from availing herself of all her natural advan-
_tages: he has executed his task elaborately and plausibly
enough, but here his copyist follows him not onty with
the lameness of insufficiency but with the rancour of facti-
on; and trying to scramble farther than his leader, would
assure us that lrish prosperity has been dependent on and
- commensurate with what he calls Irish independence ;—
with what powers of convietion will appear by the follow-
ing extract p. 52. ¢ ‘Tonnage of British Shipping em-
ployed in the trade of Ireland :

: In 1750 only 173,522 Tons
e - 1781 839,470
1792 534,413

being an increase” in ten years from independence of
194,943 Tons,  or at the rate of 19,494 Tons per annum -
~ whilst in thirty two years previous to Independence the
increase was‘only 165,948 Tons or at the rate of only 5185
per annum. .The gross difference between 1750 and 1792
18 360,801 occasioned by the Independence of the Irish
arlizment.”
Ny, N, -

G




* T'he most charitable construction .‘ﬁhigh can be putén
this precious statement, is, that the Author dcalsinl’?’ﬂit _
sophism which logicians' call post koc ; ergo p@t&r’*kﬂc.
Now, it will be my task to prove, 'in my nextetter, by
a very brief but clear deduction of facts, that Ireland has

been in a state of gradual improvement for theilast hun-

dred and fifty years, ndependently of her legislature ox
the relation thereof to Great Britain, ¢+ *
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IT has been Mr. Barnes’s aim throughout

bis Pamphlet, to ascribe great mischief to the jealous ine .

terference of the English legislature in the commerce of
Ircland ; great benefit to the first gleam of national spirit
in the Irish legislature about the year 1753 and great
wonders to the ¢ independence of Parliament in 1782,
when all the strings of the Irish harp were in tune”. I
think I can adduce proofs in favour ofa different opinion,
from Authors whose authority Mr. Barnes cannot call ir
question, without invalidating the greater part of his own
jestimonies : I think I can perform the task which I un-
dertook at the close of my last Leiter; but if they who
" are well versed in Irish history should glance over these
pages they will be apt to deem this part of my labour very
superfluous, since it has been so often and so clearly exec-
cuted already, as will appear from my quotations : let
them glance over Mr, Barnes’s pages and the more elabo-
rate work of Mr. Newenham ; aod they will see, how
facts can be perverled ; how motives can be invented and
then assumed as mdlsgutably operating, and how events
simply collateral or successive, can be transformed into
cause and effect by the magic wand of party spirit : they
~will see thaty as men in general chuse to read the works
of the present dav, and take thence the bias of their opini-
- ons, a faithful transcript of standard writers is not only
n ry, but the best antidote against the poison whick
: ﬁ;:;t_itracts from history.

v g
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, it is” one hundred and ‘sixty years, since a\ferocwus
civil war was succeeded by two carses from Heaven, the
horrors' of which will be. better conceived through the °
following extract from the writings of an eye wilness; than
through any description of mine. Laurence’s Interest of
Ireland printed at Dublin 1682 p. 87. ¢ about the year
1652, 1653, the plague rndfmﬁz'ne had swept a\.way whole
Countries, that a man might travel twenty or thirty miles
and not see a living.creature, either man, beast or bird,
they being either all dead or had quit those desolate places;
that our Soldiers would tell stories of the place where they
saw a smoak by day, or fire or candle by night ; and when
we did meet with two or three poor cabbius, none but
very aged men with women and children I have
scen those miserable creatures, plucking stinking carrion
out of a ditch, black and rotten, anc have been credibly
informed they have digged corps out of the grave to eat”.
I forbear to pursue this quotadion, for it tells a tale that
harrows up the soul, and enough has been produced to
give a strong colour of truth, to all that Sir Wm. Petty
calculates of the state to which Ireland was reduced in
the year 1652.  He supposes that the population had de-
<lined to 850,000 souls ; the cattle and stock to less than
£500,000 in value, and the houses to a_similar amount.

The same writer computes, that by the year 1672 the
Population had risen to 1,100,000 souls, the live stock to
an amount equal to 6 ;000,000 head of black eattle, the
houses to 250,000 in number, of which 90,000 were worth
;E’E’,GOO 000 : thatthe rental of lands and houses was about
£1,000,000 and that the Irish exports  had been about |




- en were bred to draft

2 000,000ib. of wool, about 60,000 head of cattle alive
and about half that number dead in Barrels.  Here is no
small progress made in twenty years ; but be adds ¢ The
manufacture besiowed on a year’s manufacture out of Ire-
land is not worth £8000.” And ¢¢ the clothing trade has
not arrived to what it was before the late Rebellion.” Pet-
~ 1y’s Survey of Ireland p. 90 and 109.

Sir Wm. Temple who also wrote in the year 1672, says
Vol. I. p. 115. ¢ Until the transportation of eattle into
England was forbidden by the late Act of Parliament, the
quiékest trade of ready money here (Ireland) was driven
by the sale of young Bullocks————and this made all the
breeders of the Kingdom tutn their lands and stocks chief-
ly to that sort of cattle : few cows were bred up for the
dairy more than served for consumption within ; few ox-

so asthe caitle generally sold
either for slaughter within or exportation abroad, werc of
2, 3, or at best 4 years old, and bred wholly upon the
mountains in summer and upon the withered long grass
. ofthe low lands in winter, The effect hercof was very
pernicious

The hides were small, thin and lank :
little butter was exported, the trade of beef for exporta-
The unskilful-
ness or carelessness or kna‘very of the traders added much
~ to the discreditof these commodilics abroad : the hides
were often made up dirty which increased the weight -
~ the butter would be better on top and bottom than ia the
middle, wiich would be sometimes filled up with tallow
and sometimes with stones : the beef would be so ill-cho-
| : SMﬂLcured as to stink before it came to Holland————ee-

tion was prejudiced and almost sunk




¢ After the Act in England had wholly stopt ihe transgg;q 4
tation of cattle, the trade of ihe Kingdom was forced to
find out a new Channel ; a great deal of land was turned
to sheep because wool was ready mohey to the English

‘markets and by stealth for those abroad. 'The breeders of
English cattle turned much to dairy, or .clse, by keeping
their cattle to 6 or 7 ycars old and winlering them dry,
made them fit for the beef trade abroad, and some of the

Merchants fell into care and exactness: in barrelling them
up, anid hereby the improveménis of this trade were grown
so sensible in course of a few yearé,that in 1669 some Mer-
chants in Holland assured medhat¢hey had received par-
ccls of beef out of Ireland which sold current, and very
near the English, and butter which sold be_;/ond it. Itis
most evident if the Dutch war had not broken out so soon
alter the improvements of all these trades, a few years
would have very much adyanced the trade and riches of
this Kingdom, «and made it.a great gainer instead of
losing by the Act against the transportatic;n of their cat-

te.” So says Sit William Temple.

Here we collect from the testimony of 1‘:W0 contempo-
raries, men of businecss, talents, rank and character, who
wrote, not from bearsay but from actual inspection of their
subject, that in twenty years from her desolation, Ireland
rose rapidly in almost every symptom of prosperity, not-
withstanding two celebrated restrictions on her trade :
that which forbad all intercourse with the plantations and
that which forbad the transportation of Cattle into En-
gland : of the first, I shall only say that it embraced’ ;
Scotland as well as Ireland and was in strict conformity
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with the commercial tenets of those times, without a
tincture of national animosity ; and that if by chance it
had not taken.place, certain gentlemen would have speedi=
ly discovered that the permission was ¢ illusive,” since
it would not have been very easy to find Merchants, mo-
ney, and Ships in Ireland, to carry ona West-India trade
of any importance ; neither would it have been very
_ politic, for there were better employments at home for all
the hands and capital that Ireland contained. Of the
second restriction, Sir Wm. Temple already quoted, af-
fords ample proof, which I could confirm from other wri-
ters if necessary, that it produced speedy and vast ad-
vantages to Ireland : precisely these advantages which
the export of manufactured articles has over that of raw

s

materials.

But as it has been very. fashionable to rail against the
whole English nation for the act which prohibited the
importation of Irish C.lttle, I'shall present you a brief
history of that act (18 Car. II. cap. 2) in order to shew,
that the envenomed spleen which is vented against it,
. proceeds from ighoranee, or malice, or any thing but
truth, 1t appears frbm Cobbet's parliamentary history
~ Vol. IV p. 387 &c, that this act was not designed a-
gainst Ireland, but to protect England from an evil falsc-
1y apprehand‘éd‘ that its first intention was to exclude
imports frmﬁSéotland also ; that it met the most vehement
opposition " in both houses of parliament; that argu-
ments onthe great scale of national justice, and ou the
hﬂ(t séale of provincial expediency, were urged a-

tit ; that very many members went so faras (0 pro-
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test that their districis could not well do without Trish _
Cattle, (to which they might have added if they. kgew
ity that the impeort in guestion was too- mslgmﬁmt to do
any harm, being little more than £132,000 p‘gx,g.nnwm 3
Sheflield’s Obs. p. 149) and that it entirely oweq‘ztssuccess
tothe intrigues of a proflizate Nobleman, whobop,posed
the court, and envied the Duke of Orn__:gp_;]e, we may .
therefore reasonably conclude -that it hadnot the support
of the English government ; we know thiatlt excited the
Kirgs indignation; though he yiglde.q,l' and persuaded
many to yield, who would otherwise haveheld out against

_ it.  So then, the King,. the Minjgters; and the Country

at large, were baflled by the clamours of a party, as has
often happened since, and wereidriven to a measure which
was obviously injurious to England, and from which Ire-
land expected ruin, but found prospent}.

Before and after that Act was pa'-*sud ‘the Duke of Or-
monde was a Im(*uw mcmber of the Enuhsh government,
and Lord Lleutenant of Ireland. e laboured zealously
for the 1mpxovcment of the commercial circumstances of
his Country,-znd hc.stowed a marked attention on the Li
nen manufacture ; for the promotion ofwluch he brought
over many arfists from the Netherlands : he created a
board of trade, for which hedrew up in council, speci-
fic instructions : this board presented a repert which, a-
mong other things, dcprebated the restriction on their
cattle, and yet, with a very common inconsistency, re-
commended restrictions on the import and use of sundry

% foreign manufactures, The spirit excited by the Duke

and his board of trade scemed soon to subside, and if




Ircland improved less in trade and wealth than the ardent
imagihations of her legislators expected, the fault is as-
cribed by a contemporary who was himself a member of the
board, and an ingenious enterprising projector of improve-
ments, to the drunkenness, lewdness, gambling, pride and
profusion, which he describes as.very prevalent, and to
some other causes o{ more questionable influence. Sce
Laurence Intercst of Ireland, part Ist. throughout.

But, though no immediate effect followed the labours
of the government, a steady progress was:made in the
agriculture and manufactures and consequently in the
trade of Ireland, for fifteen years from 1672 to 1687. We
find that Artizans came from I*jngland, France and the
Netherlands, by whom the Woollen manufacture in its
different branches was either restored or established ; at
| any rate extended. Some English settled at Dublin, Cork,
Kinsale and Clonmel ; some French at Waterford ; some
Flemings at Carrick-onsSuir. All these settlements took
place after the year 1660, but their efforts were not im-
portant if we may believe Sir Wm. Petty, till after 1672
and this is confirmed by an extract from the English board
-~ of trade dated 1697 which I find in Sheflield’s Observati-
ons, p 150. the state of the Woollen manufacture was

New Dra.’ery._ Old Drapery. Frize.

- 1665 § %2 P, - 32 Ps 444,381 Yds.
1687 ll‘!ﬁo 103 1,129.716
1696 T4,418 343 104,167

From the same Author it appears that the total value of
Woﬁlen manufactures exported in the year 1687 was

“" H
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£70,521 14 0 of which more than £56,000 consuted ef ‘
frize, which 1 beg you to remember. This Author in-
forms us that this was the year of the greatest export of
woollens and we sliall see presently that in succeeding |
‘years the export was scarcely more than one-thlrd of this
amount : how then does Mr. Barnes take upon him to as-
sure us in p. 45 that previous to the Revolution, Ireland
exported woollens to the amount of £110,207 ? when he
is so completely at variance with a ‘writer of established
character, he should at least give us his authorities, We
find that in “the same ‘year 1687 Ircland exported to Eu-
gland 4,684,6801b. wool and woollen yarn, which Lord
Sheflield says, is more than was sent in any of the pre-
ceding years, and it is more than double the annual ex-
port reported by Sir Wm, Petty in 1672. 'We hdve here
an indisputable proof of greéat progress both in agricul-
ture and in manufacturcs during these fifteen years,

The civil war which arose from the English revolution

. of 1688, checked the rapid growth of Irish pi'OSperity 3

during this war, many Protestants emigrated ; and after
it, many Catholics ; many of the people perished by the
Sword ; the land was laid waste as a seat of war will al-
ways be ; manufactures were neglected ; trade was inter- '

‘rupted.  The population fell below what it had been in

1672, as Mr. Newenham shews in his essay on population ;
and wefind in Sheflield’s Observations p. 154. that ¢ from
the Custom-louse accounts, Ireland had not recdvered
al}ofe one-third of the woollen trade she had before the
Revolution” by the year 1697. The destructive influence -
of the ¢ivil war appears more fully from statements of the




.same Author which I have put into the form of a fable:

Exports. Imports. . Total, Balance.
1681 £582.814 ; £134,040  £1,015,854 £149,774 for
| 16895 - = £95,502 . 391,524 687,116 95 032 agains¢
1698 *+ 996,305 576,863 1,573,168 ' 419,442 for

This table will also serve to shew, how rapidly Ireland
improved after her troubles had ccased, though under the
reign of a King whom Mr. Barnes and his fellows labour
to stigmatize: their labour is as futile as the attempt of the

Titans to scale Heaven,

'

If you ask why I have added exporis;and lmports to-
| gether in the above table ; I reply, thatit is “for the same
yeason that you and I would annually add together the
amount of all we had imported and exported in the course
of the year, to see how much we had turned and how much
per Cent our profits ‘and losses were, and how much the
tolal of our business had paid towards our permanent and
contingent charges. As we doy so does every one, and
the combined amount of exports and imports is the sum
total of that en which the.industry of the Merchants and
their dependants has been employed. We see that this
sum encreased very comsiderably after the effects of the
civil war had ceased ; but I must enlarge a little on the
\Voollen trade for a reason that will soon be obvious.

\Velcp. ﬁ'm Lord Sheffield that in 1697 the total
- value oLgbo ns exported did not exceed £24,000, of
which the ncw and old drapery ¢ which alone interfered
Iu"e English manufactures” was under #£9000. In
{ llawmg year 1698 the total export of Woollens was

r short of 668,000 yards of frize, of which near-

R
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Iy one-fourth went to England ; about 23,300 picces of
new drapery and 281 pieces of old drapery, besides a few
‘hats and  stockings.  In the same year the woolvand
woollen yarn exported to England, was 4,160,8441band
the total export of linen was 28,727 pieces and 8916 cwt.
of yarn. The official value of the new and ‘old drapery
exported in the three years, as well as I can' collect from
Lord Shefield’s estimates, .is in 1696  £4465. in 1697
#£8988. in 1698 £24607. Perhaps the excess of this last
year arose from the anxiety of Merchants to export while
it was still in their power, as they were aware that a re-
striction would shortly take place: be that as it may-
the average export of new and old drapery in these three
years was £12,686. \

When the Woollen manufacture of Ireland was in a
state to furnish less than 218000 per annum of goods for
export, besides frizes which did not interfere with the
manufactures of England, and which in the said three
years did not exceed 15000 per annum ; when the wéol-
lens'.CXported from England exceeded £2,370,000 that is
nearly ninety times as much as the whole export of the
Irish woollens :—A thing called a compact, was entered
into by the legislatures of the two Countries, which has,
perhaps, few parallels in the annals of leg-islative folly.
It has been usual to ascribe this compact to the Jjealousy
of English manufacturers and their influence over Parlia~

ment ; but the amazing disproportion between the exports
of the two Countries forbids us to assent to this, unless we
couple with jealousy the most consummate ignorance, and
we may perhaps find a more satisfactory motive in the



following quotation from Hardy’s life of Lord Charle-
mont.‘ Vol. II. p. 1563. ‘¢ Mr Hutchinson says he has
more than once heard Lord Chancellor Bowes mention
a conversation that he had with Sir Robert Walpole on
the subject of the Woollen manufactory in Ireland ;3 whe
assured him that the restraints imposed on it by the En-
glish parliament had at first taken their rise from the
vauntings of several Irisk gentlemen of the great success
of that manufacture in this Kingdom.” We see here
that the jealousy arose, not from Irish prosperity, but
from the vain-glorious garrulity of some Irish gentlemen :
and that it was first kindled not in the manufacturing
interest, but among legislators or landholders : aecord-
ingly I find that when the King had in April 1697 com-
manded the board of trade to report to him on the com-

mercial relations and mutual interests of the two Coun-

~ tries, that board presented a report which was afterwards

-~

N

laid before parliament ; whereinthey represented that the
increase of the Woollen trade in Ircland might be inju-
rious to that which wasthestaple manufactare of England;
and thercfore proposed plans to check it and {o encou-
rage and extend the linen manufacture instead of it: that
Parliament took mp this subject in 1698, that it was in
the hands of a_committee to prepare a Bill, 1eceive Pe-
titions, examine evidence &c. that several Petitions for
the proposed Bill and oncat least against it were presented ;
that it ﬁnaﬂylpassed the legislature in 1699, whercby, as
Mr Newenham tells us, ¢ the exportation of wool, yarns,
new drapery or old drapery from Ireland to any place
‘bﬁtl‘gnghnd was orhidden under heavy Penalties. In the
neantime, the Lords and Commons had in the summer of




. 1693, presenied addresses to the Iuncr, praying - lum m._

- discourage the. W oollen manufactuge ‘in Ireland, whichs -

he promised to do; and the Irish Parliament ftﬂﬁléed his
promise by imposing prohibitory duties on_all wooﬂens

‘except frize. This is called a compact, beczm,&gl it was

anderstood that the linen manufacture was to be promoted
while that of W oollens was depressed.

