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TQO THE PEOPLE OF IRELAND.

FRIENDS AND COUNTRYMEN,

I NATURALLY infcribe this Effay to you, for whole
advantage it was written : Could I awake my country-
men from the fatal delirium and torpor that renders'them
fo indifferent to their intereft, and perfuade them of the
high importance of the fubje® on which I now addrefs
them, my obje would be fully compleated. —A fubject
of greater importance, | will be bold tofay, was never
difcuffed, than that of an Union with Britain; for fhould
it in the end prove detrimental to Ireland, it never can be
revoked, altho’ jealoufies, mifconceptions, and collifions
of a mercantile nature, may occur—it is Great-Britain
that will decide —yon may reft affured, in her own
favour ; nor can you blame her for it, for you yourfelves
will have weakly acquiefced to be united to her For EVER
—¢¢ for better or for worfe.”” If an Union, my friends,
was advantageous to Scotland, why were her Peers and
Commiflioners, &c. purchafed for gold # 1f an Union,
as we are told, is fo very advantageous to Ireland, why
why did not the fagacity of a Pitt difcover it ten years
ago? If beneficial to poor Ireland, why fhould the
people have been hitherto fo averfe to it? If ad-
vantageous, why have the real friends to Ireland ever
fupported her independence, and invariably oppofed viola-
tions jof her Conftitution, /efi —VERY FAR LESS injuri-
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eus to her intereft, than an Union? Let the advocates
for taxation reply, for they are well acquainted with the
roafns for an union of Legiflatires; but T muft
eonfefs, I cannot—never will fuppofe that the Irifh. Parli-
ament, who fo {piritedly and ftrenuoufly fupported the :
Conftitution—who in 1793, fufpended the Habeas Corpus
A&—who in the fame year paffed the Convention Bill,
the Indemnity A&, and the Infurreétion Bill—who ap-
pointed Secret Committees in 1797 und 1798, and who
in the latter year continued the Infurre&ion A& !—that
Parliament who fupported the Conlftitution, and punifhed
with death thofe who attempted to fubvert it—I never can
admit that the Parliament of Ireland are about to deftroy
that Conftitution, by an union of Legiflatures! But
fhould my fpeculations prove crroneous, as an Irithman
I addrefs myfelf to Irifh freemen, for the laft time, per-
haps, to warn them of their danger—for the laft time
certainly, as a freeman, thould an Union take place—Ire-
land then for ever fets in the Weft, ¢ to rife no
¢ more’!1”

MOLYNEUX.
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A MEMOIRE, with the Author’s name
annexed, having been publifhed, is a’ fufficient
juftification of this Addrefs. But I muft here
premife, that the following Effay is.intended only
to an{wer that part of the << Memoire refpecting the
“ projected Union,” where that pamphlet has a
reference to the Union. I have read produc-
tions of that writer with great pleafure, in
favour of a nimerous defeription of my coun-
trymen—the Catholics of Ireland; to which
body, if I do not miftake, the author of the
¢« Memoire” belongs. With what regret, then,
did I read a work, fanétioning a meafure {o inju-
rious to Ireland, as an Union—an overthrow of
the Irifh conftitution! One who had fo ably, and
fo fuccefsfully diftinguifthed himfelf in the proud
career, of fupporting three-fourths of the peo-
ple of Ireland, againft penal laws, now fallies
forth to overthrow the liberties of «// the people
of Ireland, and becomes fuddenly the champion
of a junto, he had fo ably and fo honourably
oppofed !—1I refle& with regret, that infallibility
is not the lot of mankind —that changeablenefs
is not the partial chara&eriftic of any parti-
cular ‘foil, nor apoftacy confined to any allotted
portion of the globe—that France had a Raynal,
a Mirabeau—England, a Pitt—and Ircland, a
Burke.

You
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You will do me, Sir, the juftice to believe that,
throughout this Reply, I do not mean any dif-
refpect, nor T hope, written any thing that can give
you for a moment an unpleafing refleétion ; one
fole motive actuates me throughout the whole—
my love and partiality for my native country—
to endeavour to reprefent the pernicious effedts,
the almoft incalculable mifchief, that would re-
fult to this country from an incorporatien of
legiflatures!—thefe are the confiderations thathave
dragged me once more relutantly on the politi-
cal ftage. I may receive the difapprobation of
many, but I hope not from the real friends to
my country. At all events, my exit will be ac-
companicd with the pleafing refleétion, that my
efforts were intended for the belt.

No one can lament more than I do, * our dif-
¢ {enfions and our calamities ;” but I cannot fee
how this fhould call forth for an Union, which
vou mean, I prefume, by ¢ a final arrangement
¢« of the politics of this ifland.” It does not
appear, that an Union would terminate thofe
diffenfions and calamities, but have a cantrary
effeét, and tend to alicnate, in a moft alarming
degree, the affe@ions of the people of this coun-
try from its conneétion with Great-Britain. It
1s not, Sir, by what you write, or any gentle-
man for or againft the meafure. that the Parlia-
ment of Ireland will be direfted ; no, it is by
the wifbes of the mafs of the people of Ireland,
and not the felfith views of any party; it is not
by the embryo Irith Reprefentative, ftudious to
catch the Minifter’s nod, in the Parliament of
the Britith empire! It is not by the felf-inte-
refted. Merchant at Waterford, Cork, or elfe-
where, who is #/d, * an Union will be advan-
‘¢ tageous to thofe places.” It is not by any -
defeription of perfons, but the preponderatiing

