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A nation ought 1o know itfelf. Without this
knowledge it cannot make- any fuccefsful en-
deavours after its own perfeétion. It ought to
have a juft idea of its ftate, to enable it to take
the moft proper meafures; to know the pro-
grefs already made, and thofe that are flill to
be put in execution. Without this knowledge
2 nation will -a& at random, and often take
the falfeft meafures. It will think that it alts
with the greateft wifdom in imitating the con-
dudt of a people reputed wife, and not per-
ceive that fuch regulations and [uch proceedings
as are [alutary to one flate, are often pernicious
to another. Every thing ought to be done accord-
ing to its nature.®—Vattel, Law of Nations,

ch. ii, 1t book.
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¢« The firft and moft important duty of a na-
tion towards itlelf, is to choofe the beit con-
ftitution pofiible, and that moft fuitable to 115
circumftances. When it makes this choice, 1t
lays the foundation of its prefervation, fafety,
perfe@tion and happinefs: it cannot take too
much care in placing thefe on a folid bafis.”+=

Ib. ch. iii.




IF I afpired to the rank of an antagonift to
Mr. Grattan, I fhould hefitate to approach the
lifts, where he has declined the combat. ¢ He
¢« will take no notice of any Aniwer, except one
¢« coming from the Author of the Pamphlet;” a
quarter from whence a reply is not well to be
expe@ed. But the matter, which Mr. Grattan
touches, belongs to the Irifh public ; for its in-
formation I fhall proceed over the fame ground.
So trippingly has he run this. career, that he has
lefe nothing to anfwer in the way of argument ;
but he has made infinuations which are to be re-
pelled, and miftatements which are to be corre&t-
ed. It feems to be the covered defign of this
performance, to.excite a {pirit of unrefleiting en-
thufiafm in favour of an eftablithment, which,
although it istelu@antly given up, cannot other-
wife be fupported. Mr. G. does not confider,
that the predile&ion, which he wifhes to revive,
has.by himfelf been frowned and fcolded with
| E:eu ar afliduity out of the country. Mr. G.
as acquired a name in the affairs of Ireland; he
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confiders himfelf the author of the Conftitution
of 1782. That fcheme of goverfiment, his boaft
and labour, is condemned as the great fource of
the calamities of this country. It is confidered
eflential to the peace, ftability, and well-being
of Ireland, to deface his trophies, by altering the
Parliamentary Conftitution, the only member of
our liberties which he claims to have eftablithed :
and the propofal is nearly carried inte effeét.
Does the ftatefman rife in the pride of wounded
dignity to affert his reputation ? Does the legiflas
tive parent vindicate his offspring? Does he prove
the merits of his work by its falutary provifiens
and pratical good confequences? Have the jar-
ring elements, of which this ifland is compofed,
coalefced ; and has civil fociety improved under
the influence of his inftitutions? Has he of.
fered, by any piece of folid reafoning, to ac-
count for the apparent defeéts of his fyftem ; to
prove that it was well afforted to the people, for
whofe ufe it was defigned ; to juftify it againft paft
experience, by the probable tenor of its future
operations ? No fuch defence—no fuch eulogium
has he attemipted. Without the flighteft refer-
ence to its value or demerits, he means, fo far as
depends on him, to render his fyflem immortal.
For the intention we readily might give him
credit, ftill it would be no more than decent to
affign fome public motive. Upon this, fo folemn
an occaflont, he writes with the light vivacity of
a young gentleman’s travelling diary. He appears
to be engaged in colle&ing monumental inferip-
tions, or preparing mottoes for a gallery of por-
traits. Shall I fay, that Mr. Grattan is infenfible
t6- his own fame, or that he flumbers whilft his
favourite edifice is menaced with deftru@ion ? O
(hall I invert the elegant compliment he offers

to
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to the memory of Mr. Flood :— On a great
fubje@ he is miferable. The diftaff is more
fuited to his arm than the thunderbolt.” T can-
not fuppofe thefe things; but fa&, and realon,
and experiment, and the fenfe of the nation are
againft him. I proceed to compare Mr. Grattan’s
Pamphlet with the printed Speech he profefles tq
anfwer. ‘ ;

<Mr. Grattan chufes ¢ to begin with this per-
formance at the Irith Parliament of James 1.”
I will concur with him in pafling over the more
carly parts of our hiftory. To the Lord Chan-
cellor’s Speech they form a material and lumin-
ous introduétion, although they do not practi-
cally affe¢t the prefent queftion. But Mr. G.
might have found in the Speech, fomewhat prior
in point of order, matter very much defcrving
his critical attention, |,

““ My opinions,” fays the Earl of Clare, ““ upon
‘¢ this fubje&, have not been recently or lightly
¢ formed; early profeflional habits had taught
‘“ me to inveftigate the foundation of Irifh titles,
¢ and of neceflity to look back into Irith hiftory:
““ 1t had been my fortune to be called into a&ive
¢ and forward public fervice, perhaps during
“ the moft eventful period of it; and from a
¢ critical and attentive obfervation of what has
¢ pafled in Ireland for the laft twenty years, I
¢ am fatisfied ‘in my judgment and conicience,
¢ that the exiftence of her independent Parlia-
“ ment has gradually led 1o her recent compli-
“ cated and bitter calamities, and that it has at
““ length become defperate and impra&icable. I
‘ did, more than once, when I fat in the Houfe
ol Commons, flate, without referve, that the
“ rapid growth of faQion, and precipitate folly
¢ aad paffion of men, who from time to time

2 U were
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«« were {uffered to take a commanding lead in
¢« the councils of that affembly, would inevit-
¢ ably reduce us to the alternative of Separation
¢ or Union. I have with as little referve fiated
¢ the fame opinion fince I have had the honour
¢ of a feat in this Houfe.”

Here the Anfwer fhould have made its firft
ftand, if it propofed to argue. The Speech re-
Tates the progrefs, by which an intelligent mind
was led to adopt the meafure in contemplation,
It accufes Mr. Grattan’s friends of that degree
of intemperance and fa&tion, by which the con-
ftitution of Parliamentary Independence was ren-
dered impraticable and dangerous. If my re-
colle&ion is accurate, Mr. Fitzgibbon, with pro-
phetic good fenfe, told thefe gentlemen in the
Houfe of Commons, at the clofe of the memo-
rable debate of 1785, that their imprudent exer-
cife of the privilege of independence, would
compel the Crown to confult its fafety by an
Union. Indeed, in a fubfequent part of the
Pamphlet, Mr. G. alleges this long-formed opi-
nion of a principal Minifler as the vindication of
his own party.. His argument and inference ftand
thus :—¢¢ A principal Minifter of the Crown has
been led, by the indifcretion of my party and
myfelf, to give up as an untenable form of go-
vernment, the feparate Parliament of Ireland ; and
becaufe we forced upon him this fenfe of expedi-
ency, our indifcretion is completely vindicated.”
Methinks another queftion arifes, which it would
have become Mr. G. to difpofe of : Which have
his party and himfclf difplayed the temper ot

rovident and fober legiflators, or of indifcreet
political combatants !—But we thall have occafion