The effect of this compact was as miglit;’ha%e been ex-
pected. . 1st'a panic seized the Artizans in Ireland, and
many of them emigrated to Englan’tli ; and many to Ger-
many, France, and Spain, where they effectually promo-
ted, .if they did not create, a trade which afterwards inter-
fered with that of England.  2ad those Artizans'who';
remained, applied themselves to new branches of {he
Woollen manufacture ; whereby the imports from En-
gland were diminished {till the population began to out-
grow the manufactures. 3rd the contraband trade in
Wool and Woollens ‘was extended, and as it were con-
solidated into a system. Thus, this restriction act like
the other tended to the immediate and remate injury of
Lngland, and te the good of-Ireland, so far as to increase
her means of supplying herselfe That it did no injury to
Ireland beyond the temporary suffering of the Artizans,
(which however I abhor -as much as any one can) would
appear from the extreme iusignificancy of the export
trade compared with the home trade in Woollens ; for
the Irish impor'ts of these articles were still more trifling
thanthe exports, so that the nation might be said to sup-
ply itself in quantity though not in guality : now, there
were about 1,100,000 inhabitants in Ireland of which per=
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haps, 800,000 were the lower order; and they were unis
versally clad, as they are still, with Woollens; if we
reckon them on an average to consume 20s. worth pee

* annum, and the higher ordars from the tradesmen up-
" wards 40s. each per annum, both which averages will

perhaps be short of the truth , when we consid’er that hats
and stockings, frizes and stuffs, old drapery and new dra-
pery are included, these two sums would be £1,400,000
to which the export bears too trifling a proportion to deserve
notice : but it may be said, that as the English jealousy
must have.been prospective, so the injury which Ircland
sustained, wasnot so much in the loss of her exports as
they then were, but as they might have been, if the re-
striction had not taken place ; for some folks have dreamt
that Irish Woollens would have eclipsed the English :

" this I am disposed to deny, till better reasons are suggest-

ed, because lreland has continually imported for her own
use ; for it appears to me that until a Country can supply
itself with a commodity it is absurd to talk of what it
would do for the supply of others. But while I deny
the wide and baneful influence which some men atiribute
to this contract, I am far from attempting its defence ;
it was as unjust-as it was unnecessary, and it was foolish

- because it defeated its own object ; it was however the

combined act of both legislatures, perhaps contrary to
the King’s wishes; for the spirit of the English parlia-
ment was opposed to him, and certainly against the sensc

of part of one nation and all or almost all the other.
- . >

~ “Afterthis digression, it remains to shew the state of trade

inthe year 1700 and two following ycars in oxder to

|
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cemplete the period of fifty years from the dcsolatwn of

Ireland : :
Exp orts. Imports. Total. Bala.nce.

1700 £814,745 192,413 1,601,218 22,212 for
11701 610,412 602,314 1,362,726 21,902 against

Shefficlds observations p. 298, where he suggestsithat the
alteration of trade in 1701 might be in part imputed to
the war which began about that time. The guantities of

- the chiefarticles exported in 1702 I give from Mr. New- |

enham, he shews that from 1700 to 1704 the annual
average of Beef was 70833 barrels ; of Pork 13727 barrels ;
of Butter 92,219 Cwt. of Corn and Meal 19,817 barrels :
that the annual average of three years ending 25th March
1702, was 319,410 stone of Wool and W oollen-yarn which
is at 18lbs. per stone, 6,289,5801bs. hides tanned and un.
tanned 88,449 ; Kelp 118 Tons ; and that the quantity linen
exported in 1702 was 16,488 yards and 8573 Cwt. linen '

yarn.

Here ends ‘the half century from the memorable 1652,
It embraces all the material eommercial restrictions that

_England laid on Ireland, and I have briefly treated of the

causes and consequences of two of the most important and

most reprobated of thosc restrictions, shewing that they re«
sulted in good. It began from the deplorable effects of
one civil War, and it embraces another, which was tlie .
only serious obstacle to the growing prosperily of the
Country but this soon ceased, and its effects with it ; the
innate energies of Ireland soon recovered their wontedl.'
spring, and in spite of restrictions, jealousies, tyrannies,
iron yokes and all the bugbears with which the eloquence
of faction delights to appal our imaginations, the ttaﬂﬂ ;
was more than doubled in a few years. i
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LETTER 7l

T~ -
A'S one_effect - of the English restrictions
was the extension of Irish trade to foreign Countries, it
would follow that this and_its advantages would be influ-
enced by our relations with those Countries.

The war
which began in 1689 had doubtless some share in the
great depression of trade which attended the'civil war ;
and we have seen, that Lord Sheffield suggests the
same cause for the decline in 1701. 'The war which be-
gan in that year, ended in 1713 : its influence cannot be
doubted ; but whether it was the sole cause of the very
considerable reduction of the trade of Ireland, which the
following Table will éxhibit, is' & question on which my
means of information do not enable me to speak :—

‘ld 1w YRR

Date of

Ann ua-l

Annual Annual Annual War and
verages.| Exports, Imports, . Total. Balance. Peéace,
1700 £ £ £ *£ War 761.
150 § 853,023 513,657 1,066,680 | 39,366

: Peace March
1710 , 1718.
to 1,126,670 | 852,005 | 1,979,575 273,765 |War Decem-
1720 > ber 1718,
1720 i P
to ¢ 1010800 I 856,936 | 1,876,745 | 162,873 o
- i , » ; -
| g l,im,ﬁ 1 885044 2,075,297 305,209, |War October
_ ot 1y » 1739,
% 1,485,110 | 1,128,378 | 2608483 | 951797 e L
e ber 1748.
' 2,3 1,594,164 | 3,596,518 408,190 WanMay
1756.

e



- The export of \Vool and VVoollen yarn was a --.: I3
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1 have formed this table from one in Sheffield’s observaa
tions p. 275 ; omlttmg the fraction of a pound ; mscrtmg
the totals or combined amounts of exports and 1mports :

. the balance ; and the periods of war and peace : 'Y ou may

therefore see at one view the progress of trade, so far as
it may be estimated from official returns, and the contem-

g

porary vicissitudes of our extemal relationss

But, as these oﬂicial retaris can conyey no accurate
idea of a Country’s progress, without a specification of
the quantities of its principal conimodities, I shall collect

them from various parts of Newenham’s appendix.

The excess of export of graimand flour above imports;

was annually on an average, from

1704 to 1708 48,248 Barrels
1708 to 1712 87,111 Ditto
1712 to 1716 157,650 Ditto

1716 to 1720 . » 60,572 Ditto-

The export of Beef, Pork, and Butter, inthe same pe«

riod, was

1704 to 1708 66105 Barls. Becf 2848 Barls. Pork 111498 Cm Butter
1708 to 1712 85532 Ditto 3986  Ditto 140265 Ditlo
1712 to 1718 110288  Ditto 8202 Ditto '« 186978 Ditto
1716 to 1720117966  Ditto 7794 Ditto 186499 Ditto

The export of hides was annually on an average of thre '
years ending 1712, 121,506 ; and on a similar a‘ve_ age
énding 1722, 126,977. The Kelp exported was 197 Tor
per annum in the first of these periodsand 625 Tons in the

~

second.

on an average of three ycaxs endmg 1712, 332,1605t. ol

-



. 59:8,8801bs. and on a mmlar average ending 1722,
188 4505t or 33921001bs. and in the first of these penods
the quantity of linen annually exported was 1,439,833,
yards, and 7787cwt. yarn, which rose, by the second
period, to 2,859,556 yards, and 14,817cwt. yarn. The
annual import of new and old drapery was only 26520
yards, during the first of these periods, and 103357 during
ihe second ; while the export during the latter, was 9838
~ yards.

You perceive that the trade which had declined in war,
revived and nearly doubled during peace ; that the export
of provisions & butter incrcased progressively after the first
four years, at the rate of seventy per Centon the whole pe-
riod ; {hat the linen trade constantly increasing, doubled it-
selfin the last ten years ; that the lawful export of wool de-
clined ; but it is known,’thﬁt a contraband tradc in this
article was carried on to a great extent, and itis equally
certain, that the infernal demand for wool was gradually
greater through this period ; for the very slight increase
of imported woollens bears no proportion {o the unques-

tionable increase of popul,ation.

L]
-

Here then, are proofs‘ of the great improvement of the
circumstances of Ireland in the early part of the 18th cen-
~ tary; we learn further from Swift’s works, thatthe popu-
Iation had arrived by the year 1724 to 1,500,000, which
is proba.b[y under-rated as a contemporary computes it at

1,670,000 iu 1725, and that the rental of land alone was
.sm 000. We see in the above statement that the sur-
Pl!kgﬁ)gmultural produce’ and the staple manufacture
h’- 93 the Country were prodigiously augmented, and we col-
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leet from Swifi's works, that there were also manufactu\’és
of all kinds of cloths, of stuffs, of crapes, of hats, and of
silks, some of which were in imitation of India silks, ¥f
the surplus of corn declined, it may be aseribed toa species
of restriction (more fatal than those of the legislatures}

~which had, recently perhaps, risen out of {he proflizgate

rapacity of tenants, and the ignorant tyranny of Land-
Yords.—¢¢ The Landlords are every where Qy penal clauses
absolutely prohibiling their tenants from ploughmo’, not
satisfied to confine them within certain limitations as is the
practice of the Epglish, one effect of which is a]ready seen  +
1n the prodigious dearness of corn and the importation of
it from London as tiie cheaper market.” Swift’s proposal
&c. and again, in his answer toa memorial, he says '’ It
was indeed the shameful ‘practice of too many farmers to
wear out the land by ploughmo- —This gdve birth to the
abominable race of Grasiers, who upon expiration of the

farmers’ leases were ready to engross great quantities of
land

It must be confessed the farmers were'justly
punished for their knavery, brutality and folly. But nei-
ther are the Squires and Landlords to be excused, for
to them is owing the depopulating of the Country, the

vast nnmber of beggars and the ruin of those few Sorry
improvements we had.” : g

We now come to a period which Swift has converied
into an epoch, by the precedent which his example affords 3
1o succeeding demagogues: he had been all his life a
partizan, aspiring to more than he obtained ; bis promotlon
in Ireland was a banishment hard] ¥ honourable, from favous
zite connections and pursuits o a Country which he abs




hormd: may we not suppose it at least possible, that. dis-
appqigaed ambition stimulated his exertions and aggra-
vated, if it did not create, his view of the state of Ireland 2,

That his view, as expressed in his writings, was a false
~ one; and that if he wrote sincerely he did not understand
the subjects on which he presumed to direct the public
opinions, are points which I shall not waste time to prove;
- for they will be readily admitted by all whe read his works
. impartially, He has made some assertions which are con-
firmed, and others which are contradicted, by collateral
authorities : he has jumbled all these together to form in-
ferences, always agreeable to the populace, of the actual
misery :m|d approaching ruin of the Country ; while it must
have been self-evident, as documents now préve beyond
all doubt, that the Country was progressing as rapidly
as any other in Europe, and was impeded only by the
- character of her children and the pernicious influence of
meddling Patriots, who desire to be teachers, ‘¢ under-
standing neither what they say nor whereof they affirm.”

I am aware that any thing which derogates from the

- high reputation of their idol Patriot, must appear a blas-
~ phemy to many ; but T appeal from their f)rejudice to
~ theit native good sense, with a display of some of his sen-
tences : and if any of them can so explain these sentences,
as to convince me, that my censure is not founded in truth,

‘A I will cheeﬂwlly yield, and shall be as ready to admit the
genuine: and enlightened patriotism of Swift, as 1 do his
genius, mf, and perspicuity ; happy if I could say so
much of all his successors in the patriotic career; for

¢ ﬂmﬂy come short of him even in these qualifications,
Nﬂﬁl&h as they exceed him in animosity and invective,

3 R,




_ons
-£100,000 paid several years past for corn sent over

Here aote my extracts drawn with little sclection : Tet
them be attentively considered. ¢ The rents of land A
Ireland since they have been of lale so enormously raised
and screwed up may be computed to about Two Milli-
£80,000 sent yearly to England for ceals

hither from England, the effect of our owa great wisdom
in discouraging agriculture the kind liberty granted
us of wearing India Stuffs and Calicoes to gratify the va-

nity and folly of our wome our own wool return-
cd upon us in English manufactures to our infinite shame

the manufacture exceeds above ten times

and damage

ihe prime cost The full profit of all our mines ac-
craing to England ; an effect of great negligence and stu-
pidity.”” Drapier’s letter V1I. writtert 1724. again ¢¢ There
is not an argument used to pto;re the riches of Ireland
which is not a logical /demonsiration of its poverty. The
rise of our rents squeezed out of the very blood, vitals,
clothes, and dwellings of the tenants who live worse than
Fnglish beggars.. The lowness of interest in all other
Countries a sign of wealth, is in us a proof of misery,

there being no.trade to employ any borrowcr_.‘ Hence

~ alone comes the dearness of land, since the savers have no

other way to'lay out their money : Hence the dearness of

[

necessaries of life Hence are increase of buildings |
in this City (Dublin) because workmen havz nothing
to do but to employ one another and one half of them are
infallibly undone. Hence the daily increase of Bankers f
who.may be a necessary evil in a trading Country _but‘ SO
ruinous in ours. I have often wished thata law were

enacted to hang up half a dozen Bankers every year (the
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Bankers are obhged for so charitable a wish from this
minister of the Prince of peace) and thereby interpos
Jeast some short delay to the further: ruin of Ircland.™
Short view &c. writ 1727 ¢¢ Let a firm resolution be taken
by male and female never to appear with one single shred
that ‘comes from England. And let.all the people say
Amen. " Proposal &c. wrilten 1720.

Now with all due deference to the ¢ logical demonstra-
tions” of the very reverend Drapier, I must take the liberty
to believe that causes generate effectsin Ireland much in
the same way as they do in other Countries: Rents can
no where be raised except tenants can increase their
produce or enhance its pncc, prices can no where be
raised except consumers can: {afford to pay them, and
consumers cannot do this exoept ‘their respective circum-
stances improve : interest wilk no where be low, nor lands
high, except money be p‘lenty, and imports will not
arrive except there ‘be a fair prospect of demand,
and ability to pay for them :—in short, population, cul-
~ ture, trade, and inceme, will be symptoms of prosperity
as much in Irelqnd as elsewhere. But besides error in
judgment he has been guilty of error in statements. e
says that £1005000 per annum was paid several years be-
fore and then for corn from England ; now Mr. Newenz
ham’s Mlx shews that this isa falsehood : Ireland
_indeed imported Corn but it also exported, and the ba-
lance'of guantity was in her favour. It is not true that

lgah *fool was exported and returned in manufacture to
& t

t which he would insinuate: or that the manu-

: j fam cxceeds ten times the material ; 1 have shewn how

< ‘ﬂ!\ - .



Yittle Woollen cloth was imported. Equally fahe is’ mh
assertion that the full profit of a// the lrish mnesmcn@dg
to-England : if he means that English com}nmes_g;_?m |
these mines, (and 1 believe they did not work all) they de«
rived just as much profit as their capital and exértions
deserved, and Ireland derived the rest, for the lawdlord
had his usual sharc or at least a et 3 the dabourers,
probably Irish and English mixt, had their wages with
which they consamcd Irish produce -and | perbaps some
imports, whereby they helped 1o envich the Farmet, the
Shop-keeper, and the Memh#xﬂ;., S :

' P £ { It bt

1t is however difficult to read this part of Swift’s works
without the pleasure that arises from the coniemplation of
o-emus, and without a suspicion that he knew better than
he wrote, nor ought we fo be sarprized if this suspi-
cios should amount #o, a 6erta.inty for it is an essential
character of party- spmt to embellish and establish its
own object, evenrif truth and candour should suffer a
little in the atte.mptq_, the energics of such a man ag
Swift, exciting éuéh, a people as the Irish, on subjects
so dear to national prejudice, could not fail of success.
We learn that he ruled with despotic sway in his little
sphere ; but itis more especially in the line of this letter
to regnark, that he had peculmr power over the manufae-
turers;; whio came to.consult him on every occasion. Ens
glish gopds we may readily cenceive to be unpopular,
and Ir&h substitutes for them must be had capital and

i.ob

labor must. have been wrested from their usnaland natural =

chaanch to new ones, where obstacles' would never fail
to.impede them ; disappointment would infallibly ensue

s




proporunnate stagnation and d;stress would supervene.

May wenot ascribe to this and to the bad hacvests of 1728
and 1729 a decline of trade which, as you see, reduced the

‘g;. decennial average?

