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A N

A N S W E R ,  & c .

T H E R E  have been fo m any Pamphlets 
written in anfwer to an anonymous one, en
t i t le d / 4 A r g u m e n t s  F or  A n d  A g a i n s t  A n  

U n i o n  ” , that I candidly confefs, I fit dow n 
to write this b y  w a y  o f  anfwer, to fome o f  
the m any attacks made upon it. I will not 

pretend to fay, that there are not fome points 
in it w hich  are objectionable ; but taking 
it all together, I think there are lefs reafons to 
treat it in the manner it has been, than there 
is to find fault with the greater num ber o f  

thofe Pamphlets that endeavour to run it 
down. One great objection made to it, is, 
that it is fuppofed to be written b y  a Gentle
m an high in Office, w h o is an Engliihm an ; 
and great ilrefs is laid upon the word E n g -

B I'tfkman ;



lijhman ; as i f  a native o f  England, who had 
been reiident in tliis country for a number of 
years, and held a confiderable employment, 
•was not a proper perfon to write upon the 
fubjeót ; becaufe, truly, it could not be ex
pected he would write impartially.

I ihould be glad to know w hy an Engliili- 
man is not very competent, with a good un- 
derftanding, to write even more difpaifionately 
than an Irifhman upon the fubjedt ; and I 
really think the Pamphlet alluded to, is written 
with much more cool nefs than any of thofe 
that have appeared in anfwer to it ; and 
in this particular it has decidedly the ad
vantage over them : for i f  a man fits down 
with a heated mind to write upon fuch a Quef- 
tion o f  Importance, he is fure to fall into er
ror, and give his adverfary a moft decided 
advantage. And this I conceive to be the cafe, 
with all, or the greater part of thofe who 
have taken up the pen againft the Union.

Whether an Union with Great Britain will 
or will not benefit this Country, no man in 
m y mind can tell, or pretend to decide upon, 
unlefs he can fee both fides o f  the Queftion—  
that is, unlefs he has thofe advantages before

him
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him which Great Britain may be reafonably 
expected to give us ; and then balance them 
againft the difad vantages : this appeals to m  
to be the reaionable w ay o f  judging  o f  the 
queltion. And here again 1 mutt lay, the 
writers upon the fubjeft have fallen m to  er

ror ; for they complain loudly o f  the di 
vantages, without almoft ever taking notice 
o f  one fingle advantage : they declaim agamft

fe c m h y  have we, that the M i n i t e r  would t a p  
Faith with us ? Can it be fuppofed for a mo
ment, that when this country would be more

clofely united with G reat Britain, that t e 

Minirter, be him  w ho he m ay, w ould  do 
in  his power to ruin it, b y  breaking the com- 
paft  entered into w ith  us ? Is not Ireland, 

and will it not, if an U n io n  was to take place, 
be part o f  the Empire ? and is not every part o f  
the Empire as m uch in the contemplation o f  
the Minifters, and as m u ch  their duty  and 
intereft to fnpport and proteft as G reat  Bri
tain Î If the intereils o f  Ireland were neglected 

b y  a Minifter, would it not be cutting o ff  the 
right arm o f  G reat Britain ? and does not he 
k n o w  it as well ? Are not our m anufaflures,

B 2 trade,
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trade, and commerce, as much his object, as
the manufactures, trade and commerce o f  the
Sifter Country ? I confefs I cannot diftinguifti
between them ; and I hope no Minifter will
ever draw fuch a diftinflion, as can be detri
mental.

I have heard it often faid, that Government 
fomented differences between ourfelves, in or
der to carry their meafures the eafier : but I 
will not hefitate to fay, that this is a wicked, 
and muft be an unfounded aiîertion. I f  this 
was the intention o f  Miniiters, would they 
fo fpeedily fend ailiftance to the loyal and well 
difpofed part of the people o f  this country j 
and at fuch an immenfe expence to Great 
Britain ? Would they not rather let us cut 
each others throats a little longer, and then
ftep in without oppofition, and upon their 
own terms ?

