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S P E E C H ,
*

& C .  & c .

M r .  R o c h f o r t ,

T H E  noble L ord , when H£ declared his aflent to 

the B ill’s going into a Com m ittee, has fpoken o f  it as part 

o f  a fyftem , and dwelt upon the neceflity o f  a U n io n , 

as the only means o f  efFedling the purpofe o f  the bill, 

and the reft o f  the fyitem. H e  has con n e& ed the 

f u b je â  o f  a Legiflative U n io n  fo m uch w ith  it, and en

larged lo  amply upon it, that I feel m yfelf  juftiiied in fol

low ing him. H e  has gone into the connexion betw een 

the tw o kingdoms, and dated the conilitution o f  1782 as 

the fource from whence the evils he afte&s to apprehend, 

and the remedy he propofes o f  a U n io n , flowed. I w ill go 

therefore through the whole o f  the fubjedfc, and i f  I 

trefpafs on the patience o f  the H ou fe , w hich  I m uch 

fear, from  the little pra& ice I have been in for years, o f 

fpeaking in public, I ihall have m uch reafon to entreat 

their indulgence.

In di feu fling the fubjedl, I m u d  often allude to a 

fpeech publiihed as M r. P itt ’ s, and as various editiors 

o f  it have been circulated, I (hall fele£t that to w hich  

the G overnm ent has given the fan&ion o f  its authority,
B  ‘  the
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the one printed by the K in g ’s Printer, under their 

dire£tion> o f  which 10,000 copies have been circulated 

gratis by them, and all o f  which have been paid for at the 

public expence.

It is certainly a very flattering compliment, that on 

fo great a fubjeft, on which the M inifter fpoke for 

hours, he fliould have employed a great portion o f  his 

time in endeavouring to borrow argument and authority 

from fpeeches faid to have been made by me fo long a g a  

as 1785, and that he ihould occupy fo much of the 

attention of the Britiih Senate in obferving on the con

d u it  or opinion of an individual.

T h e  noble Lord has quoted the fpeech o f  M r. Fox as 

an hiftorical document, and has told you that the addrefíes 

of Parliament, and the fpeeches o f Lord Lieutenants, are 

not to be relied on. H e is the firft Secretary who has ever 

prefumed to make fuch an aflertion, who has ever publicly 

advanced, that what the Commons fay to his M ajefty, and 

what his M ajefty’ s V iceroy fays to them, is meer matter o f 

form, not to be relied on, but that a cafual, unauthorifed 

publication o f  a M r. Debrett is a genuine document. 

H e has alfo ufed an expreflion, fuch a one as I never 

heard in this Houfe, either before or fince the fettlement 

of 1782 ; the noble Lord has faid, (and i f  I  am wrong, 

he will correft me, I  do not wifh to miilate any man, 

much lefs the noble Lord, for whom I have always had 

the higheil refpeft,) that the evils he mentioned arofc 

out o f  the fettlement o f 1782, becaufe until then this 

kingdom acknowledged the powet1 in the Britiih Parlia

ment to bind Ireland.
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L ord  C a s t l e r e a g h — I did not mean to fay, acknow

ledged,  b ut that before the adjuilm ent o f  178 2, this 

C o u n try  was in the habit o f  paying obedience to that 

pow er.

S p e a k e r . — T h e  noble L ord  copies his brother minifter 

in ambiguity o f  expreflion, as w ell as in all his pofitions ; 
the minifter fays, w h at puts an end to any thing is not 

fin a l, and his Lordihip tells us, that paying obedience to a 

power is not an acknowledgment oj that power.

I  will enter into the fettlem ent o f  1782 : the meafures 

o f  that year arofe out o f  our difavowal o f  that very 

pow er. O u r  denial o f  the Britifh claim gave rife to the 

glorious fettlement o f  178 2, it removed all thofe evils 

w h ich  this project o f  a U n io n  w ould again heap upon this 

kingdom , and when the Britifti M inifter wants us to give 

up that Conftitution w hich  was then confirmed to us, it 

is 110 w onder he ihould apply all his endeavours to explain 

it away, as it and his U n io n  are w holly  incompatible 

w ith  each other. H is  arguments, indeed, ( i f  they defervq 

that name) are matter o f  furprife, for they either reft on 

mif-recolle£tion o f  fa fts ,  or fo far from being born up by 

the authorities he refers to, are clearly and inconirovcr- 

tibly overturned by them. H e  fays, he w ill prove hia 

aiTertion, that no final adjuftment was then made, by the 

recorded opinions o f  the Britifh Parliam ent exprefled at 

the time, and by the opinions o f  the then G overnm ent and 

Minifters, all o f  w hich  you w ill prefently fee, prove the 

contrary,— but w h y did he not refer alfo to the opinions o f  

the Iriíh Parliament and Irifh minifters, w hole  concern 

it more immediately was, and whofe declarations were 

explicit ? A re  we tofuppofe they efcaped his notice, and 

that he entirely forgot that the C ountry w hich demanded
' /’ ledrefs
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redreis for its Conftitution, beft knew how to deem th<5 

adjuftment of  it, final and complete ? or that he knew 

he would find at every ftep a direct refutation o f  his 

aifertions ?

Before I examine thefe opinions, it will be neceflary 

that I ihould ilate the origin o f that fettlement, in order 

that the whole may be perfectly underftood.
• 0

1 Ireland had for a long feries o f time/ to ufe M r. P itt’s 

words, 1 felt the narrow policy o f Great Britain, w ho, in-

* fluenced by views o f trade and commercial advantage, and

* tainted and perverted with felfiih motives, had treated her 

c with partiality and negleft, and never looked upon her

* growth and profperity as the growth and profperity o f

< the Empire at large.’ It is unneceflary to dwell on 

t h . circumftances o f  the times, or any other caufe, which 

enabled Ireland at lail to fpeak out with effeft, but the fadt 

is, that in 178 2, her grievances reached the TKrone, and 

on the 9th o f April, in that year, M r. Fox delivered a 

M eflage to the Britiih Commons, from his Majefty, 

« T h at his Majefty, being concerned to find that difcon- 

4 tents and jealoufies are prevailing among his loyal

< fubje&s in Ireland, upon matters o f great weight an4 
« importance, he earneftly recommends to this Houfe to

* take the fame into confideration, in order to fuch a fin al

* adjustment as may give mutual fatisfa&ÍQn to both 

r kingdoms.”  T h e  Iriih Parliament at this time flood 
adjourned to the 16th o f  April, on which day fimilar 

Meffages were delivered to both Houfes here, each of 

whom inflantly voted an Addrefs to his M ajefly, both 

correfponding e x a â ly  in fubftance, I will therefore 

detail only the one prefented by the Commons. '

It



It w en t ( to allure his M ajefty  o f  our unfliaken attach- 

« ment to his M ajefty ’s perfon and governm ent, and of our

< lively fenfe o f  his paternal care, in thus taking the lead to

* adminifter content to his M ajefty s fubjects o f  Ireland ;

« T h a t ,  thus encouraged by his royal interpofition, w e  

f fliall beg leave, w ith  all duty and afFedtion, to lay before

< his M ajefty  the caufes o f  our difcontents and jealoufies ;

< to a dure his M a je ily  that his fu b je d s  o f  Ireland are a

< free people ; that the C ro w n  o f  Ireland is an Imperial

< C ro w n , infeparably annexed to the C ro w n  o f  G reat

< Britain, on w h i c h  connexion the interefts and happinefs 

4 o f  both nations eflentially depend \ but that the king- 

4 dom o f  Ireland is a diftin£t kingdom , w ith  a Parliam ent 

1 o f  her ow n, the foie Legiilature thereof ; that there is 

4 no body o f  men com petent to make laws to bind this 

f nation, except the K in g ,  Lords and Com m ons o f  Ire-

* land, nor any other Parliam ent w hich  hath any authority 

4 or power, o f  any fort whatfoever, in this country, fave 

4 only thfe Parliament o f  Ireland j to ailure his M ajefty  

c that w e hum bly conceive, that in this right the very 

‘  e{fence o f  our liberties exift ; a right w hich  w e , on the 

f part o f  all the people o f  Ireland, do claim as their birth—

* right, and w hich w e cannot yield but w ith  our lives.

A re  thefe words— empty founds w ithout meaning as

the noble Lord  inftnuates ? D id  w e involve our lives and

fortunes without meaning ? D id  w e claim our birth-right

without meaning ? T h e  Addrefs goes on, ‘ T o  afiure his

‘  M ajefty  that w e have feen, w ith  concern, certain claims

4 advanced by the Parliament o f  Great Britain, in an A<St,

« entitled an A f t ,  for the better fecuring the Dependency

4 o f  Ireland*, an A c t  containing matter entirely irrecon-

1 cileable to the fundamental" rights o f  this nation : that

( w e conceive this A c t ,  and the claims it advances, to be

* the great and principal caufe o f  the difcontents and jesi-
* loufies
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< loufies in this kingdom.’ N o w , S ir, what was this A &  

o f  Dependency, but in its eflence, in its pratticai ef

f e t s ,  the very U nion  which is now recommended, nay, 

this U nion  is itill worfe, for while Ireland retains a Parlia

ment, fhe has the means o f  redrefs ; but the meafure 

propofed by the noble L ord goes exprefsly to take away 

for ever thofe means. T h e  Addrefs proceeds, i T o  affiire

* his M ajefty, that his M ajefty’s Commons o f  Ireland 

c do m oil fincerely wiih, that all Bills which become 

c law in Ireland, ihould receive the approbation o f  his 

1 M ajefty, under the Seal o f  Great Britain ; but that

* yet we do confider the practice o f lupprefting our

* Bills in the Council o f  Ireland, or altering the fame 

4 any where, to be another juft caufe o f  difcontent 

«and jea lo u fy ;— T o  aifure his Majefty, that an A f t ,

* intitled an A£t for the better accommodation o f  his 

f M ajefty’s forces, being unlimited in duration, and

* defedlive in other inftances, but paiTed in that ihape

* from the particular circumftances o f  the times, is another 

‘ juft caufe o f difcontent and jealoufy in this kingdom.

< T h a t we W e  fubmitted thefe, the principal caufes o f  

« the prefent difcontent and jealoufy o f Ireland, and re- 

‘ main in humble expectation of redrefs,— that we have 

« the greateft reliance on his Majefty’s wifdom, the moil 

« fanguine expectations from his virtuous choice o f  a Chief 

1 Governor, and great confidence in the wife, aufpicious,

* and conftitutional councils, which we fee with fatisfac-

* tion his Majefty has adopted : That we have moreover a 

4 high fenfe and veneration for the Britifh character, and 

4 do therefore conceive, that the proceedings o f  this coun- 

« try, founded as they were in right, and tempered by 

« duty, muft have excited the approbation and efteem,

fr* inftead, o f wounding the pride, o f  the Britiih nation ;

4 and we beg leave to afliire his M ajefty, that we are the

i more
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4 m ore confirmed in this hope, in as m uch as the people

* o f  this kingdom  have never exprefied a defire to ihare 

4 the freedom o f  England, w ithout declaring a determ i- 

4 nation to (hare her fate likew ife , {landing and falling 

c w ith  the Britiih N ation .’

Y o u  w ill obfervein  this Addrefs that four o b je& s, and 

four only, are pointed out as the grievances, the rem oval 

o f  w hich  is defired, and that they are all conftitutional-—  

Britain’s claim to bind Ireland— the A ppellant Jurifd ifti-  

on— P o yn in g ’s L a w — and the P erpetu ity  o f  the M u tin y  

B ill. In truth, w e , w ho w ere in Parliam ent at the tim e, 

kn ow  that as the freedom o f  trade w as demanded, and 

acceded to in 1780, and a free intercourfe w ith  the colo

nies confirmed, w hat remained for commercial regula

tion, or even for attainment, w as not then in contempla

tion.