But we shall discern the fallacy of Swift’s statements as '
to the misery and approaching ruin of Ireland, more for-

cibly, by a view of her political circumstances in a_year

which, if he had been right, would have beep near the
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predicted catastrophc: We find that in 1781 the popu-
lation was 2,010,221, nearly doubling itself in the space
of 36 years, and certainly prégressive through the whole
.period during which Swift wrote. The Woollen manu.
facture, about which such outcries were then and since
raised, was also nearly doubled since the days of the
compact, for the imports of that year on an average of
three years was only 54,796 yards of newand old drapery,
while the exports of the same articles were nearly 4000
yards. The wool, yarn, and worsted 96,953(. of which
only 21,254st. was wool.  On the same trieanial average,
the exports that yeatr ‘were 3,901,528 yards linen and
13,059cwt. yarn, 143,208 barrels Beef, 12,206 barrcls Pork,
and 153,727cwt. Batter. And in spite ofrecent bad harvests
the balance of -Corn. was still 26,407 barrels in favour of

lreland.  Let the. idvocatcs of Swift and his doctrine pro-

- duce parallel prosperity elsewhere in those days, ifthey can.
- The bala@t;f,com was now to experience a reverse ; from

the year 1732 to 1772 it was continually unfavourable ex-

w period from 1736 to 1740. If we recoilect

ords’ penal restrictions on ploughing, which
K




Swift has reprobated, and the infamous resolution of Pars

liament in the year 1735, that the tythe on dry and

barren Cattle was ‘¢ grievous, burdensome, and injurious to
the Protestant interest,” we shall be at no loss for the true

“cause of the decline of tillage, without resoriing to the

sophistical machinery of ¢ illusive Acts,” &c. &¢. which

Mr. Newenham has employed to account for it. That

Gentleman would have deserved our confidence if he had

stigmatized those injurious restrictions and resolutions at
home, instead of fixing on the British Government, his
own dreams of machiavelian policy so obviously detri-

mental to British interests, that even writers did not fail
to insist on the prosperity of Ireland as essential to the wel-

fare of England. It rarely happens that Statesmen are

less enlighten:d than writers : if they are not often so
deeply versed in theory, they are generally belter ac-
quainted with facts, and on these their decisions are found-
ed. We ought to reckon that statesmen act in their con-
cerns, with as much common sense as we do 1n ours;
that such of them as are in power cannot be insensible of
the responsibility which they sustain, or indifferent to the
means with which they uphold themselves ; their power
is commensurate with the power of the state, and the state
1s aggrandize:r in proportion as all its parts improve ; it
is therefore a truth obvious enough to have been felt,
when political theorics were less understood than they are
now, that the welfare of'a part so contiguous and so essen-

tial as Ireland, was an object of importance to the: rulers

of Buitain, and we ought to believe that its general abase-

ment, as a motive of legislation, existed only in the dis-
tempered = imaginations of the factious, till documents
prove the reverse,
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After this digression on the characters and motives of
siatesmen you will not conceive that I prostitute that title
to the hundred and ten members who carried the resolu=
tion on the tythes of Cattle in the Irish House of Coma
mons ; for it is difficult to conceive a measure more india
cative of ignorance or contempt of the interests of their
Country than this. 1 have not the means of searching
out the truc motiw; of this measure ; nor can I coanceive
any other, than a paltry desire to screen their own de-
mesnes from the claims of the clergy, or {o render their re-
striction on ploughing (if it still existed) more palatable
{o their tenants. W hatever were the motives, the effects
are plain: Mr. N, has confessed that it was a premium
on what Swift calls ¢¢ the abominable race of Graziers;”
it was consequently a tax on tillage, and a bar to the pro-
gress of population, in proportion _as the system of Gra-
zing requires less labour, and produces less food, on a

civen space, than that of tillage.

‘Weneed not therefore be surprized, that the export of
grain declined, and that this branch of the balance of trade

- became unfavourable : it was also to be CXPCutEd that popu.
Jlation would feel the check ; and accordingly we learn that
while it nearly doubled itself in 56 years preceding 1731,
it increased only one sixth in 23 years from that to 1754,
when the total of the inhabitents of Ireland was 2,372,634.
But though the true systemof agriculture which
blends tillage with cattle-feeding, and makes the latter a
secondary object, was still less understood in Ireland then

i tham it is now ; and though tillage itself was thus obstruct-
| edby those whose peculiar duty was to promote it ; yet
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ifs superiority was duly appreciated by some real patriots
who encouraged it, and its practice grﬁduaﬂy gained
ground; so that after the year 1748 the balance e
ported corn was ‘much diminished ; became: at Iength
very inconsiderable ; and by the favourable operation of
circumstances to be stated hereafter, it ceased with the
year 1772, © In the mean time, *rade ﬂour'i;héd; the ﬂe-
cennial average ending in 1740 exhibits ‘a“balance of

500,000 per annum in favour of Ireland;‘the qua-
drennial average ending the same year, shews an annual
export of 150,499 barrels Beef, 114646 barrels Pork,
161,212cwt. Butter ; and the triennial average ending 25th
March 1742, shews that the annual’export of linen was
6,569,893 yards, and 18,842cwt. ya.rn; and of wool, yarn
and worsted 114,289 stones.  The export linen trade was
nearly doubled within these ‘10 years; the other articles
were greatly increased, and the: import of Woollens was
ouly 62,184 yards per ‘annum. The next decennial ave-
rage, ending 1750y was niost]y a period of war, in the

latter years of which the provision trade necessarily

declined, yet the total amount of trade was increased
by more than £500,000 per annum with a favourable
balauce ‘of £350,000 per annum ; much, perhaps all, of
this increase arose from the linen trade, the exports of
which ‘was 11,580,493 yards, 1493 yards of cambrick
and 23,14lcwt. yarn per annuim, on a triennial average
ending 25th March 1752. The woollens imported in the
same period were 215,404 yards annually, and the wool,
yarn and worsted exported had risen to 203,377 stones
yer annum, an average which it has never attained sipce.;

" Tathe year 1752 Lord Orrery wrote the following
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passage :—%“The next tract is a short view of the state
of lreland written 1727 ; of this T need take lit{le notice,
since the present state of Ireland is as flourishing " gs
possible; agriculture is cultivated ; arts and sciences ape
cncouraged, and in the space of eighteen years which
is almost the full time I have known it, no kingdom
can be more improved.” Orrery’s remarks on“the life
and writings of Swift p. 149. His Lordship may not be,
perhaps, the most profound investigator of political osco-
nomy, or the best judge ofthe utmost pessible prosress
in improvement, but he wasa contemporary eye-witness,
disinterested, and as far as I know, of unimpeached
veracity ; though Mr, Dean Swift has'attcmpied to throw
against this passage doubts that would equally apply
to the present state of freland, ‘We may safely conclude
that an improvement had taken place, and I think the de-
tail of this letter shews that it was both gradual and
great; Ireland did not wait therefore for Mr. Barnes’s
favourite epoch of 1753 to exhibit her capaaz!bt?es and
her progress. On this epoch let us enlarge a little ;
it was in 1753 that a squabble arose in Parliament about
the etiquette of the disposal of some surplus revegue;
the pop'ula.r party may have been right; but it is not
my purpose to enter into any political disquisitions, or
notice them, except so far as they had any real or al-
ledged influence on the trade and culture of lreland,
That this sqaabble had no direct influence is too evident,
and in fact all that Mr. Barnes or any other one can
pretend is, that it was the first ebullition of a spirit
which has gone on increasing ; the first prominent depare
ture from that criminal servility with which it.is alledged
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that the Irish legislature concurrcd in all the measures
of the English cabinet ; but it yet remains for hlm to
prove that this spirit operated favourably on the inter-
nal state of Ireland. Something did indeed réélilt; let
us see what it wés, in the report of two persons well
qualified to appreciate it. Lord Clare in his Si:eech on
the union after noticing the aforesaid squabble,'says
““ The Commons took effectual care that the question
should not occur a second time, by appropriating every
future surplus fo their private use under the specious
pretence of local public improvements. W ind-mills and
water-mills, and canals, bridges, and spinning jenmics
were provided at the public expence, and the parlia-
mentary patrons of these great national objects were
entrusted with full discretionary power over the monecy
granted to complete them” p. 28. Arthur Young had said
three and twenty years before ¢ and yet to yourselves
you are indebted for bounties on the carriage of coin,

for premiumson cornstands, for ideal navigations through 4

bogs to convey turf to Whitehaven, for colliers where
there is no coaly for bridges where there are no' rivers,
navigable cuts where there 1s no water, harbours where

there are no Ships, and churches where there areno con-

gregations’ Vol. 11, p. 373, 2nd edition. Le¢ me not

be told that this is declamation ; it contains with damna-
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tory precision,. the opinion of these two men on the im-

provements which' flowed from the boasted substitution of

a national for a provincial spirit s>’ and if further proof 'E

is wanted, I refer to Mr. Newenham’s work, which would a?

furnish a very edifying history of the Parliamentary JObS 2

of Ircland, I give the gentleman full credit for all the colla-



feral facilities which these Parliamentary jobs might have
afforded to the people, while they filled the pockets of
the legislators and their dependants ; but I shall take the
liberty to ascribe the progress of Ircland to other causes,
till these Gentlemen prove their assertions by some argu-

ments more powerful than post Aoc ergo propter koc.

Two of these procuring causes of Irish prosperity, I shall
now specify as arising in the period between 1750 & 1760.

The first is the general use of the Potatoe————0h with
what wrath shall I be assailed, when I attribute less bene-
ficial influence to the lofty spirit of independence, fu-
ming in the brain of our renowned Legislators, than to the
humble Potatoe ! Yet let me be heard with patience, and
let the good sense of my readers decide. Many writers
have asserted the importance of the Potatoe on this seli-
evident proposition, that cheapness of food promotes trade
and population ; for if by cheice or necessity, people
are induced to renounce wheat and meat for butter-milk
and potatoes, it will follow, that one acre will feed those

~ for whom the produce of four or five acres were hard-
i ly sufficient. Suppose then a poor family, cultivating
five acres of their-own property, and finding themselves
hardly able to subsist on the produce, suddenly take to

Potatoes as their chief food ; they would not only be
plentifully supplied, but would have the produce of neax-
l ly four acres to take to market ; and whereas such a poor

family was often obliged to send off a child to town or
foi'eén climes to seck subsistence, and often its members
were deterred from marriage by dread of starvation, the
mw food would afford abnndance for all ; want would no
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longer stifle the instincts of nature, and the poor mau
would find that his children were no longer a burden tb!i(t
his most valuable property. Suppose 400,000 families to
adopt this change in their mode of living ; the produce
of nearly 150,000 acres come into markets fo insure plens
ty to the towuns, to increase exports, and to enlarge every
branch of trade from the Merchant to the Huxter; for
as it is the nature of man to seek luxuries wlien he has
found necessaries, the families in my supposition would
infnllibly devote part of their 'savingé to the purchase of
comforts which were before unattainable. The general
use of the Potatoec has done this 1 Ireland with the con-
currence of other events : Lands have risen in value, ex-
ports and imports have considerably iucreased, popula-
tion has advanced with rapidity unusual in Europe, and

every rank from the Peer to the Peasant has improve!l
its circumstances. It'remains for me to shew why I as-
sign so late a date to this important innovation. Swift
talked of Potatoes and Butter-milk ; but‘,with al contempt

which would prove that the food though known was not
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gencral : Smithin his history of the County Down, in-

sinuates that this food was not used there in 1744, See alse %

e

his County Waterford 229 and 230 where Potatoes are re-

RN o

commended as if not yet well known in other parts of Ire-

-

Iand and stated to be a good substitute for corn in times of ‘
scarcity =+ 1 have conversed with some old people of the i
County of Waterford, who remember when the lower or-
ders subsisted chiefly on grain and pulse, with more animalk i‘
food, especially Pork, than is now usual. = These dat&;;
lead me to suppose that Potatoes did not become a gene-

ral article of food till after the year 1750; and there is

.



a passage in Smith on the wealth of nations Book Ist. cap
11th which would shew that they were so, for several years
before 1775, when that work was first published. Add
to this, that the first remarkable increase in the export of
Pork took place about the year 1756, and you will proba-
bly agree with me that this invaluable root began to be
the principal food of the lower order about the year 1756,
or perhaps a little later ; it’s use rapidly increased. The

L TR Al

second cause is the opening of the English ports to Irish °

agricultural produce which began as a temporary measure
in the year 1758, was gradually extended as o time and
articles, and at length became perpetual and unlimited ;
the last shackle that I am aware of, being taken off by
our able and worthy Representative when he was in of-
fice. ‘It has been the fashion to represent this measure of
the English Government as purely the effect of want, even

in the first instaiice, and. Gentlemen have not scrupled to

assert, that Ireland owes all-concessions to the ‘“ wants , |

~ and fears” of England, as if they were sorely afraid lest
~ Ireland and England should love each other too well:
Let us enquire how far want entered into the motiyes of
: the English Goyvernment, when the imports were permit-
ted in 1758 and 1759. It is true that a mortality among
Cattle which' begun in Gcrmany 1739, extended to En-
*5. gland by dqgmss, and produced comparat:ve]y high pri-
e 3 it lsmlﬁtlue that there was a bad harvest all through
sEurope in 1757, so that the British Government prohibited
| Wrt&o" grain from England, and from the American Co-
' except to England and Ireland ; but it is nof tiue
'. “ﬁﬂ.‘ ngland was then in want, or in dread of want; for
Lt L
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ihe highest prices of the best -wheat, as staled by Smithin.

his wealth of nations Book lst. cap 11th at the end; wexe,
excluding fractions :—

1756 5s 0d°

1757 6 8

1758 5 6 YSper Bushel of 8 Gallons.
1759 4 b &

1760 .4 0

And the average of fourteen years from 1751 to 1764 was
4s 7id per Bushel ; moreover, it appears from the same
work, and in the same chapter, that the price of Beef in
England, during the war which ended 1763, was to the
Merchant for export 24s. to 25s. per cwt. ; to the people
by retail in London 1}d. to 33d. and 4d. according to the
qualitics of the pieces ; which retail prices rose fd. per
Ib. in 1764. The same writer asserts, that these prices

were considerably less than Beef was sold for in the reign
of James Ist; for the Beef bought for the Prince’s house- §

hiold then, cost 3ls. 8d. per cwt. and the price of Corn

about the same time was 4s. 71d. per Bushel ; so then, at

ihis very period of supposed want in England, Corn

was, on an average of 14 years, as cheap, and Beef more :
than 25 per cent, cheaper, than it was near 150 years be-
fore! but I remark further that the dread of ﬁant, if it
existed at all, must have already evaporated before the '
ports’ were opened to Irish provisions, Corn was at its ‘
highest in 1757 ; salted Beef and Pork and Butter were not
1mportable till 1758 ; nor live Cattle and Tallow till 1759‘,

Neither isit very easy to conceive, in what degree these

articles conld be expectcd to allevmte the supposed wants ]

of England ; for it is well kuown, that the salted Beef
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and Pork of Ireland are scarcefy ever consumed there,
but almost all re-exported in shipping public or private ;
but here Gentlemen may interrupt me and say, that, at
any rate, the lIrish provisions being taken for Ships use,
prevented so much from being taken out of the English
market : Granted : but how much could this be 2 The
total export of Beef and Pork from Ireland was less than
©00,000 Barrels per annum, on an average of four years
ending 25th March 1760 ; I have not the means of ascer-
{aining how much of this went to England in the two last
yesrs 3 but I should say that it could not exceed one-
fourth, if I am to judge by the quantitics exported before
and aftef the war of seven years. Qur Navy contained
70,000 men, and our Merchants Ships 36,000 men at
{hat time, according to Chalmers’s estimate p 130. edition
1794. Ireland thercfore might have afforded something
loss than half-a-Barrel of provisions to every Sailor. The
annual average of live Cattle exported from Ircland be-
{ween March 25th 1760 and March 25th 1764 was only

- 9,344 bead, and those of course, lean Catle as they al-

ways have been: this is no great relief to the wants of
seven or eight millions of people. Now, if these Gentle-
men had exerted as much ingenuity to palliate as to aggra-
vate, they might have imagined it to be very possible,
that the decline of the Irish provision-trade through the
- war, concurring with the increase of English shipping,

2 * rendered a temporary opening of the English ports mutu-
|

ally convenient after a bad harvest, and that the success
first experiment, led by degrees, to the present un-

N ained admission of all our produce. I have now stated,
' a""l’l"’ﬁ‘l'ﬁ? me the two leading causes of the great in-
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~crease of the Irish trade : it remains for me to sketels
The general use of

very br,éﬂy how they operated
the Potatoe did not only increase the dispesable produce
of Ireland in proportion as it prevailed, butinecessarily
extended the system of titlage ; it also enforced the.feed«
ing of Hogs, on a much larger scale than before ; and by
a happy concurreice of circumstances, » which.I may no-
tice in my next lett_(:r, this was the foundation of a
most valuable accession to the. Irish exports. The free
export of Irish Cattle, Butter, FPallow and Provisions to
England, added to the usual chianuels of consumption,
one which next to the home/ trade was, and is, and ever
~will be the best, because the: most certain and the most
cxpeditious in'its returns: it con;pellcd an improvement
of quality and manufacture; because the Cattle, Provi-
sions and Butter of England, were better than those of
Ireland, and it became, asit has continued ever since,
an object with the Irish Merchants who valued their cha-
racter and connectiens, .to furnish England with articles
_as much like its own as possible. And it is thus to the
opening of the English ports, that we may trace the great
amelioration of Irish produce. It gradually promoted a
larger and better scale of pasturage: this created some
temporary commotions in the South; but thanks to the
~ Potatoe, it did not diminish the general produce of til-
lage.  These two causes operated differently on the agri-
- cultural ‘system, yet both favorably for Ireland : a third
intervened which gave the preponderance to tillage in
process of time ; this was the System of Corn Laws which
begun in 1758 5 Mr. Young indeed says that those Laws
bave tended to convert ¢¢ some of the finest pastuyage in

L
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{he TWorld into the most execrable tillage ‘on the face
of the Globe” as he adduces facts to prove his asserti=
on, we must heliecve him, and we 'may admit that the
Corn-Laws might have been more Judicious ; yet Mr.
Young has lived to witness not only a prodigious increase i
eur tillage, but a very great one in our pdsturage, our
population, and our trade.