again to reaflume this topic. A
¢



5

‘The Speech maintains, that James I. eftab-:
lifhed a regular Government and Parliamentary
Contftitution in lreland, (page 11.) It makes
a diftin&ion between this General Affembly
of the States of the ifland, introduced by
James I. and the Provincial Meetings of the
- fettlers of the Pale, dignified by the name
of Parliaments. ¢ Here,” exclaims the author,
‘¢ his pages only deferve attention, in order to
¢« vindicate the lineage of our liberties againit
¢ flander.” And then he leaves the lineage of
our liberties to vindicate itfelf, with only the
aid of a few hard cxpreflions. to. ferve as
catch-words——¢¢ This ftatement is a traduc-
¢« tion of the inheritance of the realm, a calumny
¢¢ againft her antiquities, and a falfification of her
¢ title. Lord Coke, the Judges of England, the
¢ records of Ireland, the modus tenendi parliamen-
¢ tum, the f{tatute-book, the extent of alls of
¢ Parliament before thexeign of James through-
¢ out the realm, and the a&t of annexation among
¢ others, anfwer him. ¥rom all thofe you find,
¢ that Ireland had a Parliament from the begin-
¢ ning, and that the Legiflature was not of the
¢“ Pale, but of the nation,” Mr. Grattan’s An-
fwer, page 2.

Now, this conelufion, ‘I do moft decifively
contradi®. The modus tenendi parliamentum, 1f
. indeed the document be genuine, which is
much difputed; was tranfmitted to Ircland by
Henry II. long previous to the period when the
principle of reprefentation was known even to
the Englith Conftitution, It was, probably, the
wifhwand hope of Henry, that the Irifh Chiefs
might be drawn as near to the condition of {ub-
Jets, “as his Englith Barons ; but his defign was
toaally fruftraied. The modus tenendi parliamen-
.. dumproves merely the inclination of the Monarch;
" and
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and thofe hiftorical fa&s, which are known to
every perfon in the leaft converfant with ouran-
nals, demonftrate that the intention never became
effie¢tual. The matter in controver{y is, whether
before the reign of JamesI. there was a general
plan of regular government in Ireland under the
fuperintendance of a national reprefentation ; and
LordCokeand the opinions of the Judgesare cited,
who declared what nobody denies, that a Parlia-
mentary A{fembly was ufually held forthe manage-
ment of the diftri&, comparatively a narrcw one,
which was underfubje&ion tothe laws of England.
"Lhe records of our ftatutes before James, and the
A& of Annexation prove no more. What by
a bold flight of imperialifm we now denominate
the Aét of Annexation, (33d Hen. VIIL c. 1.)
was in truth no more than an alteration in the
Royal ftyle. Little did the framers of that a&
1magine, that it was to be reputed the great bul-
wark of the title. by which the Crown of Eng-
Iand holds the fovereignty of this realm. It
fets out that the King of England, ufing only the
ftile of Lord of Jreland, enjoyed neverthelefs all
kingly prerogatives. It prays in the name of
Parliament and of all the King’s loving fubje&s,
that his Majefty will be pleafed to aflume the
title of King of Ireland, and alleges as a motive,
that the Irifbmen will be thereby rendered more
obedient.” "This ftatute is any thing but a limit-
ation of the Irith Crown to the Monarchs of
England; for it fuppofes the dominion of Ire-
land to be already vefted in them. By the lineage -
cf our liberties, Mr. G. means the pedigree of
Parliament. Let him hear the fentiments of an
intclligent man, who confidered this matter at a
period when it was not involved in obfcurity.
Davies’ Tralts, page 232. ¢ For the {pace of
140 years afier Henry II. had taken poffefﬁox.fl‘
: ¢ 8
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of Ireland, there was but one Parliament for
both kingdoms. The laws made in the Parlia-
ment of England were from time to time tranf.
mitted hither under the great feal of that king-
dom, to be proelaimed and executed as the laws
of this realm.

“ In this manner was the great charter of the
ancient liberties of the Englith fubjeéts, the fia-
tutes of Merton and Marlebridge, fent over by
King John and King Heary III. the ftatutes of
Wefltminfter, the firft, fecond, and third, and
the ftatute of Gloucefter by King Edw. I. the
ftatutes of Lincoln and of York by King
EdW-’ II. : ,

“ Among the reft, that of Weftminfler the fe-
cond, and that of York, in their feveral pream-
bles do make exprefs mention of the people
and land of Ireland, as well as of England,
where the laws were made.

“ All which ftatutes, together with the war-
rants and writs, whereby they were tranfmit-
ted, we find enrolled, and preferved to this day
among the records of this kingdom.

““ But what then ? How long fince? In what
King’s reign was this great common council,
this high Court of Parliament, ere@ed firft and
eltablifhed in Ireland :

““ Doubtlefs, though the reft of the ordinary
courts of juftice began with the firft plantation
of the Englifh colonies here, yet the wifdom
of the ftate of England thought it fit te referve
the power of ‘making laws to the Parliaments
of England for many years after.

“ So‘as this high extraordinary court was not
efiablithed in Ireland by any authority out of
England, for many years after the form that
now 1t is, till towards the declining of King

“ Edward
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Edward the Second’s reign. Fot before that

time, the meetings and confultations of - the
great Lords with fome of the Commons, forap-

¢« peafing of diffenfions among themfelves, though
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they be called Parliaments in the ancient annals,
yet being without orderly fummons, or formal
proceedings, are rather to be called Parlies than
Parliaments. |

« But by what reafon of ftate was the ftate of
England nmoved to eftablith this Court of Par-
liament in Ireland at that time ?

¢ Affuredly this common council was then in-
ftituted when Ireland ftood moft in need of coun-
cil 3 for under the condu& of Edward le Brus,
the Scottith nation had over-run the whole
realm, England had the fame enemy at her back,
and the barons’ rebellion in her bowels ; and
fo, being diftracted in herfelf, could give neither
confilium nor auxilium to the difirefled-fubjects
here, fo as they, being left to their own ftrength

and council,did then obtain authority from the .

ftate of England to hold this common council
of the realm among themfelves, for the quench-
ing of that common fire that had almolt con-
fomed the whole kingdom. \

« And this, by the teftimony of the beft anti-
quaries, was the firft time, and firft occafion of
inftituting this high Court of Parliament in
Irelands” -

Ibid, page 296. ¢ For the fpace of 140 years

after the meeting of this high Court in Ireland,
ir is apparent, that never any Parliament was
called 1o reduce the Irifh to obedience, or perfect
the conquieft of the whole ifland, but only to reform
the Englifh colonies that were degemerate, and 10
retain the [ouvereignty of the Crown of England
over them, and to no-other end or purpofe.”
Davies

o
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Davies then proceeds to recount the ob-
jets for which fubfequent Parliaments were
held, and concludes, that until 10 Henry VII.
they were for ** fuch mean and ordinary matters,
« a3, but for want of other bufinefs were not fit
« to be handled in fo high a court.”. Page
298,

9After dwelling on the merits of Sir Edward
Poynings, he treats in thele words of the feveral
Parliamentary Affemblies from 1oth Henry VIIL.
to his own time, 1613

¢ For what end was the Parliament holden by
¢ the Lord Leonard Gray, in 28 H, VIIL but to
¢ attaint the Giraldines?