majoritv
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majority of the Irifh people that will dire& our
Parliament in the meafure. As to  fimplifying
¢ our conftitution” by an Union, it is an in-
comprehenfible pofition, monftrous, enigmati_cal
quod-cunque oftendes mz'b.i ﬁc.im.'redulu: odi. ¢ Sim-
¢ plifying :”—No, Bir, it is ANNIHILATING
the Irifh conftitution For Ever!!! And I am
firmly convinced that an Union, fo far from tend-
ing to ¢ tranquillize Ireland (as you affert it
¢ qwould) by removing a great domeftic caufe of
¢ irritation,” would but efiablifh @ greater ¢ do-
¢ meftic caufe of irritaiion, to aLL the people
¢ of ireland,” when they would be continually
reminded, that her legiflation was not fimpli-
fied, but annihilated, irrecoverably annihilated!
¢ An Union (you fay) confidered in the abftra&t,
¢ does not ftrike you with that aflemblage of
¢ horrors, which fome perfons appear to feel.” I
cannot anfwer for any gentleman’s feelings, but
my own, which are highly rcpugnant to any
Union, on any terms_that Great-Britain could now,
or even berzafters beftow. Once Treland is befot-
ted, or weak enough; to give up for ever, or for
any period however fhort, her feparate legifla-
tion, that 1s, her power of making and répealing
laws—once fhe furrenders the right and power
of taxing the people, and the grand check of
the Irifh confiitution, the palladium of Irithmen,
the granting or withholding fupplics—this country
is no longer free, whether the be under the go-
vernment of the Britith conftitution reformed, or
under a foreign Republican form of government,
a country fo fubmitting is an abje& flave, a con-.
temptible colony. Astoan Union, being < a
““ ‘queftion merely of terms.” Would to God its
merits refted on the mere terms, and it would
not, I think, be difficult to prove, that however
{pecious the terms may be (and alluring they
certainly
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certainly will, fhould the meafure be propofed)
that' we never can have any fecurity for the in-
violability of thefe terms, which is proved by
the inftance of the breach of the terms of theScot-
tith Union ; and were 1 to rake up the hiftory
of Ireland, I could point out a treaty that was -
violated in defiance of the moft folemn compaét,
by England ; but let it be buried in gblivion ;
« T am no friend to polthumous refentment.”
What fecurity can a fubordinate and a weaker
power have againft the attempts of, the ftronger?
Self intereft {ways mankind, from ¢ Indus to ihe
Pole ;” and whenever it might be the convenience
of any manufacturing town in England, to do away
any, or all, of the terms of an ineorporate Union
of the Britith and Irifh legiflatures, that town or
borough would but have to inftru& its Repre-
fentatives in the Senate of the empire. It then
would be proclaimed to the Commons, how
highly advantageous o Great-Britain that mea-
fure was, altho’ injurious to Ireland!! Thequel-
tion is put, and Ireland is outvoted by fwe to
one!!! What terms, then, can induce Ireland to
be weak enough to refign her {eparate indepen-
dent legiflature? Affuredly by none, fave the
enflaved and ‘the corrupted! And never can I
fuppole, altho” the queftion of an Union might
be agitated, that it would pafs the Legiflature !
a meafure that would at once annihilate the Com-
mons of the Irifh Parliament, render the Peerage
of Ireland a mere nullity, and the whole Body
of the Irifh People a mere morbid mafs, a drove
~of Irifh live ftock, whom their herdfmen may then
go fell to the higheft bidder at Smithfield, or
Wefltminfter! I do then, Sir, think that no
Treaty of Union, however advantageous' the
terms may profefs to be, is admiffible on
the part of this kingdom. Ireland, to give

up
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p her liberty as an independent ftate (altho’
allied to Britain) her legiflature, and every ad-
vantage thence derivative! no, never. * Butit
¢« would be an Union;” it would not be an
Union ; it would be tearing up by the root the
fcion of the Irifh conftitution, and engrafting it
on an aged trunk, to caufe an -abforption of
power, of confequence, of every thing dear to
man on the one part, to blofflom forth on Bri-
tain! a monftrous aggrandizement of power
and wealth on the part of Britain, and the
total privation thereof on the part of Ireland,
This is the Union? Such a monfter could ne-
ver be long-lived, could never refift the in-
vader ; he would fall lifelefs at the feet of the
firft affailant, and throw open thofe gates to

ihe cnemy, that he was ftationed to guard. We
then might fay,

,
Hence wafling ills, hence fev’ring factions rofe,
And gave large enirance 16 invading foes.

An Union, fo unhaturally preffed on, or forced
againft the inclination of one of the parties,
could never be binding ; difguft and {epara-
tion muft inevitably enfue; and the injured
party being ftudious to feck retaliation, a di-
vorce a Vinculo Matrimonii, mufll enfue for
ever !
You affert, Sir, ¢ You have no grounds to form
g confecture, that the liberties of the Irifb people
¢ maynot be as fecure under the fuperintendence of
¢« an jmperial, as of a domeftic legiflature.”
This is begging the queftion ; and yet, in your
next fentence, I find your own refutation, in
your own words, thus: ¢ Few men have ever
¢« been invefted with power, who did not fecl a
B <« difpofition
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« difpofition to exceed the limits regularly pre-
“ {eribed!!!”  Are you, Sir, arguing- for{or
again/t an Union? If fuch be the difpofiiion of
mankind as jyoz have reprefented, why fhould
Ireland give up that power, by an Union, to
thofe who feel, or may be inclined, ¢ to exceed
< the limis regularly preferibed #* I know not.
Your words are decidedly againft it I believe
you are againft it in your owr mind, or you would
have argued ¢ the worfe caufe” better than you’ve
done. I don’t know exaltly what you mean
by ¢ Parliamentary Tribunals.” Had you meén-
- tioned Military, we thould ‘not haye been in the
dark. If you fpeak of the:Secret Commitiees of
both Houfes of the Irifh Legiflature, you muft
" be aware, that thofe Tribunals would then necef-
farily be no more. “¢ A fingle inftitution (you
,<¢ affert) of controul, may be productive ofyef-
¢ fential fervice, and yet, Two as well as
“ Twenty, may be exeeffive, inconvenient, and
““ dangerous.” “That is to fay, the power of an
abfolute Monarch over his people, “ may be pro-
““ dullive of eflential fervice.” But the check
of the Two Eftates of the Conftitution, the Lords
¢ and Commons.of England, and the Lords and
Commons of Ireland, ¢ a5 well as Twenty, may
““ be exceffive, inconvenient, and dangerous.” This
indeed is reviving the quod principi plucuit, legis
habet vigoren, with a vengeance! It hence follows
from your propofition, that the Two branches of
the Legiflatures of both kingdoms, the Lords
and Coinmons, fhould be removed, as being ¢ ex-
““ ceffive, inconvenient, and dangerous,” and no fur-
ther neceffyty for them, under the exifting cir-
cumflances!!! O excellent advocaie for arbitrary
power ! But there was a time, when to promul-
gate fuch doftrines, would have met with im-
prifonment
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prifonment from the lc§iﬂature, as a grofs and
flagrant breach of privilege.

You define the -liberties of the people to be.
< the confidence which every man ought to feel,
< that he may fafely and frecly do cvery a&.
¢ which is not forbidden by the laws, for the
¢ welfare of the community.” They have the
liberty you {peak of, in Portugal, in Spain, in
China, in Japan ; ‘but then the laws are there ty-
annical. 1f the laws be tyrannical, how can’a
people pofllefs Zberties, let their conformity and
obedience to thofe laws be ever fo great? The
definition 1s a bad one ; I am aware it 1s that of
the Emperor Juftinian, and taken for granted by
Judge Blackftone. But Mr. Chriftian, a Profc[z-r
{or of the Laws of England, reprobates the defi-
nition, which he calls an ¢ gbjurd one,” and
adds, ¢ in every country, and under all circum/tan-
< ces, the fubjects poflefls the liberty defcribed by
¢« this definition.” As you defined Liberty,
allow me to give you the definition of Slavery,
as it is defined by Juftinian, whom you have
quoted from. ¢ Slavery (fays he) is that confti-
<< tution of the law of mations, where any ftate
¢ is fubjett to a foreign rule, conmtrary to the

< law of nature®” Yet fuch is the ftate Ire-

land would be reduiced to, wlhen her Legiflature
would be no more, but incorporated with Great-
Britain !