Again It is faid, and has been aflerted at 
a late meeting o f  the A T T O R N IE S , that G o
vernment is keeping alive the dying embers 
o f  Rebellion, in order to induce us to fub- 
mit to an Union. This it muft be allowed 
was a ftrong affertion, and deferves repre- 
henfion. Is it to be fuppofed that Govern-

ment



ment foiler traitors, or that they intend to 
carry the Union b y  fuch means ? I fay no 
perfon can form fuch a fuppofition. ^But 
what were the grounds for this aiTertion ? 
w hy, a proclamation, publilhed b y  General 
Dundas, calling upon the inhabitants o f  his 
diftrict to give up their arms ; and threaten
ing them in cafe they did not do fo, that 
they ihould at all times be fubjett to do
miciliai- y  vifits : and this proclamation requi
red iome other compliances ; and that then an 
order was fent down from  his Excellency, 
deli ring that proclamation to be taken dow n’ 
*or that it tended to inflame the minds o f

1 rr Upon thefe documents was the
aifertion made that I have before mentioned; 
the gentleman who made it, at the fame time

Axn * u aPProv n̂£ ° f  the proclamation. 
Whether this proclamation was a prudential

mea ure or not, I will  not attempt to deter
mine; but I think the G overnm ent ought to 

ave better information than either the 
gentleman w ho made the alTertion or I have,
o know  how  far that proclamation affeded 
he minds o f  the people. T h e  fame gentle- 
nan h ig h ly  reprobated a paragraph in the 
amphlet alluded to, w hich  he faid c o m p - e d

the
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the Volunteers of 1782, to the United Inih- 
men of this day ; however I cannot think it 
was the writer’s intention to make any fuch 
comparifon, in the literal fenfe, as itated by 
the gentleman, nor do I think fuch an infer
ence can be at all drawn from the words 
made ufe of by the writer. The gentleman 
went on and faid, that the pulpit was become 
a place for broaching political opinions, or 
at lead, for enlarging on them ; and upon 
this he animadverted in my mind, wit 1 
becoming feverity. The pulpit is furely not 
the place for mentioning or taking notice of

the politics of the day.
*

I have read fome numbers o f  a periodical 
paper called the Anti-Union, which affect to 
difcufs the fubjejit impartially ; but I think 
with as great heat as any other publication. 
It takes notice of a part of the anonymous 
pamphlet, where it fpeaks o f  the intereil wt. 
{hall have in the Engliih Cabinet upon the 
event o f  a Union taking place. The writer 

°  of the pamphlet fays, “  That we fhall then
"  « have our affairs difcuffed by our own mem-
r  “  bers in a wife and free affembly, where our

C “  intereft is their intereft, our profperity their
« profperity,



“  profperity, and where o f  courfe our welfare 
“  mull be as much confidered as theirs.’ 
This is exadtly the point that I have endea
voured to maintain, and I think that the 
oligarchy, democracy, or ariftocracy o f  Great 
Britain m uit confider our interefts as theirs, 
and theirs as ours, and therefore I entirely 
agree with the writer upon this part o f  the 
Pamphlet ; but the Anti-Union attempts to ri
dicule this b y  faying, that there is too much 
kindnefs in the meditated arrangement; and 
that the Irifh. members nsver can carry any 
legiflative meafure : but the writers for the 
Anti-Union feem entirely to forget, that an 
Engliih. member m ull  then confider h im felf  
as much an Irifh as an Engliih one : he has 
a power o f  o f  legiilating for both Countries, 
and he cannot hold an opinion that they are 
not one and the fame Country. T h e  A nti-  
Union puts a curious cafe— it is this, would 
a legiflative or an incorporate Union between 
France and Ireland fo identify their interefis, 
that equal culture and protection would cer
tainly follow ? T h is  is to be fure putting a 
cale, but I believe every one w ill  admit not 
in point ; for in the fir ft place, i f  fuch an 