« Wherefore did Sir Anthony St. Leger call
« the next Parliament after in 38 H. VIIL, but to
« inveft that Prince with the title of King of Ire-
« land, and to fupprels the abbeys and religious
¢ houfes?

¢« To what purpofe did Thomas Earl of Suffex
¢¢ hold his firft Parliament in 3 & 4 of King
« Philip and Queen Mary, but to fettle Leix and
¢« Offaly in the Crown ?

“ And his fecond in the fecond year of Queen
¢ Elizabeth, but to.ure-eftablith the reformed re-
¢ ligion in this kingdom ?

¢ What was the principal caufe that Sir Henry
¢« Sidney helda_Parliament in the rith year of
“ Queen Elizabeth, but to extinguifh the name

of O’Neale, and entitle the Crown to the great-
¢ eft part of Ulfter?

¢ And laftly, what was the chief motive of the
¢ laft Parliament holden by Sir John Peirott, but
¢ the attainder of two great peers of this realm,
“ the Vifcount Baltinglas, and the- Earl of Def-
“ mond, and for Veﬁin{étheir lands, and the lands

' - - of

(13
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of their adherents, in the a&tual poffeffion of
the Crown.
¢ And now having made a fummary colleélion
of the principal caufes of fummoning the for-
mer Parliaments, which from time to time have
been holden fince the firft inftitution of this
high court in Ireland, I muft not forget to note
alfo unto your Lordfhlp, what and how many
perfons were called in former times to make
p the body of this great couneil.
o For the perfons, before the 33d year of King
H. VIIL. we do not find any to have had place
in Parliament, but the Englith of blood, or
Englifh of birth only; for the mere Irith in
thofe days were never admitted, as well be-
caufe their countries lying out of the limits of
counties, could fend no kmghts, and having
neither cities nor boroughs in them, could fend
no burgefles to the Parllament, beﬁdcs the
ftate did not then hold them fit to be trulted
with the counfel of the realm.
“ For the number, fince before the 34th year
of King H. VIII. when Meath was divided in-
to fhlres, there were no more than twelve
counties in Ireland, befides the liberty of Tip-
perary; the number of knights muft needs have

‘ been few; and fince the ancient cities were but

four, and the boroughs which fent burgefles
not above thirty, the entire body of the whole
Houfe of Commons could not then contift of
one bundred perfons ; and though Qté cen Mary
did add two fhires, and Queen Elizabeth feven-
teen more, to increafe the number of knights
in that houfe, yet all did not fend kmghts to
the Parliament ; for the remote fhires of Ulfter
returned none at_ all. :

€« Eor
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*“ For the Lords temporal, though they are yet
*“ but few, yet was the number lefs before King
* H. VIIL was ftyled King of Ireland ; for fince
* that time divers of the Irifh nobility, and fome
*“ defcended of Englith race, have been created
““ both earls and barons.

** And laftly, for the bifhops and archbifhops,
* though their number was greater than how it
“ 15, in refpec of divers unions made of latter
* years, yet fuch as were refident in the mere
* Irifh countries, and did not acknowledge the
* King to be their patron; were never flummoned
* to any Parliament.”’ » _

“ The prefent Parliament,” he fays again;
(fpeaking of the firfl Parliament of King James,
anno 1613) “ is not called in fuch a time as when
““_the four fhires of the pale only did fend their
*¢ barons, knights, and burgeffes to the Parlia-
ment, when they alone took upon them to
make laivs to bind the whole kingdom, ne-
“ gle&ing to call the fubjeds refiding in other

(13

[

parts ot the realns unto themi, as appeareth by
“ that Farliament holden by the Vifcount of
** Gormanftown, which Siy Edward Poynings;
in the tenth year of King Hen. VII. caufed to
be utterly repealed, and the alts thereof made
““ void, chiefly for that the fummons of Pailia-
“ ment went forth to the four fhires of the pale
only, and 06t unto all the reft of the coun-
ties.
“ Butitis called in fuch g time; when this
great and mighty kingdom, being wholly re-
** duced to fhire ground, containeth thirty-three
*“ counties 4t large; when all Ulfter and Con-
naught, .as well as Leinfler and Munfter, have
voices in Parliament by their knights and bur.
“ gefles; when all the inhabitants of the king-
2 “ dom.

fc
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« dom, Englith of birth, Englith of blood, the
¢ new Britith colony, and the old Irifh natives,
¢ do all meet together to make laws for the com-
“ mon good of themfelves and their pofteri-
* ‘ties, |

« To this end his Majefty hath moft gracic
¢ oufly and juftly erefted divers new boroughs
¢ in fundry parts of this kingdom. I fay his
¢ Majefty hath done it moft juftly, even as his
« Highnefs himfelf hath been plealed to fay,
¢ that he was obliged in juftice and honour to
« give all his free fubjeéls. of this kingdom indif-
«« Terent and equal voices in making of their
¢ Jaws, {o as one half of the fubjeéts thould not

¢¢ make laws alone, which thould bind the other

»

« half without their confents.
It appears from the fame hiftorical traéts of
Sir John Davies, page 8o, that until the reign of
James I. charters of denization were habitually
granted by every Prince to the Irith, as to per-
fons not entitled to the legal advantages of fub-
je@s; and thefe charters were held neceffary in
~order to qualif the grantces to maintain altions
in any court ofy common law. James I. difcon-
tinued the praftice of granting fuch particular
charters, becaufe he had recerved the entire nation
into the clafs of fubjecls. In another paffage the
{ame author informs us, that before the accef-
Gon of this Prince, the royal authority was fo
feeble and precaiious, that no laws could be en-
forced but by an army. It is allo deferving of
notice, that not one of the Irifh annalifts fpeaks of
Pailiament. It did not enter into their notions of

national dignity or interefl, PP
In Farmer's Chronicle of Tiifh Affairs, preferv-
ed in the Delidcrata Curiofa Hibernize, we are
informed, that when the feffion of 1613 was open-
ed by Lord Chichetter, the proceffion from Chrift
Church to the. Houfe of Parliament was re-
peatedly
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peatedly interrupted by altercations, extending
even to blows, between different peers for pre-
cedency ; a plain teftimony that they were con-
vened to an extremely unufual affembly. A
paper, preferved in the {ame colleétion inftruéts
_us, that the people of Ulfter had no conception

of the nature or meaning of Parliaments, See
* examination before Sir T. Caulfield.

Let me now entreat the public, to com-
pare the Earl of Clare’s account of the ori-
gin of our prefent Parliamentary Conflitution
with Mr. Grattan’s contradi@ion, and Sir John
Davies’s teftimony, and to determine to whom
this extraordinary compliment fhould with pro-
priety be applied :— The boldnefs of this al-
<t {ertion is rendered more remarkable, by the
« diftinguithed feeblenefs of its reafoning.””—
Mr. Grattan’s Anfwer, page 2.