You fpeak ‘of the laws, you are a Lawyer,
and you muft know that the man who endea-
"vours to fubvert the Conftitution of Ircland, is
guilty of high treafon, whether that perfon be a
Secretary or a Barrifter. In your catalogue of the

. ) B 2 advantages

* Servitas autem eft Conflitutio Juris Gentium, qua quis
Zominioalicae, conira naturam {ubj citur.

Fuftinian’s Inflitutes, L. 1. T. 111. 2.
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advantages of the Irith Conflitution, you ftate the
confequences, but flur over the caufe of them,
the conftitution of King, Lords and Comumons
of Ireland. It is this conftitution, that is the fole
< guarantee,” of the rights, the laws and ‘he
happinefs of Ireland. ! You fay, ¢ Peers, and
Reprefentatives are but the means.” 1lf you give
up the means for ever, how can you {ecure the
end? If you deftroy the originating prolific
caufe, how prevent the effe¢t from being annihi-
lated? You fay ‘¢ what reafon is there to fup-
¢ pofe that the fupreme tribunals of the Union,
¢ ‘may not be as open to complaint, &e. &e. as
¢ our Irifh Parliament ?” I anfwer in fuch a
momentous fubjectas an Union, fuppofition fhould
be laid afide ; nothing but fzés fhould be held
out by the advocates of fuch a mor/trous meafure as
an Union. ' '
- You fay, “ to many it would be highly pleal-
<« ing to ere® an independent government on
-« every ten fquare miles of Europe.”—I never
heard of thefe new lights—they are not at leaft im-
'ported from the one and indivifible ! the French
Republic. | VR '
~ The policy of that Government has been, to
confolidate its poficfiions, and every fiate to which
its plunder and its oppreflion extended, was cer-
tain of being fraternally joined, not of having “an
independent Government ereéted on every ten
fquare miles!!!” Do you hold out fuch condu&t
as this, for the adoption of England? Iam aware
T am fure you do not—you might as well hold
out the example of the piratical corfairs, as an ex-
ample to England, as fucha dogma as this. But
Sir, ¢ this argument (as a late learned Law
Lord exprefled it) quts the other way” and with
greater force, for admitting the argument in itg

fullefh
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fulleft extent, it would go to prove that from ex-
erience it was found, and from the paffions
arifing from local attachment,” (as you exprefs it),
from pique, prcjudicc, paflion, intereft and a va-
rietv of caufes; that war had been waged for
thofe 1800 years and upwards, and finding from
the plurality of governments, (altho’ not on every
ten fquare miles of Europe) that it would be
highly advantageous for the peace, fecurity and
happinefs of mankind, that thofe plurality of
States, Empires and Dominations, fhould be done
away,and one government, one and indivifible hould
didate laws to a willing People. | "Suppole one
of thofe three, the Grand Turk, the Dey of Al-
giers, or the Cham of Tartary, was to be feleét-
ed out as the Chicf of this Political Milenium—
this fecond Saturnian age I—How would Great
Britain fcoff and defpife fuch a mad propofal ! !
Suppofe the King of Great Britain, was with the
_confent of Parliament, to make the ifland of An-
glefey, Wight, ]erfe}v or Man, the feat of Go-
vernment ; in fuch cafe;.it would prevent * ave-
nues being thrown epen. for fadtion, and difunion,
among the peaple as you fay, to have the Empire con-
folidated, and enable that Ifle fo chofen as the feat
of Government, to have a Parliament of its own ;
fuppofe that to effed this confolidation of the
Empire, the Parliament, or rather the two ef-
tates, ‘the Lords and Commons, upon meeting,
thould confider of an incorporating Union with
the ifle of Man, or Jerfey, and have a Parliament
e and indivifible to be annually held!!! fup-
pofe this to pafs into law ; would the people of
England be bound by it? they would not; fo far
fromn it, they would be abfolved from their alle-
giancc—allegiance and prote&tion being recipro-

" | ; cal,
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cal, and the King and People bound to pre»
ferve the Contftitution and Laws of the Realm !!
You fay, “ how much more real Importance
“ Ireland will derive when by the fhare in

¢ the general reprefentation, which fhe is enti-

““ tled to obtain, the will be enabled to influence
““ 1n fome refpecls the councils of the empire.” [
deny the pofition, has Scotland derived more im-
portance fince the has fhared in the reprefentati-
on ? the has not, what are her 16 Peers.and her
45 Commoners ? do they influence the councils
of the empire? 45 to 500 are rather too great
odds ! the influence you hint to, is, I prefume
that of the mother ftate? I apprehend you—but

this is the very reafon that Ireland fhould never
acquiefee in an Union on anyterms, as her repre-

fentatives would for ever in a collifion of interefts
be outvoted by Britain—one to overpower * or
even influence five!!! rifum tencatis ? you fa
Sir, itis ¢ the effential intereft of Ireland, to be
clofely combined with Britain”—it certainly is
the ¢ eflential intereft” not only of Ireland but
of England, that the conne@ion thould continue
between the two countries; but how they can
be more clofely combined, without the Irifh fea
retires from its channel, and leaves dry ground, I
cannot devine ! An Union, would for ever prove
“ agreat” and ferious * domeftic caufe of irri-
tation” to all the people of Ireland: I cannot
agree with your propofition that, < an incorpora-
“ tion of all the powers of the two ftates execy-
“ tive and legiflative, is the mofp permanent and
““ eligible form of connetion.” I think it would
have a contrary effedt, that inftead of rendering
that

* This would be the ratio of Irifh Reprefentatives to
Britifh, that is fuppofing Ireland to have Jo many, as 10@
Members in the Senate of the Empire,

L. o o
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that connection pérmanent, it would be the direct
means of the diffolution of the conne&ion—dur~
ing the late Rebellion (fuppofing an Union to
have been effeéted) will any one be fo credulous
as to believe that the Ycomanry would have a&-
ed with the zeal and loyalty they then {o eminent-
ly manifefted ? furely not—if during the late
Rebellion, the mafs of the people of Ireland had
been difgufted with Great Britain; (fll fup-
pofing the Recbellion to have happened fubfe-
quent to an Union) and that the Nobles and
Gentry of Ireland, had headed their Tenants?
what fitnadon would Ireland be in at this
R e

I do agree with you Sir, that Ireland fhould
¢« cultivate the connedtion, “ with every reafon-
“ able afiduity.” But 1 cannot fee how reafon
authorizes usto transfer to another ftate our liber-
ties, our power, and our conftitution, to which
we are indebted, for the independence of Ireland—a
Free Trade, independent Judges, the extenfion of
our Commerce, Manufa&tures, Canals, and the
improvements of the Metropolis, and of the nati-
on at large.!! ! That Conftitution to which we
are indebued for thofe great advantages, we are re-
quired to furrender to another nation! By the
fame mode of arguing, you might as well propofe
that England fhould furrender her Conftitution
and graft it on-the ftock of that of the Irith ! Cer-
tain it is from the deductions you lay down, this
is to be inferred: You fay, “ fuppofe France,
fhould intrigue herfelf into an eftablifhment in
this country.” [ anfwer, at prefent I cannot ad-
mit this fuppofition; France has already en-

deavoured
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deavoured to ¢ intrigue” herfelf into thiscountry;

and fhe has failed. What infrigues, then, can

the fuccefsfully carry againft this country¢?
But fuppofe an Union with Great-Britain j it

would be the watch-word to France, inftantly.to .

