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ADD'RESS, &c.

IF there was ever a queftion of real importance,
for your confideration, it is the prelent fubje& of
eftablithing a Regency for Ireland; it fummons to
trial, not only your wifdom and prudence, but ap-
peals to your integrity and affettions, and puts to
the teft the principles and wifhes of the nation.

Your compaffion for a beloved Sovereign in cala-
mity ; your fidelity to the real interefts of the Heir-
apparent ; your deportment under the preflure of
party machinations ; your opinion with refpect to
the connecttion of Ireland with Great-Britain ; your
defire and endeavour forits permanence or diffolu-
tibn, muft come forward into view

«In 2 mo-

ment fo trymg to the heart, fo critical to the judg-
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ment, can you ftand the fearch, .and bear the probe
with firmnefs? . ,

The fubjeét naturally divides itfelf into four divi-

fions.
1. The general queftion of right.
2. The general queftion of expediency.

3. The general principles of attachment to the
Sovereign on one hand, and ‘the Prince of Wales

on the other.

4. The confiderations of ‘party.

Upon the firft queftion, thort indeed is the dil-
cuffion required after the debates and decifion in Eng-
land, where a precipitate affertion, followed by an
injudicious menace, produced a difavowal of claim
from the Prince of Wales, and a dereliétion of his
right by the very perfon who broached it, For to
affert a principle, without,daring to maintain it in
terms, to deprecate its difcuflion, to fly from its de-
cifion, by the thabby fubterfuge ofa previous quef-
tion, is.a_tacit acknowledgment - of defeat, and at
leaft the proof of a miftaken, if not of -a retradted,
opinion. No man will again in England, nor any
man at all in Irelia‘nd,'hazard-' the pofition that, on

0 4 the
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' the government, with all the powers and pr&a*gga-
&‘ﬁes of the Sovereign. It was the error of aday,
ch vanifhed and died away on the lips  that ad-
ced it; its opponents can never drcadyits re-
l—its fupporters pray in vain for oblivien.

' If the right of the Prince to affume the govern-
nt be untenable, and there be novlaw exilting,
right of the two Houfes|of Parliament to ap-
t a Regency exifts of courfe; it cammot be
eftioned, and need not be proved. -All argu-
nt on this fubje@, to. perfons who underftand
 conflitution, is fupgfﬂqous and impertinent.

ith regard therefore to the point of right, IICI-
doubt nor diﬁi(;ulty remains ; for whatever is
, cd, in this cafe, as apphcable to Encland, is
‘ 'lly demonﬂcrated as attaching upon Ireland.—
ﬁfuatlons of the fifter kingdoms, 25 to the exe-
:é power, bemg 1n this refpect precifely the fame;
1 ;as aggﬁdefe& of the royal authority in cne king-
MHa]ly a defect in the other, fo likewife
wers of remedy and fupply are fimilar in both 3
rliament has the fame rights, and in neither
em can they be renounced or furrendered to
thoritative claim, or unproved aflertion, with-

out

~ the temporary incapacity of the monarch, a prince.
w ‘Wales, though of full age, has a right to aflume.

WV
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out the forfeiture of public duty and treachery m

the people.

If little has been:neceffary on the queftion of
right, you may probably believe that thefubject of
expediency may be difmiffed in {till fewer ‘words.
Since the unity of the exccutive power forms-the
center of connedtion betwceen the {ilter kingdoms,
and fince it is our chief concern and conftant wifh
to maintain that connection folid ‘and indiffoluble,
what can be fo natural, fo abvious, fo unobjection-
able and fafe, as'to follow the fedlures of Great-
Britain, on the prefent exigency, as far as our rela-
tive fituation’ will allow? The propriety of fuch a
condud prefents itfelf to the underftanding, not only
as reafonable, but felf-evident. It {trikes us at once
without enquiry or fearch, and fatisfies the mind
without deduion or proof. - Whereas to imagine a
(different line of condu& advifeable, we muft aflume
not only a contrary, but the moft objettionable
principle + we muft argue the neceflity of differing
from England, when we can avoid it ; and con-
tend for pofitions, which, fo far from tending to
the comneltion, are pointed to the feparation and
difmemberment of the empire.

oIt s neverthelefs rumoured, that a i)ropofal will
be produced for diffenting from, and reprobating

the
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‘the fteps of the Britith Parliament. T will therefore

endeavour to difcufs the grounds by which it may

be peflibly prefented and inforced. Some may urge
motives of national pride, or national intereft ;—
others may ground their fentiment on the prefimp-
tion of real neceffity. 'Thefe may refort to the pria-
ciples of the confiitution : a few may be led by preju-
dice or caprice. Shalll fay that any can be governed
by a wifb of feparating from Englard?