T h is  addrefs from the Irifii Com m ons, together w ith  a

* iimilar one from the Iriih L ords, was laid before both 

H oufes in G reat Britain, w ho had not proceeded on his 

M a je ily ’ s M eifage, w aiting I fuppofe to know  the fenfe - 

o f  the Iriih Parliam ent— and they came to a refolution 

on the 17th  o f  M ay, which I ihall mention prefently, 

and w hich  w as laid before the Iriih Parliam ent, on the 

27th o f  the fame month, by the D u ke o f  Portland's order, 

w hen  he made the follow ing Speech from  the 

T h ro n e :—  ”:

4 M y  Lords and G entlem en,

* It gives me the utmofl fatisfa£lion that the firil time

* I have occafion to addrefs you, I find m yfelf  enabled

* by the magnanimity o f  the K in g ,  and the wifdom  o f  

4 the Parliament o f  Great Britain, to aflure you that im-
‘ mediate
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* mediate attention has been paid to your reprefentations, 

4 and that the Britiih Legiflature, have concurred in a 

1 refolution to remove the caufes o f  your difcontents and 

€ jealoufies, and are united in a defire to gratify every
* wiih expreffed in your late addreflcs to the Throne.

‘ B y the papers [meaning the refolutions o f  the Britiih 

‘ Houfes] which in obedience to his M ajefty ’s commands

* I have directed to be laid before you— you w ill re-

* ceive the moil convincing teilimony o f  the cordial re-

* ception which your reprefentations have met with from 

c the Legiilature o f G reat Britain. Jiut his M aje ily , 

‘  whofc firft and moil anxious wiih is to exercife his royal

* prerogative in fuch manner as may be moil conducive to 

‘ the welfare of all his faithful fubjedls, has further given 

‘ it me in command, to aflure you o f  his gracious dif- 

1 pofition to give his royal aiTent to a&6 to prevent the 

1 fuppreilion o f  bills in the Privy Council o f  this king- 

f dom, and the alteration of them any where, and to limit

* the duration o f f the a£l for the better regulation and

* accommodation of his M a je ily ’s Forces in this kingdom, 
1 to the term of two years.

1 Thefe benevolent intentions o f his M ajeily, and the

: willingnefs o f his Parliament o f G reat Britian, to fe-

‘ conci his gracious purpofes, are unaccompanied by any

4 ilipulation or condition whatever * the good faith, the 

‘ generofity, the honor o f this nation afford them the 
4 fureft pledge o f  a correfponding difpofition on your 

c part, to promote and,perpetuate the harmony, the ila- 

‘ bility and the glory o f  the Empire. On my own part 

c I entertain not the leaft doubt but that the fame 

‘  fpirit which urged you to ihare the freedom o f

* Great Britain, will confirm you in your determination

‘  to



* to ihare her fate alio, (landing or falling w ith the Britiih

* N ation.’

A n  A ddrefs was returned next day by the Com m ons 

in w h ich  they fay, i T h a t  w e feel moil fenfibly the atten-

* tion w hich  our reprefentations have received from  the 

c magnanimity o f  your M a je ily , and the wifdom  o f  the 

‘  Parliament o f  G reat Britain.

‘  W e  a flu re  your M a je ily ,  that w e conceive the refolu- 

‘  tion for an unqualified, unconditional repeal o f  the 

( 6th o f  G eorge  the firft, to be a meafure o f  confum -

* mate wifdom and ju ilice , fuitable to the dignity and 

c eminence o f  both nations, exalting the character^of both, 

4 and furnijhing a perpetual pledge o f  mutual amity,

( W e  aflure your M a je ily ,  that w e are fenfibly afFe£l-

4 ed by your virtuous determination to accede to the 

c wiihes o f  your faithful people, and to exercife your royar 

‘  prerogative in a manner m oil conducive to their welfare,

‘  and accordingly w e  (hall immediately prepare bills to 

c carry into execution the defires of  your M a je fly ’s peo-? 

1 pie, and your own benevolent purpofe6.

■

c Gratified in thole particulars w e do aflure your M a- 

' je ity , that no conjiitutional queftton between the two nations 

c w ill any longer exift, which can interrupt their harmony ; and 

that G reat Britain, as ihe has approved o f  our firmnefs, 

6 fo ihe may rely on our affeótion.
a .1 • i  ■’ •

c W e  remember, and do repeat, our determination to 

c iland, and fall, w ith  the Britiih Nation.

j'G

‘  W  e perceive with pleafure the magnanimity o f  your

< M ajeily , difclaim the little policy o f  ^making a bargain

Ç  ‘ w ith
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< with your people, and feeling with pride the confidence 

« your M ajefty repofes in the good faith, generofity and 

« honor o f the Iriih Nation, we anfwer witfi all humility,

« that your M ajefty  entertains a ju ft fenfe o f  our charac-

* ter. Common intereft; perpetual co n n ex io n , the recent 

1 conduit o f  Great Britain, a native affe&ion to the Bri-

* tiih name and nation, together with the conftitution 

c which we have recovered, and the high reputation 

c w e pofTefs, m ud ever decide the wiihes as w ell as the 

c inter eft o f  Ireland, to perpetuate the harmony yftabiîity and 
‘  glory o f the Empire?

T h is  Addrefs received a flight oppofition, and very 

fortunately, becauie a divifion took place, which ihews 

not only the decided fenfe o f  the Irifh Commons, but that 

the Houfe which exprefTed that fenfe was uncommonly 

full.—-The ayes were 2 1 1 — the noes none, there being 
only the tellers.

O n the fame day the Commons alfo addreffed the Lord 

Lieutenant, and among other things they faid, ‘ W e

< cannot but rejoice that the name of Portland, fo intimate- 

1 ly  conne&ed with the great æra o f  Britiih liberty will

* be handed down to the lateft pofterity infeparably 

( blended with the f u l l  and perfeft eftaklifhrnent o f the Goti->
* f û t ution o f  Ireland.’

I fhould here obferve, that his M ajefty’s anfwer to 

their firft addrefs o f April, which had arrived during 

the recefs, was not prefented until the next day, being 

the 28th, and is in fubftançe as follows:

« It gives his Majefty the higheft fatisfaftion to obferve, 

i that in their opinion, in which his Majefty perfeftjy

€ concurs*



4 concurs, the cokjlitutional connexion between Great Britain  

4 and Ireland is effential to the interejls and happinefs o f  both 

4 nations, and that it is the determination o f  his people o f  

4 Ireland, to ihare the fate o f,  and to  ftand and fall with, 

4 the Britiih  nation.

4 His M ajefty  conceives that thefe principles cannot fail 

4 to contribute to the accomplijbment o f  his earned deiire to

* remove all caufe o f  difcontent and jealoufy ; w ith  that 

4 view  his M ajefty  has recomm ended this w eigh ty  and

* important fu b jeft  to the confideration o f  his parliaments 

4 o f  both kingdoms, trufting that their united wifdom  w ill  

4 fugged fuch meafures as may terminate ii* a fin a l adjufu  

4 ment to their mutual fatisfadtion. W ith  the fame view  

4 his M ajefty  intends forthw ith to com m unicate to the

4 Lords and Com m ons o f  G reat Britain the addreftes o f

* the Lords and Com m ons o f  Ireland.'

H isa n fw e r  to the latter addrefs o f  the 77th  o f  M a y , did 

not arrive until the 13th o f  June : in it he fays, ‘  H e  has 

6 received w ith  the m oil fincere fatisfadion  the dutiful

5 and loyal Addrefs o f  his H oufe o f  Com m ons o f  Ire- 

1 land— his M ajefty  aíTures his faithful C om m ons, o f  his

affectionate acceptance o f  their grateful acknowledge

* ment» for the attention which his M ajefty  and the P a r

liament o f  G reat Britain have (hewn to their reprefen-

* tations, and w hich they fo juftly  confider asfurnijljing a 
4 perpetualpledge o f  mutual amity?

T h e  declarations o f  the H oufe o f  Com m ons, 4 that no

4 conjlitutional queflion between the two nations w ill any longer 

4 cxifl that ca?i interrupt their harmony, and that G reat Bri- 

4 tain may rely on their affections, are very pleafing to his
* Majefty.
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4 His M ajefty is fully convinced, by their prefent pra- 

1 feiiions o f entire fatisfaclion and dutiful attachment,

4 that his Majefty always entertained a ju f t  fenfe o f  their 

4 character. The zeal which they have Jbewti to perpetuate 

4 the harmony, and their detenifinations to uphold the glory, 

4 o f the Empire, juftify his Majefty for having on his part 

4 given the moft unequivocal proofs o f  his royal confi-

* dence in the honour and good faith o f the Iriih N a-

* tion.’

Y o u  will keep in mind that in this A n fw er, his M a 

jefty omits any expreflion recommending fin al adjuft- 

ment) which he mentioned in his firft MeiTage, and re

peated in his anfwer to the firft Addrefs, becaufe I fhall 

have occafion to call it to your recolledtion.

% / / * *
A fter this the Seflion drew to a clofe, and it was in

thofe days the cuftom to addrefs the Lord Lieutenant,

previous <o the prorogation, as a compliment, and as a

review of the material objedts o f  the Seflion ; accord-

ingly, the Commons, in their Addrefs to the Duke o f

Portland, on the 23d of July, fay :

4 A t  the clofe o f this feifion we ihall have feen under 

4 your Grace’s adminiftration, the Judges rendered inde-

* pendent o f  the Crow n *, the law for the puniihment of 

4 mutiny and defertion, abridged in duration, and fo alter* 

4 ed as to become a vindication of the conftitution ; the 

4 jurifd i& ion of the hereditary Judges o f the land reftored ; 

4 the vicious mode o f  pailing laws, which was heretofore 

4 exercifed in this country, reformed -, and the foie and ex- 

4 clufive right o f  Legiflation external as well as internal, 

4 in the Iriíh Parliament, firmly aflertcd on the part o f 

4 Ireland, and unequivocally acknowledged on the part o f
4 Great-



« G reat Britain. W e  (hall have feen this great national 

‘  arrangement efitablifihed on a bafis which fecures the tranquilt- 

« ty o f Ireland, and unites the affeEîions as w ell as interejts o f  

‘  both kingdoms. W h e n  w e confider h o w  long w e had 

‘  been labouring for thofe great and important objefts ,

« and that  they have been aceompHJbed in the  ihort  penfcd 
‘  o f  your G ra ce ’s A dm in if t ra t ion ,  w e  fhould be w an t ing ,
« in juftice to your G ra ce , i f  w e did not acknow ledge

* your virtue.’

T h e  Lord Lieutenant’ s fpeech w ith  w h ich  he concluded 

the Seffion, foon fo llow ed, and his G ra ce ’s words deferve 

to be moft particularly attended to, for language more 

emphatic could not be ufed.

« M a n y  and great national o b je d s  m u d  prcfent them - 

‘  felves to your confideration during the recefs from par- 

‘  liatnentary bufinefs, but w hat I w ould  m oil earneftly 

« prefs upon you, as that on w hich  your dom eitic peace 

« and happinefs, and the profperity o f  the empire at this 

« moment moft immediately depend, is to cultivate and 

‘ difFufe thofe fentiments of attention and confidence w hich  

« are now  happily reftored betw een the tw o  kingdoms. 

'  Convince the people in your feveral d ftn c ls , as you are your- 

« felves convinced, that every caufe o f paft jealoufics and dificon- 
‘  tents is finally removed, that b o t h  countries have pledged their 

« good fa ith  to each other, and that their befit fiecurity w in  be 

‘  an inviolable adherdnce to that compact, that the implicit 

‘  reliance w hich G reat Britain has repofed 011 the honor, 

‘  generofity, and candor o f  Ireland, engages your 

« national character to a return o f  fentiments equally li- 

‘  beral and enlarged, convince them that the two kingdoms

• are now one, iniijfiolubly conneftcd in unity o f confititution, and

• unity o f  interefits, that the danger and fecurity, the prof-
J < perity

i5
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* perity and calamity o f  the one, mull"equally efieft the 
‘  other, and they ftand and fall together.’

%

I  have omitted to f t * .  its proptr p U a  „  „  

t l .»  on a difference of opinion happening as t0 ,he f „ f .  