My subject has led me to encroach on the order of
time : let me return, and conclude this letter wiih some
details of trade and manufactures between 1750 and 1764.
The decennial average ending 1760 shews an annual in-
crease of nearly a million, and a.favourable balance. of
more than £400,000. The proportion of the trade in this

decennial average will appear as follows :—

Exports to Britain L£1,274,569 Ts. 0d.
Foreign 727,784 18 10

Total #£2,002,35¢ 5 10

Imports from Brifain 1,015,306 2 10

Foreign 578,858 4 3

Total - £1,504,164 7 1

-

25th March 1762, was 13,661,337 yards, cambrick 9,183

yards, and 28;14lcwt. of yarn ; The woollens im-
~ ported wém369,809 yards annually on the same average,
b and the wool, worsted and yarn ‘exported, was 111,183
» The Beef and Pork exported on a quadrennial
b " ending 25th March 1760, 161,235 barrels of
~ theformer, 37,198 barrels of the latter ; and in the next

:
!
|
§
i The pnnual export of linen on a triennial average ending
:

d
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four years, the annual average rose to 195,869 barrels ‘of
Becef, 49,101 barrels of Pork : The Butter exported was

' 207,246 Cwt. per annum on the first of these averages,

and 257,564 Cwt. on the second. I may remark the first
great increase in the import of foreign spirits took place
between 1748 and 1752, during which period the annual
average thereof was 778,308 gallons ; it rose in the next
four years to 1,198,898 gallons per annum, then fell to
904,320 gallons per annum till 1760 ; from which to 25th
March 1764 it was 1,340,685 gallons per annum; it is
remarkable that while the import of spirits declined in
the period between 1756 and 1760, the quantity of home
made spiri{s paying duty was' redaced to nearly half of
what it was in the preceding four years, and to less than
half of what it became in the four years, ending 25th
March 1764. In that same period the beer which paid
daty was less by 10 per Cent than in the preceding
perioc ¢ this corresponds with a very considerable dimi:
nution of the import of Barley and Malt from Britain,
and would lead to the inference, that Ireland depend;ed in
a great degree on England, at that time, for that sort
of grain which was converted into liquors; while the
very considerable increase in the import of Flour shews
that Ireland felt the effccts of the bad harvest of 1757
in common with the rest of Europe. ' But notwithstand-
ing the calamity, the balance of quantity of corn im-
ported was on the decline ; for it had been more than
183,000 barrels per annum on an average of twelve
years preceding 25th March 1756, and it was only 106,912
Jbarrels per annum in the four following years. This
fact gives strenglh to my conjecturesas to the time when




a cause to which I have been assigning so much im:por-
tance, began to operate. The operation of this and the
other alledged causes, with the proofs thercof, will ap-
pear in my next letter.
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I HAVE stated my views of some of the real

canses of Irish prosperity. It may be well now fo premise,
that they owed much of their eflicacy to their co-exis-
tence ; - for though the increase of produce was valuable,
inasmuch as it rendered Ireland ihdepe'ndent of other Coun-
tries for the necessaries of life, yet a surplus of produce
is of litile importance except there be'a ready and steady
vent for it. It maybe well also to suggest, that they were
necessarily gradual in their operation ; old habits of food,
farming and trade, are like all other habits, difficult to
ovcrcomg; therefore, though these causes began before
1760, their influence would not be generally felt for se-
veral years, nor have we yet perhaps; derived the benefit
of their effects in all its plenitude. And as I remarked
that while these two causes respéctively stimulated the
two main branchesof agriculture, a third cause, origina~
ting about the same time, gave a gradual preponderance
to tillage ; I shall enter into a slight detail on this, in |
order to shew how it contributed its share to the general
good, and then proceed to documents in proof of my -

opiniens.

It~was in 1757 and proba:bly in consequence of thebad |
harvest, that an act passed to grant- a bounty on grain
and flour brought to Dublin by land carriage : it was to
commence June 1758 ; but I cannot learn that any boun~

ty was paid before 1762, Subsequent acts gave various
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modifications to this, and granted other bounties on the
same articles brought by canal and coastways. Afteran
experience of frauds and collusions for about twenty years,
it was enacted that the bounty sheunld not extend to flour,
vnless it was merchantable, and bona fide sold for six shil.
lings per Cwt. at least.  That no check of this soft was
devised 7in the first instance, is a proof of incapacity
in the legislators, as glaring as the exclusive bounty on

~ land catriage, which, of all other modes of ‘conveyance
ought to have been least encouraged, because most con-
sumptive of time, stock and money, But, however ol;jec-:
tionable in prionciple ; however preposterous in detail ;
still this act was not so useless in fact, ass Mr. Young has
supposed : it certainly had the effect of encouraging far-
“mers to carry their corn to Dubla; for the day had not
_ been very far distant when some of them (youn and I know
one) had taken corn there and sold it for little more than
the expence of carriage. The. chief effect however, was
ihe erection of mills in different parts of the country, which,
according to Newenhamy. p. 137, amounted to 248 by the
year 1790, and some of them may rank with the finest in
:‘the_v.vdrld. Young has asserted, vol. 2, p. 244, that it
‘was found by expericnce, that the bounty amounted to
- near 20 per cenf. more than the real expence of cariiage :
this was a very.degided prospect of premium to those who
could embark.on a large scale, and gentlemen of fortune
‘were induced by it to erect mills + these mills became so
many magkets where the farmers were always sure of a
-cuﬂmce for their wheat, and whence the towns were
alwa 's'sure of asupply ; and as they gradually increased,
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the preponderance which I have stated, increased in fas

vour of tillage, It is thus indirectly, perhaps unexpects
edly, that the system of corn laws operated favourably for

the country : those instantanecous and vast effects which
R gentlemen have ascribed to it are not to be fonnd ; for we
see in Newenham's Appeﬁdix, No. 2, that the annual im-
port of flour into Ireland was less than 45,000 cwt. the
four years ending 25th March 1760, which includes the
bad hasrvest ; that it rose to near 69,000 ewt. in the four
years ending 25th March 1772, and that it was more than
62,500 cwt. in the twelve years from:1760 to 1772.

I proceed now to my proofs. The opening of the En-
glish ports to Irish cattle and their' produce, immediately
extended the pasturage of Ircland : this is sfated to be the
ground of the outrages of the White-boys.who began about
1761, and though it cannot be doubted. that many fine
pastures were ploughed up a few years after ; yet it is mani-

fest as well from the home consumption of woollens and
meat and butter by ar increasing population, as from the
increased exports which I am about to exhibit, that the
quantity of ground under pasture was considerably greater

in 1772 than in 1758 :—- E
Annual Average., Barls. Beef. Cwis. Butier. Cattle,

1752 1736 163,525 206,307 29
1756 " 1760 161,235 207,246 1029
1760/ 1772 197,724 265,842 1568

The necessary effect of the culture of the Potatoe was an
increasing produce of tillage : let us see how this produce
shews itselt in trade, And first in imports :—

Annual Qrs. Barley Qrs. Qrs. Barrels Cwits,
Average, and Malt. Qats. Wheat, Oatmeal.  Flour,

1752 1756 87,228 412 84,234 5606 17,838

1756 1760 34,556 1528 = 29,560 2181 44,923 £

- 1760 1772 32,283 184 20,788 3228 62,668
+ 1768 1712 . 29,566 1165  oW835 7082 68,785
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“The exports in the same period were
¢ Annual Qrs. Barley “ Qus. . Qrs. Barrels Cwrts,

Axerage. ‘and Malt, Qats. Wheat, Oatmeal, Flour,
1752 1756 2475 4835 2 13,125
756 1160 " 5365 7224 938 97163 A
1760 1772 5954 11,058 816 17,598 ‘
1768 1712 ; cus¢ 18,633 2038 25,953

Considering Grain as a mere article of commerce, we
find, that the quantities which passed through the Mer-

chants’ hands, as imported and exported, were annually

as under—
1752 1756 129,186 Qri, Corn. 18,731 Bls. Meal. 17,835 Cwt. Flour.
1756 1760 69,171 11,944 . 44,923
1762 1772 71,743 20,826 61,885
1768 1772 66,318 33,034 68,786

Thus it appears that the corn trade had experienced no
small diminution, and that it had been all along inconsi-
derable ; being as A. Young observes of it when he wrote,
a simple import of a necessary of life, and consequertly
declining in proportion as the produce increased at home.

Considering these tables of the corn trade as tests of the
progress of tillitge, we find that the grain in which Ire-
land abounded was Oats, of which it furnished an increa-
sing quantity throughout this period of twenty years, but
the remarkable increase began from the year 17 60 : we find
that the graih next abundant was Barley, of which the im-
port gl‘adnally decreased, though the home-made Spirits
paying thty, had increased from 540,682 Gallons in 1756
to 781,832 in 1772, both averages of four years ; we find,

'tha,gr though the import of wheat was reduced, that of

ﬁﬁl-l‘ was increased in a greater proportion ; so0 that we
ﬁly reckon, that the wheat and flour jmported in four



- gears endm:r 25th March 1772, exceeded that of the four

years endtng 25th March 1762, bya guantily -equal io
18000 barrels of wheat per annum. Fmall) we leam from
Newenbam’s appendix No. 4, that the annual avcrage of 9
excess of imports was 190,184 barrels from23th March -

1752, to 25th March 1756, -and that it was. reduced to
77,311 barrels from 25th March 1768 to 23th March 1779.

At the same time, it is unquestionable ‘that the popula-
tion had risen in the eighteen years from 1754 to 3,100,000
at least; for population is progressive; and if it was
2,372, (‘OO in i754, and 4,206,000 1 1791, the year nys,
which is the middle year of the interval, ought to exhibit
a population of 8,150,000 ; therefore Ireland fed one third
more of people in 1772 than in 1754 ; the produce of her
tiliage was increased one third in these eighteen years,
and as there is no reason to suppose that the quantity of
acres uuder tillage had increased in the same degree, we
may ascribe the difference to the gradually prevalhng
use of the Potatoe.

It appears from these Tables, the growth of wheat did
not keep pace with its consumption ; whence 1 infer,
Ist. that the bounty had not yet produced its peculiar
effect. 2d. thatthe present course of crops, in which wheat
succeeds Potatoes, was not then general : and if we reflect
that the cultare of this root, as achief article of food, was
likely to originate among the lowest of the farmers, and
in the.poorest grounds ; we may conclude that Barley or
Oats would be the succeeding crop as it is to this day in
maay of the mountain farms: and this conclusion is jus-
tified by the preceding statement of the cora trade. That
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the present course, dlid not prevail earlier ought not te
surprize us 3 for I think I have heard say, that it was not
wousnal to leave the Potatoes in'the ground all through
the winter, digging them as wanted, and we know trom
Young that it was common to take twe successive crops
of this root, leaving the smallest inthe ground whea those
fit to use were dug out; in both these cases, and in all
poer or ill-manured lanc, people could not succeed with
wheat; but a precedent for this practice had existed for
thirty or torty years in Lancashire, the knowledge of
which might have travelled to Ireland ; orif not, the eb-
vious advantage might have suggested itself as soon as
wheat became the most marketable grain, which was
when mills on a large scale were generally erected : then
the Gentlemen first, and after them the.farmers would
adopt the present course. This improvement therefore
began to prevail spon after 1772 ; when A. Young visited
Ireland, it was gaining ground and was preity well esta-

" blished round Waterford and in other places : accordingly
we find the import of wheat and flour rapidly diminishing

. from that year, and the balance of Corn in favour of
Treland.

Another proofof the beneficial effect of the general
culture of Potatoes, is furnished in the exports of Pork.
It appears,,thatthe number of barrels exported rose from
about 20,000 to near 43,000 per annum in20 years end-
ing 25th, March 1772. It would have been soon found
- that wé“pi.g would thrive on Potatues. The pig thercfore,
m‘id in the first instance be fed on the offall of the
Qﬂqﬁ’ table ; gradually, asthe Potatoe crop was enlarg~
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ed, the stock of pigs would be inéreased, in’ order "ta

consume the su;-plus; and if at any time, Pork became
a very marketable article, the growth of Potatoes

would be increased in order to sustain the stock of pigs ;

thus the mutual reaction of these two aﬂicjes would

create such a redundancy of produce in the Country,

as would give ample secutity against thedisastrous scar-

cities which had been hitherto so frequent ; for though

Mr. Newenham’s assertion is not gencrally, if at all,

true, that the farmer will not feed pigs when he can
sell his Potatoes at Gd. per stone ; yet it is to be expect-
ed, that he will sell a great portion of them, when he
thinks they will pay him better by sale than by feeding ;
but when Potatoes were at 21d. per stone in 1801, we
know that the feeding of pigs was not discontinued. - Now,
that this accidental combination might be consolidated
into a system of permanent efficacy, something was
wanted by which a steady and extending demand for pigs
should be created, and this was soon found in the circum-
stances of England.. An article that had neither the
figure, nor the flavour, nor any thing of Bacon but its
name, had long been exported in small quaniitics from °
Ircland ; (for instance 7881 flitches per annum, Young
Vol. 2, p.265,) which was generally sold for less than
balf the price of the English Bacon. But in the latter
end ofthe year 1773, an Englishman came to Waterford
for the purpose of making ﬁp Bacon, in imitation of the *
fine  Wiltshire flitches which sﬁpplied the London mar-
ket. 'He could afford to give a better price than.the
Pork Merchant, and he had the preference ; the Merchants

were alarmed, and the Coopers’ Journeymen in the true




spirit of lawless monopoly,'way!aid the Englishman and
his people ; but couald neither injure nor intimidate them:
the farmer soon shewed that be could supply both parties,
and the Englishman speedily found a successful compe-
titor in his own line among the citizens of Waterford.
This is the origin of a trade which began on a small

scale, was scarcely noticed for sowe years ; but at length

~extended beyond the most sanguine prospects of its Author :

he lived to see it fully established, in spite of prejudices
which are not yet extinguished, and he died at Water-
ford in 1800 less known than he deserved to be ; less re-
member>d than he ought to be; for it is to his enterprize
and perseverance that Ireland c;wcs a branch of trade
which adds directly and indirectly almost a million to her

annual exports. You will be sutprized at this assertion ;

" but recollect that Waterford alone has exported more

than 200,000 flitches per annum-; and their proportion
of lard for some years past; this is about £400,000 per
annum besides what Cork and Limerick do in the same
way ; recollect also, that the export of barreled Pork has
increased witk that of Bacon, and that the corn crops
succeeding the Potatoes which fed these pigs, are a nc-
cessary consequence of this trade ; now if an acre of Po-
tatoes fattens four pigs, the nuinber of acres cultivated
to supply Waterford alone with bacon pigs exceeds
25,000; and if we reckon the two crops of corn taken
from these after.ards at 16 barrels per acre, there arc
400,000 barrels of corn brought into the export markeé

in two years ; so that 1 have perbaps rather under-ra-

- . ted_the effect of the bacon trade when I state that i

&‘
-
.

adds. a million-to our annual cxports,
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You are now iw possession of my proofs, drawn chhiy .

from Mr. Newenham’s Appendix ; whether they will imw
press on youw, my conviction of the real causes ‘of.our
prosperity, remains.to be ascertained ; in the mean time
you will perhaps grant to me that they present at'the very
first glance, a more satisfactory solution than the pages of
Mr. Barnes or his original.

I am now to present you, from the same, au.thonty, the
general trade of Ircland and her staple manufacture dau-
ring the period under consideration.:, The general trade

was on triennial averages ending 25th. March, annually
as follows +—

_ Export. Import, . Total, Balance.
1762 . £2,285 746 £1,696,764 £3,982.410 £588,9%2
1772 3,302,576 2,415,185 5,818,361 886,791
And in one year ending 25th
March 1778 2,971,345 -2;417,613 5,388,058 553,732
Trade with Britain
this Year 2,447,028 1,850,613 4,207,641 596,415

1 have two remarks to offer on this Table ; first the éxporfs
diminished after 1772 ; this arises, as I understand, from
an excessive exporf of Linen in 1771 : the markets being
glutt(,d took less in the sacceeding years, till the zlut
had ceased.” Secondly, four-fifths of the trade of Ireland
was with Great Britain, and the balance was largely in
her f‘avqur. Thu‘dl}, the balance with the rest of the '

World was against her. Mr. Newenham’s Appendix ;

No. 11, shews that this was the state of the balances
cont‘inuall y from 1773 to 1782.

The Linen exported on an average of three years ending
25th  March 1772; was 22, 178,913’ yards, 1163 yards

:
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Cambric, 85,563 cwt. Yarn. The Wool, Worsted, and

Yarn eme‘led was on the same average 129,191 stones
per annumy of which more than 122,000 was \Vors,cQ;

~ the new and old drapery imported was 586,641 yards,

~ TIreland, through the 18th Centary.