It fortunately happens for my prefent argument
that any addrefs to the pride of Ireland is anticipated
and rendered impofiible. TFor the independence of
the legiflature will be fully acknowledged, and its
dignity completely confulted, by the very faét of
ftating to Parliament the incapacity of the Sove-
reign, and reforting to. its wif_dorn for fupplying the
detfect of the royal authority. No man will infult
your underftanding, by afferting, that an a& of dif-
agreement from England is the only teft of Irith
independence, or that meafures of variance and hof-
tility can alone fupport the dignity of the nation.
The folly of fuch reafoning defies either ridicule or
tontempt. It is advifing us to eftablith a principle
of perpetual difcord in our tranfa@ions with a fifter
kKingdom, and to cement our harmony and friend-

fhip




fhip with the Britifh Parliament by continual aftsof

{eparation and reproach.

With regard to any effett which may refult to
the real interfts of Ireland, the line of condué to

be purlued is not fufficiently clear.

As there is 1o royal houfehold in this kingdom,
the only reftrictions which can be here impoled upon
the Regent extend to peerages, reverfions and grants
. for life or a term of years. “If thep you decline to
impofe thefe reftrittions on the Regent, co\hﬁder,
for a moment, the dilemma to which you are re-

duced.

Is it your objed to affift the Prince of Wales in
his embarraffment, by opening to his difpofal the
whole patronage of Ireland, from a fincere and gene-
rous intention that he fhall convert it to the reward
of his Britifh friends and partizans? Are you pre-
pared to behold the Irifh Houfe of Lords befieged
. and ‘crouded with a troop of ftrangers? Will you
be contented in viewing all the lucrative finecures
of the Crown beftowed for life on Mr. Fox’s needy
rctainers? and our enormous penfion lift encreafed by
2 numerous addition of beggarly abfentees ? If this

: be .
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be your real intention, you facrifice the eftablifh.

ments of Ireland, you provoke ahd" fandify dn in.

jurious and prodigal difpofition of patronage ; you
deprive yourfelves of the power of prevention and
complaint ; and you abandon the real inferefts of
your conftituents and your country.’

Is it, on the other hand, yourt defignt to confer on
his Royal Highnefs the whole patronage of the Kinga
dom, under a fecret confidence and promife, that
he will be fatisfied with the traft but forbear to ufe
it? In this alternative you taunt and tantalize the
Prince with an unmeaning and diftreffing compli-
ment, you expefe him to continwal folicitation and
importunity, where hé ¢an neither refilt without
offence nor complywith-honour ; whilft, without
advantage to yourfelves or benefit to the Regent;
you implicitly reprobate the Britith legiffature.

But it is the intereft of the nation to purchale and

fecure the affetions of the Heir Apparent, and bind
him te the welfare of Ireland by the fetters of gra-
titude. ~On this principle, I fhall have occafion 10
expatiate hereafter, and will only here remark, that
it is'the moft unworthy for Parliament to adopt, and

the moft dangerous for the Prince to admit,

- % o a
y
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I proceed to the plea Qf neceffity, which could it
poflibly be proved, would at once refute all other
. confiderations. But where can be the neceflity of
appointing a Regent for Ireland without lim_itatfon,
or by what arguments can fuch a neceflity be main-
tained ? Will a prohibiﬁon of making peers, or
giving grants for life, during a limited, and per-
haps a fhort period, render the government of Fre-
land impra&iéable in the handsof a Regent? ‘What
appearance is there of an houtfhold phalanx among
the Lords? What pretence of a confederated party
in the Commons? The fulpenfion of thefe powers in
England may poflibly cramp and embarrafs the Prince
of Wales ¢ in Ireland, they cannot obftrué& him at
all. He can only want thefe prerogatives for two
purpolfes, either the eftablithing of a party in this
country which does not exift at prefent, and which
every friend to Ireland muft deprecate; or, with a
view, which was before ftated and'exploded', of go-
verning England by Irifh patronage.