îciency o the repeal o f  6 G eo. i .  to fecure the Indepen- 

dance o f  the Iriih Parliament, M r. Flood moved for leave 

to bring in heads o f  a bill to declare the foie and exclufivc 

right o f  the Irifh Parliament to make laws in all cafes 

w  latever internal and external for the kingdom o f  Ireland, 

which was refufed, and a refolution was moved, that leave 

was refufed to bring in faid heads o f a bill, becaufe the foie 

feparate and exclufive right o f legiflationin ;he Iriih Parlia

ment m all cafes whether internal orexternalhad been alrea
dy afferted by Ireland, and fully , finally, and irrevocably 

acknowledged by the Britiih Parliament. T h e  word finally 

was o b jed ed  to, and a motion made to expunge it, but on 

the queftion being put, it was retained without a divifion 
and the refolution agreed to.

But I will now give you a ilronger record than any I 

have produced, to prove not only the fenfe o f  the 

nation as to the fin a l accompliihment, but as to the 

ineihmable value o f  the fettlement. O n the 30th o f  

M ay, being the fécond day after our Addrefs declaring 

our entire fatisfa&ion, and that no conilitutional quef

tion could ever after exift between the two kingdoms 

to interrupt their harmony, an Addrefs was agreed to 

'Y  both houfes, ‘ to reprefent to his M a je ily , that they 

were fo impreiTed with fentiments of gratitude to D i

vine 1 rovidence, for the many bleffings beftowed o f  

late on this kingdom, and particularly fo r  that union, 

harmony and cord,al affeBicn which non happily Cubfifts 

between his two kingdoms, whofe interefn are ù fy a n U ,  
the fame, and for the greaç ,n d  fignal f UCCefs o f his

5 Majefty ’s
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« M ajefty ’ s A rm s in the Eaft and W e f t  Indies j— that 

1 they had the moft fincere and ardent difpofition to ex-

< prefs their unfeigned thanks to A lm ig h ty  G o d ,  for thefe

< his mercies to both kingdoms, and that whenever his

< M a je fty  ihall pleafe to appoint a day o f  Public  T h an kf-  

« giving, there will not, as they conceive, be any one

* perfon throughout the nation, w ho w ill not moft cor-

* dially and fincerely join  in the religious obfervation 

f thereof/

T h u s  did the nation call on A lm ig h ty  G o d  to 

receive their folemn thanks for his bleilings to both king

doms, in the accom pliihm ent o f  this final adjuftm ent, 

and yet this is the fettlement M r. P itt  has the hardinefs 

to tell you, is not fin a l, and this is the conftitution he 

wants to delude, to threaten, or to force you, into a m is

erable and abje£t furrender of.— Can he, can you, can 

any o f  us w ho offered our T h an kfg iv in gs  on that day, 

and invoked the A lm ig h ty  D ifpenfer o f  the fate o f  N a 

tions to receive the overflowing efFufions o f  a kingdom ’s 

gratitude, think fo lightly o f  w hat w e then acknow ledg

ed fo facred, as wantonly and foolifhly to change thofe 

folemn fentiments, and demoliih the ob je&  of a nation’s 

Prayer, and o f  a nation’s T h a n k s , fo r  the fpeculative 

theory or idle declamation o f  any M inifter, however great 

liis talents, his integrity, or his power.

It w ould  be needlefs to recur to the feveral argu

ments, or rather affertions, ufed by M r. P itt ,  refpe& ing 

the point o f  final adjuftment— all w ho hear me I am fure 

muft be o f  opinion w ith  me, that never was there yet a 

great fpeech made by a great m an, w hich  contained fo lit

tle matter ; and if any thing could make me believe that 

the noble L ord pofTefTes lefs good fenfe and political ta

lents than I am difpofed to afcribe to him , it is the pains
which
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which he has taken to difleminate in this country fuch a 

paltry produ&ion., I fee the gentlemen are taking down 

my words,— let them do fo— I will repeat them— a paltry 

produttion— paltry, not in regard to the Gentleman that 

made it, who is certainly entitled to the higheft refpeft, 

but paltry in regard to argument, for it is the mereft tiiTue 

of general aflertion without proof, high-flowing language 

without meaning, and affumptions without argum ent, that 
I ever read.

W e  will now go to the proceedings in G reat Britain ; 

I have mentioned that his Majefty fent a meflage to the 

Britiih Houfes, on the 9th April, which they did not then 

take into confideration. T h e  Lord Lieutenant’s meflage 

which was fimilar to his M ajefty ’s, and the Iriih Addrefles 

o f  17th April to the K in g, were delivered by his M ajef

ty’s order to both the Britiih Houfes on l i t  M ay, and 

they were taken into confideration by them on the 17th.

In the Lords a bill was introduced to repeal 6 of G eo. 1 . 

and a refolution entered into ‘ that it is indilpenfabîè to 

‘ the interefts and happinefs o f both kingdoms, that, the 

‘ connexion between them fhould bq eftabliihed by mutu- 

‘  al confent on afolid and permanent footing, and that an 

4 humble addrefs be prcfented to his M ajefty,, that he

* will bepleafed to take fuch meafures as in his royal 

‘  wifdom he {hall feem think moft conducive to that im- 
‘ portant end.*

O n  the fame day the Commons, in a Committee o f  

the whole Houfe, came to two refolutions ; one, that 6 
G . i.  ought to be repealed; and the other, ‘  that it is 

‘ indifpenfable to the interefts and happinefs o f  both 

‘ kingdoms, that the connexion betweeen them iliould be 

c eftabliihed by mutual confent, on a folid and permanent 

‘  bafis,’ to both o f which the Houfe agreed nem. con. 

Leave was accordingly given for the bill, and an addrefs

voted
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voted to the king, containing the fubftance o f  the latter 

refolution, “  that he be graciouily pleafed to take fuch 

meafures as his M ajefty in his royal wifdom  (hall think 

moft conducive to the eftabliihing, by mutual confent, the 

conheftion  between this kingdom and Ireland upon a 

folid and permanent bafis.”  T h is  is the R efolution that 

M r .  Pitt relies on, t o  ihew that the B iitiih  L egifla tu ie  

had fome further meafures o f  conftitution in contempla

tion, than thofe contained in the Iriíh addreifes, anu I 

■will in candour fuppofe that he has been led into this 

erroneous inference b y his miftaking, and o f  courfe 

miftating the date o f  it.

î t  is remarkable that although preffed to it, he would 

not let it be read from  the Journals, but boldly main

tained that it would appear from them, that a further  

agreement between the tw o  kingdoms, than the fettle

ment o f  that feflîon, is there ftafed, in the opinion o f  the 

adminiftration o f  the day, to be abfolutely necefiary. 

Under this miftaken impreifion he aflerts that after the Bi 

to  repeal the 6 G e o . i .  was paiTed, an addrefs was moved 

and carried, (praying his M ajefty  to take fuch further 
meafures & c . m e a n i n g  the foregoing addrefs) whereas the 

Journals would have fhewn that this addrefs w'as vote 

not only before the Bill pafled, but before it was even pre- 

fented, and that no one meafure o f  the a d j u f t m e n t  had 

been at the time taken, but that this refolution and add. t fs 

were, on the part o f  the C om m ons, the c o m m e n c e m e n t  o t  

it.— T h e  addrefs was on the i 7th M a y . T h e  bill was not 

prefented till the n t h  o f  June, and did not pafs till the 

14th. Had this Addrefs been propofed, as he m if- 

tates, rfter the Bill had paiTed, that is, after the Iiifh 

Parliament had ftated their p e r fe â  content by declaring 

“  that no conilitutional queftion could ever after exift be

tween the two kingdoms to interrupt their harmony, he

D  m ’g 111
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might poiîibly have had fome reafon to fay, the movers
o f  that Addrefs had further conftitutional meafures to

propofe, than thofe which induced that declaration

It is under the miftake o f  date that M r. Pitt introduces

into the refolution the WOrd further, whereas there h  
no fuch word in it.

But not only the language o f  the Minirters o f  the time, 

but every circumftance o f  the proceedings fhew that 

further conilitutional meafures were not in contempla

tion. L ord Shelburne in introducing the Addrefs to the 

Lords, after urging the expedience o f  repealing 6 G e o  i 

in which the two fubjeSs o f  the Britiih claim to bind 

Ireland, and the judicial appeal, were .connefted, fays, 

«  T his repeal was all he meant to propofe as matter of 

Parliamentary decifm , but there were other point» 

“  for the executive power, the alteration o f  P o yn - 

‘ mg’s a S .  and o f  the perpetual mutiny Bill, in which 

it would be wife to comply with the wilhes o f  Ireland ”  

This addrefs^ therefore, in common fenfe, murthave had 

thofe pcn ts in vtew, and as to them, it meant to convey 

to his Majerty the approbation o f  the Houfe to his

: x L ; f * ^ r rT " e in a,ren,in8 >° <■»1' Bin.,as Ireland ihould tranfmit for the purpofe.

In the Comm ons, on the fame day, M r. F o x , after

t  5 1V 3" 0”  demands and grievances of Ire!a^premifed his mot,on on the refolution, by obferving that 

„  ‘  COmm,ttee ^ e  that there were only one or two

„  P  m ™hcH the ' nterference o f the Britijh Parliament 
^  was neceffary, the repeal o f  6 G eo. r. and the rertora-

„  t,0n ° f , ‘ he aP î*113” 1 jurifdiâion to Ireland ; the other 
points lay before the Parliament and the K in g , and no

«  ad vT  £  Z  a "  “ *  ^  ^  fervant* ° f  the >
«  i t ï  k * Jefty t0 f3tisf> the ^ h e r  demands o f  his 

n O ifu bjed s/ ’ and lofanftion this advice the refolution

was
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was evidently pointed ; but admit M r .  F o x  might hare 

had further obje&s in view, and thofe even o f  a confli- 

tutional concern, from the fear w hich  he expreiTed, 

that Ireland m ight think o f  frefh grievances, we fhall 

fee that fear com pletely rem oved, when w e recol- 

le f t  that this refolution was agreed to on the 1 6th o f  

M a y ,  ten days before it was communicated to the Iriih 

Parliament in order to make the liberal intentions o f  

Britain know n,— that the Iriih addrefs o f  the 28th M a y  

was founded on this very  refolution, to w hich  it is an an- 

fw er, and that Ireland therein declares her p e r fe â  fatis- 

fa& ion , and that the adjuftment is final, by alluring his 

M ajefty  “  that no conftitutional queflion can ever here

after exift between the kingdoms to interrupt their har
m ony.”

Th ere  would have been a great abfurdity in that reso

lution being laid before the Iriih Parliament, i f  it meant 

future arrangement not alluded to in it or explained, 

when the obje£t declared by his M aje fly  was an immedi

ate and fin al fettlement— at all events Ireland did not 

confider it to refpeft future arrangement, or i f  ihe did, 

ihe gaveit a complete anfwer in faying, every  objeffc was 
accompliihed.

W e  fee then, that w hatever fear the Minifter entertained 
on this head, if  any— was effe&ually done away by this 

anfwer to his refolution ; for though he continued in office, 

and the Britifh Parliament continued fitting fome months 

after, he did not renew the fubje&  or bring forward any 

meafure grounded on it, nor did M r. Pitt when he became 

M in iiler , the com m ercial propofitions only excepted. 

T h e  fa61 feems to be, that the refolution in refpe£fc to 

future meafuies had commerce only in view  ; M r. Pitt fays 

fo , L o rd  Liverpool relies on it, and although M r. F o x  

in the reply, w hich the noble L o rd  has read, fays it was

2, to



to extend to political objeflts only, yet he explains them io 

be what are really commercial, by faying, that they 

alluded to, and were to comprehend the whole fyilem  

o f  the navigation o f  the empire, and as fuch M r. Pitt 

and Lord Liverpool relied on it, as a ground o f  the ne- 

ceffity o f  the commercial fyilem  o f  1785.

M r. Pitt faid, “  the meaning o f  the Refolution moved 

<c in 1782 by the R ight Hon. Gentleman himfeif, was 

“  too flubborn and obvious to be explained aw ay, or 

“  denied.”  And L ord Liverpool’s (then M r. Jejikinfon) 

words are very flrong.— “  T h e  no’ple L o rd  had denied 

tc that any proof had been given .o f there being any 

f c necefiity o f  coming to a fyilem o f  commercial arrange- 

“  ment with Ireland, and had contended no fuch n e cd -  

“  fity exiiled. In anfwer to this, he ihould think it fuf- 

f* ficient to refer the noble L ord  to the ilate o f  the two 

“  countries, as an ample proof o f  the necefTitv, had he 

i( no better proof to advert to ; but he was furnifhed 

“  with the beft authority, the authority o f  that Houfe. 