fit out a fleet againft this ifland, and by intrigues
and every effort, to wreft it from Great- Britain.
France receives the Britifh newf{papers, and fhe
cannot be ignorant how decidedly unpopular,
how exprefsly hoftile, the meafurc of an Union
with Great-Britain is to every Irifbman. I think
an Union replete with unceafing- ¢ diffenfions,
<« fa&ions, difcontents, flutuating, difcord-
« ant,” and perpetual! And I fhrink back
with horror at the event! We then, indeed,
would be ¢ in jeopardy,” ¢ confirmed beyond all
¢ hazard.” . ,
<« But people talk of the national debt of Eng-

¢ land, and what then?” (you affert) ¢ though
<« not legally, we are at this hour effeitively
¢ pledged to fupport, with our refources, the
¢« credit of Great-Britain.” When it thall have
pafled into a law in the Irith Parliament, we are ;
but I ftrenuoufly contend for it, Ireland would
not be bound ae jure, in cafe of an incorporation
of Legiflatures, to participate the national. debt
of Britain, however the meafure might be forced
at the bayonet’s point. 0, “ what a bleffed confo-
< Jation!! the difadvantages, ¢ diflenfions, facti-
< ons, difcontents,” attendant on a refignation
of our Legiflature, are incalculable. ~ Judge
Blackftone, fpeaking of the Three Eftates of our
conftitution, fays, ¢ it is highly neceffary, for
| ¢« preferving
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¢« preferving the balance of our conftitution, that
« the Executive Power {hould be a branch, tho’
.« not the whole of the Legiflature.” And what
is an union of the Britith and Irifh Legiflatures,
but the furrender, for ever, of the Two Branches
of the Legiflature of Ireland, oNLY retaining the
Third ! Giving up our Houfes of Peers and
Commons, as mere nullities, and throwing the
power of the Two Eftates into that of the Crown,
which the fame learned Judge I have juit
quoted, pofitively fays, ¢ wWOULD BE PRODUC-
< 71yE OF TYRANNY!!!” Theimminent dan-
ger of fuch an innovation need hardly be menti-
oned. 1f we look back to the Hiftory of England,
we will there find, that the enormous power of
the Crown, created aN uN1ON between the No-
bility and the People; that they both fuccefsfully
oppofed King John, and Henry Third. And if
we look ftill farther back, we will find that the
enormous power of the Crown, created that
indiffoluble Union of the people, fo carly as under
the Norman Monarchs.. By acquicfcing to an
Union, the people of Ireland give up—fir cver,
irrevacably give up, the greateft privilege a nation
can poffefs, namely, that of ¢ framing and pro-
pofing New Lawg*.”

But it may be faid, even if an Union takes
place, we will ftill have Reprefentatives 1 will not
cavil at the term ;—granted; you will have Repre-
Jentatives ! But1reply, the merely appointing or
cletting them for the Parliament of the empire, is
very inconfiderable—it is nugatory, when you
by an incorporation of Legiflatures, transfer the
Legiflature of Ireland to another realm, and re-
fign the authority of what was her Parliament,
to that of the empire!! But belicve me, (grant-
ing an Union to fucceed) your Reprefentatives

C n

# De Lolme on the Conftitution.
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in the Parliament of the empire, will be but as
a drop in the ocean! when Ireland fhall be joftled
out of her T'wo Branches of her conftitu-
tion, indeed her Reprefentatives a: the Cockpit,
Whitehall, will prove not ftrong ‘enough to
efpoufe the caufe of Ireland ; befides, it will be
unfathionable to do fo; it would not pourtray the
air of a fathionable gentleman to fmell of the turf
of boggy Ireland; one would not be fingular,
and therefore would be afbamed to exhibit the Irifs
brogue in the Britifh Senate—< the very Irifh
: (fogc:; have a brogue,” as Mrs. Diggerty fays in
the play. Our Reprefentatives; at all events, will
prove ineffettual to Ireland, in their efforts to
affift her, when fhe fhall ceafe to be a nation, and
they will prove to be an ufelefs, unneceffary ex-
pence-~thie moft obnoxious of our Abfentees. But
{fuppofing them ever {o virtuous, and friends to
their country, what impreffion can they make on
the felfifh ifolated owners of India ftock, &c, their
cfforts, however well-intentioned, would prove
incffectual totheircountry’s weal, and but remind
her, when fhe reads the public papers that would
record her downfal, and her lofs of national he=
nour—what the was—and what the then would
be!
~ How 1s it poflible to glofs over, or cram down
this dark—this deep-laid polirical- artifice—an
Union? But ““ it will be of advantage to the
‘“ empire—it will heal the politico-religious dif-
¢¢ ferences ;” and if Ireland thould {uffer in the
contelt—in population —manufadture, (which
you acknowledge England was not ever inclined
10 increafe) in wealth and in agriculture. Oh!
ftill Ireland will ferve asa Barrack, a Prifon, a
Barrier

- -
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Barrier againflt the Qne and Indivifible —ihg

Imperial Cefar, dead and turued to clay,
May flop a hole, to keep the wind away.

a very pretty confolation truly !

What is it, Sir, you are contending to give up:
The important Right of T axation, torfooth, and
generoufly break our own necks, by participating
the national debt of England! Believe me we are
unequal to the tafk; England does not require it of
us; that great and commercial nation has great and
incalculable refources in herfelf, and the need not
ftrangle a younger {ifter in its cradle, to poflefs
herfelf of its birth-right! No, lkcannot believe
it; nor can I for a moment think, that an hith
Houfe of Commons, who have eyer jealoufly and
vigilamly vindicated that Great Right of Taxation,
againft the encroachments of -their own Houle
of - Peers, will ever tamely or pufillani.
moufly refign it, toa Houfe of Commons beyond
the [eas ; mor can they relign the powet of making
and repealing laws, which ¢ is not a gratuitous
« contraf, and in which the people are to take
« what is given them, and as it 15 given them.”
Nogj ¢ it is a contraét-in which they buy and
« pagt?  As “ 10 the national debt of England |
« being effaced by a bankruptcy,” I donot fee the
ﬂighteft probability of it, and therefore will not
purfue this calamitous ignis fatuus. "The credit of
Britain gives efficacy to her refources,” undeniable.
Sheis the very ¢ Coloffus” of Rhodes ! and never
“¢ may thatColoflus that beftrides the world,” crafh
the youfhful efforts of Ireland, in her population,
her commerce, or her manufattures! ¢ What