It will be faid, that admitting -the propriety of
following Great Britain in general, there is a fu-
perior_ comfideration in the prefent cafe, our at-
tachment to the confitution of Ireland. It was a
bold- exclamation of an eloquent man, Perith the
empire—live the conftitution! and hénce it is

argued
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zirgued, that evefy“limitatioﬁ on the Prince of
Wales being unconftitutional, we cannot follow
Great Britain without furréndering a principlé
of the firft Importance to one of fecondary con-
fequence. If the premifes of this argument‘ were
true, it would certainly merit difcuflion, But who
ever conceived {o ftrange and unfounded a pofition,
that it was unconftitutional to limit a Regent. Not
only every precedent on the records of Britith hif
tory, but the very nature and effence of the thing
demonftrate the reverfe. It'would be tedious and
difgufting to enumerate and explain all the regen-
cies and regency bilis ‘which have taken place in
England from the conqueft to the prefent hour ; and
the fact is notorious -and “unqueftioned, that in no
cafe has 2 Regent begn appoiﬁted with the full pre-
rogatives of the King, but each has been limited
and reftri¢ted under various forms and in different
degrees. A do&rine flowing from an uniform line
of precedents during a courfe of feven hundred
years, cannot-furely to any realonable man be deem-
ed unconftirutional. But if the feries of precedents
were difcordant, inftead of being uniform, the na-
ture and effence of the thing remains the fame, and
cannotyary. Now, the very idea of a Regency exills
inya fuppofition that the King is alive, that the
Theone is full, that his title to allegiance is perfe&,

Y S8 B 2 that



ghat his legal and political capacities are eatire, buk
that his natural capacity is defective. The office.
thercfote of a Regent 1s applicable to the natural
‘defeé‘t alone, and in no cafe can extend beyond it.
By his conflitution a Regent is eflentially ':!i_itipt”!:
from a King, his powers are by creation, mot by
defcent ; by appointment, not by right, they are not
original, but fubftitute—not for life, but temporary,
He is a deputy, not a principal-=he.has. no right
of his own, nor can exercife any,for himfelf—he is
inﬁitu_tcd to exercife the rights of his Sovereign, and
for his dovereign’s interefts., The negative defini-
tion of a Regent is, that he is not a King ; and the
chief obje@ in afcertaining his power is to make
him fenfible of his fabqrdin;ite fituation, and to pre-
vent his afpiring to the Grown during the life of the
Monarch. Butthis end can only be effeéed by li-
miting his dignity and confining his prerogatives;
and hence the impofition of reftrictions is neceffary
to the very character of 2 Regent, and if neceflary
cannct be unconftitutional,

The doétrine which has been advanced, that what
is true of a Regent in general is inapplicable to the
gafe of an Heir Apparent of full age, may be entirely
difregarded. This diftinétion can never be fqpported

till _the;e can be fomething proved as tq' the nature
of
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of a fon, which phyfically prevents his attempting

to feize the Crown during his father’s life-time, ot

employing the royal prerogatives to obftru hig
return to power.

In detailing the poflible motives of condué, I
was obliged to infert thofe of prejudice and caprice,
not that I think it poflible they can ever atuate
the:Parliament of Ireland. Yet, let me fay with
confidence, that contemptible as fuch motives may
appear, they are wife and folid principles to a
upon, when compared to the laft reafon I enu-
meratcd—a dcfire of feparating from Great Bri-
tain. 1 will not fuppofe any. man fo blind and
infenfible to the fituation and interefts of his coun-

try, as to nourith for asmoment fo fatal a prin-
ciple : but I feel that inall unneceffary difference
from Great Britain .fuch a principle will be un-
avoidably imputed. Weighing the peculiar circum-
ftances and religious divifions of Ireland, we can only
hope for fecurity and tranquillity in our attach-
ment to Great Britain, It becomes us therefore
in wifdom, not only to manifeft this principle by
our con&u&, but to declare it as our wifth. If
therefore on the prefent occafion, our agreement or
| difagreement with the Britith Parliament were in
- point of intereft immaterial, as-a teft of our inclina-
b twnslt is of the utmoft importance; but happily