Let us here pause, and take a review of the progress of
At the beginning,

 the population was about I, 100,000 ; by 1731 it rese to
. something more than 2,000,000 ; by 1754 it was someihing

less than 2,400,000 ; by 1773 we have reason to estimate

it at 3,1560,000. The rent perhaps 1,500, 000 at the be-
ginning, was 2, 000,000 by 1725 ; rose to near 7,500,000

‘(l oung Vol. I1. p. 87,) by 1773, if we reckon no rise be-

t{ween that year and 1776 when Young visited Ircland.

. Yle states that in some, parts of the country, rents had

doubled since 1756 and quadrupled since 1786.—The total
of the export & import trade was little more than a million
in the beginning of the century s it rose to near two milli
ons by 1730, to more than £2,600, 000, by 1750, to ncar-
ly «£3,600,000 by 1760 to more than £5,800,000 by

1772 and it was ncar .-:EJ 400 000 in 1773. The agricul-

ture of the country produced every essential article of

- food in more than sufficiency for its population at the

2 begmmng of tlg§ ceatury ; it did the same in the period

hetwecn Mm‘gh 1772 and 1776 ; therefore it had nearly

| {rebled u;s“p(%loe : the surplus for exporh,tlon was lire-

'# ‘hle in quanlity on an average, excepting Wool, which
“‘ declingd because it was wanted at home. The manu-

3

; for we have seen that the greatest import of
B 0T N

fmmor ‘home consumption encreascd nearly as the po-
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Woollens was Iess than 600,000 yards of all sorls, D
the export of Linen was raised from less than 1,59(30;‘()@
yards in 1712 to an average of more than 22,000,000 in
1772.  In short ; an increase of population iﬂihut three.
“fold ; of rental about ‘ﬁve-fold ; of trade about five-fold ;
of agricuiture for home supply and for export about three-
fold ; of manufactures for home demand abeut three-fold ;
of the staple manufacture for export nearly twenty fold :
Such is the progress of Ireland from the beginning of the
eighteenth century to the time wﬁe,n the revolt of the

American colonies crippled her trade, and paved the way

for her legislative independence.

From 1775 to 1782 is a period which almost all have
combingd to describe as one of great commercial and ge-
neral distress : it is true that the lessened demand for Li-

nen must have caused some sufferings in the North ; an

Embargo was laid on provisions and this embarrassed the

South, but I have always read the impassioned descripti-
ons of the politicians and writers of this period with scru-
ples about their truth, because they seem incompatible
with the readiness with which more than forty thousand
men started ﬁp self-armed, clad and supported, in the
midst of all this alleged misery, and because documents
~ exhibit nothing to support them ; no decay of general

trade, no depression of prices : in short, nothing but tems ."

porary embarrassment, such as War wiil always™ create
among those who are engaged in forcign trade, and tem-

porary diminution of trade such as wiil always result from

i

such wise and temperate schemes as non-importation a-

greements, Here is an extract from Newenham’s Appen~

#
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§ dix Nowdlenagr = o1 ~ Lot
' Annual . Exports. Imports. Total. Balance,
o5th March 1775 £8,143,036  £2,508.414  £5,651,450  £634,602
1719 9197,113  .2,195934 4,923,041 531,178
1782 3,398,596 2,994,261 6,362,860 404,332
His Appendix No. 6, shews that during the whole ot the
~ American war, the export of Beef was near 50,000 barrels
~ per ann. less than before, but it was full 35,000 barrels per
ann, more than in the ten ycars of peace which succeeded it:
the export of Pork during that war en.creaseC about as much
as that of Beef decliged, and it must be remembered that
these returns do not include either Beef or Pork taken for
Government use at the different ports of Ireland which
annually amounted to more than 00,000, barrels of both
sorls. See Young Vol. IL. p. 362. as well as near 9,000
cwi: Butter, so that in fact, the export of provisions en-
crcased, and that of Butter decreased only 11,000 cwt.
| pef annum instead of 20,000¢wt. as would appear by the
- Appendix No. 6. Of the eight years between 25th March
1776 and 25th March 1784, the annual average expoit
of provisions was, Begf little more than 171,000 barrels ;
Pork 84,00C barrels ; and Butter 250,000 cwt,

"
X If we may rely on Young Vol. II. p. 364 the decrease
in the export of Liten-was inconsiderable ; and I see by
Mr. Newenham that before the end of the war the export
- was greater than ever, for he states it to be 25,044,725
~ yards plain and coloured in the year ending 25th March
~ 1982. “ln the same year the export of Woollens was, on
an average of three years, 213,661 yards and the import
M;nds._
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But in this period of war the long lamented restrictions
on the trade of Ireland were removed, and at its :"cl'aso: |
her lggislative independence wasrestabli‘shed. It has been
the fashion to assert, that these concessions ,ptoéeéaed
from the fears of the British ministry, I’h@l&e in a
former letter analyzed the assertion of English want ;
lIet us now see how that of its fear will staud the test of

investigation.

Some restrictions were removed in 1765 ; 'some in 1775';
but they have been called trifling’s be it so: such as
they were, they wer> removed.when no suspicion of fear
could exist. In April 1778 a member of the English
House of Commons, who was ofthe ministerial party,
moved that all, or almost all, the remaining restrictions
should be taken off : this was (it 1 recollect aright) oppo-
sed by some of the opposition, and hy petitions from vari-
ous commercial and mauufacturing interests: it ended
in a pariial permission to trade with the British settle-
ments in Ameriea and Africa,. woollens coftons and iron
wares being thechief articles forhidden ; and ina decla-
ration that Irish built Vessels werd to be considered as
British built.  These concessions bave been also called
trifling ; be it S0 ; the Enghsh ministers wished to grant
more, but the mercantile interest inferposed, and prevail-
ed: there was no fear in’ this. e
{ T
1 ought not to omit to notice, that in consequence of

fhis discussion in Parliament, a bill was brought in for
the relief of the English Catholics, with the hearty con- ‘

currence ofthe ministers: it passed unanimously. Wit 1
: ‘the approbation of ministers a bill of like tendency was ;

¥
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broug-ht into the Irish House of Commons ; it passed after

violent opposition.

Ireland was disappointed that no more was conceded,
and non-importation agreemeuts began ; ‘they spread ra-
pidly in 1779. Ircland was alarmed at the prospect of
invasion, and the volunteers commenced : ti]ey too increased
rapidly in 1779 : by the close of 1778, 1 believe, the.scat.
tered companies were already united and organized ; but
soon after, they excecded 40,000 men in arms, These arc
the two poweiful instruments .o which Gentlemen have
been fond of ascribing their total emancipation ; but much
had been done before they existed i and what afier 2 In
the spring of 1779, another attempt was made in the En-
glish House to remove all restrictions, except that on
{he woollen trade; the minister interposed his veto, and

nothing was done. There was no fear in this.

In the autumn of 1779 the Trish Parliament passed a
resolve that nothing but a free trade could save Ircland:
the English manufacturers had become very indifferent
to the question ; the English opposition moved a vote of
censure on ministers for ¢ endangering the loss of Ire-
land” ; and in the close of the year, the. minister himself
moved, that ul‘[fthc remaining restrictions should cease,

~ ina speech which demonstrated, not his fear but his con-
 yiction : sit his word the obnoxious acts were repealed,
_ and the trade of Ireland was frece. But this concession
" led to-anothier demana : 1t was said that a free trade could
‘ beguimred ouly by an independent legislature which the
& EW minister did not think proper to grant. From
01789 to Harch 1752 he persisted. There was no fear in




this. Then he resigned ; ol the Rockmgham parm
the friends of Ireland, came into power. One of their
very first measures wasto procure a repeal of these acts
which professed to secure the dependence of I&la']d on
ﬂle English legislature ; was there any fear in this 2 1
Ieave it to the patriots of thisday to settle with ﬂle sur-
viving patriots of that day, whether those fapturous eX-
pressions of gratitude and cternal affection’ wére not {he
genuine and merited -feelings of the -heart ; whether the
British friends of Ireland were impelléd By Jear to do
that in the honey moon of their power, which Lord -
North had so long refused to-do in the face ofall th'lt
Ireland could oppose to him. If there was no fear, it is
base ingratitude, now to say, that there was; if there
was, it was vile’ dissimulation then, to talk of ¢¢ union
harmony and cordial aﬁ'cciiori”, for as the Scripture says
“ there is no fear in love”, we may say thereis no love

in fear,

But enough was not yet done; a simple repeal of the
acts was deemed by some of the patriotic party insuffici-
ent, and they demanded a full renunciation of all right,
on the part of England, over the legislatare of Treland :
this also was granted by a new administration early in
1783 when preliminaries of peace had been signed with
America.  Was there any fear in this 2—It was done
however ; the two legislatures wereindependent ; the empire
was at peace ; and Mr, Barnes tells us ¢ all the strmgs
of the Irish hatp were in tane”. And what were it’s

notes ? So early as 1784, dlsappomtment, distresses and

loud outcries for protecting daties and hon-ix_npdrtationl |




"1 have already shewn from Mr. N—s tables, that in
ihe last year of Ireland’s dependence, she had a greater
trade than ever ; bat this arose not from the removal of
her restrictions, but from the extension of her commer-
cial connexion with Britain. In ten years, her exvorts

' to Britain and colonies had increased £600,000 per annum
from 2,447,028 to £3,044,104 while they had decreased
with the rest of the World from £524,317 to £331,587.
So the imports from Britain &c. had risen from £1,850,613
to £2,425,076, and those from the rest of the World had
risen from #£567,000 to 569,183. Thus it seems that the
export§ to Britain increased £600,000 per annum ; and
{he trade with the rest of the World, which export and
import together, was less than £900,000 per annum : left
a balance of #£200,000 against Ireland. But peace had not
yet givgn scope to all her energiess let us see the effects

of peace.

¢t Several of the Irish Merchants, in their eagerness {o

_ enjoy the newly acquired advantages of foreign trade,
seem almost to have forgot, that foreign trade canonly
be supplied from the redundance of capitals, commodi-
ties and manufactures, over the demand for home con-

- sumption ; andlsacriﬁcinv the greater object to the lesser,
prcctpltatcly pushed all kinds of goods to America and
other (Jonntneb, and were much dzsappomtf’d to find

~ their remlttdnces slow and precarious.” “ Many of
the lnsh goods exported were of such defective qua-
lity, omng to the infant state of most of the manuface

u I_.,I,ﬁa.t the character and consequently the intcrest of

Jrsh ‘manufactures and commerce was very much inju-




yed by their premature appearance in foreign markef?‘f’.?;

Macpherson’s annals commerce vol. 4, p. 58 and note
on year 178L, There secms one error in this quotation ;°
the principal manufactures were not in a  state of mf?xhéy;
and it is therefore wrong to ascribe the defect of quality
of the goods to the inexperience of the makers. _ Stagna-
tion would natarally - follow sach dlsappmntménts, and
it would be aggmva&d b; the momentary stimulus which
the eagerness of exporters bad created‘ to this must
be added, the decline of the linen export to Britain ; for
it”seems that it was 9,000,000 yards less by March 1783
than in the preceding year, and that it rose only 3,000,000
in the year ending 25th March 1784; when it was
21,128,150 yards. '

T know not what degree of distress prevailed- in the
North ; but it was probably considerable in Dublin, for

the mob was outrageous ; outcries for protecting duties,

though not entirely successful, had some effect in Parlia-

ment ; the agreement for non-importation was sanctioned

by the example of the Grand Jury of Dublin ; and sedi-

tion ever active thought this a fit occasion to rear its
head : but it was checked, and the tools of its machina-

tions were admonished by the Attorney General.

These troubles produce-d an attempt to form a system of

commercial arrangements with Great Britain, for which
purpose a set of propositions was transmitted with the )

sanction of the Irish Parliament to the British Govern-
ment : they were returned with considerable alterations,

“such as practice would superadd to theoy : remauung' )

however, substantiully the same ; but faction in both Par-
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" liaments professed to think otherwise, and faction. pre-
vailed in Ireland. . The pretence was, that these improved
propositions infringed on the independence of Ireland : 16
is not worth while to demonstrate the absurdity of this -

- pretence ; but I cannot forbear from quoting (once more),
the speech of Lord Clare 5 speaking on this part of Irish
politics he says (p. 40)—¢¢ 1 have been informed from au=
thority which I cannot deubt, that this curiosity (infringe2
ment of independence) was struck out by a gentleman of
distinguished ability, a native of this counfry, who has

| long been a member of the British house of commons ; and

' that wheu-he first stated it to the,party with whom he act-
ed, they reprobated the deception as too gross even for
Irish dupery. He told them 7 Lknow my counirymen, and
be assured. they will swallow the bait.”” Tle event has

~ fully established his sagacity and intimate knowledge of hiis

- countrymen ; the Irish gudgeon did swallow the bait,

. plain and palpable as it'was, Perish the Empire! Live
the Constitution }! was the theme of Irish dignity of that

* day ; a species of sutyiyorship not altogether intelligible

. to a man of plain understanding ; but the jargon was re-

ceived with general and enthusiastic ad miration, as a stb-
lime effusion of Irish eloguence, and unanswerable pmnf

- of British duplicity. Will any man at this day be found

to believe, that the forward characters in this [rish farce
were duped by their British connections 2 No—T%e solid

_ tnterest OTﬂréat Britain and Iveland, and the fair foun-

\ dation of their permanent connection, were sacrificed on

‘ the altur-of faction ; andin less than three ; years [rom the

p‘tﬁad of baasted final adjustment, did imperial Ireland

"‘Eom\?ﬂ’a “breach with the British nation on the important

5t




question of trade and navigation.” Thus says my Lord
Clare.—The amended propositions had heen supported”

by him, then Attorney General, and by Mr. Foster ;
they were opposed by the splendid eloquence of Mr.

)

Grattan ; and though they were carried by a majority of
nineteen, the Secretary abandoned the measure because
lie deemed that majority too small. Great demonstrations
of joy testified the opinion and the ignorance of the peo-
ple. An able Trish writer says ¢ Thus failed the most use-
ful and important measure that had ever been devised
for cementing the interests of Great Britain and Ireland.
Two consequences resulted from this failure : the first was
the signal retardation of Irish prosperily ; the second
was the creation of an imperative necessity for a legisla-
tive Union between the two Countries.” Sketches of Irish
History, London 1811, p. 3I.

The propositions failed and the two Countries were lefi
to go on separately as well as they could. Nothing ex-
ternal impeded Ireland. It had been loudly asserted by
the one party, and vainly dreaded by the mercantile inte-
rest of the other, that her internal circumstancés were more
propitious than any country in Europe. What preven- :
ted their due developement 2 nothing that I see. Her

. prosperity progressed ; not as much as vanity promised,
and jealousy foreboded ; but quite as much as sober judg-
ment could expect, she had indeed some internal impe- |

~ qliments ; she had an overweening faction ; a pesti-
.~ ferous Parliament whose ¢¢ tender mercies were cruel,”
like the destructive foudness of a foolish mother ;. and a

vumerous class of her children, speculative, indolent, j




and unsteady, whose ardent imaginations grasped at mag-
nificent results, without glancing at the combinations
which ﬁroduce them ; who stumbled therefore at the first
obstacles. These impediments would have some effect ;
but they could not countervail the energies of Ireland
and her relation with England ; England was still found
to be her best customer, the gradual changes of whose
circumstanccs‘, became the source and the security of new

channels of prosperity.

1 have already related the origin of the Bacon trade ¢
it was becomiig respectable in extent ; for I find the ex-
port was nearly 30,000 flitches in the year ending 25th

_March 1788. And it increased progressively, being in the
.‘i", ts ending 25th March as under—

1794 T 62,490 Flitches.
1796 125,085
1800 ‘ 123,183

The export of Corn rose rapidly in quantity 5 but as
~ this has been ascribed to the ¢¢ effective bounties” enacted
in 1784, these bounties demand some notice; they were
chiefly as follows :—3s. 4d. per barrel on W heat exported
when its price did not exceed 27s. per barrel, and Is. 11d.
per cwt. on Flour : 1s, 7d. per barrel on Barley, when
its price did not exceed 18s. 6d. per barrel : 1s. 5d per
barrel on Oats, and the same per cwt. on Qatmeal, when
Oats were at or under ten shillings per barrel, Export
~ was forbidden when Wheat was 30s, Barley I4s 6d,
| Oﬁs I1s. per barrel, and prohibitory duties on import of
; "8“‘3 were imposed when the prices were under the rates
&t which export is forbidden ; such is the outline of this




piece of legislative wisdom ; the first obvious remark on

‘it is, thatit gave more encouragement to the expert of
grain than that of flour and mezl, which is directly con-
trary to what ought to have been the case, if bounties were at
all allowable. Second that it opposed the corn Mexchant to
ille Farmers ; for it was the interest of the former to buy
and export, it was therefore their interest to keep grain
down at export prices, and if possible at bounty prices,

in order to strengthen the inducements of forelgners to give
orders. Thirdly it put about £50,000 per annum into
the pockets of the foreign consumers of Irish corn, which
IMr. Newenham says was about 14 per cent on the value

exported : this is the true effect of all bounties ; for thongh

the Irish Merchant received it in the first instance, yet

he would reckon it in diminution of the price he paid for
the corn, and would sell accordingly ; and as all Merchants
will sell for five per cent profit, or if they cannot get so
much, for less, (which the Irish exporter would have

i
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got equally if no bounty existed,) the whole benefit of

the said bounty was transferred from the iish to the
furéign dealer, and by a similar process irom the latter
to the consumer. Now, as I believe that Engldnd and
some of her colonies were the chief customﬁ‘crs of the corn
trade, the fact is, that Ireland paid—England 14 per
cent. for consuming her corn ; then the question is whether
England would have eaten it without such an induce-
ment ; and on this question hangs the only excuse for
this system of ¢¢ effective bountics’” but I apprehend

that the question must be answered in the affirmative,

and the bounties altogether condemned, if we refiect,
that England bad gradually, though with some intermis-



t 28y

~ sions, passed from being an exporter, to be an imporier
“of grain : and there is therefore every reason to believe,
that the fair price between carmer and consu ner, throughl
the intermediate chanuels of dealers, would bave found
its level, without the oflicious indulgences of Parliament :
~ even as it has done with a great increase of trade for

. some years past, though no bounties have been paid.