V  And here he faid he mud again refer to the Refolu- 

u  tion o f  M a y  17th, 178 2 , wherein it was declar- 

“  ed, ‘ T h at it was indifpenfable to the intereil and hap- 

€t pinefs o f  both kingdoms that the connection between 

“  them ihould be eilablifii^d by mutual confent, upon a 

folid and permanent footing,J he was aware that the 

“  R ight Hon. Gentleman oppofite to him had aíTerted 

“  that the Refolution had no reference to a commercial 

“  arrangement, and that it related merely to a political 

“  one. He never, he declared, attended to hear what 

** was faid in another place, but he had read in a newf- 

“  paper that a great authority who had fat in the C a- 

“  binet when that Refolution had been moved, had de- 

u  clared it did mean a commercial arrangement. F o r 

6i his part, he could not think it poifible for thofe who

framed
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€i framed the Refolution to have had any arrangement 

“  in their contemplation but a commercial  one, and i f  

«  it did not mean that, he wiihed the authors o f  it 

“  would have been fo good as to have declared what it

€i did mean.”

A fte r  reading the addrefs o f  the Irifli Parliam ent 

o f  M a y  28, which I have ftated to yo u , it could 

hardly be believed that M r. Pitt could afTert, T h a t  

w ith  Vefpeft to that part o f  the K in g ’s M eilage  w hich  

related to the propriety o f  adopting fom e meafures 

for a final adjuilment between the tw o countries, the. 

Iriih  Com m ons were wholly filent,” — yet he has done it 

roundly and without refcrve in the very  words I mention. 

Is the declaration in that addrefs, that no future conftitu- 

tional queftion could exift, mere filence ? H o w  ? Has 

their language to the L o rd  Lieutenant o f  the full and per

fect eftabliihment o f  their conftitution, no meaning? W h a t  

fophifti y o f  argument, what cafuiftry o f  language can 

draw a diftin&ion between the expreiuons that no future 

queftion can exift, and that the matter is finally adjufted ; 

between the words final, and no longer e x i t in g — I f  it 

puts an end to all future queitions, it mufl be final, becaufe 

what puts an end, is final— but the whole amount of his 

reafoning is, that what puts an end to any thing, is not 

final. It is a powerful proof how  little argument he 

has to ftand on, when he reforts to fuch a wretched play 

upon words, on a fubje£t o f  fuch magnitude.

I would difmifs it without further obfervation, but that 

there is one part o f  that arrangement, and a m od material* 

one as to connexion, w hich  he has flurred over w ithout 

obfervation ; I mean the modification w hich was then 

made o f  Poyning’s law . It will not only fully difprove 

h\s aflertion, that nothing was then done b y  Ireland 

towards eftabliihing a connexion, but it will fliew farther
the
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the bails on which it was then c o n f u t e d  and firmly

24

T h e  a a  making this modification, which regulates 

the manner o f  parting bills in Parliament, received very 

uncommon folemnity in its progrefs. It was moved for 

31ft o f  M a y , three days after the addrefs, and fo effen- 

tra! was it deemed, that it was prefented as a bill, not as 

heads in the accuftomed manner, and it was ftnt to the 

Lords prior to its going to Council, and was carried to 

the L o rd  Lieutenant by a joint Com m ittee o f  both 

Houfes. It en aas, that no Bill ihall pafs into a L a v ,  in 

Ireland, unlefs it be returned under the G reat Seal o f  

G reat Britain. Thus not leaving the conneaion  a bare 

jtm aion  o f  two kingdoms under one Sovereign, but fe 

e d i n g  the continuance o f  that co n n eaio n , by making 

the Biitifh Minirter anfwerablc to the Britifh nation, i f  

any L a w  fhould receive the R oyal aflent in Ireland, 

which could in any way injure the empire, be incompa

tible with its imperial interefts, or tend to feparate Ireland 

from it. I did at the time fay, and do now repeat, that 

the arrangement would have been im perfea , without 
this fecurity attending what the Britiih Minifter weakly 

calls a Demolition o f  fyftem, and what we call a glori

ous Eftablifhment o f  the Conftitution, confirming the 

freedom and independence o f  the Iriih Parliament.

 ̂ I do not hefitate to fay, that in thus rendering the 

Great Seal o f  Britain neceiTary to the paffing an Iriih 

L a w , i f  we created a theoretic difference in the Confti- 

tutions o f  the two kingdoms, which renders ours infe

rior, it is one not injurious to us, but neceffary from 

our fituation in the empire, and one- with which we are

contm t, and which fccures Union and Connexion on a 
firm and lafting bafis.

I therefore



I therefore agree that the pow er o f  the Britrih 

Pailiament extends, 3s M r .  Dundas has ilated, to 

the controul o f  the third ertate o f  the Irifli Parlia

ment ; but it is a controul on the K in g ’s naked pow er 

o f  aflent only— and this very  controul, I fay, g ;ves 

to Britain an effedual pledge to retain in her ow n  

hands, that it never (hall be in our pow er by any a â  o f  

ours to weaken or impair the connexion. O n  the other 

hand, we are not without a fecurity on our part, for, b y  

the confirmation o f  our independence, Britifh law  cannot 

bind us ; and, therefore, the Union cannot be altered, 

impaired, or fevered, (putting force and convulfion out 

o f  the cafe) except by our confirming the meafure by a 

law o f  our own. G re a t  Britain cannot throw us off. 

A n  a â  o f  the Britifh Parliamertt is inadequate to it. A s

an inftance, no law o f  hers could repeal our Annexation 
A 3  o f  H e n ry  V III .

I f  I wanted authority for the rtatement I have given, 

L o rd  Auckland, in moving for the repeal o f  the 6th G e o . r! 

confirms what I fav, in very explicit language “  A s  

“  no Iriih Bill can pafs into law, without the previous co n - 

fent o f  the K .n g  in his Council o f  England ; fo there 

was no danger that the independence o f  the legiilature 

ot Ireland could be made ufe o f  to make laws injurious

«  r°  r l .  f  kinSdom > the EriglMi Council being re-

„  P0.nî  . [  CVery advice they Save ^ e ir  Sovereign,
and England would have nothing to fear from the en-

„  T  £dj r er 0 f ,h e I r i i h  Parliament, as the confent

„  A a  „  " f  W° Uldbe fti,1^ e iT a r y  to fa n ô ify  all their 
A tts .  — Thus,then, our modification o f  Poyning’s L a w  

gives England a fecurity that we cannot di/ToIve or im . 

pair the connexion by any A â  o f  our feparate Legifla-

jure, while the very independence o f  that feparate 
Legiflature g .ve i ui a f e c u r i t y  t h a t  G r e a t  B f i t a j n  c a n n o t

by
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b y  any law  o f  her’s deilroy it ;  we are by thefe two 

meafures o f  that day, confirmed in what was, and ever 

m uíl be our dearefl intereft, in being an unalienable and 

infeparable part o f  the Britiih Empire, not joined to

gether, as fome have foolifhly aflèrted, by the nonfenfe 

o f  a Fœderal Union ; not, in M r . Pitt’ s unmeaning lan

guage, by a connexion which hangs on a thread, ex -  

pofed to all the attacks o f  party, and all the effeéis o f  

accident. Fatal would it be for us i f  it hung on a thread, 

expofed, as he fays, to all the attacks o f  party, and 

all the effe&s o f  accident ; for he and his party have at

tacked it with fuch weight o f  abufe, fuch a complica

tion o f  infulting threats, fuch an ill-judged bombaftic 

cxpofure o f  our fuppofed weakneiTes to our enemies, 

and fuch an unjuilifiable attempt to confolidate to his 

aid every accident o f  the circumilances attending both 

cu r  internal and external fituation, that our not being 

convulfed by thefe very attempts, is a folid refutation o f  

his aifertion, and we m ay plume ourfelves the more on 

its {lability, in as much as it is not in the range o f  hu

man invention to  fuppofe a more powerful attack o f  

party, or a more artful application o f  all the accidental 

circumilances which the prefent crifis has unfortunately 

brought to bear together at the fame period.— N o , Sir, 

w e are, and we are happy to be a Dominion o f  the 

C row n o f  England ; a conftituent and infeparable part o f  

the Empire, under the fame Sovereign ; and the A6ts o f  

the executive, with regard to our legiflation, are the A6ts 

o f  the K ing o f  G reat Britain as well as o f  Ireland in his 

Britiih C oun cil;  unfortunate would it be for us i f  Ire

land was held by a connection as o f  the perfon o f  the 

K in g  only, and— [a cry o f  hear! hear! from  the Trea- 

fury Bench]— I am glad the noble L o rd  approves o f  

what I fay ; I  am glad he thus ihews himfelf to be o f  

opinion with me, that a better bafis already exiils for a
connexion

20



conhe&ion between the two countries, than that w hich  

Air. Pitt, and the noble L o rd  would fain impofe on us.

H ère, then, we fee a new and incontrovertible ground 

whereon not only to aflert that the adjuftment was fin a l 

as to the Iriih conftitution, but that it even fulfilled the 

conftru£tion given now by Air. Pitt, to the refolution o f  

1 7 S 2 , however contrary to what lie gave it in 178 5. 

It alfo fulfilled his M ajefty ’ s gracious recommendations at 

the time, and in looking back to them , w e fhall find ano

ther proof o f  every objefl: o f  conftitution or coiiftitu- 

tional co n n ex io n  being then confidercd as finally ad- 

jlifted ; for it is obfervable that the K in g , in his firft A ief- 

fage, propbfes the confideration o f  Irifli grievances in 

order exprefsly to obtain a Final AdjujlmerJ, he ufes 

the fame words Final Adjujlment in his Afeflage by tha 

D u ke o f  Portland, fluting his own and the Britifh P a r

liament's intentions ; but as foon as the Irifti Parliament 

on hearing thefe intentions declared on the 27th o f  

M a y  their fatisfaftion, and that an end would be put 

thereby to all conftitutional queftions, he drops the ex-  

prelTion o f  Final Adjuffment ever after, and in his 

anfwer on the 13th  o f  June, he declares his plea- 

fure in receiving this D eclaration, commends them 

for confidering- the attention o f  G re a t  Britain as 

furnifhing a perpetual pledge o f  mutual amity, applauds 

their zeal to perpetuate the harmonyy and uphold the gçlory 

o f  the Britiih  empire, and he mentions Final Adjufl* 
ment no mirei

W ou ld  his AÍiniíÍer have advifed him to thefe ex- 

preflions, i f  the adjuftment furniihed 110 pledge ; if  it 

tended no w ay to perpetuate co n n ex io n  ; in ihort, i f  

it only deftroyed the con n edion , as M n  Pitt fays, by 

demoliihing one fyftem, and not fubftituting another ; 
o: did they not advife him to this language, anJ
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omit the farther mention o f  Final Adjuftment; be- 

caufe they confidered the declaration o f  the Irifli 

Parliament, and the modification o f  Poyping’s L a w  to 

have accomplifhed every o b je d  o f  conftitutional adjuft- 

ment, and conftitutional connexion ?

But I will give you further evidence o f  their fentiments 

having been as I ftate them in July, 1782. T h e  Lord 

Lieutenant’s language to the Parliament, in the fpeech 

which i liave read to you was, that they fhould convince 

the people that every caufe o f  paft jealoufy and difcontent 

was finally removed (there his ufe o f  the expreiTion finally 

is decifive) -, that both countries had pledged their faith 

to each other, and that their beft fecurity would be an ad

herence to that compact, that the two kingdoms were now 

one, indiffolubly conne&ed in unity o f  Conftitution, and 

unity g f  interefts, that they ftand and fall together.

I f  the Britiih Minifter o f  that day had in view more 

than was done— if  he thought the work incomplete as 

to his o b je â ,  he would have followed up the meafure 

to its completion, he would not have allowed the D uke 

o f  Portland to ufe language tending to impofe on, and 

not to conciliate both kingdoms. He would not have 

added to a dereliction o f  duty, a grofs and unworthy 

deceit— nor would his G race have fubmitted to the mean 

office o f  dating a com paft that was never made, a unity 

that was not formed— that both kingdoms were indiflo- 

lubly one, when the very meafure, in M r. Pitt’s ideas, 
untied the only bond that held the two kingdoms toge

ther.