C 2 “ qwould
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*“ would become of this ifland, (you tauntingly
“ afk) unprotecied and unprepared for the event,
“if the artificial power of Britain were fubvert-
 ed?” It don’t necefiarily follow that we thould
be funk in the fea, or carried off by the “ artifi-
“cial power” of this political earthquake ! I am at
the fame time aware of the advantages that refult
from the Britifh conneétion. Still, however, the
balance is not on our fide ; thofe advantages are
mutual and reciprocal. |

I will invert your queftion, <. What would be-
“ come of England, if Ireland were for ever fepa-
“ rated, ultimately, from her thro’ the medium of
¢ an incorporating Union ?”’ “« Britain covers
* the ocean with her fleet !”’ She does, but they
are-manned for the moft part by Irith failors; -
two-thirds are Irithmen; the armies of Britain
are compofed in a great degree of Irithmen : add to
thefe, the other pointsin which Ireland is of confe.
quence to Britain, fhe victuals her fleets, fhe fup-
plies the Britith markets with linens, and fupplies
England with the redundancy of her corn.
¢ What will become of us 2 What became of us
during the American war, when unproteéled by
the navy or by the armies of Great-Britain, our
coalts lay expofed to the invader ? We did very
well. Irifh courage, the immortal heroic Volun.
teers of Ireland (that an impudent publication
prefumes to traduce) fprung up, armed to defend
their country’s rights, and fupport the connection
with Britain. ¢ What became of us” in 1796,
when the proud invader was anchored in Bantry ?
The Yeomanry, and the People of Ireland, op-
pofed the foe with fuccefs ; he perceived he was
deccived, that the nation was armed to oppole
him, and he retired! What became of Ireland in

May laft, when a dreadful and formidable rebel-
~ lian
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lion raged? She outlived the florm of fac-
tion.

You admit that Great Britain’s ¢ former treat-
ment of Ireland was culpable,” that is before 1782,
and yet you are pleading for an Union ; but this
is explained in a paffage that foon follows;
where you fay ¢ I muft not diffemble that thefe
< fentiments originate in a great partiality to the
fifter nation,” (that is England.) I am no friend,
no more than you, ¢ to pofthumous refentments,”
but as the former conduét of Great Britdin to Ire-
land was culpable,—fhould an Union be effeit-
ed, we can only judge of the future conduét of
that country towards us by inferenece—the retro-
fpeét of her pafi—we can only judge what the
probable condu& of England would be after an
Union, towards this Ifland, by recollefting,
without the Alighteft ¢ pofbumous refentment,”
< that England’s former condu& was culpable,”
. and as you'fo well exprefs it,  we all know
how prone we little mortals are to fall on each
other.” ! '—how ¢autious then fhould we be, ne-
ver to refign our Legiflature, or furrender that
important truft.—Ob, never let it perifp in our
bands, but pioufly tranfmit it to our Children! 1
agree with you, no intercourfe can be fo benef-
cial to Ireland, ¢ as that of Great Britain,” and I
Jament it is not more extended ; that is not the
fault of this Country ? we ardently wifh foran
enlarged participation of the trade of England ;
but to effe& this, we will never barter our Con-
ftitution for traffic. Never!!! ¢ The finances
of Great Britain can never fail whilft they are
managed with ability.” It may be fo; butas to
4he fimile of ¢ the right hand fettling accounts

with
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with the left !” It is above my comprehenfion ; I
believe often, too often, the right hand knows not
what the left gives away ;”—not in charity —and
roo often the greateft proportion of the body po-
litic is numbed and diftrefled, by this political
gambling, and juggling of ¢ right and left !”
With regard to the various inventions, and difco-
veries in mechanics, and chemiftry, I cannot fee,
how they are either ¢ better than paying off the
debt of the American war!” which coft England
£.130,000,000! or why thofe difcoveries, and in-
ventions might not have taken place, altho’ Co-
lumbus had never difcovered America ; and that
the Britith nation had been unembarrafled by a
debt of [.500,000,000,—might not thofe difco-
veries have been found out on at leaft as equally
advantageous terms, if neither of thefe contin-
gences had occurred ? - As you are {o firenuous
an advocate for the < exertions of the Empire,”
I will do you the juftice, altho’ you pafs by
America ¢“ being loft thro’ the impolicy of mi-
niftry, to fuppofe that you regret her being cut
off from the empire, by the very meafure you
are now contending fhould be adopted to this
kingdom!! .
But ¢ from France we will draw back, a5 we
¢ bave done from America, a part of the expences
of the conteft.” I never heard of any draw back
from America, fave the one hundred and thirty
millions of debt, we incurred from our impolitic
conduct towards her! But‘“at the return of peace”
you fay ‘¢ France will difgorge the plunder of
the Continent into the Englifh counting-houfes.
This certainly is a pretty rhetorical figure—it
would be a fine fubjeét for a Hogarth; F rancg

difgorging by anticipation all the plunder of the
: Continent,
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Continent, all the images of gold and of filver,
the crucifixes, the bells, the paintings of Raphael,
Rubens and Vandyke, the plunder of the chapel
of Loretto, all the antient ftatues, the famed La-
coon,

¥ The Statue that enchants the World,

and the Apollo of Belvidere, all tumbling. pell
mell, headlong, into our merchant’s counting
. houfes, by anticipation.!!! You fay, ¢ thofe
fentiments originate in great partiality to the
filter nation ; butitisa partiality founded ona
{enfe of her virtues,” hasIreland no virtues? Read
the Englith papers, look under the head of the
King’s-Bench, or Doétor’s Commons, title crim.
con. and you will have ¢ a fenfe of hervirtues.” I
do not wifh to detra&t from the greainefs and vir-
tue of the Britifh nation ; but I never can admit
that Ireland is inferior to her in virtues, how-
‘ever the, may be her proud fuperior in that re-
{pe&t ; as to the country being difgraced by the
rebellion, England had years of rebellion ; fo that
that pofition does not militateagain{t the virtues of
my country. You next come to {peak of the Irith
Catholic, and fay < his habits” ¢ do not indifpofe
him to the glory of the Britith Empire.” Iam
fure they do not ; and I hope that the habits of
the Irifh Catholic, will never difpofe him, wn-
der any circumftances, to with for the annihilation
of his native country ; and am certain therearemen
amongft that body, of as great virtue, honour
and true patriotifm as amonglt any defcription in
the flate.
You obferve ¢ how many controverfies have
“ been moved on the reciprocal obligations of
¢_Great Britain and Ireland, as fraternal ftates,”
if you acknowledge this, in the name of candour