U nion was to take place, the balance o f  power

in
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in Europe would be deftroyed, and France 
would then fwallow up England, becaufe 
France being a large kingdom or republic, 
would only conceive they were adding an 
ifland to their territory. But it i* a different 
cafe where two iilands join together for 
their mutual protection and convenience ; they 
are on an equal footing, and the only differ
ence is which o f  the iflands fhall be the feat o f  
government ; but as this can never be one o f  
the obje<£tions to our Union between Great 
Britain and this Country, it is unneceffary 
to fay any thing upon it— The firft number 
o f  this periodical paper concludes, with ftating 
what it calls the lies o f the week, but it does 
not pretend to fay who fabricated thofe lies, 
or endeavour to trace the motives for circulat
ing them, which 1 think would not have been 
beneath the writer’s notice, and might have 
given the public iome ufeful information. 
The fécond number concludes with a Quere, 
put upon three Pamphlets ; one fays, that an 
Union is neceiTary to proteél the Catholics 
from the Orangemen ; another fays, that an 
Union is neceifary to protedt the Orangemen 
from the Catholics ; and the third (which is 
the- pamphlet afcribed to the Secretary) that an

Union



Union is neceiïkry for both thofe purpofes ; 
and the quere is, w hich o f  the three argu
ments is true ? W h y  i f  fuch a large portion 
o f  his Majefty’s lubjeils, the Catholics o f  
this kingdom agree with the writer o f  the 
pamphlet, that an Union is neceffary to proteél 
them ; and i f  another large portion o f  his 
M a jt ity ’s fubjefts, the Orangemen o f  this 
kingdom, agree that an Union is neceiTary 
for their protection, I think the argument 
that maintains that an U nion is necefl'ary for 
both, is true ; becaufe it appears to me that i f  
it is neceflary for the protection o f  tw o fuch 
large bodies, it will be productive o f  m oil 
happy confequences, b y  fetting both o f  them, 
at relt as to what one m ay fear from the other : 
and can there be any thing more eiTential to 
good order and good government, than that 
every perfon ihould feel h im felf  protected in 
an equal manner w ith  his neighbour ? then, 
no jealoufies or animofities can arife, no 
party is ftronger than the other, becaufe 
the ilate holds an even hand, and grants 

prote&ion without difcrimination o f  parties. 
M r. R u d d  (a gentleman w h o  has written 
upon the fubjeft) argues in m y  mind v e ry  

errçneoufly as to the cafe put with refped: to

C  the



the Union between the Romans and Sabines ; 
he fays, “  Have the Sabines (i. e. Irifh) found 
“  that they cannot maintain themfelves any 
<c longer againft the Romans ?” Pray is this 
putting the queftion in a fair point o f  view, 
or is it ftating the fait ? Has England lifted 
up her arm againit Ireland ? On the con
trary, is not Ireland under the protection o f  
Great Britain? Again, he fays, “  Do the 
“  Irifh fee that by Uniting with them they 
tc have an opportunity o f  encreaiing their 
“  Liberty, their Happinefs, and (oh mon- 
“  itrous !) their Power.”  T o  this, I fay, that 
an Union cannot poifibly leifen the Liberty 
o f  Ireland ; fhe will have a proportionate 
number of Members to legiilate for her ; and, 
as I have laid before, Ihe will then have every 
Engliih Member to confider her interefts in 
the fame manner that they would the interefts 
o f  Great Britain, i f  no Union took place. 
As to our happinefs, it will add to it in this 
way, that an Union will encourage Engliih- 
men to come and live amongit us, and by 
their example and conduit, teach the lower 
orders o f  the people to lay afide that horrid 
fpirit o f  murder and maifacre that has feized 
upon their minds ; and for our power, what

other
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other power will then dare to difunite us from 
Great Britain, when they fee that one legifla
tive alfembly enacls laws for both countries, 
when they can no longer fee a difference in 
the parliament of one kingdom and the otherj 
when the fupplies (the iinews o f  war) can be 
then raifed or arranged rather with fo much 
more eafe, when the diftindtion o f  Irilliman 
and Engliihman, which has unhappily too 
long prevailed, will be done away, when it is 
more than probable we {hall conilantly have 
a great part o f  the Royal navy  in our ports ?
I fay this will and muft confiderably add to 
our power. But he goes on, and fays, “  H o w  
“  will the conclusion be fupported, to wit, 
“  and b y  that union laid the foundation o f  
“  their greatnefs.”  N o w  i f  two fuch petty 
ftates as the Romans and Sabines were, b y  
incorporating themfelves together, laid fuch 
a foundation as to be able to defend them_ 

felves, and overcome their powerful neigh
bours, what m a y  not reafonably be expeéled 
from  two fuch famous iilands as G reat Britian 
and Ireland, i f  they incorporate themfelves 