M r. Pitt could not have been ignorant of all theftf 

fa&s in 1782, however he may have forgot them in 

1 799— and that he was not ignorant o f  them, but confi-

dereé



cfered the w ork o f  1 7 S 2 as final and complete to its o b - 

j e û  o f  conftitutional concerns, I m ay appeal to his own 

c o n d u a  the year following:, when he was Chancellor o f  

the E xch eq u er, and fpoke to the fu b jeft  on M r.  G r e n 

ville’s motion— and when, i f  the meafures o f  178 2 were 

incomplete, i f  the refolution o f  17S 2  alluded to further 

oojefts  o f  Coriflitution, he had had feveral months for 

confederation, and it would have been his duty to have 

propofed means to fupply the d efe ft,  whereas he did.not 

in that fpeech complain o f  any d e fe d , nor talk o f  any 

ConftitutioAal meafures unfiniihed as part o f  the fy f-  

Jem o f  i 782. H e became Minirter the year after, and 

I m ay appeal more forcibly to his c o n d u S  ever fince,

full fifteen years, during all w hich time he has done 
nothing towards Conflitution— nay not only done no

t i n g ,  but even during the Com m ercial P r o f i t i o n s  in 

1 7 8 5 , not a word did he utter to imply that the fettle- 

ment o f  178 2 was not final as. to Conflitution.

H e  muft either then retraft his new doarines  o f  1 7 9 9 ,  

or plead guilty to a ftiameful and continued dereliaion o f  

his duty, in having fufiered the empire to remain dur- 

]n% } e3is in a ftate which he now rcprefents as hav
ing all the while endangered its very  exifience. T h e  

fa a  is, he was guilty o f  no dere lia ion,  and I am 

happy in any thing to be his advocate. T h e  tneafures o f  

1 7 8 2 ,  were all conftitutional and final, notwithftanding 
he has begun in 1 799 to fay otherwife.

A n y  one o f  the many prooft I have adduced, would 

be futficient to juflify mo in aflerting, that the fettlement

o f  1 7 8 2 , fo far as regarded çonjlitution and conjlitu- 

ttonal convention, was final—  and I mort devoutly trull 

.t ever will remain fo. I might reft fingly on the opini

ons o f  the Irtih Parliament, repeated often throughout
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three months in various ways (which M r.  P. never 

ftated), or the opinions o f  the Britiih Parliament arçd 

Britiih Minifters, who co n d u ced  the mepfure, which he 

relied on with fuch an affuming fuperiqrity, or even on his 

own conduit at the time, or on his conduit and language 

in 178 5, or on his conduit and language ever fince ; but 

the whole concurrence o f  them forms fuch a mafs o f  

evidenpe, fuch a chain o f  incontrovertible argument, 

that he mud have more than common dullnefs, or a 

moil perfevering obftinacy, who can entertain a doubt 

Upon the fubjeit.

Further to expofe the futility o f  his affertion, that no

thing was done in 1782 towards corneition , I might re

mind you o f  one other rneafure o f  connexion attending 

that period, the act called L ord Y elverton ’s, which paifecj 

the fame day with the one I havejuft explained as to the 

Britiih feal. Its preamble dates a principle o f  connec

tion for the future conduit o f  our Legiflature— “  W hereas 

<É it is the earned and affeitionate defire, as well as true 

«  intereft, o f  yourM ajefty ’s fu b jeâs o f  this kingdom, to 

“  promote, as far as in them lies, the navigation, trade, 

“  and commercial intereils o f  G reat Britain as well as 

“  Ireland— and whereas a fimilarity o f  laws, manners, 

“  and cuftoms, mufl: naturally conduce to ftrengthen and 

“  perpetuate that affe&ion and harmony which do, and at 

«  all times ought to fubfift between the people o f  G reat 

(C Britain and Ireland” — and the body of it proceeds on 

the fame principle,by enaiting, <fT h a t all fuch claufesand 

(( provificns contained in any ftatutesmade in England or 

“  Q reat Britain, concerning commerce, as import to im^ 

«  pofe equal reftraints on the fubjefts o f  both kingdoms, 

“  or to entitle them to equal benefits or as equally con- 

«  cern the feamen o f  both kingdoms, fave fo far as the 

“  fame have been altered or repealed, (hall be accepted, 

ufed, and executed in this kingdom, according to the
tf prefent
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«  prefent tenor th ereo f refp e& ively ,”  thus ena£Hng at 

one ftroke every law  o f  Britain re fp e a in g  commerce, and 

m aking it the uniform law o f  the w hole empire, i f  it 

equally affe&ed the whole empire.

L e t  us look back then for a moment to fa£ls, and 

contraft them with M r. Pitt’ s affertions. Ii eland fa id 

in 1782, “  no conflitutional queflion can ever after exifl to 

61 interrupt tlic harmony o f the two kingdoms. Con fli tut ion 

“  i f  finally f e t t l e d M r. Pitt fays, w e are a filly n a 

tion— we did not underfland the words we ufed, and 

there was no final fettlement.

Ireland in 1 7 8 2 , placed a negative controul in G re a t  

Britain over her a£ts, in order to fecure the co n n ex io n . 

M r . Pitt fays we are miftaken, and did nothing, or it’s 

o f  no avail.

His M ajefly  applauds the Irifh Parliam ent for their 

declaration that the confiitutianal cotineflion between ths 

two kingdoms, is effential to their interefi and happinefs. 

M r. Pitt fays it is all a m o ck e ry— there is no conflitu- 

tional conneâiorç,

His M ajefly  congratulates them on their declaration 

that no Conjiituticn can exifl to interrupt harmony. M r, 
Pitt fays it is all unfounded, and every conflitutional 

queflion flill exiils that can interrupt their harmony.

His M ajefly  fays the attention of the Britifib Parliament 

to Ireland, furnijhed a perpetual pledge c f  amity ; the Irify 

Parliament faid the fame ; but M r. Pitt fays it was no 

pledge, or it m uflbe deilroyed, to introduce a wild theory 

o f  his own, not afked or fought for by either nation.

T h e
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The Iriih Parliament faid, the conjlHnthn which they 

recovered in 178 2 , bound them to perpetuate the harmony, 
jiability, and glory o f the empire. M r. Pitt fay S he will 

annihilate that conftitution, at the rifk cviin o f  that har

mony, and without regard to the circumftances o f  the 

times, which may make the attempt peculiarly fatal.

T h e  Trifh Parliament dates with gratitude to the Duke 

o f  Portland then Lord Lieutenant, that their confíitution 

is fully and perfeflly efiablifhed. M r. Pitt fays it is all 

a failehood— we neither have, nor ought to have, nor 
can have a conftitution o f  our own.

T h e fame L ord Lieutenant tells the Commons thaï 

to fettle the conjlitution of Ireland on a fecure foundation, and 

to unite its interefls and affetlions w ith thofe o f Great B ri,  

tain, were the principal objects o f  his adminiftration, and 

he is happy that they are accomplijbed Mr. Pitt gives his 

G race  a direft contradiaion, and tells Ireland, D on ’t be- 

üevethe Duke o f  Portland ; there was no conftitution

fettled no foundation formed— no interefts united_or

i f  there were, that he m ud annihilate that conftitution, 
deftroy the foundations o f  it, and with it all that unity o f

intereft and affeaion which Ireland faid refted on them.

T h e fame Lord Lieutenant defires you to convince 

the nation, as you are yourfelves convinced, that every 

caufe of jeahufy and difcontent is finally removed. N o  

fuch thing, fays M r. Pitt ; there was no final feulement 

to lemove them, or i f  there was, it muft be given up, and 
I will riik their being aroufed afreih.

T h e  Viceroy proceeds— hath countries have pledged 
their faith to each other, their be ft fecurity w ill be a n in- 

vkTaVt adherence to that compati— \ deny any com paa, fays

M r,
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M r. Pitt, 3nd I will break that pledge, and here let me 

requeft your attention, while I aik that gentleman and his 

reprefentativ? here, if this be his co n d u it,  as to a com - 

pa6t fo folemnly made and ratified by both nations ; what 

reliance can this kingdom place on his adherence to any 

co m p a ft  on which he would reft his projetted U nion, es

pecially when there would not be an Iriih Parliament 

fitting then, as there is now , to enforce and p r o te â  it ?

T h e  fame V ice ro y  goes on, «  the two kingdoms are 

now oney indiffolubly connefled in unity o f  conflitution, and 

and unity o f inter efts, and they mufi J}and or fa ll  t o g e t h e r ' 

"Vou are not indiflolubly con n eited , “  fays M r. Pitt, 

y o u r  co n n e x io n  hangs by a thread, your conftiturion is 

o f  a nature to prevent unity, and your feparate interefts 

are deftroymg that co n n e x io n , which the V ice ro y  called 
indiiToluble”  -

D oes this Gentlem an w ho thus contradifts K in g ,  

L ord s, Com m ons, V icero y  and, himfelf, forget our 

folemn acknowledgm ent o f  that day, let him look 

to our Journals that I have read to yoli, and he 

will find that we thought our co n n eaio n  fo happily 

fettled, and our co n n eaio n  w ith  Britain rendered 

fo fecure, that the whole nation defired to return 

their folemn thanks to G o d  fo r that Union, harmony end 
cordial ajfeflion vj/itch the final adjufitnent o f  i 782 f e -  

cured to both kingdoms. In thefe thanks we acknow 

ledged their interefts to be infeparably the fame, and o f

fered our unfeigned gratitude to the Alm ighty for his 

bltifings to both kingdoms, and the accompliihment o f  

that final adjuftment. / All a miftake, fays M r. Pitt, you

called Heaven to witnefs in vain, there was no final 
adjuftmenr,
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N eed I  go farther ? is not the impofition too grofs,- 

even for the dulleft underftanding ever imputed to the 

Iriíh climate ? every thing fhews you the ^djuftment was 

final ; it is our Second, i f  not our G reat Magna Ckartat 

and he would never labour with fo much, but fo impo

tent fophiftry to deny it, i f  he did not know its value 

and its ftrength.

A  Union is in its inftant operation a total extin â io n  

o f  it, and after it has not only fecured, but abfolutely 

ihowered down upon you, more bleffings, more trade, 

more affluence than ever fell to your lot, in double 

the fpace o f  time which has elapfed Cnee its attainment ; 

•will you be cajoled, duped, or threatened into a furrender 

o f  it ? Forbid it, every honeft heart that glows with Iriih 

blood, forbid it virtue, forbid it patriotifm, and forbid 

it f îeaven , whofe bleflings we implored on its perpetual 

continuance. F o r  years you laboured to acquire it, in 

I 782 it crowned your glorious efforts, and did you gain 

it only to deftroy it ? will you give ear to the folly that 

you  aiked it in order to annihilate it ? for fuch is the con* 

fummate folly o f  thofe who argue that the Britifh refo- 

lutions which confirmed it, looked at the very time to 

future meafures for deftroying it.

Is it to be fuppofed, (to return again to the refolution 

M r. Pitt relies on,) that when a free conílitution was 

offered to Ireland, it was accompanied with a refolution 

to deftroy it ? and that that very refolution was prefented 

to our Parliament at the fame moment with the offer o f  
that free conftitution I  N o ,  Sir, Union and the Confti

tution o f  i 782 are incompatible, they are direCt oppo* 

fîtes, and that is the reafonAvhy f  lay fo much ftrefs 

on the adjuftment o f  178 2, becaufe while we hold it 

facred, this accurjed Union never can take place. I am 
not fo filly as to fay its being final, renders it phyfically 

or politically unalterable j but I ftate its perfection



to urge its value and its efficacy for every end o f  

happinefs, and I (hew yo u  the dangers w hich  m ud fol

low its annihilation, to warn you againft furrendering 

it. I fay again that it is not to be wondered at, 

that thofe w h o  now advife the ruinous meafure o l 

an U n io ii— a meafure calculated to difturb the harm ony 

and threaten the exigence o f  the empire, fhould wifli 

to  calumniate the glorious conftitution ot 1 7 8 2 , and 

afcribe to it neither permanency o f  principle, nor per- 

manerlcy ot adjuftmsnt.