: 9 ' . for
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for mv argument, it behoves us to adhere to Great
Britain in this inftance on the ground of advan-
‘tage, even did our withes perfuade us to the. con-
trary : if then we evince an eagernefs to' feparate
from Great Britain, in matters of no importance to
ourfelves, or in cafes where a feparate line of con-
du& may be injurious to Ireland, what muft be in-
ferred of our probable deportment, whenever the
weight of intereft and advantage fhall be added to

our inclinations and principles .

Recolle& that this is thefirlt inftance in which
you have been called to exercife your legiflative in-
dependence in modelling  the executive power.
Keep fteadily in view the fole principle which unites
the fifter kingdoms, which is the unity of that
power. Let it not be imputed that in the firft mo-
ment you could difplay a principle of connexion,
you difclofed a {pirit of difunion. Or that as you
dared not directly attack the afts of Parliament,
which recognize the King of England as King of
Ireland, and declare the rights of the Hanover Suc-
ceflion ; -you withed by a fide-wind, to repeal the pur-
port'of thofe ftatutes, and abjure their fundamental
and pervading principle, that the executive power
in both kingdoms fhould be the fame.

.
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You are now to create a precedent—your conduét is
to be the rule of pofterity.

If you diffent from Great
Britain,

how muft your polterity argue upon any
occafion fimilar and analogous ? ¢ Let us advert,”

they may fay,  to the fenfe and determination of

“ our anceftors, in 1789. At a time when reafon,

_intereft, and duty confpired, in exhorting them
to follow the fteps of England, they renounced
fuch weak and fubordinate confiderations for the
principle of feparation. This was the bold policy
on which they dared to a&. = Let not us degene-
rate from their independent fpirit.”

(19

€c

€c

w

L)

(19

(13

If it be objected that all this argument is erected
on falfe principles, becaufe the whole of the Britifh
meafure does not apply to Ireland ; that total iden-
tity of condué being impoffible, all reafoning found-
ed on the neceflity of fuch identity is groundlefs :
Permit me to fuggeft the following anfwer! It is
a {trange affertion, that becaufe we cannot com-
pletely agree with England, we ought not to agree
with her as far as may be poflible. If we cannot per-
fectly accord, are we therefore to a& in diametri-
cal oppofition? Or does the impoffibility of famenefs
include the neceflity of contralt? The abfurdity of

- this mode of reafoning, may be eafily illuftrated by
{hewing its confequences ; for if fuch arguments be
‘admitted, the non-refidence of the Monarch is a

good
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good ground for abjuring his allegiancé, and we are
bound to feparate from England, becaufe theSove-
reign of the empire cannot be in two places 2t
once, and fit upon two thrones at. the {ame

moment.

Since this conclufion is abfurd, it is evident that the
objection will afford a contrary inference. For if the
prefervation of the empire be a concern of moment,
it muft be our endeavour to approximate to Great
Britain, by all poffible ﬁmilarity of principles, inclina-

' tions, and meafures. Everyoccafion of agreement,
every opening for the proof of attachment, we fhould
embrace with avidity and fatisfaCion. Any necef-
fity of difference we {hiould not only lament, but
endeavour if pofiible to diminifh its 'extem, and

conceal its appearance. .

I am now advanced to the third divifion of my
fubject, and am to confider how far you are to be
guided by perfonal principles of attachment to the
Sovereign.on the one hand, and the Prince of Wales

on the other. RO T g
e -

“1 fhall not probably revolt your feelings, by. con-
ceiving you fincerely grieved at the deplorable fitua-
tion of our beloved Monarch; ftricken and afflicted

as

"‘
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as he lies by the foreft of calamities that can vif
the human frame. I'will not believe it an infult to .
fuppofe, that your loyalty is not extinguifhed, by
his depreflion ; that your fenfe of duty is not perith-
ed in his infirmity, that his misfortune has not de.
ftroyed your gratitude ; you will not, as fome ap-
Pear to conceive, and you cannot imagine that at-
tachment to your ‘Sovereign in diftrefs, is an affront
to the filial affelion of his fon; that to protett his
intereft, to pray for his recovery, to provide for his
return to power, are als of difloyalty to the Heir
Apparent; and that it is.treafon to the Prince of
Wales, not to abandon and reje€t his father.
What, if I am alfo perfuaded, that you will not
vent yourfelves in empty profeflions of forrow and
compaffion, whilft .you are proving their falfehood
and hypocrify, by évery poflible expreflion of negle&
and difaffetion?