or
* Venus de Medicis.
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or fenfe, how canan Union be effeéted ? If on
trivial queftions, ¢ controverfies” have arifen
refpe&ting the reciprocal obligations of the two
countries, how great muft that coniroverfy prove, -
where the interefts of both are to be taken into
confideration ? that of Great Britain in the firft
place, and Ireland ina {econdary point of view.
Would not (fuppofing an equal participation of
trade and capital on the part of Ireland) the mea-
fure of an Union prove a conftant: fource of con-
tention ; where the interefts of the two coun-
tries would neceffarily be conftantly at iffue, a
fource of ferious controverfy, that might end in' a
dreadful and inevitable feparation?. add to this,
that the Irifi Parliament would no longer exift,
tocheck exorbitant demands on the part of the’
people, or to prove ‘a barrier to the monopoly
of Briiith fa&ors. ? So that as vou exprefs it < the
¢« two nations would incline varioufly”—and
« only be employed in watching each other.™
Would not then fuch a meafure as an Union,
prove the very climax of impolicy? You re-
mark ¢ you are fure the Irifh Parliament has
<« done well in preferving on many queftions, a
¢« coincidence with the Minifter.”” If fo how
can you confiftently write for the annihilation of
that Parliament? Your own deductions over-
throw your own propofitions. You fay “ how
infidious the tafk we impofe upon our Parliament,
by majorities under the fufpicion of influence, to
thwart the opinions, which their own difcon-
tented minority diffeminates through the people.”
But what does this prove? nothing more than
that there was an oppofition in the Commons
Houfe. There is the fame in Great-Britain ;
and as to the language in the Commons Houfe,
no one has a right to queftion it, where it
does not militate againft the public weal—and
there the fubje&t has a power to petition the

Houfe, mentioning its difadvantages, &e. You
cannot
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cannot do away the freedom of debate in the Par-
liament, unlefs you deftroy the Parliament. ¥
all the People of Great-Britain and. Ircland con-
fent to the annihilation of the Britith and Irifh
Parliaments, they have a right {o to do; but.the
King’s Coronation*Cath is a ftumbling-block in.
the way of this ladder to arbitrary power! If
the Parliament a& confcientioufly and uprightly,
they may contemptuoufly difregard the invidicus
infinuations of any party—*“ honi foit qui mal y*
penfe.”—If they are deferving of thofe imputa-
tions, the people will not fare better when they
fhall have exporied an hundred reprefentatives
to Whitchall.

You fay, “ to rejett a permanent fettlement,
on the ground of vanity, refembles the fimpli-
plicity of a poor man preferring gaudy tatters to
the comforts of induftry.”—But Sir, rejeéting a
Union is not ““rejeftinga permanent fettlement,”
but on the contrary, refufing to abditate that « per-
manent [ettlement” of the Lords and Commons of
Ireland, for a political chimera, a new-fangled
experimentin the “horfe-play of politicians” ! ! as
to the application of the elegant fimile of <“ gaudy
<« tatters” I leave it to thofe more converfant
in fuch matters, to the Jews of Duke’s-place, or
to the caft clothes mongers in Monmouth-ftreet.
Indeed ¢ I cannot fee the wifdom” of an Union ;
I think it to be totally deftru&ive of liberty, and
neither ¢ ufeful” por ¢¢ ornamental.” 1 den
that Ireland would be enriched by an Union of
Legiflatures, that her commerce would be im-
proved, or her laws or her inftitutions, under
the Parliament of Great Britain, conflituted as it
is. TIreland has been ¢“ improved in her agricul-
ture,” Igrant it, and alfo that < the repeal of the
penalties againft adhering to the Catholic Reli-
gion have much added to the wealth of Ireland,”

D admitted;
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admitted ; but I muft infift that an Union, fo far

from ¢ meeting the exigencies of the population,”
would but diminifh our population. De Lelme,
awriter extremely partial to England, confefles
that the Union of Scotland with England, dim:-
nifbed her population, and he allows, that after
the Union, Scotland complained of the drain of
fpecie, in confequence of her Abfentees!!! He
further makes this remarkable obfervation, (al-
though ever partial, as I have before obferved, to
every circumftance appertaining. to England)
<« Scotland* caxnoT perhaps be faid to have
¢ been a gainer by the Unien, in regard o the
¢¢ rate according to which fhe bears the barden of
“ public taxes ; THOUGH THE C4SE 15 REPRE-
¢« sgNTED s0. Scotland pow pays the fame
< extenfive excifes, cuftoms, and ftamp dutics,
¢ a5 are paid in England!! So much for the
adwvantages of an Union, as they operated on Scot-
land! It weuld net prove difficult to draw the
inference with eirenmftances of deterieratlon to
Ireland, fhould.a fimiiar meafure be adopted.
You cbferve, « where the linen manufa@ure has
not taken'root, the people at, a certain diftance
from the coaft are wreiched.” Why are they
wretched?:if fo, why does neot the legiflature
relicve them, and c¢fablifh fome mode of i1ndui-
try ¢ If their own legiflature does. not, 1s it to
be fuppoled, much lefs to be expeéied, that a
fageign legiflature, will? If the landholder ¢ can
fix what. value fuits him on the labour he pur-
chafes,” why fhould not this be long fince re-
dreffed ? If 1t has not, what is to prevent that
redrefs to take place nsw without an Union?

I'can {ee no reafon.
You fay, ¢ a,great change of manners” is
only to be clieCted by a gieat change of Con‘/z’;'tu;
: tion!'?

* Vide, Dt Lolme’s ¢ Hiflorical Sketch of Scotland.”

T —
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tion! ! that is, the total deftrultion of the Irifh
Conftitution! to render Ireland a prey to the
caprice of Britilh ftock-jobbers: & greas
change” indeed, ¢ of the Conftitution ;” but how
Sfallen, how changed!! May that God who has
hitherto not forfaken his Irith People, or forgot-
ten them, ever protet the fame nation againit
fo felf-deftrd&ive a meafure as aN Un1on!!!

~ You remark, ‘¢ conteft, for power among-the
upper circles would be innocent, if to them
they were confined ; but, alting on the tenacity
of the Proteftants, and the expe&ations of the
- Catholics, they carry bitternefs to every fire-fide
in Ireland ;” and therefore the abominable con-
clufion 1s to be drawn, that an Union is an eli-
gible meafure! that is to fay, the ‘¢ tenacity of
the Proteftants, and expectations of the Catho-
lics” caufe an unpleafant and invidious diftine-
tion 1n the ftate, and therefore; as the, Catholics
will.not be placed on the fame bafe with the
Proteftants, we will pull them down to the fame
that bafe, by an Union, and reduce the Proteftants
to the fame humiliated fituation as ourfelves!!!