I have fliewn you, that i f  the M inifter in 178 2 

looked forward to any meafures beyond that year, it was 

to commercial ones only. N o  advance was made as to 

com m erce in general, except what was done by Y e l 

verton ’s bill. I will therefore now exam ine the fo llo w 

ing: meafures o f  17 8 5 , w hich were m erely com m ercial, 

and the proceedings and opinions declared by the Parlia

ments o f  both kingdoms, and all the minifters con

cerned will add many incontrovertible proofs to what Í 

have already adduced fo many proofs to, that the adjuft- 

ment o f  178 2 was conftitutional onlv, and final.

Tow ards the clofe o f  the Irifli feffion following that 

o f  1782, the Com m ons addrefs the D uke o f  Rutland :— ■

iC W e  reflect with triie pride and fatisfa&ion upon 

t€ the folid advantages which have been obtained for this 

“  country within a very fhort period. W e  are aware o f  

u  the fituation o f  the empire, and the peculiar circum - 

“  ftances which haVe prevented the adjujiment o f  fome 

tc ptints which concern our trade and manufaflurcs, and we 

“  rely upon the readinefs o f  your G r a c e ’s liberal and

F  ’ the
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“  benevolent alM ance for the furtherance o f  fuch prac- 

“  tical meafures, as deliberate w,fdom and generous 

“  policy may adapt to our real neceffities and general 

interefts,”  and here mark the words, the adjuftment o f  

iome points wh:ch concern our trade and im n u f * à tires • 

— not a word about Conftituiion,— it was all fettled.

T h e  day following the C o m m o n s in an ad-

drefs to his M ajefty, which puffed Nem . Con. rt-

prefent to him «  their warmeft hope, that the

«  interval between this fefllon and the next will ’

“  afford fufficient opportunity for forming a wife and

"  well  digefted plan, for  a liberal a rra n g e m e n t  o f

“  commercial intercourfe between G reat Britain and

“  Ireland to be then brought forward ; that fuch a
“  plan formed upon the broad bafis o f  reciprocal ad-

“  vantage, would be the mod effectual means o f

“  ftrengthening the empire at large, and cheriftiing the

«  common interefts and brotherly, affedions o f  both 
“  kingdoms.”

T h e Recefs was accordingly employed in forming 

fuch a plan, and it is well known, that I, as Chancellor 

o f  the Exchequer, had the honour o f being called on 
by the Britiih Minifter to affift in the work. °

The next fefllon opened with a Specch from the Duke 
o f  Rutland, which begins with thefe Words.

I am to recommend, in the K in g ’s name, to your 
' earncft inveftigation, thofe objefts o f  trade and 

“  commerce between Great Britain and Ireland, which 

“  have not yet received their compleat adjuftment.”  

(Mark the expreffion— which have not yet received their

compkat



tompleat aàjuflnifnt.) “  In framing a plan, with a view  

“  to a final feu lem ent, you will be ftnfible that the 

“  interefts o f  G re a t  Britain and Ireland, ought to be for 

“  ever united and infeparable, and his M ajefty  relics on 

“  your liberality and wifdom for adopting fuch an equi- 

“  table fyftem , for the joint benefit o f  both countries, 

“  and the fupport o f  the com m on intereft, as will f?-  

“  cure mutual fatisfaition and permanency. T h e  uni- 

“  form ity o f  laws and o f  religion, and a common in- 

“  terejl in treaties with foreign ftates, form a fure bond 

“  o f  mutual co n n ex io n  and attachment between G re a t  

*• Britain and Ireland: it will be yo u r care to cheriih 

“  thofe ineftimable bleflings, with that fpirit and w ifdom  

“  which will render them e ffe a u a l fecurities to the 

“  11 rcngth and profperity o f  the em pire.”

Y o u  will obferve, that treaties with foreign ftates are 

here mentioned, becaufe it fhews they were in confidcr- 

ation as part o f  the com m ercial fubje& afterwards de

clared final. T h e y  have been ilated bv the noble Lord 
to-d ay as an imperial confideration calling for a U nion, 

and notcapable o f  arrangement by a diftina legiilature ?

A  plan was fubmitted to the Iriih C o m m o n s in 

eleven propofitions w'hich were agreed to, and th e a d -  

dreis conveying them to the throne received, I m ay fay, 

the univerfal and w arm  approbation o f  the I lo u fe , as 

on a divifion there were no N o e s  except the Tellers. 

Both  Houfes joined in the Addrefs, which fhews the 

decided fentiment o f  Parliam ent, that the paflîng o f  

thefe Refolutions into L a w ,  would have com pletely 

Snfwered all the purposes o f  the prefent projea.
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T h e  Addrefs is worth attending to

“  T h at our gratitude is peculiarly due to his M a -  

c< jefty, for the meafures which, fince laft fefiion o f  Par- 

“  liament, have been taken by his royal command,

“  towards forming an arrangement o f commercial intèreourf 

“  between Great Britain and Ireland. T h at with the moil 

“  fanguine hops they look forward to the confirmation of 

«  theje resolutions, containing the principles upon which, 

k  they truft, the commercial interefts o f  the two nations 

“  will be finally e/lablijbej. W h en  thefe (hall be happily 

and fully carried into e-ffea, through his M ajefty ’s pa- 

«  ternal goodnefs, and the wifdom and liberality o f  h;j 

íc Parliaments o f  Great Britain and Ireland, they fha!l3 

“  with the moft fincere fatisfadion, behold a fyftem efla- 

C( llifhed upon the firm bafts o f  reciprocal advantage, which 

“  w ill completely flrengthen and cement the common interejl 

“  and mutual affeflion o f both kingdoms, and willindiffolubly 

4t unite the efforts o f all his M a je f i f s  fubjeâs o f  G rea t Bri- 

“  tain and Ireland, in maintaining the Jlrength, increafmg 

a  refources, and extending the power and credit o f the 

“  B ritijb  empire— and that it is their fervent prayer, that 

“  his Majefty may longpofTefs the true reward o f  a great 

4< and generous mind, in beholding the bleffings derived 

«  under his royal aufpices, and in receiving the juft tri

es bute o f  the moft zealous duty and attachment from his 

«  loyal and affe&ionate people.”

In G reat Britain the K in g, in opening the feffion o f

the fame year, (1785), faid, “  Am ong the o b je ts
“  which now require confideration, I muft particulaily

«  recommend to your earneft attention the adjujlment oj

«  f Uch points in the commercial intercourfc between Great B n -

“  tain and Ireland, as are not yet finally arranged. 1 he
« fyftem
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«  fyftem w h ic h  wil l  unite both kingdom s moft c lo fc ly  on 

« principles’ o f  reciprocal ad vantage,  wil l ,  I a m  p e r -  

.« funded, beft f tcu re  the general  p ro fp e n ty  o f  m y  do-

“  minions.”

O b fe rv e  here, from  the proceedings in both k in g 

d o m s  that commercial a r r a n g e n t  only was ,n contcm - 

plation— and M r. Pitt’ s words, when he introduced 

■die fubjea, deferve particular attention :

.. T h e r e  was not a m an in the H o u f e  w h o  w ould  not 

■litrer, that fettling the c o m m e r ç a i  .ntercourfe  ot the 

«  , w o  kingdoms on « firm, liberal,  and permanent b , h s  

bv which an end m ight  be put to all jealoui.es and 

«  cia m , and by w h ic h  all futur,- pretexts to d.feontent 

mit:ht bo -moved, and by  w h i c h  the fureft foundations 

«  o f ' f u t iiiv rt.ength a n d ' opulence m ight  be laid, was 

f ‘ one o f  th„ greateft topics w h ic h  could  be agitated 

.< in Parl iament,  and one o f  the m o l l  d u r a b l e  o b j e a s  

that they could accomplish*

A gain — » He de fir es the Houfe to r e c o l lc a ,  that 

« amongft the many o b je a s  to which the Legiflature had 

« for fome years d irea ed  its attention, the affairs ot l ie -
«  land, and the forming a fuitable arrangement between

«  that cou n try  r,nd this,  were  nearly the m oil  conf id e .a-  

“  ble. A v a i l  deal had already been done by fo rm e r  au- 

“  miniftrations.but not en o u g h — and his prefent plan was 

“  nothing more than a n e c ta r y  fu fp lm en t  to ihofe w h ich  

«  had fo rm er ly  been a'dopted (meaning thofe o f  i 7 79 and

* 73 o , and the feulem ent  o f  1 7 8 2 ) ,  for .he purpofe o f  

“  creating fuch a mutual intereil as ihould tor ever  pre- 

«< ferve inviolable and fecurc the c o n n e a . o n  between t ie

Ï  c o u n t r i e s ”  „



H m  we liave his own amht.rity for | lm  
- f l b r y  a, ,1», d a ,  fcoure lhe

!  m “  ai ‘■angemem. T h e  previous m ea.
t o  o f  confliiutiona, futlenteot . . J ,  „ „  “

i e a ” °  H '°  r  I d ay '  5 n a l ” ‘l c o m Plt ,e  «• to it. Ob- 
j e a .  H,S fupplement o f  commercial arrangement alone

v.as wanting to perfeft a ll;  let us examine i t ;  not a

word -n U o f  conftitution, o f  the concerns o f  peace

and war, wh.ch the noble Lord and he now fo magnify,

« f  treat its which the Duke o f  Rutland fuggerted for

confideratton ; o f  thefe difficulties which he now A a.es

a- curable only by his new medicine; (all o f  which I

naM bye and by r e m o y e j- n o t  a word o f  Regency, the

J o f  ,he  llrefent bil l> O'- o f  the o b j e a i o n s  he no*- 
itarts to the independence o f  our Legi f la ture .

But I will not only give you his authority in 1785, I 

will fhew you the fame fentiment expreiTed in the fame 

year m ftronger language, by both Houfes, in a joint 

Addrefs, which he moved in the Commpns, and by hi* 
W a jc ily ’s Anfvver to it.

T h e  Addrefs fa y s :—-

<f “  W c  Iiave thus far performed our part in this impor- 
“  tant bufinefs ; and we truft, that in the whole o f  its 

“  progrefs, reciprocal interefts and mutual affeQion wifi 

«  mfure that fpirit o f  Union, fo eiTentially neceiTary to the 

great end which the two countries have equally in view.

“  In this perftiafion we look forward with confidence to 

“  the final completion o f  a meafure which, while it  tends 

to perpetuate the harmony and friendjbip between the 

two kingdoms,  m ujl by augmenting their referees,

(( uniting
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« uniting their efforts, and ccnfolidating their flrength, of-
«  ford  your M ajejly the fu rejl means o f eflablijhing on a

“  /df ‘ »g foundation, the fafety, profperity, and glory o f  
“  the empire

T o  which his M ajefty replied:

«  A  full and equal participation o f  com m ercial ad- 

"  vantages, an> a fimilarity o f  laws in thofe points 

which are neceifjiy  for their prefervation and fecurity, 

muji be the fu r t f  b-.nd oj Union between the t wo kinç- 

“  doms, and the fource o f  reciprocal and increafing be- 
“  nefits to both.”

T h u s do the Lords and Com m ons o f  G re a t  Bri

tain declare, that the meaiures propofed in 178 5 , w hich 

were all commercial, will perpetuate harm ony between 

the two kingdoms, and muft, by augm enting their 

rcfources, uniting their efforts, and confolidating their 

ftrength, afford the fureft means o f  eftablifhing on a lad

ing foundation the fafety, profperity, and g lo ry  o f  the 

empire— the very phrafcs and high-founding language 
which he applies to his plan o f  Union.

T h u s  does the K in g  fay, that the fame m eafureS

muil be the fureit bond o f  Union between the kingdoms,

and the fource o f  reciprocal and increafing benefits to 
both.

And thus, what M r. Pitt, the Parliamem, and the 

K in g , all declared fuflicient and complete in 17 8 5 , to 

have worked all the wonders o f  his prefent Nortrum, 

without any o f  the poifonous, political, or conrtitutional 

ingredients, he would now dofe us with, this fame M r.