The ¢ effective bounties’” may indeed have given a

* stimulus to the Country, though they had no effect of

importance even in this scnse, till the year ending 25th

_ March 1787 ; but that stimulus would have been as

{ransient and as injurious as some that T have lately

" noticed, unless there were steady channels of consump-

tion, and" these are ihe true causes of the great export

~ of Corn. The gradual operations of these causes whiclt

I have stated, prepared Ireland to meet and prevent

the growing wants of quiand with an adequate sup-

ply; and as wealth and population have increased

those wants, the encouragement to produce aad export

has increased on our side, till we are in a fair way of

~ demonstrating, that the two Islands can support them-
~ selves and their colonies, independently of the World.

[ That thereis good reason for what 1 have now sug-
;* gested, will appear from a brief review of the Corn
~ trade of beth Countries. During the American war,

‘ the price of Corn fell very considerably in England ;
she h&l‘a very plentiful harvest in 1780, and in that

- mwo next years, she exported more than she
imported. During the same time the exports of Ireland

less than they had been ; as will appear by the fol-
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Iowing table of the excess of corn exported above imports,
taken from Newenham’s (years ending 25th- March, the
annual average excesses were)—

1772 to 1776 .... 112,982 Bitrels:

1776 1780 Lo 56,797
1780 1T8¢ - ... . "§1.9R
1784 19987 o 449,375
1788 1792 - .. o L ESEN
1792 °. 1796 535,102
1796 1800  .... 565,585

It appears that after the enactment of the bounties, a
very greal increase of export took place 3 but I am in pos-
session of a document, which our \worthy representative
permitted me to copy a few years ago, shewing the exports
of Ircland from 1787 to 1809, and by this it appears, that in

- thetwoyears ending 25th March 1788, the quantity of Corn

and Meal exported was nearly 1,300,000, Blls. of which

L S T e L T W —

nearly three-fourths was oats and oatmeal ; these two years

then furnished the great part of the first quadrennial average
after the bounty ; now it happens that in the two years
ending 25th December 1787 the import of Oats into En-
gland and Scotland excceded 900,000 quarters. In the
two years ending the 25th March 1792, Ireland exported
nearly 1,300,000 barrels of Oats alone, which with about
270,000cwt. of Oatmeal was nearly equal to the average
excess of export, and in the two years ending 25th
December 1791 England and Scotland imported more
than 1,350,000 quarters of Oats. The surplas of W heat
and Flour was very inconsiderable till after March 1788,
when it rose suddenly and continued till March 1792,
at & rate which it did not reach for more than tem

\
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| yeaxs'szterwardsg the surplus of Wheat and Flour exs
ported in that quadrennial period was equal to about
850,000 barrels; the import of the same aiticles into
England and Scotland cxceeded 750,000 quarters ia the
four years ending 25th December 1791; but T have
not the means of proving that lrish Wheat had yet
found its way largely and acceptably into England.
1t ie well to note the coincidence, because until 2/4is
period, the balance of Wheat and Flour had generally
been in favour of England : her great deficiency had
been in Oats. '

After 1792, the excess of exports fell off : principally
in Wheat, thenin Oats, and somewhat in Barley : the
deficient export of the two former T can account for only
on the principle of demand at home, for the increasing
population in Towns, and Country : that of the laller is
accounted for by the Breweries on a large scale, which
were then begiuning to work ; for the impost of Beer
declined from the year 1792 and very rapidly after
1706. This is one of thosc events that I reckon ge-
nuine sources of Irish prosperity ; instcad of seanding
out the raw material and getting it back manufactured,
we have it manufactured at home to the manifest ad-
vantage of all parties ; the Breweries are as steady a
market for/Barley, as the Mills are for Wheat; and
both are better than the Merchant or the bounty system =
they  give employmeént to many hands oa an article which
does nyt depend on .politics or fashion for its consump=
~ & fiony they are therefore a safe stimulus to population ;

*' they fix capitals which otherwise might have been dis-
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sipated in schemes cr pleasures ; for it is vain to attempt
at being a Brewer, without a solid capital continunally : ap-
plied : thus the Brewers have been eminently useful to
theicr Country, and they have been usefur also to
themselves ; for they now stand dlsllnﬂ‘lllshcd among the
mercantile classes for all that, from whxch thosc classes
derive their respectability. In the three ycars endmcr 5th
January 1799 Brltam took almost the whole c::port of
Irish Corn and \!ea;.

8

M

Having dwelt qa what might be called new branches
of the Irish trade, let me procecdio the others——

Annual Average. Beef. | Pork, Buiter, Cattlc.
1784 to 1788 114,886 86,530 299,569  , 18,857
1788 to 1792 125,729 92,723 308,823 23,288
1792 to 1796 121,105 136,588 293,661 5334
1796 to 1800 130,480 " 141,188 291,041 19,700

Here we see Beef declining : Pork rapidly increasing :
Butter nearly stationary in these sixteen years but much
greater than in the sixteen years preceding; we sec live
Cattle at length becoming an article of export worth
notice, and on the whole the surplus of pastarage was
increasing. In an average” of three yecars endmg 25th
March 1782, the annual export of linen was 19, 6}9 168
yards and 35,919cwts. Yarn : in a similar average ten
years afterwards, it had risen to 37,668,748 yards of linen,
25,253¢wt. yarn : and by 5th January 1802 the annual
export was 39,678,469 yards and 17,958cwt. Yarn. In
the first of thesc three periods Great Britain took almost
all'the linen exported by 1Ireland : I have not at present
the means of ascertaining what proportion she took in

the other periods; but I can say, from Macpherson’s
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Annals Vol. 4, p. 507, that :er annual imports of Irish
Linens, for three years ending 23th January 1799, was
advanced to £2,363,824, the total export thereof from
Ireland being in the same years £2,657,716.

Such is the prc;gress of the great branches of Irish trade
between 1784 and 1800 : but it would be wrong to pass by
in silence the efforts made to profit by the privileges of free
trade, which (it was said) could alone save the country ;
the chiefresults of the free trade were the export of wool-
lens, and the direct communication with the colonies.—
I shall exhibit a brief table of the exporis and imports of
woollens formed from Newenham, being the annual avera-
ges of three years ending 25th March 1782, 1792 and
1802 :—

1782 1792 1802
_ Imporls 631,240, (T)95),795 2,551,471
Exports 218,661 962,007 20,095

I find by my manuscript document, that the export of
those articles revived in 1788, and began to decline after
95th March 1792. /In the mean time the imports of the
same articles continually increased, and I find in Newen-
ham, that this increase occurred most in Old Drapery,
which rose from about 250,000 yards in 1780, to nearly

1,500,000 in 1800.

The tr@MQ;America and the West-Indies was not very
considerable. The annual averages of the exports in five
years, 1780 to 1784, were about 80,000 barrels of Beef
Pm}(, about 22,000 barrels Herrings, about 100,000

3‘ &“Mooliens, and about 290,000 yards Linen, besides

% “ ] P



smaller articles, the chief of which was Cendles abbui
4000 cwt. The chief imports in those years were—Rum
about 148.000 gallons—Tobacco near 900,000 1bs.—Sugar
about 17,000 cwt.—Staves, Indigo and Cotton. In the
year 1787 the number of vessels from the West-Tudies to
Ireland were 48, of which 16 were from Antigua, with
about 330,000 gallons of Rum, about 47,600 cwt. Sugar,
142,0001b. cotton. Inthe years ending 25th March 1790,
1791, 1792, the staté of the ‘trade of Ireland with the
<West-ludia islands was as follows :

1790 1791 1792

Exports 250,045 806,220 326,795
Imports 169,563 218,589 225,775
Total £419,608  £524,509 #£552,570

The chief exports in these years were about 1,500,000
yards linen ; beef and pork about 55,000 barrels ; butter
about 27,000 cwt. ; caudles about 3000 cwti. per annum.
Flour, herrings, drapery and shoes inconsiderable, The

b
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chief importations were Rum near 275,000 gallons ; Sugar
ahout 52.000 cwt, ; Cotton 3,091 cwt. Thus 1t appears
that in twelve years the exports had declined ; the imports
had increased, especially Sugar and Cotton. My autho~
rity for all this is M‘Pherson’s Annals, Vol. 4, and I 1egret {
Lic does not enable me to bring the account down to a later
period ; but I find in Sir Wm. Youug’s Common- place-
book of the West-India Trade, that the exports of Ireland
to the Islands in 1804, were estimated at £371,560.

‘The general trade, by Newenham’s Appendix, was in
an annual average of three years ending 25th March 1792
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Exports -aeases. 5,061,013
Imports camme-es 4,079,906

POl el il 3 9,141,819 d

Balance in favour £ 98?,007

But the official value was much further from the ifath
now, than in former periods ; the same Appendix gives
the current value of exports and imports in the following
years, each ending 25th March :— ‘

Exports - Imports - Total Balance
1796 6,894,167 6,418,875 13,312,542 475,792 fav
1797 6,285,748 6,219,767 12,505,515 65,981 fav
1798 6,183,177 4,761,796 10,894,973 1,371,381 fav
1799 6,380,456 6,162,391 12,542,847 , 218,065 fav
1800 5,881,329 8,182,500 14,063,829 2,271,171 agt

This {able speaks for itself : the preparations for rebel-
lion in 1797, their explosion in 1798, diminished the
mass of productive labour : the exports were fewer, the
imports very sensibly declined 5 commerce and confidence
and mutual wants seemed to sink under the gloomy appre-
hension of the impending storm ; the storm burst with all
its horrors ; but it passed away speedily: wants and con-
fidence revived ; the imports of 1799 and 1800 exceeded
all former bounds, and the balance of trade was very con-
siderably against Ireland.

. Theunion of the two legislatures at length took place,

and according to the reasonings of the gentlemen whose

ke _opinions I combat, trade, manufactures and agriculture

+ onght from thut time to retrograde towards their primitive
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Iimits ; but facts are against them, and they are reduced

to this dilemma ; either the former great legislative epochs
which they extol had not the alleged influence on Irish
prosperity ; or the Union, having as muach sinfluence as
they had, is to be as much extolled ; for the presperity of
the country has not retrograded but advanced with acce-

lerated rapidity,

The devastations of the Rebellion in 1798 were follow-
ed by a defective harvest in 1799; and by a very bad
one in I800 ; so that the Union was ushered in with a
prospect of trade by no means so prosperous, as that of
preceding years, and this prospect was realized, Ireland
scarcely exported 4,000 barrels of Grain between 25th
March 1800 and 5th Jamuary 1802 : but she imported
considerably of Wheat and Flour and Meal, which was
cstimated al £260,000 in 1801 alone. All agricultural
produce was more or less deficient in the same interval :
beef, pork and bacon declined more than a third ; bute
ter about a ninth ; Mr. Newenham states that the cur-
rent value of the trade from 25th March 1800 to 5ih
January 1801 was £5,981,881 exported, £7,774,779
imported, the balance of which is £2,492,808 against

Ireland. This is evidently not chargeable to the Union

but to the disastrous harvests following so closely on
the disorganization of the whole Island : the sum of the
unfavourable balance of trade arising from these events
in -2 years ending 5th January 1802 must exceed ses
ven millions.  But most of this sum has been lugged

into a general average to form the pretext of an aceu-
sation against the Union ; with what truth and candouy

P, T e N
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‘{1 now. leave you to judge. Let us however, consider
for a m-nhem, whether this unfavorable balance was so
injurious, under the pcculiar circumstances of lrcland
,as has been pretended. Without entering into any - dis-
qumtaons concerning what is callgd balance of trade, or
‘into an attempt to distinguish in the aforesaid balance
‘what was real -loss, and- what was not, 1 content myself
" with shewing that much of the real loss fell on those
‘who do not excite a very tender interest in Ireland.
" QOar trade with England is in British currency both
} exports and imports ; we draw and remit therefore the
" same amount of British money, be the exchange what
it may, for the sum total of trade: but we have large
remittances to send to absentees, the amount of which

" being due in Irish currency, and remitted in British,

;are affected by the exchange. . Now as one obvious,

}.(though disputed) effect of the unfavourable balance was
a gradual rise in exchange to about ten per cent above
b par, it follows, that the absentees suffered by so much,
and as the mporter ‘had to pay an additional tax of
;_‘_ten per cent to his ewn Country in the shape of ex-
3 change, he would be compelled to buy cheaper, or to
Ebuy less, of the English Merchants and Manutfacturers,

because an addition of 10 per cent to the retail price
~ would, and in fact did check comsumption: so far the

_!:_l.:onsigned their goods instead of shipping them on or-

 der.  In the mean time the very high exchange en-

“abw export Merchant to pay so much the more
rish produce, and in this way it became a pre-

“‘&ﬁm by the absentces to their occupying tenants ;

-“ y
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and by the consumers of foreign commodities o t
manufacturers at home. ‘

From 1802 however produce increased, trade revived,
and wealth flowed in‘ I shall diaw my proeofs from
Mr. Newenham down to 1808, beyond which he d
not go; he gives this view of the general trade in cur-
rent value : the exports and imports of the year ending;
5th January 1803 ‘was £16,225,525, with a favourable
balance of £917,299, the exports of that year being
:#£8,671,412.  In the year following he states—

The export of product of Land £4,202,284
Product of labour, of which Linen

£3,734,296 i 940,088

- TS e

; g #£8,201,372 ~ 8

Small Articles . 40,115
Foreign Goods imported 141,301

——— e e

Total expert of Ireland in one year ending 5th Jan, 1804 £8,382,788
Year ending 5th Jan. 1806, Home produce 8,436,933

Foreign 142,418 1

R 1

. £8,579,351

Ditto Ditto 1807. Home produce 9,314,854 .’

i Foreign 157,443 -g
£9,412,997

Ditto Ditto 1805. Home produce 10,116,385 -E
Foreign 150,370 !

£10,266,755

Let us compare : the highest current value of exports be‘.;

fore the Union was in the year ending March 1796 not
quite 6,900,000 : the current value of the exports of
]'807 was, as lere stated, above 10,250, :

-

v
" The Gentlemen on the otlier side must explain witf!
more perspicuity than they have hitherto displayed; how



thh increase demonstrates the lmpolicy of the Union,
or | must continue to assert that it was either an innos
cuous; or a very beneficial measure : my reasons for pres
suming that it is the latter will probably appear in a fu-
ture letter. -

Let us now consider from Mr. Newenham the quans
tities exported. He stages the Corn exported in 53 years
‘ending 5th January 1804 to be about 1,370,000 barrels
and 135,000 cwt. Flour : almost all this was in the two
last years of that Period ; he states the annual average
excess ot Corn and Flour exporte¢ in the four years
‘ending 5th January 1808, 616,151 barrels, being greater
in the last year than in any of the three preceding.
The other chicf exports were as follows in annual ave-
Tage—

) Beef. Pork. Butter. “F1. Bacon. Cattle, Hogs.
1500 1804 . 15,197 79,680 e S0s. ek ... 20614 ...

1805 1808 95,602 ° 96,309 307285 149,660 18,972 AR
1807 1808 115,403 141,332 386,253 262,446 87,057 14,401

- The export of Linen was on an annual average-—
1800 1802 . 89,678,469 Yards.
1804 1806 41,456,366 . ...
1807 . 1808 ° 40,012,443 ....
These are the gquantities of the great articles of Irish

S < g
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export ; let my readers compare them with past periogds
’iand judge for themselves, whether, with an increasing
| 1populatwn, Ireland has not also exhibited an increasing
~ cultivation of the main sources of her wealth, up to the
~ very close of Mr. N—s investigation, and let them then
4 'whether those investigations justify the inferences

. “insinuations against what Mr. Barnes calls ¢¢ that
aﬁf)ublc measure’” the Union.




But my manuscript document goes one year later thaﬁ 1
Mr. Newenham; by it I find thatthese were the chief
exports of Ireland in the year ending 5th January 1809—

Corn 1,076,150 Barrels
Flour 5,737 Cwt;
Oatmeal 72,088 Ditto
Beef 122,064 Barels
Pork 163,603 ' Diuto
Bacen 264,844 Flitches
Catile L1a,1%0 ). c.
- Butter 3-18,856 Cwt.
Linen 43,986,896 Yards
Linen Yarn 25,392 Cwt. |

The new drapery

exported in that year was reduced to

14,447 yards, old drapery 657 yards, Beer 565 barrels,
Whiskey 512,098 gallons, produce of fishery almost no-

thing.