“ here, at leafl,
“ e faall be free; the Almighty hath not built
“ Here for his envy——will nat drive us hence :

“ Here we may reign fecuie”

This is the language of fallen unfuccefsful am-
bition ; it may.apply to every fe&t individually,
but as a body, I am certain it no more applies to
the Catholics than to the Proteftants. Sampfon
inftigated by repeated infults, pulled down thro’
revenge, -the pillars of the temple;—it is
true he killed his enemies, but he perifhed him-
felf in.the ruins!!! This might be inferred
from. what you have laid down, but I cannot
eredit itt You muft be aware, that uppofing the
Catholics to obtain their emancipation as an

accom-
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accompaniment of an Union, that fHill they'
could not fit in the Parliament of the Empire;
fo that it would be but a nominal advantage,
fcarcely a feather in the Catholic plume. .
With refpeét to an Union, fo far from healing
the unhappy bigotted differences of religion, I
think it would but the more fully confirm them.
No one could with more than I do to put an
end to ¢ thefe feuds,” and ¢ banifh wretchednefs
¢¢ from the land ;” but as I have obferved, I do
think an Union would but fatally. confirm the
former, and inftead of ¢ banifhing,” domefticate
the latter—wretchednefs in the land! 1 cannot
fee, why the caufe of thofe feuds thould not be
removed without an Union, and much more cfhi-
caciovily, than if that event weve to take place.
Monicfquicu fays, ¢ a ftate cannot change its
<« religions, manners and cuftoms in an inftant,
¢« and with the fame rapidity as the Prince pub-
«¢ lithes the ordinance, which eftablithes a new
¢ rcligion.”  No one can deny that the Catholic
was the native religion, if I may fo exprefs it,
of Ireland ; and therefore it muft take time, and
meafures ought to be adopted to conciliate the
jarring of religions. Penal laws againft men,
merely for holding different tenets in religion, I
have ever looked upon as a barbarous policy, to
effe&t felfifh political purpofes. < Penal laws
<< (obferves the fame writer I have juft quoted)
¢ ought to be avoided in refpet to religion ; they .
¢c imprint fear, it is true; but as religion has
¢¢ al{o penal laws which infpire the fame paffion,
¢ the ore is effaced by the cther, and between
¢« thefe two different kinds of fear, the mind
¢ becomes hardened.” This expreflion of my
fentiments, backed by Montefquien, will fhew I
ey am
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am far, very far, from being prejudiced againft
the Cathotlics of Ireland :

Again, I cannot fee < why the people of Ire-
« Jand fhould not have an individual intereft,”

ually without an incorporation-of Legiflatures.
;?an nion is to prove of fuch advantage to
England, from the extenfion of commercc, &e.
in this country, why does not England #ow,
without the cabaljftic term, Union, grant ‘us
thofe commercial advantages and regulations,
in the various fe&s of religion, to prevent the
return of thofe ¢ politico-religious” feuds? As 1t
would be for her advantage, ultimately; it ap-
pears ftrange infatuation, and nargow-minded
policy, on her part.

1 have ~already obferved, that an Union I
look upon difadvantageous to Ireland, though
painted in all the glowing blandifhments a vivid
imagination can invent. But in cafe of an
_ Union, you obferve, we will get Banks
¢« and Difcount-Offices, which are to be met
< with in England-and Scotland!” You fuppofe,
Sir, we will obtain all thofe with an Union.
It may be fo. Go to Scotland, and you
will get Sixpenny and Threepenny Notes!
It is but the other day, that another ¢ Scotch
¢« Small Note Bill,” paffed the Britifh Houfe of
Commons ; no doubt you will have colonies of
Bankers * coming here and circulating their Paper
Kites ; in fa&t, 1t would be the beft trade then
going, and the moft profiable mode of convert-
ing paper. We might then brag—we turned
all our paper * to gold,” as Captain Macheath
did his lead, by robbing ihe public! But to

rcrurn.

* As {oon as the Union would take place, we would very

rapidly feel the want of {pecie, which the Scots have ex-
‘perienced fince the Union.
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return.  With regard to the « Commercial Pro-
« pofitions,” I think they argue very ftrongly
againft our agrecing to an Union ; if they were
mutually and reciprocally advantageous to the
countries, why did not they pafs ? Becaufe the
Propofitions framed by the Britith Minifter, aim-
ed vitally at the Irifh Conftitution ; his were re-
jetted by Ireland with contemptuous indignati-
on; and becaufe the Propofitions on the part of
Ireland were advantageous to Ireland, for this
Jole reafon were they clamoroufly oppofed by the
Britith manufacturers, and rejeéted ultimately by
the Parliament of Great-Britain. - With refpeét
to the “ very great refemblance which, previous
“ to the Union (as you remark) Scotland bore to
“ the actual ftate of Ireland ;” T fhall obferve,
there is a fimilarity, no doubt, but I cannot ad-
mit it to be * very great,” and truft I fhall be
able to prove prominent and material differ-
ences.

The Difference of the Conflitution of Scotland and
the Confitution of Ireland. :

The Parliament of Scotland was not confii-
tuted fimilar to the Parliament of Ireland ; it
was confequently diffimilar to that of England.
The Scottith Parliament, fuitable to the arif:ocra-
tical genius of the government, was properly
an Aflembly of Nobles, compofed of the great
Barons, of Ecclefiafiics, and a few Reprefenta-
uves or Commiflioners of Boroughs, and confiitut-
cd but one Aflembly, or Houfe of Parliament, in
which the Lord Chancellor prefided; the whole Af-
fembly at the moft did not perhaps amount to one
hundred and twenty perfons, and thefe the arifto-
cracy of the kingdom, the feudal proprietors of the
greatcfiatesof the country. Accordinglythe people

. " felt,
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felt, naturally felt they were opprefled, by a
proud and domineering Ariftocracy ; that they
were thrown into the back ground, unreprefent-
ed and opprefled.  But on inquiring further into
the fubje@, we find, that a certain committee,
(not diffimilar, we may fuppofe, from the Re-
bearfals at the Cockpit, Whitehall.) ¢ The Lords
< of Articles*, not only direted the whole pro-
<« ceedings of Parliament, but propofed a negative
« before debate. That committee was chofen and
¢« conftituted in fuch a manner, as put this va-
e« luable privilege entirely in the King's bands.”
The hiftorian further adds thofe remarkable
words on this Conftitution of Scotland: ¢ Capa-
¢« ble of either influencing their election, or of

¢ gaining them when ele@ed, the King com-
¢« monly found the Lords of Articles no /efs ob-

“ fequious 1o his will than his own Privy Council 4
¢ and by means of his authority with them, he
¢« could put a negative upon his Parliament Je-
< fore debate, as well as_after it; and what may
¢ feem altogether incredible, the moft limited
¢ Prince in Europe arally poffeffed, in one in-

< {tance, a prerogative which the moft abfolute

< could never attain ! ! > How differently framed

from the Conftitution of Ireland, affimilated to
that of England, panecgyrized by a Montefquieu,

a Blackftone, a Coke, De Lolme, &c. &c. Ire-

land, all muft know, has a Conftitution of King,

Lords and Commons ; that whoever is King of

England, is de facto, King of Ireland. I have

before, early in this Effay, pointed out the ad-

vantages of the Irifh Conftitution, to which page

I refer the reader. He will not then be long in

doubt to perceive, that all the vaunted advan-

tages, the commerce, and participation of the

trade,

* Dr. Robertfon’s Hiftory of Scotland.
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trade, &c. &c. of England, is but a trap to ca-

jole Ireland, to caufe her to give up her right

and power of taxing the Irith people, to tranf-
fer that imprefcripuble right to another coun-
try, and by that means furrender our liberties
and our laft guinea, in carrying ona war, im-
- politic and unneceflary in its beginning, deftruc-

- tive in its confequences, and God grant 1t Y.

not be fatal in its termination !