Pitt



fvltt fays, în 1799) was a partial and Inadequate meafure. 

T h efe  3re his very expreffions as publiihed.
t

W h a t in 178 5  he declared to be a fupplement to the 

eftablifliment o f  178 2, cannot in 179 9  be accompliihed 

without deflroying that eflablifhment, which it was to 

fupport and flrengthen.

In 178 5 , he told you that the meafure he then pro- 

pofed “  was to preferve and feciire the con n exion  invio

late.” — He tells you now it would not have done either ; 

it was a partial and inadequate meafure.

In I 785, he told you “  it was the only poiTible ircan's 

by which the connexion  between the two kingdom's 

c o u l d  efïeâually  and with prudence be eflablifhed — his 

very words as recorded in Debrett s D e b a t e s - a n d  he 

now telís you, i t  was partial and inadequate> and couid 

not have eflabliflied any thing.

In 1785 he dated <£ it was to form a final adjuftment 

Of commercial interefts between the two countries*^-ia 

179 9 , he fays the adjuftment would have been partial and 

inadequate. And thus he again puzzles us with his ufe 

o f  the word fin a l  In 1782 what puts an end to any 

thing, is not final.— In 1785 what is partial and in

adequate, is final.

In 1 785 “  it was one o f  the greateft topics which could 

be agitated in Parliament now it is no great topic, but 

a partial and inadequate nteafure.

In i 785 it was “  o f  the greateft and moil decifive im 

portance to both kingdoms, fince the end and obje£t was 

no lefs than to eftabliih a fyftem that ihould be perma
nent



nent and irrevocable, (his own words, as Debrett records 

them ), but n ow  that fyilem  is called partial and ina- 

dcquate.

In 1 7 8 5  he ilates the rtieafure to be 4C the one am ong 

"  all the o b je â s  o f  his political life the m oil important 

he had ever engaged in, nor did he imagine he ihould 

<« ever meet another, that would call forth  all his feelings, 

"  and roufe every exertion o f  his heart in fo  forcible a 

manner— a medfure ill w hich he verily believes was in - 

tc volved every p r o fp e â  that ilill remained to G re a t  B r i-  

€€ tain o f  again lifting her head to that height and em i-  

*c nence w hich fhe poiîefled among nations.” — H e tells 

y o u  now , it had no importance* it was a partial and inade

quate meafure.

W o u ld  to G o d  he had kept thofe fame feelings; and 

that fame heart o f  1 7 8 5  to actuate his conduct at this 

day, and our grow ing profperity and happiiiefs would 

hot be interrupted, as they now  dre, by his wild projeëts ! 

W o u ld  to G o d  he had preferved the confiftency, w hich  

1 preferved* and he has abandoned, and he would not 

how  bring the co n n ex io n  and fafety o f  this kingdom  

into hazard, by endeavouring in t 799 to deftroy the finat 

adjuilment o f  178 2, w hich in 1 7 8 5  he propofed to 

ftrengthen and perpetuate for ever !

And is this the confident gentleman w ho is Wantonly 

dnd unprovokedly to charge me with inconíiílence ? and 

w hat inconfiílence does he charge me with ? that I ex- 

prefsly dated in 1 7 8 5  that the final adjuilment o f  1 7 8 a  

could not lail. N o t  even the im p e rfe â  record o f  m y 

language that day, aflerts any thing like it. I never faid 

fo ,  exprefsly or impliedly ; on the contrary, I deemed 

that adjuilment fo  facred, fo valuable, and fo rivetted 

to the intereil and feelings o f  the whole kingdom, that 

I  premiftd what I  was going to fa y  b y  the following
G  words

43 •



ttrords :— a  (Mr. Foiler faid) he could not fit filertt when?

he heard a meafure in which he was proud to have 

fC had a confiderable part, reprefented by fo many gentle- 

"  men as injurious to the independence o f  the Iriih le- 

€t giflature. and a barter o f  the conílitution for com - 

l i  merce. He Jhoulcl think himfelf, indeed, unworthy oj a 

“  feat in that Houfey or o f the name of Irifhman, i f  he 

€t could confent to barter an atom o f the confiitution o f his 

€i country, for all the commerce in the world ; but he was 

w fo fully fatisfied the prefent meafure did not violate it, 

“  in the fmalleil degree, that he could not reprefs his fur- 

“  prife at its being fuppofed to do fo.”  Here I cannot 

help remarking, that in a publication o f  M r .  Pitt’s fpeech 

w ith  an extrafl: annexed, o f  what W oodfall recorded o f  

me at that period ; thefe words are wholly omitted, 

though they are in W oodfall’s debates.

And in the lafl debate on it I faid that "  I would fland 

“  or foil with the bill, that not a line in it touches our 

“  con ten tion,”  and not a line did touch it, whatever 

interpretation might be put on the alterations made 

by M r. Pitt in the proportions. I aliert the Iriih Par

liament never gave a decifion on thefe alterations, nor 

was any queftion ever put here upon one o f  them. 

T h e  advocates for the commercial propofitions wifely 

chofe to exprefs their fentiments, in a bill which effeâed  

every purpofe, without adopting even any the moil 

diftant or doubtful encroachment on the independence 

o f  our Legiflature. This bill is on your records.

By what fatality this meafure failed at the time, and how 

the alterations made by Britain overthrew it I need not 

ftate ; I will only fay, that where a fufpicion, that the 
operation o f  them might affe6t the independence o f  our 

Legiflature, created fuch a general difapprobation as 

obliged him to abandon the meafure, he ihould have
learned



(earned w ifdom  thereby, and not have propofed at this 

day, to a nation fo greatly attached to that independence, 

and the more fo for her rifing profperity fince its attain

m ent, a m eafure which does not barely go  to alter it, 

but avow edly and exprefsly to extinguiih i t ;  he ihould 

have recoil e â e d ,  that he now offers no one p ra S ica l  

or even fpeculative advantage in com m erce when the 

total extinction is required ; and that a m eafurc fuf- 

p e â e d  only to infringe on that independence failed in his 

hands, though accompanied w ith  offers o f  folid and fub- 

üantial benefit to trade*

T h e  meafure then o f  1 7 8 2  was all conflitutional-— 

that o f  1 7 8 5  all com m ercial— and to fele£t general e x -  

preflions made ufe o f  on the one fub jeft, and apply 

them  to the other, iliews no great candour in reafoning; 

however, I can fafely give him all the advantage o f  

it ,  and ilill refute him.

T h e  words afcribed to me in the publication b y  W o o d -  

fall, were fuppofed to be fpoken in the debate before the 

proportions were agreed to— “  T h a t  things could not 

remain as they w e r e — I believe I did ufe that expref- 

fion, at leail I accede to it, becaufe it was m y fenti- 

m ent, and I fay fo ilill, that things could not have re

mained as they w ere— and things do not remain as they 
were-

B y  what fatality is it that he cannot re c o ile d  that the 

great grounds o f  commercial jealoufy, which it was the 

object o f  1 785  to fettle for the permanency o f  our con

nexion, and to w hich ^’one m y words applied, have 

been fince adjuiled by laws o f  his own fupporting in the 

one kingdom, and approbation in the other.

I repeat again the fame aflertion, things have not re

mained as they werç. T h e  conflru&ion o f  the naviga

tion a£t, w hich prevented Britain reçeiving colonial or
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foreign goods through Ireland, has been done away în 

T 793» by a law, introduced by L ord  Hobart, to permit 

the import into G reat Britain from Ireland, o f  all goods 

o f  the growth, produce, or m anufaâure o f  the Britiih 

colonies, or o f  Afia, Africa, or America. T h e  former 

conftru£tion, was the great and confiant obje&  o f  Iriih 

jealoufy, and it was a leading meafure in the propo

rtions o f  1785.

In the fame year, in order to remove a great and 

prefling objeft o f  Britiih jealoufy, which was likewife 

a great and fundamental article in thofe propofitions, we 

reftrained, by an Iriih afl:, Ireland’s acknowledged right 

to  trade within the limits o f  the Eaft India Company-s 

charter, and confirmed to that Company their monopoly 

c l  the whole trade to all the world beyond the Cape o f  

G o o d  Hope and Streights o f  M agellan— although when 

M r. Eden, in 1785,  talked u  o f  the period o f  the e x -  

“  piration o f  the Com pany^ charter not being very 

“  diftant, and that there remained no power in B ri-  

€t tain to renew it or any exclufive privilege,”  he fa id, 

“  that the difpofition which was already manifefted ia  

u  Ireland, to avail themfclves o f  the advantages o f  the 

u  Oriental trade, would ihevy that on fuch an event 

u  they would not be induced to refign their pre« 
(6 teniions.”

W e  adopted the navigation a â ,  which G reat Britain 

juftly boafts to be a main prop o f  the commercial fyftem 

on which the naval ftrength o f  the empire refts, by mak

ing it Iriih law, not by reciting its provifions, but tak
ing it in toto by its title.

W e  en aâed  the fame laws for regiftry o f  fhipping, for 

increafe o f  íhipping, for manifefts— all great and impe
rial o b jeâs  to the trade o f  the empire.

m
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W e  eftabliihed the neceflary regulation for G rce n w ic l i  

Hofpital ,  a n d  Ligh t-hou fe  duties.

In lhort there is no one meafure o f  general or im pe

rial con cern , or even o f  colonial trade, unattended to by 

us, or left for Irifh l^w to ena£t a fimilarity o f  i ule in.

1  do not call the arrangement o f  duties on the inter

change o f  native produaions or manufactures, bctvvcea 

ihe two kingdoms, an o b je ft  o f  imperial concern ; but 

i f  I did, I would aflert on the authority o f  M r .  Pitt, o f  

the Parliaments o f  both countries, and o f  experience* 

that feparate Legiflatures are p e r fe d ly  competent to it, 

and the more fo , as more likely to give that ftability 

which mutual content and fatisfa&ion çan alone fecure. 

A nd I would further aflert, that every pradicable bene

fit in that r e fp e a ,  w hich thofe proportions might have 

arranged, is a a u a liy  and p ra a ic a lly  enjoyed ever fince, 

and w'ill continue to be fo , as long as mutual inteicit 

and gocd-will (ball d ir e a  each country.

O u r  o b je a  was to ft cure the continuance o f  the in* 

tercourfe in a fort o f  jltitu  ^uo9 ^ remains.

I will not hefitate then to fay , name to me any one 

matter o f  general or imperial concern w hich thoie 

proportions w'ould have arranged, and w hich is not ar

ranged— i f  you can, Í fhould not fear to fay, the faniL 

attention will inftantly adopt it, and that he is not a good 

Irifhman w ho knows o f  any fuch, and refuies to fug

ged  it. L e t  the noble lord propofe them, and not keep 

the country in agitation by fufpending this ruinous mea

fure over it. L e t  the filly attempt to encourage its re v i

val, by getting resolutions privately figned tor it, be aban^ 

doned. I f  you doubt the general execration in which it is 

Jiçld, call the counties— take their fenfe at public meet-
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îngs, inftead c f  preventing thofe meetings, left the general 

fenfe ihould be known, and put an end toall the idle and fil

ly tricks o f  circulating ftories that this gentleman and that 

gentleman has changed his mind. W h y ,  Sir, it has been 

told induftrioufly that I haye altered m y opinion— what I 

have already faid íhews I have not ; but the noble lord 

(hall have ample proof o f  it, before I fit down.

But, to return to m y argument— I afk where is 

the difference o f  our fituation now from what  it 

would have been, had the commercial meafures o f  

1785 been eftablifhed ?— None in f a c t  T h e  only 

diftinâion is, that what the policy o f  that day intended 

to have made matter o f  compafl, the mutual intereft, 

common concern, brotherly affe£tion, and inviolable 

conneaion  o f  the two kingdoms, have effeded volun

tarily and gradually fince— and thus we have not only 

looked forward with the Britiih Parliament to the final 

completion o f  a meafure which, to ufe their emphatic 

language, muft perpetuate harmony between the kingl 

doms, augment their refources, unite their efforts, con- 

folidate their ftrength, and eilabliih on a lading founda

tion the fafety, profperity, and glory o f  the empire ; 

but we have attained it, and the empire is ad u ally  in 

the complete praaica l enjoymt.it o f  all its benefits, 

and o f  the full and equal participation o f  commercial 

advantages, and that fimilarity o f  laws for their prefer- 

vation, which his M ajefty, like the wife and bene

volent father o f  all his people, declared to be the fureft
bond o f  union between the two kingdoms, a a u a lly  and 
effedually exifts.