w ith  each other ? will not fuch ilrength and 
folidity be added to the empire, as will leave 

the enemies o f  it little hope erer to be able
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to iliake? But does Ireland at prefent exift as 
an independent ftate, or is it able to exiit as 
fuch ? it is not. What would have be
come o f  us upon feveral recent occafions 
i f  Great Britain had not ilretched out her pro
tecting hand to us ? Should we not have been a 
province o f  France, robbed and plundered by 
them, as every other power was with whom 
they fraternized ? And this appears to me to 
be a very ftrong reafon why Ireland fhould 
not hefkate upon fair and liberal principles 
to unite more clofely with Great Britain. But 
let us fee does the Irifh parliament by their 
conduct fo compleatly fatisfy the minds o f  the 
people that we ihould be moil unhappy ? in
deed i f  we gave it up, or changed it in the 
fmalleil degree ; for I will only call it a 
degree to incorporate it with Great Britain ; 
no perfon can anfwer in the affirmative. Are 
we not as difcontented with the proceedings 
o f  our own parliament, as i f  it was a foreign 
one, legiflated for us, where wre had no repre
sentatives ? and do we not loudly complain 
o f  Britifh influence ? Take that influence from 
them i f  you can, it can only be done (odd 
as it may appear to fome) by incorporating 
the two parliaments, then England will ceafe

1 6



to buy or bribe our reprefentatives, bccaufe the 
temptationceafes, andthofe reprefentatives that 
we may have in the united parliament mult 
be honeit, there will be no inducement held 
out to them to be otherwife ; Ireland will 
have no ieparate intereft from that o f  Great 
Britain, the diitinclion will be loft by  the 
intereft o f  the empire in general being the 
qu; ition that will always come under the con
sideration o f  parliament : fome local laws m ay 
to be lure be neceifarv, but the great con- 
iideration will always be that o f  the empire. 
A n d can fuch a parliament be called a partial 
one, or can it be laid that our interefts will  
be ne-rledted ? it is impoiTible ; becaufe we can 
have none tiiat will jar  with thofe o f  Great 
Britain. Do wz not very  well know, that 
before every meeting o f  our parliament the 
meafures to be brought forward, are dilcuiTed 
in the Engliih  Cabinet, and there I m ay fay  
fettled ; and what reafonable objection can we 
have that a parliament compofed o f  Engliih- 
men and Iriilimen fitting in Great Britain, 

m ay not as well be allowed to t ike  our interefts 
into their confideration as a parliament fitting 
in  this country, under the direction and 
guidance o f  the Britilii M iniiler  ? lurely  none

■
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in the world. I muíl fay it is only a miftaken 
pride that has taken pofleffion o f  us, and a 
falfe notion o f  independence. Mr. Rudd fays, 
“  If  England in cafe of an Union is to become 
“  like Overgrown France, Ireland muil be 
“  Geneva, which we know is enflaved.”  I 
fhould be glad to know how England, by an 
Union with Ireland can become like Over
grown France ? Is England part o f  a vail 
continent, feparated from other countries 
only by fortreifes or rivers ? furely the com
panion cannot hold, nor can it hold with 
refpecft to Ireland being compared to Geneva 
in cafe o f  an Union. Has Geneva any perfon 
to advocate her intereils in the Directory o f  
France ; or canit be faid that France confiders 
her at all, except as a check upon other powers ? 
Eut he goes on, and fays, “  That, or ihe 
“  (meaning Ireland) muft be Savoy, or Auf- 
‘ ‘ trian Flanders, or Spain, or ihe muft be 

Holland, Switzerland, Sardinia, or the new 
“  Republic of  Italy.”  Certainly this cannot 
be called a cool or a reafonable way to argue 
the queilion ; when he makes all thofe com
panions, it mult be fuppofed that he takes 
England to hold the fame principles o f  France ; 
but thank God, her conduct has proved the

reverfe.



reverie. His companions would be moil ex
cellent i f  he was arguing againd an Union 
with France ; there it would be but judice 
to endeavour to turn our thoughts to thofe 
unhappy countries that have connected them- 
ièlves with her; and here let me again fay, 
that the quedion of an Union is not confidered 
with coolnefs or propriety, when gentlemen 
make fuch comparifons, and draw fuch im 
proper conclufions. T h e  fame Gentleman 
fays, “  W hat reafon have we to fuppofe that 