Let us compare the quantities of this year:

with two periods between independence and union ; and

since the union.

these ;:—

Corn and Meal, Barls,
Ditto
Ditto

Beef

Pork

: Pacon Flitches
Butter Cwt.
Linen Yards
Linen Yarn Cwt,
New Drapery Yards
Old Ditte  Ditto
Cattle Head

Beer Gallons
Whiskey Ditte

The annual average of exports were

1784 1792 1802
to to - to Fatiote
1788 1796 1806 1809
449,375 535,162 559,570 1,151,760
144,886 121,105 111,673 122,064
86,530 136,588 110,425 163,603
29,583%  125,085% 181,056 264,844
299,569 293,661 294,415 348,856
35,487,691* 46.705,319* 43,534,971 43,986,396
1,276 20,601 7075 . 25,302
315,111 174,036 20,069 14,447
14T 128,630 668 657
18,857 5334 21,911 14,122
1251 % 766* 5718 5685
S570%  1216* 1,044,548 512,098 |

(]




. Note, the articles marked® in the first and second cos
lmgs, are not taken from Newenh:m, but from my
- manuscript document and they are not the averages of

tfour years, but the actual export of the years endmb:
\ - Murch 1788 and 1796. Note also, that in drawing this
tcompanbou, 1 have not selected years of éontrast; for
f.’that ending 25th March 1796 was a year of remarkable
4 export ; for the Linen exported m the year prec'edmg

4

~ it, was four millions of yards less ; ten millions less
~ in the year succeeding it ; and thirteen millions less
in the yeur after. So likewise in thé ‘Drapety, the
export of the year preceding this was about 175,000

i e R R

yards less, ‘and about 225,000 yards less in the year

sticceeding.

It may be ptoper to temind you ‘that Sir John New-
port’s admirable act on the Corn trade passed in 1806 ;
that soon after, the Americans began to be out of.
iemper about orders in Council, &c. and to indulge us
'with Embargocs',\ non- irﬁporhtions: and so forth ; and

"!that in 1808 the glorious insurrection of the Spaniards

- against a foreign ‘usurper, introduced our armies into

~the Penmsula where they excite the admiration of the
3 World. All these ‘events have powerfully contributed
to the eommerqi‘al;prospemy of Ireland : the Corn trade
" with our best customer therein, is no longer shackled
B bmm_ti%é'a,ﬂ restrictions s the Irish farmer has the
inty\of a second market ; his produce and our ex-
‘ thereof continually increase. Our only mvals in this
rade have excluded themselves from the competition by
; nk rg '-‘ and now by war. The Peninsula occupied

Q




in seif-deliverance, and overrun by contending armies,

cannot furnish even its former scanty proportion of subs
sistence ; it looks to the British Empire, and we aré that
part of the British Empire which chiefly suppliés its
wants : this last is a temporaiy source of Wealtil; but
the other two are permanent, and America will find,
that these Islands will be shortly more independent of
her for agricultural produce, than she will be of us for

manufactures.

I have not the means of shewing the progress of the
general trade further ; but I can exhibit a document
for the authenticity of which every export Merchant in
‘Waterford can vouch: and as it is one which adds to
the fair fame of our City, while it illustrates my po-
sition of the gradual pr;)gress of Ireland for 160 years
accelerated rather tham retarded since the Union, I have
double pleasvre in inserting it here ; let the Gentlemen
whom I confute, make what they can of it for their
side of the question. Exports from the Port of Water-
ford, from April to April in the following years—

1809. 1810. 1811, 1812,
Wheat Barrels 49,199 56,410, 118,486 125,533
Barley Ditto 2,957 12,957 61,666 69,023
Oats _ Ditto 980,237 143,826 121,329 183,017
Tlour Cwt. 8,795 37,089 51.102 54,849
Oatmeal Difto 14,946 4,879 10,801 5,518
Butter Ditto 80,534 95,266, 08,2417, 93,359
Bacon Flitches 224,810 203,376 222,349 234,60.1
Lard Cwt. 10,289 8,004 12,175 18,727
Beef Barrels 7,850 5,780 8,921 9,301
Pork Ditto 18,565 16,195 17,110 21,719
Rape-seed Barrels 550 . 2,285 359 i&.—‘

Total Value £1,451,482 £1,367,261 £1,133.604 £2,021,148




Thus Waterford exports in agricultural produce alone,

more than twoesevenths of all that Ireland exported in
the best year between independence and union.

I think I have stated enough to prove that the pre-
duce of Ireland has considerably increased since the
Union ; but there is another proof which I cannot omit,
though my letter hasalready exceeded all usnal limits ;
and that is the fact mistated by Mr. Barnes of the reve-
nue of the grand canal : it appears by Mr. Newenham
p. 202, thatthis revenue rose from £36,9%4¢ in 1800, te
£70,407 in 1807 ; nearly double in seven years: I know
not whether this indicates a double quantity of goods

. conveyed ; but the quantity must be considerably increa-

sed and this proves the increase of trade.

But the imports—Mr. Barnes has discovered that,
because the imports of English manutacture amounted
toonly £99,943 per annum in seven years ending 1796,
and to £157,007 per annum in seven years ending 1803,
Ireland has been imjured by an increased importation
amounting to near £60,000 per annum since the Union,
p. 49. I have already adduced this sentence as a

- specimen of bhis skill in political ceconomy, and have
_ now to add that, as the Union begun in 1801 there
~ are but three years of this formidable argument to go
against its account; the other four years he may add to
];he average of the preceding seven, as he is fond of
averages, and so dimiuish the difference, if it will be
A }m@q_ﬁlstactipu; to him ; but to any plain apprehension,
' M@m very natural that if population and wealth
increase, imports will do the same; and as itisa very




favourite dogma of Mr. N—that population has increased
continuatly, and a very incontrovertible fact from ' the
statements of this letter, tliat wealth has increased'z‘llso,'
it will not alarm but chear the friends of Ireland;.te find
that she can import more than she could, and.that her
children enjoy more of the conveniencies and comforts
of life than thcy did.

But while T refute. Mr Barnes’s inférence, my argue
ment of the wealth of Ireland would derive no great
strength from " his statcment ; meither would it be yery
gratifying to the alleged ¢ jealousy of Linglish mono-
polizers”, to find that while they were taking Irish
manufactures to the amount of+2 or 8 millions a year,
we took back scarcely a twentieth part of that sum in
Iuglish manufactures : let the English folks be quicted,
and my argument strengthened, by the assurance that
Mr. Barnes’s statement is entirely groundless : I find in
M¢Pherson’s Annals Vel. IV. p 505, that the annual
value of woollen goods alone, imported into Ireland from
Great Britain in three years ending 25th March 1799,
. exceeded £550,000, and cottons more than £140,000, and
wrought-iron, cutlery, aud wire more than £110,000,
being together £800,000 per annum, besides other articles
which may be seen at large in my reference. Indeed
this statement of Mr. B— is so palpably erroneous, that I
almost doubt whether he and [ are not at a loss to un- -
derstand each other in the term ¢ Enulish manufactures”,
as much as in that of ¢¢ Inland Nav gation® either his
ficuies are wrong, or he means to insinuate that cloth
and calicoes and cutlery, are not; all of them, ¢ Ens
glish manufactures”, 5 gl ’ 1 . 2RGUSDNE
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Mr. Barnes has, ds I beforc hinted, laid some stress-
on the balance of trade, in which he has abridged and
enfeebled the remarks of Mr. Newenham : but as this

Iatter Gentleman has been chastized by an able writer,

1 shall simply refer you to him, and conteat myselt with .

quoting from him a fact concerning exports ard unports,
which shall close my report. This writer gives the fol-
Jowing statement of the trade of Ireland in 1208, which

I * - " - - - i
demonstrates its rapid increase since the Union—

Official Value.  Real Value: Total,
Expoits  £5,690,8.7 £12,577,5617
91.197.849!
Twpotts 7,129,507 8,860,325% <21, 457,842

(Sketches of Irish history, p. 40.) Here the official value
exhibits a bualance against Ireland of =£1,432,610;

while ‘the real balance was £3,717,192 in her favor!!

" now, Mr. Newenham's ravings.and Mr. Bames’s re-

~ echoes on this subject were drawn from official value,

o

the falla;'.y whereof is toe. plain to need demeonstration ;
but it any one should, find leisure and inclination to

peruse this subject, I refer hin to another work of Mr.

- Newenham entitled a statistical and historical enquiry on

the population ot Ireland 8vo. i8035, p 140, &c. where

3_: he will find the difference between official and current

~ value duly appreciated, and the post-union prosperity

%

~ of Irelaud fairly inferred.

I am ghd to arrive at the close of this subject: I

£ don’t preten.d to knowledge and abilities suflicient to do

s but 1 think I have been able to prove, that
1ey _ wrong, who ascribe such - powers of good and



for my opinior_i that bher prosperity has been progrese
sive from the days of her desolation to the present time;
that the chief sources thereof are found in her own pe-‘
culiar circumstances and in those of the sister. fsland 3
that some obstacles thereof have been Rebellions, De-}
Jmagogues, non-importations and such like, and that there :,
is irresistible truth in the following assertion of the Au- !
thor of sketches of Irish history p 82 ¢ whatever re-%
presentations ignorant and illiberal individuals may en-
deavour to diffuse, there is no position more incontro-
vertible, than that, no Country, taking every circume
stance into comsideration, has advanced more rapidly in
prosperity than Ireland Ras done since the year 1800,
‘The facts are before you : the legitimate inferences from
ihem are sometimes omitted, and seldom brought out
with the force of which they are susceptible, but they
are at all times obvious to an attentive perusal. And that
is sufficient for a work like this, which professes not te

guide but to assist the judgment of the reader.
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THE national debt of Ireland has been made
a subject of compliint againstthe Union, and M. B—
after a very vague statement, proceeds to some intelligi
Ble hints of the inexpediency of that ¢ questionable
measure” ; with some encouraging assurances to Irishe

men, that if they unite to disunite, they need not appre-
hend disappointment = which assurances he backs with
a picce of senseless rant, borrowed without a¢c knowledg-
ment, from one of the addresses of the old Volunteers.
¢ Be persuaded Irishmen that whatever is morally just,
can and must be finally accomplished : to doubt the fact
is to deny the existence ofan over-ruling providence,
' which ever favours the cause .of justice and truth, and |
has sworn by himself the oppressed shall go free” p. 17,
It would appear then, that what men think just, God
~ must accomplish, or he ceases to reign in their estima-
tion 1! does it become such beings of a day as we are to
. measure the infinite"and eternal One by our puny stan-
darlt ? surely, “this Gentleman has forgotten the word
b of Jehovah to his people, ¢ My ways are not as your
'-;‘.wa_ys ; nof my thoughts as your thoughts™: and the con-
" fession of a‘holy man of old ¢ Touching the Almighty
we canuot find him out.” Surely, when we sce how
limed our facylties are, how much our judgments are
maMﬁ)y our passions, and how oppositely men esti-
~ maté richt and wrong in the daily concerns of private
i we may readily cencelve how fallible such jadg-




ments must be in the great concerus of nations, "an&ho.v
utterly incapable of comprehending the plan of Provie
dencey, by which the Almighty directs the enersies, the
intercsts, the whole existence of his countless creatures
to one end, perfect, vast, and incumpreheusii:_le as him,l
self. Surely it ‘becomes ‘such beings of zi."iidayf;-s we are,
to subject our judgments to his will, pronouncing with
the poet ‘¢ whatever is is best’; and to spurn with cen-
tempt those insolent and familiar appeals to divine Pro-
vidence, which are too frequent every where: they. too
often defile Mr. B—’s pamphlet'; but I content myself
with the reprobation of this single: instance, in testimony
of my abhorrence of them all, ' wherever found. He
who takes such liberties with divine - Providence for
rhetorical embellishment,: is7as foolish as he is blasphe-
mous : and he who-really; believes such ‘rant, standson
a level in the scale of rationality with those sailors of j
the South of Europe who worship the image of Santo- j
Antonio and flog it if their prayers are not answered

agreeably.

But though itis forbidden to scan the Almighty and his
decrees, it is permitted us, . in these lands of liberty,
to sift and.approve or blame the motives and measures Ell
of our fellow-creatures in our national affairs : and as
Mr. B— ‘has used this privilege to reprobate the Union I
through the financial circumstances of treland, let us
enquire. whether he has been 'so accurate and candid in %
Liis e.xposit_i('m of these financial circumstances that his
inferences may be depended on. ‘He. says that the na-
tional debt was £2,464,590 in 1791 having increased
#£912,856 in ten years; bui he has not found time or
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- convenience to explam to us how it happened, that in
nine years of boasted mdependence and of peace, the
revenue of Ireland was not adequate to the expences.
He goes on to shew that in 8 years from 1791 the debth
was increased about 15 millions, and that it rose by
1810 1o 81% millions : “ a diflcrence by increase of national
debt since . the propesal of Union in 1799, £61,044,316"
P- 4—vasﬂy minute ; but vastly soplushcﬂ and very
well divided into periods that would catch the suffrage of
a superficial reader in favor of the insinuation against
the. Union ; but let us analyze a little more closely than
he has done, and we may perhaps find that the insinua-

tion recoils somewhere else.

The Nett revenue of Ireland on an average of ten years
~ ending 25th March 1771, was L1, 127 (Sheflield obs.
~ 315) her present na‘ional debt commenced in 1773 (Par-
* liamentary papers 1801). In the year ending 25th March

1784, the Nett revenue was £1,043,544 (Sheflield’s obs.
~ 851) and the funded u.debt was £1,527,600. Now we
know that in the American war England Lad just been
: expending more than £100,000,000, and that the various
wars since the revolution had cost England all her sur-
“ plus revenue and a debt of nearly 250,000,000 not capi-
!\44 tal but‘stcrling money, compared with which the debt of
[reland is ptothmg. This enormous expence was for what?
- for the lutegtuy of the British empire ; for all those po-
litical.and commercial privileges which British subjects
'-.‘ ehjqru _Will the Gentlemen whom I oppuse, explain to
‘;_‘??Gmt Britain dlou; should have paid for the




wars which it pleased the King of Great Britain and Tre-
land to wage, and Irelind should claim as a right the

’

full participation of all those privileges which are ‘con-
tended for in wars? I dont know that this question €xes
cited much attention during the contest about free trade
and independence ; but I know that a great master in
political eecconomy had :dlrcady noticed it. - (Smith®s wealth
of nations Book V. chap. I11.) '

However, the iree (rade and independence were obtains
ed, without any condition as to a participation in the ex-
pences that might be necessary in maintaining them,
The privileges were to be in common, and Great Bri-
tain was to enjoy the monopoly of paying for them,

All this was very pleasant. as long as Great Britain chose”

to be so generous ¢ accordingly we find that while she was
increasing her debt at the rate of about 20,000,000 per
annum during the French war, Ireland was faking it
very easily as usual. ¢ In 1793 at the beginning of
the French war, the debt of Ircland was £2,440,390,
and so long as we had none but a foreign enemy to
contend with, our war expences were scarcely a million
in the year” Lord Clare’s speech 76. How then it may
be asked, was the debt of Ireland so enormously swollen
after 17932 let Loid Clare reply—=¢¢ The military organe
ization of the province of Ulster was complete on Ist.
May 1795, and had got into a state of forwardness in
the other provinces, before the end of that year; it
was therefore found necessary to increase the military
force of ‘the Country for our internal defence against &

confederacy of foreign and domestic foes. And accords
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ingly in the year ending Lady-.day 1796, our war expen=
ces were double what they had been im either of the
preceding years, and at every subsequent period; they
have progressively increased w th the growth of faction
and rebellion, until we were obliged in_defence of our
own existence, to increase the public debt in the last
year mearly six millions and a half, and in this year
above eight millions—p. T8. By the first of January
1801 when the Uaion commenced this debt had risen to
£530,190,056 and* some very heavy expences incurred
before that day were added to the debt after it. (See
Parliamentary papers 1804.)

We sce then, that the debt increased more than 26
millions in six years, and if we reckon that the ordinary
war expences would. have gone on ata million per an-
num, we must say that the Rebellion cost Ireland 20
millions in money ; it cost her also much in blood, much
in animosity, much every way to be regretted. Thus
a vast portion of the debt was created before the Union
and by the Rebellion.

The Union is blamed for many things whieh may be
traced to othér causes and for none more unjutly
than for the increase of debt. We have just seen that
at its commencement this debt exceeded 30 millions :
we ﬁnd‘ﬂ!;gt_‘the sum raised by loan in its first three
years, w'as'oal'_v £8,708,652 by which a debt was created
of £l2,879,968 (Parliamentary papers 1804.) And here let
me observe thal pains have been taken to mislead our

i@ Juagn%fm.s by stating the subject in its most deceptive
fOﬂI thhout a palpable falsehood : we are told by these
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Gentlemen that the debt is increased so much : we are
not told that before the Union, the debt created "gene-
rally paid 5 per ceat. interest ; and that sincé, it is gences
rally funded at S per Cent so that the apparent increase
is greater than the real one ; and this is evident eyen from
Mr, B—’s own statement ; if he is correct which I dou‘bt:
he tells us the debtin 1810 is 81X millions and the in-
terest £3,942,150 which is about £4 13 4 per Ct. per
annum : but on 25th-March 1800 the debt was little more

"than 251 millions and the inferest was nearly .1,400.000

(Lord Clare’s speech p. 77) which isabout £5 7 6 per
Cent per annum.