I know your fentiments and virtuous feelings ;
you will notcourt the Prince on the outfet of
-his government, with proofs of unfteadinefs and
levity, but; on ths contrary, you will give him the
firmef(t pledg% that you are never likely to abandon
the fon, by difdaining to defert the father in cala-

i Jt 13 not the influence of power but of prin-

.ciple, not the hope of reward but the confcioufnefs
BN R (R of
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of deferving it, which will _animatg your a_&i(mg ,
nor will you be content 0 fac_riﬁce,by fervile, flat-
tery and infidious compliment, the trug fources : :of
his princely fame and the . real interefts of his
empire. ¥ | e y

But let me fuppofe you dead tq'_th'gfé- g'ener:oqs
{entiments, that you confider your Monarch as irre-,
coverable, that you have alreadfiﬂab;{ndoned him
to his infirmity, and transferred; your loyalty to
his fon, and under thefe imagined circumftances,
I will addrefs you as, friends and counfellors of . the

Prince of Wales.

In the firft moment of his afcent to power, will
you advife him as,his fincere and attached fubjetts,
to exprefs a difgult and enmity to. his Britifh Par-
liament ? Will you encourage him to inftitute a
dangerous tace of loyalty in his two kingdoms,
and an odidus competition for perfonal favour ?
_ Will vou exhort him to fet his iégiﬂations at va-
riance; and for the paltry confideration of a little
temporary patronage, to facrifice or rifque the chief
principle, which cements his empire, the unifor-
mity of the executive power ?~—Confider for an in-
flant, the prefent fitnation of his Royal Highnefs.
The party to whom he deftines the management
of affairs, is inferior in the Houfe of Lords—in-

ferior
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ferior in the Houfe of Commons of Great Bria
tain, and by no means’ pdﬂ‘e{ﬁng the confider.ce
of that nation. “In fuch a cafe, it muft be the
wifh of his Royal Highnefs to increafe, if pofiible,
by all conciliatory expedients, the deficient ‘popuz
pularity of his friends, that the fentiment ‘of the na-
tion being gradually changed, may operate by de-
-grees upon the Parliament, and produce an efficient
and encreafing fupport of his meafares. Would
it then become his Royal Highnefs with a view
to conciliation, thus to addrefs his Britith Par-
liament. “ You have placed the moft galling rea
“ ftriltions on my power, and dilcovered unwar-
¢ rantable fufpicions of my defigns. I refent your
¢« condu&. Irenounce your affections and efteem.
¢ —1I have another Parliament in another king-
¢ dom, more aftfetionate and more attached—to
¢« them will I fly—to them will I appeal. Their
¢ liberal behaviour fhall brand the injuftice of
¢ your jealoufy—their unbounded confidence fhall
« ftigmatize your injurious fufpicions.”

Let me now afk you ferioufly, whether fuch a
condu& in the Prince of Wales, is calculated to
conciliaté or to revolt his Englifh fubje&ts—will
it infure or turn afide from him the current

“of ‘pozf»ular favour?
Vi - . .
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If therefore adv1ﬁng the Hexr Apparent, to de-
mand an unlimited grant of power from Ireland
would be detrimental to his mtereﬁs as Regent
of England, let us further examine how it would

affe& his charaller as Regent of Ireland.