Certainly no hiltorical fa& can be placed more
completely beyond controverfy, than this, which
the Earl of Clare afferted, and which Mr. Grat-
tan very rafhly controverts, that James L. Intro-
duced Tregular government in Ireland, and ex-
tended the cares of Parliament, and the circle
of its duties, from the colony to the ifland. He
gave to the nation a deliberative affembly of
dignity, weight, and univerfal intereft. But itis
obje&ted, becaufe the balis of this affembly was
not a popular reprefentation, that it therefore
muft have been a contrivance to overpower the
freedom of Parliament, and extend the preroga-
tive*. Do thofe who make the objection know
what at the time was the ftate of the royal pre-
rogative 2 In England it was high; in Ireland it
was unlimited. Although King James had never
called ‘a Parliament, he might have governed
without interruption like his predeceflor; and
. the

® «« To pack a Parliament.” Mr Graitan’s Anfwer. Sce
alfo his Addrefs to the Citizens of Dublin.
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the Prince, who had power to create an entirely
new conftitution, was doubtlefs not obliged to
depend on that conftitution for his influence. 1t
matters little whether the feventeen counties were
created by Elizabeth or James. Doubtlefs the
Plan which James carried into effett, was fketch-
cd in the cabinet of Elizabeth. Thefa feventeen
counties appear to have had a legal, but un-
til the year 1613, they had no political exift-

ence. { _ 7
As to the merits of the conftitution eftablifli-
ed by King James, it is new matter, too ex-
tenfive for a digreflion. I am' fatisfied to alcer-
tain the date of Parliament ‘in Ireland under
its prefent form, and of regular government un-
der any form whatfoever. To Mr. Grattan’s
accufation I reply, that Ireland never was at
any period lefs fit for 2 popular government.
~—James I. who might have governed this na-
tion as an abfolute Monarch, refirained his
prerogative by fummoning a Parliament, and
ftill more encumbered himfelf, by augmenting-
confiderably the number of perfons whom that
Parliament was to confift of. He who necd never
bave intermeddled with county reprefentation,
or permitted ~himfelf to be fettered by it,
is prefumed by Mr. Grattan to have taken {o
much trouble, merely to countera& that county
reprefentation. He is prefumed to have in a
great meafure created a Parliament, or at leaft
drawn it from the oblivion in which it flumbered,
for no purpofe but to traffic with it. Mr. G.
writes for that part of mankind, who will accept
s argument, hard words, and intemperate de-
clamation.
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clamation. He makes his affertion, and then
wraps himfelf in myfterious jargon, intelli-
gible perhaps to his votaries, but to no other,
See Anfwer, pages 2 & 5.—Let me inform him,
that the traffic of packing a Parliament is of
much more recent date. Such things were faid
to be in the contemplation of fome of Lord
F m’s counfellors. There are others, I
believe, better acquainted with thefe arts, than
either the Monarch, or the modern Minifter
whom Mr. Grattan cenfures.

To my view the defefts and errors of King
James’s proje&t are of a very different coms
plexion. It did not immediately conne& Ire.
land with the fuperior government; it did not
create an Intereit on behalf of this nation,
in the breafts of thofe who-were to regulate
its deftiny; it gave birth to the fatal prin.
ciple of diftin@nefs. That which it profefled,
it unqueftionably accomplithed. A competent
proportion of the notable men of Ireland, were
called under this inftitution to affift and to controul
the government; and this pra&tice was more con-
genial to the conftitution it was defigned to imitate
than Mr. G.’s favorite plans of general reprefent-
ation. If in the relative circumftances of Gieat-
Britain and Ireland, an eftablithment of feparate
Parliaments was calculated to produce the good
of the weaker nation, that end King James’s
Parliament would have accomplithed; but
Wales was the precedent in point. If the fame
courfe of proceeding had been followed in the
fettlement of Ireland, we might have avoided
moft of the calamities of the laft age, and
we fhould have been by a century more forward
i cultivation and profperity. Parliaments were

not
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not regularly held, although the groundwork of.

them was laid, until after the Revolution. . For
the inconveniencies fince that period, Parliament
may be deemed refponfible ; of the evils ok the
former century it certainly is blamelefs. ¢ The
lineage of our liberties,” is not then, what Mr. G.
ftates it, but critically thus:—For 140 years
after the Englifh fettlement in Ireland, our ba-
rons made one Parliament with thofe of England.
From Edward 1I. to Henry VII. a Provincial Af-
fembly was occafionally held for purpofes nearly
of a private nature. -Under Henry VII. an ap-
pearance of more folemn legiflation was aflumed ;
but until James L. it did not extend its cares from
the fettlement to the ifland, The model of a
national Parliament was formed,among other pro-
jeéts for regular. government, by that Prince ;
his proje&ts were fruftrated by improvident ef-
forts, to force an ignorant pcople from their reli-
gious prejudices, and the country was governed
very much without Parliaments until the Revo-
lation. From thatevent to the year 1782, we
languifhed under the affiduous ufe of thefe af-
femblics. _About the year 1782, a new {yftem
arofe ; by the acknowledgment of the aftorsin
this change, it appears to have been ftruck out
haftily, improvidently, and with little forefight.
From this, lnnovation we {feemed to live in a de-
lirium of liberty ; not valuing any franchife, but
that of obflrufting government and quarrelling
with our rulers. At length the fever reached our
lower people; they burft into infurre&ion ; the
fervant agaioft his mafter, the peafant againii his
landlord. ~This is the hiftory of our Parliament.
Let Mr. Grattan,lay his hand uwpon his confci-
ence, and anfwer there, how far his precipitancy
as-a ftatefman, his Intemperance an an orator,

his
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his imprudent ambition, as the leader of a partys
contributed to our calamities.

I have refled on this hiftorical affertion of
Mr. Grattan ; as between antiquaries the queftion
is of little import. Whether Henry or James laid
the foundation of the conftitution, the form of
our government ought to be fubjected to this
teft, and to this .alone, is it produciive of civil
good and focial profperity ? Thele fpeculations of
national vanity, are flarted to divert the public
mind from the eflental confiderations, on 2
fober view of which the merits of the Union
ought to be decided. Mr. Saurin, a gentleman,
whatever may be his weight or- confideration in
other refpeéts, who in this affair of the Union
has a&ed under impreflions of fingular {impli-
city, and deviated far from a found intelligence
either of our hiltery or conftitution, is made In
fome of his printed fpeeches, to recommend the
prefent flate of conneltion, by the experience of
500 years. The prefcription of soo years may
well be.alledged to prote&t the rights of the Bri-
tith Crown in Ireland. That it cannot cover the
inflitution of Parliament we have already fhewn
the truch is, that the prefent ftate of connec-
tion can boaft a prefcription of exaétly 18 years,
fince the repeal of the law of Poynings. 'That
event was the material revolution in the annals
of the conne&ion. Until 1782, the bonds of
wnion between Great Britain and Ireland were
the identity of the Monarch, the influence of the
Crown, and the initiative of the Privy Council.
By the abrogation of the laft, at the period I
mention, the Parliament of Ireland acquired new
rights, and aflumed a new pofition in the Eritifh
empire. The feparate Parliament, brought to per-
feCtion by King James, was held in check by the
; D controul
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controul of the Privy Council over its ‘deliberas

tions. It 1s on]y from the year 1782, that Ire-
land has had a Parliament, a&ing and delibe-
rating from within itfelf. We have therefore
precifely the pride of 18 years to feed our vanity,
and the cxperience of 18 years to inftru& us,

how far this fpecies of eftablifhment is calculated

to confirm and protect the combination of the
Britith iflands..