England would perfevere in cram m in g  a 
“  favourable Union down our throats, and 

inhit on loading Ireland, her dear filter, 
with privileges, rights, exemptions, im - 

“  inunities, and advantages o f  all kinds, 
which i f  not taken from her proper fe l f  
m u d  drop from tnc moon.”  I am lure the 

gentleman found no filch kind of argument 
in iupport o f  an U nion in the anonymous 
pamphlet, and I don’ t know w h y  he makes 
ufe o f  fuch a one againit it, it can be only 
lor the purpofe of leading the m ind aitray by  
a kind of ridicule, which is by no means praiiè- 

woriny. T his is not a fubject to be treated with 

ridicule or buffoonery ; on the contrary, it 

ought lo be treated w ith  that ferioufneis

which



which the magnitude o f  the the queftiori: 
deferves. It cannot to be fure be fuppofed 
that England will give us every thing with
out aiking any return, but in m y mind 
the principal return they deiire us to make, 
is, let one legiilative aiTembly act for both 
countries, and for the empire at large, and we 
will give you coniiderable commercial ad
vantages, and no longer lock upon you as a 
country wiihing to feparate from us, nor will 
we confider your intereils ieparatefrom ours, 
one king, lords, and commons, fhall make 
laws for us, we will be one people and one 
kingdom, there fhall be no humiliating 
diftinéïions between us. Again Mr. Rudd 
fays, “  I f  three hundred of the firil men in 
“  this kingdom, fitting in College-Green in 
“  Dublin, mu ft be fuppofed under Britiih in- 
“  fluence, what muft we conclude would be 
“  the cafe with fixty of thole very perfons, 
“  when transplanted to St. Stephens Chapel, 
<l in London ? ’ I o this I anfwer, that our 
intereils would be then fo blenaed and con- 
lblidated with the interelts oi Great Britain, 
that the miniiler would never think of tamper
ing with an Irifh member, no more than lie 
would with an EngHfh one, ii lie did, it muii

be
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be tu carry foine queftion that related to the 
empire at large, and not to Ireland in parti
cular ; but gentlemen in their different pro
ductions upon this quettion agree as i f  the 
whole o f  the minifter's power would be exertedA
to crufh  Ireland. For m y  part I fhould think 
miniiters have fontething elfe to do, than to. 
think o f  ruining a component part o f  the 
empire. One o f  our complaints is, that, 
Englifhm en fitting in Great Britain fhould  
legiflate for us : m ay not E n glifh m en  anfwer, 
is it not as hard upon us that Irifhmen fitting 
in Great Britain ihould affift in m aking laws 
to bind us ? and I do think there is as m u ch  
grounds for the one as the other.

B ut I fear i f  I proceed further I m a y  ex
ceed the limits o f  a pamphlet ; and under this 
idea I fhall for the prefent have done, referv- 
ing  to m y fe l f  a power however to continue 
g iv in g  m y  thoughts on the queftion, and o f  
a n fw erin g  the arguments again ft the anon y

mous pam phlet:  and I cannot help fayin g, 
that i f  it is the production o f  M r. Cooke, 
(w hich I know  not) in m y  m ind he need not 

be afhamed o f  it, for there is m uch excellent 

reafoning in it, and I would recommend it to

D  the
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the attention o f  all thofe who can keep their 
minds free from paffion and prejudice. I will 
conclude this with a few words which I feen 
in a public News-paper the other day, and 
which very forcibly llruck me. They are thefe, 
“  I f  when the articles are promulged, and due 
“  confideration afforded to them, they fhall 
“  be found hoilile to the intereils o f  Ireland, 
“  in the name o f  God, Virtue, and our 
“  Country, let the meafure be rejected, but 
“  i f  the contrary fhall be proved— i f  it fhall 
“  appear the grave o f  our divifions, our 
“  bigotry, and our political crimes, ami 
“  the vital principle of our unanimity, our 
“  charity, our morals, and our proiperity—  
“  w h y  then let every voice be raifed to ad- 
“  vocate, and every arm ftretched forth to 
“  fupport it.”

AN A T T O R N E Y .
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