The moft plaufible motive which can induce
you, by varying from Great Britain, to flatter the
Prince of Wales, is the expeQation of peculiar
favour from his regency and reign, But what is
this peculiar favour, which| we are thus to cul-
tivate at the expence.of every folid maxim and
wife reafon ? Is it that you expe&t he will en-
creale your patronage. of Ireland, to load his fup-
- porters with, offices, -awith penfions, and with
honours? that he will drench you as Irlfh patriots,
with the Champaign and Burgundy of Carleton-
Houfe? Or that'on all imperial queﬂ:ioﬁs, he will
fhew a decided preference, and marked partlallty

to Ireland? «

The two firit fuppqﬁnons are merely pro-
duced as contempubxe and ridiculous—the latter
makes me ﬂmdder with ho;ror. |

{s_this evincing our attachment to the Prince
of Wales, to commit him againit the interefts of
Great Britain? To deftroy his power of impar-

tial
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tial adminiftration whenever the common interefts of
the fifter kingdoms are in debate, and to place him

in the formidable dilemma of being perpetually un«
juft, or perpetually ungrateful ?

Can there be men exifting who have advifed his
Royal Highnefs to thefe meafures, and who are
altuated by luch motives, and will they at the fame
time prefume to term themfelves his friends? Exert
yourfelves, if poflible, to refcue hitt from fuch ad-
vifers, who, if they fee the fatal iffues of their coun-
fel, deferve to be reprobated for their treachery; or

if they are blind and infenfible ‘to its confequences,
fhould be fcouted for their folly.

A letter has recently appeared from a quarter which.
never before condefcended to fpeak thro’ the channel
of a newfpaper ; it is couched in very fevere terms of
complaint and 1ndngnat10n, whether juft or other-
wife is irrelevant to my argument : but whatever may
be y’bur feelings on this  publication, your behaviour
refpecting it is obvious; it is your part to be the
guardians of the Prince’s interefts, not the abettors
of his refentment ; is it for you to reproach the Bri-
tith legiflature, and force upon our recollettion the
condp& of James II. by encouracrmg an appeal from

his Englifh fubje@ts ? -
I will

.
{
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I will not further detain you on this part of my
fubject, than by ftating it in one additional light. Do
you believe thatany minifter, however daring, would
advife a King of England to refort from his Englith
to his Irifh Parliament, or to admit a principle of

feparation in the executive power ? If no minifter

would be found fufficiently adventurous and rafh to
approve fuch conduét ina King, I know not the
logic or fophiftry which could prove it advifeable in

a Prince of Wales.

If therefore, any attempt be made to influence your
proceedings, by hinting the favour or difpleafure of
his Royal Highnefs, reprefs fuch unparliamentary ar-
tifice with inftant indignation ; if you allow not the
name of ,j-our Sovereign or Chief Governor to be in-
troduced in debate ; be not intimidated by the men
tion of the Heir Apparent. If however, you {fuffer his
adherents to expatiate on his amiable qualities, his {u-
perior abilities, his privateand conftitutional virtues,
avail yourfelves of the panegyric, to fharpen your ef-
forts in defending fuch excellence from infidious ad-
vifers, and refcue him from a predicamaent which may
expofc ‘his Highnels to the worft infinuations at pre-
fent, and the fouleft imputations hereafter.

The confiderations of party influence will not
detain me long. |

It
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B is reported, and there is ftrong appearance of
truth m the rumour, that meafures are taking i m
Ireland to form a party correfponding with Brmfh
party, who are to at upon the fame principles and
views, upon a common {yftem with common inte-
reft. This party will propofe to confer the -‘Régen-'-
cy upon the Prince pi Waies, without any limitation,
receiving their inftruétions from Buﬂington-houfe :
they are already applying to individuals for fupport,
canvafling the fervants of the Crbwh, and endea-
vouring to decoy their allegiance by every fpecies
of allurement or menace.