The tranfallion of 1782 is a fort of myftic
ground, over which Mr. Grattan waves his wand,

and forbids the impertinent approach of eriti- .

cifm. Whoever does not think with him on this
fubje&t, < isa flave,” page 4.  Precifely in the
fame {pirit Lord Peter is made to fay, ¢ If any
“ man refufe to believe that this brown loaf is
“ a leg of mutton, may G—d d n him.”
Thofe were called flaves in France by the coniti-
tutionalifts, who defired to fupport the Crown on
the bafis of the antient corporations. The Brif-
fotines would have neither crown nor corpora-
tions. Danton proceeded further ; he would not
admit order; and Robefpierre difcarded decency
and humanity. As each innovation fucceffively
prevailed, the innovator protefted himfelf, and
overwhelmed his adverfary with this fort of fum-
mary denunciation. At this day few can doubt
that he, who endeavours to fecl his way, when
he deviates from antient eftablithments, is the
man who takes the moft folid precaution againft
tyranny. About the time Mr. Grattan began to
take a lead in politics, the ftate of Ireland un-
queftionably offered materials upon which to
ground a ¢¢ great tranfaétion.” In thatform;which
he imparted to the franfuliion, 1 molt urgently
protelt againft qualifying it, with this eprrhet of
approbation. We f{hall be enabled to form a

- Judgmens
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judgment by conﬁdering what, previous to the
affair of 1782, were the neceflities of Ireland,
dnd how far the arrangement of that period was
calculated to remove them. It is, perhaps, the
fault of my weak judgment ; but I fee this famed
proceeding fomewhat in the fame light with that
compliment, of which Dr. Goldfmith obferves
jocolely, that it was like fending you ruffles when
* wanting a fhirt.”—¢ The Pamphlet,” fays Mr.
G. “ now comes to its own times; it ftates the
“ adjultment of 1782.” To that eventful tranf.
attion I fhall endeavour to accompany ¢ the
Pamphlet,” and the Aniwer.

The Earl of Clare condu@s us to'this ra of
1782, by a very clear and circumftantial detail
of the origin and growth of the fattions that
befet the government of Ireland. He has fully
detefted and expofed the political profligacy of
parties, who preferved the image of a free con-
ftitution, without care or. eoncern to communi-
cate its pratical advantages; merely ufing it, like
the appearances of decorum, to enhance the
ftipend of immorality. I will not attempt to
imitate or abridge this valuable piece of hiftory ;
and it is fuperfluous. to tranferibe from a recent
Work in univerfal circulation. (Sce Speech of
Earl of Clare, from page 26 to 30.) But here
the angry animadverfion of Mr. G, ic provoked ;
and he acquits himfelf fomewhat as in the affair
of the lincage of ourliberties. He comes on with
bold affertion; butr flies off, after this vigorous
onfet, into rhodomontade and arrant nonfenfe.
““ The Pamphlet,” fays he, ¢ now comes to its
‘“ own umes; and it is to be remarked, that as it
dwelt on the paft with all the fury and preju-
dices of the prefent time, fo it expatiates on
the prefent with as much crror and miftake,

D 2 ““ as
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¢¢ 3¢ if it were treating of the remoteft anti
¢« quity.” Inwhat confifts this error? A ferious
charge deferves to be fupported by evidenee of
fome material mifeonftru&tion. The Ariftoeracy
of Ireland had common {fympathies with the peo-
ple; it never laid rapacious hands upon the
public property ; it never haraffed the Crown by
its cabals, nor difturbed the people by its con-
troverfies ; turbulent alternately, and oppreflive,
as it happened to be thwarted or indulged. Thefe
are not Mr. G.’s allegations ; indeed they would
i1l become him. No; he feeks the important
materials of his accufation from another quarter.
Truly he is fuppofed to have attributed a higher
flock of merit, than he is at prefent willing to
admit, to the famed Convention at Dungannon
Ané does Mr. Grattan indeed difeard Dungan-
non now ? How low are. laid the glories of that
cclebrated fpot! Time was, when Dungannon
was to have been decorated with monuments and
trophies ; and thither, as to Mecea or Delphos,
‘he votaries of independence were to refort in
pious pilgrimage. At this day, to give the af-
fembly at Dungannon a principal fhare in the
conftitution -of ‘1782, is to ¢ blemifh a great
cranfaction.” I cannot fpeak to the precife words,
as I do not know to what particular occurrence
the Earl of Clare alludes; but furely what that
nobleman afferts was the general tenor of all
Mr. Gs public declarations. ¢ The Prefby-

c¢ erian Church¥,” fays he at one time, “ is the

e parent of the conftitution.” Mr. Flood went
forther; he made the conflitution of 1782 an
emanation from Americat. I will not wafte time

# Debate on the Catholic Bill, 1782.

+ ¢« A voice from America fhouted to Liberty—the echeo
¢ of it canght our peopley as it paffed acrofs the Atlantic,
« and it reves berated here,”  Mr, Flood’s Speech in 1783-

I,
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in {plitting frivolous points. Mr. G. f{carcely
advances a page from this refolute charge, when
he takes up and places on his front the obloquy
he deprecates. Itis alledged, that the tranfaction
of 1782, in which that gentleman bore a prin<
cipal figure, was not a found and fober exercife
of legiflative deliberation ; that a popular outery
was indifcreetly, not to fay criminally, excited,
to which Government yiclded from panic and
from neceflity. The effence of the accufation 1s,
the dangerous precedent of intimidating Go-
vernment. Now, the meeting at Dungannon was
either an inftrument of intimidation, or it was &
pageant. < Irefpett and admire the meeting at
Dungannon,” fays Mr. G. For what does he
refpe&t it? Becaufe 1t fulfilled fome public pur-
pole. But one objet alone was in the contem-
plation of the meeting—to conquer from the
Government a fyftem of legiflative independ-
ence. On this point Dungannon profefled
to fpeak the fentiments of one armed province,
and to dire® and animate the energies of the
remainder. With thefe pretenfions, and on
thefe alone, Dungannon was attended to; yet,
in the language of Mr. G. to make Dungannon
a principal in the bufinefs of 1782, is < to fal~
¢« {ify hiftory, and blemifh a great tranfa&tion.”
Then Mr. G. admires and refpets the agent,
whilt he confiders the only a& of its exiftence
2 blemifh. He admits Dungannon to be a fource
fo impure; as to ‘¢ blemifh” the tranfadtion of
1782; and yet, according to himfelf, the parti-
eipation of the Dungannon Convention 1s incon-
trovertible.