I have not at present, the means to ascertain whether
Mr. B—’s statement of the increase of the national debt
be correct ; but even if it be, the rate of increase since
the Union is less by a million per annum at least than
in the 3 years and 3 quarters before it ; supposing how-
cver that this were not the case, still the propertion which
Ireland pays of the general expences of the empire has
not varied, nor-have her burdens increased proportion-
ably with those of England ; for her prosperity has been
Iess interrupted ; it has indeed been progressive, as [ have
shewn in my last Letter on our trade : but a question ofs
ten occurs in the minds of many, why should we pay any
thing ? why should not the days before the Union return
when we provided only for ourselves 2 to thesc questions
X reply that if Treland enjoys equal privileges with En.
gland cither under separate legislatures, or unl.c,!er‘ one united
as at present, there appears no reason why Ireland should
not furnish an equal proportion of contributions o the ge=
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- meral _fund for the support of the Empire ; bhut does she
contribute an cqual proportion 2 she pays less than one-
éighih : her share in legislative representation exceeds one-
ﬁ-ﬂh : her population greatly exceeds one-fourth, and if
we were to credit the calculations of Mr. Newenham to
ihe full extent it would now be nearly one-third; the
annual revenue collected in Great Britain is nearly six
pounds per head on the whole population, while that of
Ireland is about one pound : when we know ihat the
great part of both nations are l:lbounng poor-whose abi-
lity is nearly equal every where, and 4hat the bulk of
the revenue is raised on the other classes, wili any man
tell me that the nations are burdened in egual proportion 2
no—it is here that Ireland enjoys a  privilege over En-
gland the extent of which canbeduly appreciated ouly
by those who lived in both Countries. l.ct us be content.

But Mr. B— has coneeded this point when he inge-
niously tells us ¢¢ that if there were equal taxation, this

fatal consequence would flow from the act of Union,

~ {hat the Irish would be more burdened than the English,

because they would enjoy no share of the bonus granted
to the latter by the circulation of the interest of their
debt among themselves” p. 16. What hindered the Irish
from enjoying this delectable bonus 2 attempts have often
been made to raise loans in Ireland ; but they hue rare-
ly succ&ded because money is worth more than in
‘ Eno'land . and unless Mr. B— will contend that the En-
ghsh minister must buy his loans as well as his Beef

>~
dearer among us than elsewhere, he must be satisfied

" tg‘h things go on as they do ; but is there any regu-




Iation which forbids an Irishman to purchase in British

funds, and so ‘¢ enjoy the bonus™ if he pleases ? ceﬂaih—

ly not : there are Lrish proprictors in British funds and -

if they are few, 1t is because they know how to eme
ploy their money to more advantage at home, and thus
enjoy a greater borus than if they were stock-holders ;
but what if this imagin&ry grievance had no existence 2
if lew or distrust compelled the lrish Government to raise
ils guota by loans at home ;"shu'uld we have ever heard
the end of the reproaches and outcries él_gainst such op-

pression, such jealousy, and want of confidence, &c. 2

shonld we not have found in the extortions of Irish-

¢* monopolizers’ the most fertile topics of srgument a-
gainst this ‘¢ questionable measure the Union” ? In fact
would not such an absérption of Irish capital, whe-
ther voluntary or compulsory, bave been a real grievance,
an insurmountable obstacle to our prosperity, by diver-
ting from its natural channels a capital which is not yet
fully adequate to their supplj ? instead of Bankers, Mer-
chants, Manufacturers, and spirited improvers of Land,
- all actively engaged in pursuits which identify the couna
try’s prosperity with their own, we should have been a
race of idle and dissipated annuitantss if such a thing bad
been possible. ~ Is it not therefore ungracious at least
and capﬁous,' to urge that as a grievance, which is in
fact a source of our prosperity ? yet it is on such false and
capfious ground, that Mr. B— justifies what he writes
about ¢ Union almighty Union”’ against the present sys«
tem of legislation ! ! There may be some Inshmen weak
enough to listen to such nonsense ; but I persuade my-
self that they arc few indced, and that their number di-

~
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miﬁisﬁu daily, as the native good sense of the 'pe;:iple
cmerges from the clouds of prejudice and pride which
the factious have conjured up:

Mr. Barnes tells us that the revenue fell in 1810 se
low as not to be able to p’ay the interest of the national
debt 5 the revenuc decreasing while the taxes increased :
and adds triumphantly < .for this great blessing we are
indebted to a ten yeafs Union.” It is a pity he did not

- shew us how the Union procured this great blessing, and
it would have been weli if he had condescended to.ex-
plain how a Country increasing in pepulation, trade,and
wealth, as he agrees we have, falls off in revenue. ; I dont
profess myself at all competent to the solution of this
problem, which has probably puzzled more than one [rish
Chancellor of Exchequer, and would certainly puzzle Mr.
Barnes ;: but I can belp him to some hints towards a solu-
tion which he may pursue at leisure ; if perhaps the finance
committee do not anticipate him : there are such fthings
as‘arrears, defaulters, collusions, peculations ; there are such
things as injudicious taxes, incflicient checks and regula-
tions ; there is such a thing as oligarchic influence, by
which the financial’ depart nents are too eften conferred
on relatives or dependants of an oligarch who have no
other qualification than their connection. If all these
things are_insufficient to account for the defalcations of the
revenae, the remaining causes must be found some whers
elsethan in the poverty of the people, and if so, the Union

~ hasne. share of the blame.
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. There s one point however, connected with reven
i whicli it appeurs {rom . Mr, N— that the Ummg 5’
entitied to some praise, which these Gentlemen hav,elgot
emblazoned with their eloquencf-, as far as I recollect,
which therefore it may be well to notice. Newenlam’s
Appendix notes— ‘-ﬁ\ 3 '
"'-i U,

L1415 per Ct..

That the rate of collecting customs and
¢xcise on an average of 7 ‘years en-
ding 1787 was' ' — %) &' VLl

The rate of the same in 1808 was reducedte’ 8 I8 ..

The rate ofcoliectin rthe Post-office in 1808 48 8 ..

But the rate of collecling customs, ex- "
cise, stamps and Post-office in Great>' 8 4 ..

Britain, is not quite ~ -

“Though we have something yet to learn in this impors

tant branch of political ceconomy, we have greatly im-
proved since the Unioh shall T say that ¢ for this great

blessing we are mdcbtcd to the Union” ?

' . .
I pass from the'revenue to some miscellaneous articles

in most of which Mr. B— vents his spleen agaiust the

Union with the wsuzl degree of candour and justice.

He talks of the roads—¢¢ They have acquired their supe-
riority by abandoning the English system of statute lanor,
and pnrsum- an Irish qyatem of* road making” p 387)
and this'happy innovation, originating in the national
feeling “of 1753, saw the light in six years afier, and in
sevenicen years after that produced roads which calied
forth the very flattering encomium of Mr. A Young.

‘This sagacious reasoner proceeds to tell us that we may

'4
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" with certainty conclude, that if the Union had taken
place before 1759 the Irish system of road-making would
not have existed, hecause the English would have Ubjcclt.
ed to the passing of a law which questioned the excels
lence of their own system; and then he adds “¢ in thig
law we see the absurdity of a legislature assuming the
power of governing a Country, who are ignorant of the
local circumstances, the feelings and habits of those they
govern' p 88. Without dwelling on the confusion which
pervades this sentence, let me just point out to you the
spirit in which™ he writes : he assuines as certain the une
tried “ supposition that the English would not pass this
law ; and from this law most perspicuously and candidly
infers the absurdity &c. &ec. 1! Has the twelve years

~ Union given him instances that the El]“’iis]l would be at

~ onee ignorant autl obstinately adhesive to their own sys-
tems 2 1 presume not, for 1€ it had, he would not have
amused us with assumptions: indeed we well know thaf
in all local objects, the local information of the Trish
members receives the marked attention which it deserves.

" Let us however refer to the tes‘timmiy of Mr. Young

¥

" in his own work. ¢¢ From this commendation, the

A
-

~ tam-pike roads.in general must be exclude :d 3 they are
ias bad as the hya-romls are admirable”——<¢ it follows
necessarily, that every person is desitous of making the
 roads leading to his own house, and that private interest
;L alone is considered in it, which 1 have heard objected
3 10 the measure ; but this I must own appears the greai
.' -merit of it”’ ——¢¢ The expence amounts of late years (hrough

.__.‘V.A A -
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the whole kingdom to £140,000 per annum” (equal {6

one-fifth of the nett revenue 1n those days)—¢¢ But it is not
2o this system -singly that Ireland is indebted for the geod-
ness of her roads”——He then gives a description of
¢ the wretched Irish cars” as he calls them, ** by which

~ ““carriage is five hundred per Cent. dearer than in En-
“land,” and asctibes to them the preservation of the roads ;
he therefore recommends one-horse vehicles and concludes
with asserting that an English waggon would demolish an
Irish road as soon as made, though it is perfectly dura-
ble under cars and coaches” Vol. 11" p. 150,

It appears from this testimony that the adyantage of
the Irish system of road-making consists in the privilege
which Gentlemen acquire*of making bye-reads at the ex-
pence of the county, and in fhe privilege which the peo-
ple enjoy of using their own single horse-cars at an ex-
pence of five hundted per Cent more than their English
neighbours ; and that the said roads would be demolished
by a vehicle which the English roads are ‘made to en-
dure. I must confess that if there were no better argu-
ments than these for the ¢ Irish system”, I should be

in no waya convert{o it; but besides other arguments,

which I shall leave others to suggest, there is one which

Mr. B— may extract out of a document entitled ¢ The
Absentee’’~— written by M. Edgeworth, on the admi-

rable use to which this system may be applied, for proofs "~
and illustrations of which he may searcli, if he pleases, the =

¢ public records”’of every County in lreland, whereby
it may be found that this system has not only given the
Gentlemen good roads to their houses, but can help many



a lagy tenantto pay his rent, who would be better em-
ployed on his farm. This is a contrivance to which
England can farnish no parallel : there, he who uses the road
most, pays most = the revenue is collected by surly fel-
Jows who have been known to shut their gates against
Majesty. itself, and is managed by commissioners wha
cannot oppress and will not favour. But the ¢ Irish
roads are excellent’’—=certainly—I say nothing against
* them in ‘general; though we need not travel very far
for some exceptions, and those glaring ones, till of late ;
but indeed ' they -led to no great man’s house and were
much frequented by the peasantry. It is however un-
doubted that the roads are improved since Mr. Young’s
visit ; for I know some turnpike roads that are admi-
rable, and it requires less sagacity than candour to dis-

corn, that the improvement has not fallen away since
the Unionn

Mr. Barnes tells usthat ¢ the Cotton manufacture com-
menced with the independence of Treland” page 48—He
mistakes ; a Cotton manufactory was established 1780 by
~ Capt. Burke, which received cousiderable augmentation

in 1782 by grants from Parliament aad emigrations from
Manchester. Mr. N—'s Appendix No IX shews the
: great increase of the import of raw Cotton and Yarn since
" the Union: it wants not much of being doubled, and
the import of cotton goods from Britain is diminished.
But Mr. B tells us that there was a great export of cot-
' ton goods before the Unions now the total amount of
i {suc‘ export on an average of 3 years ending 25th March
% lm was worth £12,135 per annum (Macpherson’s An-

k)
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' zels of Commerce VolIV page 507) but the diminugion
of import is more than double that sum s theretore this

manufacture has been counsiderably extended since the

Union, ' even if it should appear that: no_ exports now

take place, which is not hkely ; but Fam noteprepared

withh docuinents to spcak decidedly on this, poiat.

Mr. Barnes insinuates that the Union has pievented the
exportation . of Irish printed Books to Aerica ¢+ this is
not true. The Umon secured literary property in each
Island from the piracy of the other; and as this is a
species of properly more abundant in England than in

Ircland, the latter seemed to lose 3 but in fact 10st no more

than was strictly just ; for there is no species of properiy

which deserves more, an€ has obtained less protection
from the legislature and the great ones of the earth than
this. Genune authorship is a commodity rarely and la-
boriously produced ; it comes to a precarious market ;
its price is affected by a thousand paltry tricks, of which

pirated editions are among the most. injurious: it sel-

- dom repays the ill starred gemius who produces it with

the hosor and profits he deserves ; too often he is ne-

glected, plundered, misinderstood, and insulted ; he tots -

ters unsupported through the world, and sinks with sor-
row 10 the grave : by amd bye perhaps, a monument,
the expence of which would have made him comfortable
for lite, protects his ashes, and attests his merit : but what
avails it to him if he is idolized by the posterity of the
étnempc;rar'iv's who starved him ;—;--is it from such an
one that he would snatch his hard earned reward by pira-

ed editions ? no—would we propagate for gain the trash

-
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- of cplhemeral Book-makers ? no—ihere are n mberless
~ works of standard worth and reputation, the property of
which is open to the world, and on which our Printers
may laudably and profitably exercise their speculations.
But 1 can tell you that - the decline of the export o Books
fo America arises from the great improvement of fxrintin-g
in that Country. I have seen s‘pccimcus of printing, and
paper, and engraving, superior to the productions of the
Irish press, more correct, and much cheaper 3 indced I
question if Awerica could not supply both Islands withk
Books as well executed and at lower rates than our Book«
sellers publish them, notwithstanding the high duties and

the heavy expences of importation.

Mr. Barnes tells us of the Fisheries : how that of her«"
zings was once very great and has now declined simce 1785.
Did the union frighten away the herrings 2 however, it may
be some consolation to reflect, that as the export was never
very great, our increasing population will help to account
for any diminution ; perhaps we may find also, that we
~ are less dependent onforeign Countries in this respect than

we used to be ; (see Macpherson’s Aanals Vol 1V 530 ;)
‘IL in addition to this, it must be confessed that our coasts are
~ not so regularly visited by the herring shouls as formerly.
i The Nymph bank is talked of as superior to the Dogger
I bank!! does Mr. B— not know that a company was formed
at Wate:fotd; since the Union, to try this bank; that
Government advanced some money, and the company did
he same ; that two Vessels well adapted for the purpose
w‘e fitted out, and kept on various trials, under va-
m ditectors, till the greater part of the stock was lost’

- .
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This ignorance was more to be expected from Mr. B—
than from Mr. Newenham whom he has blindly copied.

But ofall the absurdities that I have read in Mr. B—’s
pamphlet, there is not a greater mass heaped together in a
small compass, than that which is to be found in his 21st.
page : one reason why Irishmen forsooth should ““never lose
sight of this great object” (repeal of the Union I presume)
is ¢ sttachment sincere and unpurchased’” to the Prince of
Wales ¢ his right, his honor, his glory are concerned” ! !
for (oh most dire and dolorous supposition) if this questi-
onable measure had been carried 400 years earlier, the
King of England would have lost his precedence at the

council of Constance ! !! since it was as Lord of Ireland,

not as King of England that prccedé nce was granted ;
whereof he adduces Ussher and Gibbon as testimonies, with-
out citing in what part of their works. Do look at Gibbon
Vol. VI p. 560 Dublin Edit : and you’ll see how he treats
this mighty matter : asto Ussher, Ido not possess all his
works, but I bave a volume in which he notices these puc-
rile arguments about precedence at the council of Constance,
merely for the purpose of proving the opinion of some
people, that Joseph of Arimathea visited England and that
the Empress Helena and her Son were born there!! these
arguments and others of like weight, among which was the
assertion of a drivellerthat there were but four christian king-
doms, Rome, Constantinople, Ireland, and Spain, were used
for the purpose of cstablishing the British Menarch’sright
to hisplace in the council ; but whether they, orthe prowess

of the reigning Prince prevailed is of little consequence to

us to decide; nor can we conceive that a Protestant Pringe

\
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like the Prince of Wales, would altach any other ided
than that of perfect insignificance tothe privelege of a seaé

and a certain yank in a Roman Catholic Council. This
is therefore an argument in favor of disunion the force of
which Mr. Barnes cught to have illustrated more clearly,
if he could : in the mean time, we may be permitiedio be-
lieve that a cause which is reduced to such miserable shifts
of argument as this, has no rational ground for a claim
on our approbation and support. The question is not
whether the Union might or might not have taken place
expediently 400 or 40 years ago; but whether under
late and present circumstances, it is, or mot, 2 beneficial
event to Ircland.

For the present I have done with Mr. Barnes: my con-
cerns demand my attention and these letters must be sus-
pended till a more convenient Season ; but I purpose to
resume them as speedily O | can, in order to com-

plete the plan which. 1 sketchied out in my second letter.

Enough has beea alrsady written to substautiate my
charge, that this gentlezn-mb Pamphlet is not fitted ta
guide our judgments on the political interests of Ireland.

And as these Letters will shortly appear before our fellow-

. citizens, [ hope that their perusal of them will excite theic

closer attention to the subject, the rosult of which will
be, 1 trua?t, a conviction on the minds of those who would
. disturb the peace of their Country ; that we despise those
over-strained allegations of supereminence which would
feed our pride at the expence of our understanding ;
th‘ pu’tnl statements, illusive averages, sophistical rea-

M’a and appeals to prf‘Judxce, have lost their power

W -



to delude ns from the sober paths of inmﬁgaﬁon'.l nd
1 feel confident that mvestlgutmp will ct)nduct ust
Truth, before iwhose radiant beams, the gla,re of@u.
onaluy and the gloom of faction ought nqu to dise
appear ; but it sometimes happens that m*hduk, :
ness rather than light. 1 will not suffer hyseﬁ to ap-

prehend that this is the case of my &Mugmr |
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