You are independent charatters, you they can-
not draw into their toils, but it is not fufficient that
you are not entrapped yourfelves, you muft pre-
vent any  confederation which may be dangerous
to your power. Hitherto, fince the diffolution of
the ariftocratical force, the country gentlemen of
Ireland have fpoken with effe&t and decifion on
every great occafion. Guard therefore againft the
re-eltablithment of that power which once obfcured
your importance, and may again deftroy your influ-
ence y»which formerly was injurious to the rife and
independence of Ireland, and may hereafter be fatal

to its exiftence.
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Perhaps the idea of an Irith party, dcpendent on
the fuccels of a Britith faction, ‘adtuated by pnnc1- :
ples and meafures which often do not apply ‘to Ife-
land, feems on the firlt view a complete foﬁcifm in
politics, and has more the v Symein of 2 phan-

tom than a reality. it

- But however we may laugh at the abfurdity of
fuch an idea, we dare not dlﬁtegard the danger of
its eftablifhment. -

Suppofe then, which'1 féar _I'n_a'y' be the ca_fé, that
Ireland fhall foon be divided by hoftile faétions,
what muft be the confequence and event? By the
very nature and neceflity of things, the party thrown
~ into oppofition will continually exert their efforts
to diftrels the party in power, by popular and em-
barrafling debates, Now the chief queftions of dif-
ficulty to a Government in Ireland, are thofe which
embrace the relative fituation of the two kingdoms,
and involve the tranquillity and conne&ion of the
empire. o Aycontinual competition and firuggle
will take place between Great Britain and Ireland ;
the people, who from religious divifions and ani-
mofities are ever ripe for conteft, will engage on the
fide of oppolition ; the country will be harraffed with
perpetual firife and debate, with mobs and affocia-

: tions,
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tions, and if fome violent concuffion fhall not tear. :
afunder the empire, the gentlemen of the land, fa-
tigued and wearied with perpetuall ﬁruggles; will
be reduced to the choice of the lefler evil, and Ae-
quielce in an union. |

It has long been my opinion, that fuch was the
defign of a certain defcription of men.in Great Bri-
tain, and that their friends in:Ireland were the
dupes of the fcheme. I dosmet think Mr. Tox
would abet the difmemberment of the empire, but
I think his daring and comprehenfive genius might
endeavour to unite the kKingdoms on a different
fyftem; this could only..be-effected by making the
continuance of our prefent fituation impracticable ;
and the moft natural and efieCtual engine for his
purpofe, would be .the eftablithment of party, and
revival of ariftocratic power.

Refift therefore the flightelt attempt at fuch a
project ; the ‘appearances of its exiftence will not
eafily efcape your fagacity, and if you neglect :co
fifle its infant efforts, you will in vain combat 1ts
mature pOwers.

el e

; g‘;;i?’;hava now regularly examined the ‘feveral
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on the prefent queftion, except the motives of con-
tinuing your fupport to the Marquis of Bucking- -
ham ; you are probably in the fame predicament as
mylelf, have received no favours, made no pro-
mifes, and have it not in your power to facrifice at
" once to the Prince of Wales, on the altar of flattery,’
your vote and your character. You have mot the
temptation of treachery for commencing oppofition
to his Excellency on the moment of his decline, nor
can you decorate your defertion with the ornaments
of ingratitude. . Poffibly you are of too ftubborn a
nature to fhift your principles with every varying
Government, and do not regulate and adjuft your
political creed by the report of phyficians. You
may alfo think there is fome neceffity for contrafting
your conduct with the deportment of fome others
on the prefent trial, and you may probably be ap-
prehenfive, that if the independent Commoners were
to follow the example of fome leading Peers, a gen-
tleman would be afhamed to be feen in Ireland.

I will now conclude with recépitulating the
grounds on which I have advifed your agree-
ment with Great Britain, on the prelent occafion ;
you preferve your rights inviolable, and acknow.
ledged, you recognize and declare your princi-
‘plesof attachment to England; you prevent all

injurioug
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injurious infinuations againft your fentiments and
withes ; you difplay the fincerity of your affec-
tions to your beloved Monarch; you confult the
real interefts of the Prince of Wales, and deliver
his Highnefs from the moft alarming dilemma;
and you mark your difapprobation of introducing
Britifh party, or reviving a dangerous ariftocracy :
what is more, you do juftice to your charatters
as men, and confult the honour of the nation,
in fcorning to fly from a falling government, which
only two months ago, was honoured by almoft
unanimous fupport, and has certainly committed
no ation fince that period, which can juftify the

defertion of individuals, or forfeit the confidence
of the kingdom.

w1 N1 S,

ERRATUDM

In page 8, line g, for, not fufﬁcxently clear, read not
lefs fuﬂicxently clear.
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