A friend will venture on liberties, which he
docs not permit to any other. This is furely
the condition of Mr. G. with refpeét to his

favorite
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favorite conftitution.  Afier much hefitating
and flammering, he reafferted the pofitions

which he has affe@ted to repel ; and if the acs

cufation of the Speech be 2 < blemifb,” he has
counterfigned the difgrace of his < tranfaliion.”
“The fubje@s of 1782 did not cmanate from
*“ Dungannon ; two years before they were dif-
““ cuffed in Parliament. They were difcufled on
‘“ the 19th of April, 1780, on a motion made by
““mylfelf, and in the courfe of that feffion and of
‘““the next feffion repeatedly and fually ; they
‘“ were adopted by counties and various defcriptions
“of men, and Jinally they pafed e Parliament.”

Does Mr. G. mean, that in 1782 the propofition
he advances was more clear than in 1780, or the
parliamentary conviion of 1ts propriety more
prevalent? If {o, what becomes of this machinery
of counties and deferiptions ?  Doubtlefs they
urged the tardy prudence. of Government, and
produced an expedieney which it was held ne-
ceflary to acquiefce in, Without this circum-
ftance Mr. G., lefs rich by 50,0007, might ftill
aflail in vain the deliberative wifdom of the
Houfe of Commons. Then external and po-
pular interference was employed in 1482,
againft the fovereign authority ; and - the fatal
precedent was created, and what more does the
Speech import; or allege to have been pro-
nounced by Mr. Grattan? But this gentleman in
the next page puts this marter beyond all diffi-
culty.—¢ Does any man,” he cxclaims, ¢ mean
“ to affirm, that we could have eftablifhed that

“ claim without the Volunteers ? If fo, he is a -

*“ miftater of the truth.” Now, Mr. G. appears
to me ‘o be the only perfon difpofed to quef-
tion the fad he here triumphantly eftablifhes.
ThewEarl of Clare did not doubt the interpo-
fition of the Volunteers, nor the importance of
that interpofition, but he arraigned its propri-

cty.
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ety. Mr. G. fets forward with vehemence, and
concludes by confirming the very impreffion he
propofed to overturn. Admirable apologift !

One circumftance, indeed, is pretty obvious
from this bungling vindication—that experience
and common {enfe have altered the temper of
this country. If the fpirit that appeared at Dun-
gannon ftill continued to animate any confider-
able portion of men, Mr. G. would have ap-
pealed to ity he would not thus falter
in  his panegyric. In truth, time has di-
velted this tranfalion of its impofing circum-
ftances, and extinguifhed the enthufiafm that
upheld it. We know the value of the acquifi-
tion ; it gave dominion to the Ariftocracy ; it con-
ferred his fortune upon Mr. G. and left to the
people falfe views, perverfe habits, and vifionary
pretenfions.

The Earl of Clare, in tracing the hiltory of .
our cabals, developes a {yftem of adminiftrati-
on “ which would beat down the molt pow-
erful nation upon the earth.” Government,
at length awakened ¢ to the defe&s and dan-
gers of it, attempted to fhake the power of
the Ariftocracy.” During this confli®, Mr. G,
entered upon the fcene. Probably he did not
defign or forefee the confequences of his mea-
fures; for he feems very much to have taken
his politics at random. But Mr. G. under
colour of the independence of Ireland, did de-
cifively play the game of the Oligarchy. Thefe
cabals were already beyond all proportion toe
powerful for the Crown and for the country,
although they were reftrained by the law of
Poynmings and the fupremacy of the Britith Par-
hament.  Mr. G., by his forcible declamation,
excited fo much outery, and an antipathy to

‘thele“two regulations fo violent, that Govern-

Y and ment, -
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#hent, in a moment of diftrefs and difmay, thought
it prudent, by the facrifice of them, to.gratify
the popular impatience ; and the Oligarchy re-
mained thenceforward without any curb what-
{oever. The Irifh Parliament and nation were fo
conftituted, that the popularinfluence was mere
theory. That people, whofe name was ufed,
and whofe force was moft rafhly fet in motion,
took nothing by the conceflion ; but the Oligar-
chy, who ftood behind the curtain ran away
with the advantage. Thus the Irifh Nation
was taught, that its Government might be inti-
midated ; it was inftruéted how to proceed, and
what moments to feleét ; and no one ftep was.
taken, by which it might be induced to forbear
from reverting again to the experiment. In
the affair of 1782, the rights of men were at
every sinftant in the mouths of legiflators and
of popular leaders; but, lo! when the exertion
was made, the public found that they had toiled
with great fimplicity to augment the powers of
a few perfons of overgrown influence. And the
manner this fervice was received by the Oligar-
chy, afcertains the nature of it. Mr. G. was
rewarded by a profufe donation. It was juft in the
fame {pirit, thata fum of £30,000, was voted io
the Duke of Ormond, to requite his exertions in
procuring the a&t of Settlement. The Com-
mons were grateful in the one inftance for the
influence they acquired; in the other, for the
eftates of the unfortunate Irith that were fecured
to them. Let noman talk of Ireland in a tran{-
aétion, thus contrary to every principle of found
policy and national advantage. Boaft,” if you
will, that you improved the borough market,
‘and ephanced the value of a feat in Parliament.
To found upon them a claim of merit, thefe
matters muft be proved to have fome conne&ipﬁ
Wl
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with the welfare of the country. The free trade;
although the effeés of it upon this kingdom are
exceflively overrated, ftands on a very different
‘ground. Even this matter as between Great-
Britain and Ireland was more proper to be ne-
gotiated for, than extorted. The times however,
the juftice of the demand, and the importance
of the acquifition will apologize for fome tranf-
greflions of political intemperance. Oné muft
refpe& the perfons who upon that occafion urged
the pretenfions of Ireland with effeét, and di-
reted its energies with fagacity. Thefe were
not the merits of the Conftitution of 1782;
this is not the fund which Mr. Grattan draws
on. R i A | :

Is there on earth a difpaflionate man, who will
aver, thatin the affair of 1782 an appropriate re-
medy was applied to the grievances of Ireland ?
The inhabitants of this country at the time might
be divided, into thofe who were concerned in
the political management of the kingdom ; thofe
who derived fome profit by their refidence; and
the clafs of cultivators who were fixed to the
foil by the difficulty of removal. The firft clafs
were not in general the great properties of the
kingdom. The natural Ariftocracy tranfplanted
itfelf to England, leaving their political influence
in Ireland, as a provifion for the younger branches
of their families. Under the adminiftration of
the Lords Juftices an a&t of Parliamént was
obtained, which under the ufual pretence of pub-
lic improvement, converted at one ftroke all the
borouglis of the land into private propérty. When
the James’s and the Charles’s ¢reated corporations,
the law ran, that no corporator fhould exercife
his franchife, unlefs he refided within the pre-
cin€ts of the borough. But the new dynafties
that fettled themfelves in Ireland, found this ob-

: E fracle
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{lacle inconvenient. They procured a law, that
threw open the privilege of elefting in boroughs
to non-refident freemen ; and then, by introdu-
cing a number of their own connections and de-
pendants, wherever they could gain admiffion,
they compleatly oufted thofe, who were alone
in the contemplation of the original charters.
I have heard it aflerted that during fome former
Parliaments 220 members fat by private nomi-
nation.  If this affertion be  accurate; if, in
confequence of the habitual non refidence of the
natural leaders of the country, the compofition
of thefe members was flill more defedlive, furely
it was not patriotifm to ‘extend thofe powers
which had hitherto been made fubfervient to
mercenary views, and which ftill were probably
to be fubje&t to the fame mifapplication ; for
the fcheme of 1782 contained neither precaution
nor corredtive. _

Of the fecond clafs I'have deferibed, the na-
tural deftination was induftry. But the habits
of this order were badly caft. It was taughtto
look to other things than frugality. Mixing
with a peafantry, whom they were permitted to
rrample under foot, this defcription of men be-
came overbearing and intemperate; and politics
were fo very near at hand, that they almoft confi-
dered the purfuit as a provifion for their children.