Thefe are the bleffings of an Umon'——Wlll
the people take the viper to their bofoms? If
they do, they will awake as from a trance,
aftounded by its mortal poifen, and dafh the un-
grateful monfter to the earth, when repentance
will prove but the harbinger of death!!!

Here then the diffimilarity of the Scottifh and
Irith Conflitutions ; the people of the former
were unreprefented ; the people of the latter have
three hundred Reprefentatives in a Houfe dif-
tin& from the Peers, and with thofe Reprefent-
atives of the people, the power of making, alter-
ing and repealing laws, is velted by the Confti-
tution, and every bill, or vote for raifing money
for the exigencies of the ftate, or for the Sove-
reign, mujt originate in the Irg/b Commons. Ad-
mitting then for argument’s fake, fora moment,
that the Scotch nation, participating in- the
Englith Conftitution, derived advantages from
thence, the analogy would fail when applied to

Ireland.

The Diflerence of the priftine internal State of
Scotland, and the prefent State of Ireland.

There had been an ancient alliance between
France and Scoiland, by the intermarriages of
the royal families of both kingdoms; and the
reciprocal affiftance of the two countries to each

| : other.

i
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other. But ftill Scotland was then, as it is
now, feparated but by an artificial boundary,
from England, < a line by fancy drawn divides
““ the fijler kingdoms,” and therefore Scotland
might certainly with great propriety, be faid to
form ‘a component part of one and the fame
ifland ; confequently, it was the intereft of Eng-
land, to clofe the only inlet of a foreign enemy .
into her country, and put a final period to the
dreadful confliét, of a long, bloody and conter-
minous wacfare! Not fo with Ireland. This
country finice the invafion of Henry II. has been
annexed to the Britith ¢rown, and as T have al-
ready remarked, whoever is king of England,
is de fatto, alfo king of Ireland.—But in Scot-
land, when fhe was allied to the erown of Great
Britain, by the Union of the two kingdoms un-
der Queen Anne, there exifted a dangerous claim
to the throne of Scotland, from the houfe of
Stuart; it hence became a queftion, (as the
kingdoms were nominally united under the
Scotch monarch James VIth. but Ift. of England)
whether Scotland was to be united to England,
or admit the claim of the pretender, the fon
of James the fecond, whofe pretenfions wer
backed by the firength of Scotland, fupport-
. ed by a French force, and ftill further affifi-
ed by the Englifh malecontents. Add ‘to this,
another material diftin&ion of the internal fitu-
ation of Scotland and England; the Scots mo-
narch until the reign of James VI. refided in
Scotland: this was a ferious fource of difcontent
to the Scots, and is totally inapplicable to Ire-
land, whofe monarch has never rcfided in the
kingdom. = The Scottith Union, not only thus
for ever excluded the family of Stuart from the
throne of England, but likewife, prevented in
future the bloody contentions between the houfesF
E of
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of York and Lancafter. Thefe are totally inap-
plicable to this kingdom ; no fimilarity can‘here
be traced: all Scotland, at the period I have al-
luded to, affifted by Englith malecontents, had
from her alliance with France, received conftant
reinforcements from that country: Not fo with
Ircland; during a formidable war with America,
her coalls defencelefs, and the kingdom un-
proteéted by an Englifh army ; (as it has been
previoufly remarked) her falla,nt, immortal
Volunteers, (with pride and glorious exulta-
tion I look back) defended her againft the in-
vader, and preferved her connexion with Eng-
land inviolate! and during a dreadful rebellion,—
a violent firuggle to eftablith. democracy, aflifted
by a foreign force, in 1798, the majority of the
people and yeomanry of Ireland proved faithful
to the Eritifh connexion, they fought and con-
quered.

In Union of Legiflgtures, is not the means of fecuring
Ireland 1o the Britifh Crown.

It has been the policy of France in every war,
fince William the 3d. of England ; during her
monarchy, and now under her democracy, by
means of her intrigues to eftablifh her intereft in
this country, and wreft it from Great Britain.
Frange perceived this was the vulnerable part of
the empire ; The was acquainted with the wretch-
cdnefs of the lower orders of the people, and from
her knowledge of human natire ; fhe learned
that a peaple poor ard diftreffed, who have no-
thing to lofe, hut whofe expeétations of plunder,
and whofe hopes of gain, might be raifed on the
1nvalion of a foreign force, would ever be ready
to Join the invader, not from affe@ion; but felf
love. Will an Union eradicate poverty and dif-
trefs from this country ? [ fear not; but on the

contrary
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contrary increafe both, from the abfentees, and
the drain of {pecie, and lofs of population atten-
dant on an Union : inftead of tranquilizing, are
not thofe who are advocates for the Union,
raifing @ new and formidable body of malecon-
tents, who day after day, publicly exprefs in
very plain and ftrong terms, their ftrong difappro-
bation of the meafure? while there remain dif-
contented bodies of any defcription, of any clafs
in the nation, there ever will be an inlet to the
enemies of the empire, an Union will not clofe
the door of invafion ; but on the contrary prove
- the means of final feparation.. The beft fecurity
let every government be perfuaded, againft the
invader, is the affections of the people : convince
them that you have their interefts at heart, they
will not be flow of belief, conciliate their animos
fities, ameliorate the lower orders, let every
man feel that he is recognized by the laws and
conftitution, and you may laugh at the threats,
and attempts of Europe, leagued againft fucha
government. ! :

But to return, you obferve that thofe who
frame the union, fhould attend to ¢ to the cir-
cumfitances of Ircland, and leave no grievance un-
redreffed, when the adjuftment of the Union is
completed,” why thould not a wife liberal and
good government adjuft thofe circumftances, and
redrefs grievances when they exift without an
Unionever taking place ? I can fee no reafon why
they fhould not, the more particularly fo asit
ftrikes me that fuch meafures would be in the end
highly advantageous to the government. I muft
again.repeat, that no Union can be advan-
tagcous to Ireland, however liberal the terms.
~~~—One word more, and finally I take my
leave of the fubje&: You remark, ¢ I do not
‘“ fee that Ireland can attain a prominent rank
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“in the affairs of Europe. If my eountry can-
¢ not be great, I wifh to fee her comfortable” 'I
too with to fee her comfortable ; it is my moft
anxious wifth ; and for that reafon I oppofe in-
variably an Union with Great Britain, as pro-
dudtive of a contrary effe@®. But, good Heavens !
does the monftrous conclufion follow, that, be-
‘becaufe our country may not “ attain a promi-
nent rank in the affairs of Europe,” that fhe
fhould neceffarily ceafe to be a nation? Does it
follow as a confequence that the isto be annihi-
lated ; to become the partitioned Poland, or the
ruin’d Switzerland of the Empire?—No ; this is
only the language of defperation ; Ireland fhall
never be the province of haughty Albion!—
never—Ireland is a nation famed for her valour
and virtues throughout Europe; and may fhe ever
continue fo to the remoteft period of time, great
and happy—coexiftent with the world !!!

THE END.