The third denomination contained a people,
fufpeGted for its race, deteflted for its religion,
defpifed for its poverty ; untaught, unprotected ;
with fierce paflions, which every thing was cal-
culated to irritate and inflame, am{ nothing tended
to mollify. Upon thefe materials the ftatefmen
of 1182 were 10 att. What was their conduét ?
‘They utterly negleéted thofe claffes which were
proper {ubjeéts for reform; and they removed

the checks by which Government was enabled
to



27

to bridle that order, whofe evil example and cor-
rupt praltices threw the entire ftateintoconfufion.

Do I mean to imply, that Mr. Grattan’s friends
in 1782 ought to have promoted a more popu-
lar reprefentation? By no means; although at
that time the expedient might have been reforted
to with greater fafety, than of late, when Mr.
G. thought right to recommend it. I think
after the acquifition of the free trade, they ought
to have fuflered the country to reft. I think they
were to blame in rafhly defpoiling the Crown of
advantages, which although not correfponding to
the theory of the Englith Conftitution, were in
the cafe of Ireland beneficial, and afforded a fub-
ftantial fecurity to the fubje&t.” Aboveall I re-
prehend them for exafperating the difcontents of
this nation, and exciting and fomenting a difpo-
fition to innovate, and all this on the {fcore of
matters, which were either nugatory or injurious,
and which in general were adverfe to the ele-
mentary principles of political prudence. To
this Mr. Grattan replies. ¢ To have counte.
¢ nanced refolutions eflential to the eftablifh.
‘¢ ment of your conftitution, and to have op.
¢¢ pofed any further interference when.that Con-
‘ flitution was eftablilhed, was the duty and
¢ pride of them by whom the bufinefs of 1782
“ was condu&ed.” Thus Petion might have
faid, “ Iraifed 4 mob todethrone the King, and I
put up a tri-coloured ribbon to ftop them, when
they would fain difpatch him; but my barrier
was laughed at.”  And thus might Mirabcau and
Barnave have declared, ““ when we had inftigated
the people to every kind of phrenzy, and un-
dermined, the foundation of focial order, we
preached to a populace who difregarded us, the
boundaries of law andliberty.” We are conver-
fant with the hiftory of Mr. Grattan’s tranfa&ion.
We know that, when certain gentlemen were

E 2 taken
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taken into power by the Duke of Portland, and
by Lord Northington*, their former followers
did not exaétly agree with them, as to the mea-
fure of innovation; they turned about indeed
and chid the angry fpirit of the times; but the
{pirit of the times retorted the rebuke, and
fcoffed and reviled its monitors; and {poke of
inconfiftency, upbraiding its former friendfhip,
and their prefent elevation. Fortunately the
Government of Ireland had preferved its armed
force and its influence. Thefe were of more
avail than Mr. Grattan’s counfel or Petion’s
ribbons. The ferment was allayed for that time ;
but the defire of innovation, and the pretextand
precedent {unk deep in the public mind of this
kingdom. You may tracec every one of them
in the fteps preparatory to the late difturbance.
T admit that it is rather the part of an auftere
political moralift, to fit in judgment, and try,
by the experience of the prefent time, a matter
tranfaed before the awful leffTon of France had
afforded its inftruétion. Many, concerned in the
politics of 1782, would recoil in thefe days from
any tendency to innovation. But when Mr.
Grattan oftentatioufly puts forward the affair of
1782, heabandons his claim to that indemnity.
«“ We faved the Government,” fays Mr. G.
That I deny; tho® Ientirely admit that he en-
dangered itt. We thought,” fays he, < that at
¢¢ this time as in the period of Magna Charta,

armed men might make declarations to reco-
ver liberty, and having recovered it, we
thought they fecured their glory as well as
their freedom, by retiring ‘to cultivate the
bleflings of peace.” Butit was neceflary in
order to repair the mifchief, that the armed men
fhould be of the fame opinion. A very great

proportion ;

* Gec debate on Mr. Flood’s motion for a Parliamentary
reform, ‘ :
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proportion of them happened to differ, as did a
ftill greater proportion of their unarmed fellow-
fubjeéts, who feltin themfelves the ability and
difpofition for martial aichievements.

I cannot pafs over this eternal vigilance to
compare the affair of 1782 to Magna Charta.
If the admirers of Mr. Grattan talked of the law
for perpetuating entails, or any other factious
effort to force upon the Crown and Country a
mutinous Ariftocracy, I fhould admit the paral-
Jel. Every individual in the land can point to
the immunities he derives from Magna Charta,
He muft be judged by his Peers; heis protefted
from outrage; from judicial injuftice or the ca-
pricious exercife of authority: Now what 1s
any plain man the better for Mr. Gratan’s Con-
ftitution ? In civil and religious matters the feat
of [upreme authority has ufually drawn to 1t a
certain fuperintendance, over public bodies of
the fame defign and conftitution, more remotely
fitvated. Thus the Parliament of Paris was fet
over the French judicatories. Our monarchy
is of more delicate texture than that of France,
and in the adjuftment of its component parts
the neceflity is ftronger to preferve harmony by
means of a paramount authority. In matters of
internal regulation we had not been molefted
by the fupremacy of the Englith Parliament;
but we were’ debilitated by laws of our own;
by a viciousdiftribution of powers; by fations,
and penal incapacities upon the people. Mr.
G. ftept into ouraid; he was indeed a bold re-
former. He dealt unmercifully with the theo-
retical imperfe@ions that injured none. But he
was tenacious of the real, tho’ latent evils; and
never meddled with that which was pradtically
defeitive. I feel no fatisfadtion in reviving thefe
‘mauters ; but really if gentlemen will write ro-
mances upon that leap in the dark, with which

' oug
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our unprofitable licentioufnefs, during the Ame-~
rican war, concluded, they muft expe& thatr
the faéts fhall be divelted of their falfe colour-
ing, and that the matter fhall be laid plainly and
without digfuife before the public. We were
quibbling about renunciation and fimple repeal,
when we ought to have been occupied in efta-
blifhing confidence within the country. Tt did
not increafe the demand for labour in favour of
the peafantry, to have brought home the Appel-
lant jurifdiction. The rich and the poor were
rot drawn more clofely together by abrogating
the initative of the privy council. No man
had been molefted by the fupremacy of the Bri-
tith Parliament, therefore no man was relieved,
when this nominal fupremacy was furrendered.
To have aflerted the legiflative independency of
Ireland, and induced Great-Britain to recognife
it, refembles in theory and in declamation, the
exploits of Harmogenes and Ariftogiton. Itwas
in reality a transfer of power from the Britith
to the Irifh legiflature; the latter of which
had not, with the fubje@s handed over, much
more political conneftion than the former.
Parliament was not in confequence of this tran-
fiion blended more intimately with the nation.
They were indeed placed at a greater dif-
ftance from each other, If we call to mind that
period, when the fupreme power at Athens was
vefted in-a certain number of individuals, who
to {fupport themfelves, admitted a portion of the
citizens to an inferior degree of influence ; and if
we fuppole in thefe circumftances, a popular Ora-
tor to arife, and proclaiming to the people, that
high pretenfions and prerogatives were their birth-
right, conclude the farce, by firengthening the
hands of- their rulers, then that ftate of thingz,

ana
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and that man’s condu&, would exaltly repre-
fent the Conftitution of 1782, and the political
labours of Mr. Grattan. But the Ariftocracy
itfelf was moft egregioufly deceived. Its tri-
umph was fhort-lived. It received a wound in
the affair of 1782, from which it has {uffered
much and which at length proves fatal. This
indeed was inevitable. "Whoever would read the
publications and parliamentary annals of the time
muft have forefeen it. The contefts of our
Ariftocracy as Mr. Hume fays of modern wars,
were like cudgel-playing ina chinathop. The
fupremacy of the Britith Parliament over the
empire refted upon reafons of ftate, neceffit

and expedience. We were told that thofe were
of noavail againft abftract right, and that pre-
feription and ufage did not fortify them. Then
how could it be expefed that the Catho-
lics fhould bow to the Proteftant minority,
‘or both acquiefce in the dominion of the bo-
rough influence. The poor man too was di-
vefted  indire&tly of his reverential impreflions
“for exifting eftablifhments ; and between the rich
and him, altual power was left the {ole refource
of fubordination: ~Quite confiftently, when an
opportunity offered, the lower clafles proceeded
to fubflitute themfelves in place of a dominion
of which they were weary.

Now this' land in which fo many Iloofe
fpeculations were fet up by the politicians
of 1782, was the lealt fit of any place on earth
to be thus ralhly tampered with. The circum-
‘ftance of one religious body claiming afcendancy
‘over another, and the propenfity to difcord ne-
ceflarily arifing from fuch condition, ought to
have been before the eyes and in the contempla-
tion of a ftatefman. If he inclined to equalize

privileges
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privileges, he fhould have confidered Lhé:t thof;:,

might repine, whofe influence was diminithed;
and that the other party might, perhaps, be
at firft intemperate in tge exereife of new au-
thority. He fhould have preferved the powers
of Government in vigour, that it might be able
to meet either emergency. If it were hisdefign
to uphold the alcendant of the one party, ftill
the ftrength of Government ought to be his care,
for the reluctance of the fubordinate body was
to be overcome, and it was to be prote&ted from
the aggreffion or the contumely of its more fas
voured fellow Citizens. The example of the laft
century ftood, as an eternal incentive to enterprizes
of violence. I do not mean that the reafflump-
tion of particular eftates is ever dreamed of by
any party or by any individuals in this country.
There is fcarcely an inftance of a forfeiting fa-
mily, which has not either become extinét, or
mixed with the other races, or acquired under
the prefent fettlement a valuable property. Ial-
lude to the impreffion, that neceffarily muft have
remained ina nation, where the ordinary courfe
of acquifition and inheritance have fuftained an
immenfe, and rather a recent difturbance. Itis
diftin&ly remembered that, without the leaft me-
rit in themfelves, but purely the fuccels of the
caufe they efpoufed in a time of general eonfu-
fion, a multitude of families were advanced, as
if by a lottery adventure, .from the meaneft
ftations to affluence*. Whilft this recollecti-
on is preferved, the unpropertied part of the
Irith will expeét to derive the like advantages

“from

* Tu the reign of Charles II. when a point of ceremony
was in controver{ly between the Lords and the Commons,
s« another rebellion fays, one of the managers for the Com-
mons, may make Lords of us all,”
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from fimilar occurrences, and muft of confg-
quence continue prone to civil commotion,
—They were of courfe peculiarly unfit to re-
ceive the leflon and precedent which in
1782 were laid before them. I do not with
to fpeak with levity upon this folemn {fubjeét ; but
really the conftitution of 1782, taken with a're-
ference to the topics it opened, and to the great
materials for difcord and difcontent, which al-
ready exifled, ftrikes my mind, as not unlike the
boon of one of Cromwell’s officers to the Irith; he
ordered by his will a bottle of whilkey and a knife
to be diftributed to every Irithman who fhould
attend his funeral. He fought to call the paflions
of the people, he detefted, into altion, and he faci-
litated to them the means of employing thefe paf-
. fons for their common deftruction.

Let party hold what language it may, common
feufe muft pronounce, that s Iranfaclion of
1782,” left the interefts of Ireland unprovided
for. It had all the faults of the Royal Democracy
of France, the fame tendency to unfettle the
public mind, and efface received impreflions ; the
fame inadequacy of the end to the means ; the
fame difliculty in fupplying new obje@s of at-
tachment, and providing againft the mifchief
likely to refult from fo great an agitation. The
fcheme of government, which took lace in 1782,
was not fuited to the country ; it did not em-
brace our relations, . domeftie or external ; the
bafis on which it was placed did not promife either
peace or permanency. As the Confiitutionalifts
of France were precuifors to the Republicans, fo
did the proceedings of 1782 neceffarily and ine-
vitably difpofe and prepare for the politics of
Mr. O’Gonnor and Mr. Emmet. To a certain ex-
tent the likenefs is accurate ; and fevere indeed,
fo far as we advanced, have been our fufferings.

F | That
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That we did not compleat the piclure, by runs.
ning -the entire career of revolution, we are ine
debied neither to Mr. G. nor to his parliamentary
coadjutors. It is for thefe matters that I cenfure .
this alleged ftatefman—for plunging rafhly into
the - moflt weighty of all concerns, and ma-
naging the delicate charge of a nation’s welfare
without forecaft, prudence, or circum{peciion ;
for that very circumitance, which he moft whim-
fically makes one of his boafts, that he mifled a
great opportunity to negotiate; for having form-
ed a fyftem which left every thing at random,
and laid the foundation of that moft irkfome
{tate’ of fociety, an eternal jealoufy between the
Sovereign and the fubje@. Upon thefe grounds
it is, and not for an idle converlation with Mr.
Nelfon, that I controvert Mr. Grattan’s merits,
and reje@ his celebrated ¢ tranfuction” from the
catalogue of thofe events, which it 1s the duty,
or fhould be the policy of Ireland to reverence.

THE END.