It is charged further to me, that I not only faid In 

1785» that things could not remain as they were, 

fpeaktng o f  the commercial propofitions, but that I ad

ded,
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ded, “ com m ercial jcaloufy is roufed, it will  increafe with 

“  two independent Legiflatures, i f  theyrdon’t  mutually 

“  declare the principles whereby their powers ihall be fe- 

“  parately em ployed, in d ireâ in g  the com m on concerns 

€€ o f  trade.”

I was right in that aflertion ; the navigation a & ,  Eaft- 

India a€t, and other laws fince, have extinguiíhed the 

commercial jealoufy I alluded to, and declared the prin

ciples I mentioned, and each Legiflature has been effec

tually employed thereby in d ir e â in g  the com m on con

cerns o f  trade.

I added too , €t that without united interefl o f  co m - 

“  merce, in a commercial em pire, political union 

(t will receive many ihocks, and feparation o f  interefl: 

€t muft threaten feparation o f  co n n e x io n , w hich  

“  every honefl Iriíhman muft fhudder to look at.” —  

N o w , thanks to the good fenfe o f  both kingdoms, 

that united interefl: o f  com m erce has been cheriihed 

and maintained by thofe very  laws, and in every circu m - 

ilance from that day a mutual a ffe S io n , a wifh to fup- 

port a mutuak and com m on interefl, has marked every  

a f t  o f  either Legiflature, and o f  courfe no political 

fhock has arifen, nor could arife, fave only the fatal 

and defperate ihock which now awaits us, from  this un

provoked, unneceffary, and dcflru£tive p r o je â  o f  a 

L egiflative Union— a fhock w hich, i f  perfevered in, 

muft threaten feparation o f  co n n ex io n , which every 

honeft man, Englifliman or Irifliman, muji jhudder even 

to look at as a pofftble event.

Is there a word in all the language afcribed to me in 

1 7 8 5 ,  againfl the final adjuftment o f  1 7 8 2 ?  Quite 

the contrary— I argued that two independent L egifla-  

tures exifted, and therefore commercial feulement was 

necefiary. I took their exiftence as a pofition not to be
fere nee,



altered, or controverted, and therefore drew that in

ference. H e agreed with me then in the theory, and 

has fince realifed it into praftice, by the laws I have 

mentioned. But to put the argument in the ftrongeil 

logical form it will bear, two independent Legiflatures 

and unfettled commerce cannot exiit together with fafe- 

ty ; but commerce has been fettled, and therefore the 

tw o  independent Legiflatures m ay exift— or again* 

fcither a Legiflative Union, or a fettlement o f  commerce 

m ud take place, the fettlement o f  commerce has 

taken place, therefore the Legiflative Union need not. 

T h e  fair Statement is, as it would have flood irf 
1 7 8 5 — two independent Legiflatures'and unfettled corti- 

merce cannot exiil with fafety, but the two independent 

Legiflatures muSt exiil,  therefore the commerce mufl be 

fettled, and it has been.

I will only add, that the prefent flourishing (late o f  

the Empire confirms m y aflertion, that things have not 

remained as they were ; for i f  his prediction was true, 

G rea t Britain could not, i f  they fo remained, have lifted 

her head to that height and eminence which (he once pof- 

feSTed among nations, whereas ihe not only has done fo, 

but has towered above the whole furrounding world, 
notwithstanding the queilion in 1785 failed, in which 

queilion, to ufe his own words, was involved every prof- 

p e & th a t Still remained to her o f  doing fo. His affertion 

was right, and it has proved true ; wh y ?  becaufe every 

meafure in his view, when he made that declaration, has 

a£tually taken place fince, although the mode o f  effe6t- 

ing them as propofed in 1785  was abandoned at the 

time, and here I will difmifs this part o f  the fubjeft, 

with applying it as a full anfwer to one o f  his difjunftive 

fophifms, which he Slates fo boldly when he aiks, “  how 

4t is the evil o f  commercial jealoufies a£ting upon the
laws
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jaw s o f  tw o independent legiilatures to be remedied ? and 

anfwers: by tw o means only, either by fome compact entered 

into by the legiilatures o f  the tw o countries, or elfe by blend

ing the two legiilatures together. I defy the w it o f  man, he 

fays, to point out a third. I anfwer, his own co n d u it  and 

that o f  both the kingdoms has pointed out a third, that o f  

the good fenfe and mutual intereil o f  each country from  time 

to time, pairing all laws neceflary to prevent the operation or 

inconvéniencies o f  commercial jealoufies : a mode w hich  

was not as certain at the time as the Propofitions, becaufe 

there was no fecurity o f  its being adopted, but w hich  being 

carried into execution, is not only equally effectual, but is 

more fure and permanent, in as m uch as mutual good-w ill 

and intereft form a more indilToIuble junction than the coin- 

pulfion o f  law , w hich  as between ítates, has never proved a 
valid bond, when the others ceafed to exift.

experience too íhews us this third mode has anfwered, for 

though w e have greatly extended and encreafed our trade, 

not a jealoufy has arifen to interrupt harm ony ; on the con- 

traiy, the final a d ju ítm en to f 1782 has proved itfelf, as w e  

then itated it would be, a fure pledge o f  mutual amity. 

This refutes too, ( if  it had not been already refuted) his 

■(.range aiTertion, that there is not a man w ho believes there 

13 a foi id bond o f  connexion between the countries ; i f  he 

means by folid that only w hich  is by exprefs and written 

com pact, I anfwer, a connexion founded on the content, 

lîi.  interest, the affection of the country, alone deferves 

the name o f  folid, fuch w e are in the ample and 

full poiTeffion of, and any other, which afFeds to bind 

b y  a parchment roll againft inclination, interefl and 

feeling, is too frail to continue long. Bonds o f  force, 

or even deluded or deluiive confent, will only exiit to be 

broken, fuch bonds foon aflume the galling ihape o f

H  fetters,
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fetters, and the more they are felt, the greater exertion will  

be provoked to throw them off*, whereas thofe o f  intereft 

and good will grow ftronger in proportion to the feeling they 

aroufe. But let us examine fully this part of the exifting 

connexion between the two kingdoms ; and the noble Lord 

invites me to it, for he refts all his arguments on the in e f f i 

ciency o f the prefent connexion.

W e  might have expected that the advocates for innovati

on and changing the fituStion in which we are rapidly thriv

ing, inftead of general and bare aflertions that there is not 

a fufficient connexion at prefent exifting, would have ftated 

the inftances wherein it was deficient I can find only two
a  ♦ t .

even fuggefted, the one o f  peace and war including treaties* 

the other o f a regency.

À s  to peace and war, which the noble Lord in his adoption 

o f  M r. Pitt’s aflertions relies upon, he ihould recolleft that 

the foie and abfolute right of making either refts in the ex

ecutive powfer, it is the K in g ’s prerogative. I need not 

(hew that by law the executive is and ever muft be the 

fame, and with the fame conftitutional powers, in each 

kingdom. T h e  prerogative not being conferred by ftatute 

law , has and ever /nuft have equal powers in each, when 

hot controuled by law. Separate legiflatures don’t afFeft 

the executive, where he afts independent o f  the authority 

o f  legiilation -, but from the balance o f  power to which 

the Britiih Conftitution owes its great excellence, the exe

cutive, though vefted with power to a ft  by declaring war, is 

forced to apply to Parliament for the means to carry it on, 

and therefore muft confult their opinion and aik their ad

vice. Suppofe then the Britiih Parliament to approve a war, 

and that of Ireland to difapprove, the only difficulty which 

this difference o f fentiment could create would be, that
the
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the one w ho difapproved, m ight withhold its fupplies until 

good fenfe fhould induce it to acquiçfce. It could not by 

the refufal ftand clear o f  the miferies, and hazards, and Ioffes 

o f  w ar, becaufe the K in g ’ s declaration involves it equally 

as Britain.

A s  to peace, no refufal o f  fupplies could there inconve

nience or embarrafs the executive, nor is it likely that any 

nation, much lefs the fmaller, could ever decline to receive 

the blefiing o f  peace, w hen the Sovereign fhould offer 

it any difference therefore o f  co n d u it  in feparate L eg if-  

latures, however unpleafant, could create no real difficulty 

there. T h u s  neither peace nor war neceffarily requires the 

a f t  o f  either Lcgiflature, and their fepar^te powers forrçi 

no conftitutional difficulty.

A s  to treaties, w hich  neither concern peace or w ar, bufe 

are merely commercial, and therefore may require the aid 

o f  legillative a£ls to confirm them, or in other words, 

to impofe duties, prohibitions, or reftritUons in  trade. 

I  am not read enough in the Conftitutional doctrine, on 

w hich the Executive can pledge itfelf to a foreign pow er, 

for any a f t  to be done by the Legiflature, o f  w hich it is 

only a third eftate *, but o f  this I am fure, there is not 

fo much, reafon to apprehend that the Iriih Parliam ent 

fhould differ from the Britiih, as there is to fuppofe, 

that the Britiih might differ from the Executive ; the latter 

cafe is equally poffible as the other *, and not having ever 

been guarded again.ft, and being indeed incapable of being 

guarded againft, the former may fafely reft on the fame 

footing. T h e  argument; w hich fuggefts the difficulty is en^ 

tirely theoretic, and m any things w hich appear difficult, or 

even hazardous in theory, are not only fafe, but even re-*, 

çonciled in practice.

53

t h e o r y



Theory fays, the Parliament may difagree with the K in g  

in his declaration of peace and war, or in his treaties -, but 

in the courfe o f  the Britiih hiitory, how often has it difa- 

greed, and have any, and what, national injuries followed 

fuch difagreement ? It would be difficult to find them ; ne- 

ver, I believe, fince the Conftitution has bean the happy one 
it now is.

T h eo ry  fays, the tw o Houfes may, in legislative a£ts o f 

material neceifity, difagree with each other \ and therefore, 

would you venture to prevent the evil, by an abfurd and 

impracticable attempt to force cne to furrender its liberty to 

the other ; or in the fafhionable phrafe, by confolidating 

them both into one great mafs o f  wifdom, united ftrength, 
and increafed power ?

Theory, anc* theory only fays, the fame o f  the feparate 

Parliaments o f the two kingdoms \ and there is no one ar

gument you can apply for the neceffity o f  confolidating 

them, that will not apply much itronger for the con- 

folidation of the two Houfes in each j— and the fame argu

ments will all further apply, with equal ftrength, to confo- 

lidate the two Houfes after fuch junction, with the King, 

as the third eitate, for fear o f the national concerns being

impeded by their difagreeing with him, or he with them,_

and thus your arguments will end in the abfurdity, that you 

muit confolidate the three eftates of each kingdom into one, 

for fear o f an inconvenience from a difference o f  opinion 

arifing from the exercife o f  their free judgment -, that you 
muít abandon the glorious Conftitution o f  a mixed govern

ment, which you now enjoy, and adopt that o f a fingle 

Monarch, or fingle power, wherever it may reft, either in 

a Monarch, or a Republick, or an Oligarchy. But prac

tice, which is a more fteady guide than theory, tells you

the
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thereverfe. In points o f  peace and w ar, the Iriih Parlia

ment has never, even during centuries, differed in opinion 

from  the Britiih , though its power to do fo has ever been as 

unlim ited, and equally free before, as fince the Conftitution 

o f  1782.  N o ,— Intereil is a fure guide to nations, and it 

never was, nor never can be the intereil o f  the fmaller 

number, to differ from  the larger, o f  the weaker to differ 

from the more pow erful on fuch a matter ; and it is no rafli 

prediction to fay, that good fenfe and even neceflity muft 

foon reconcile the differing body, i f  unfortunately fuch an 

inftance iliould ever happen.

B u t i f  w e look into the principles of the Britiih  Conftitu

tion, w e {hall there find abundant reafon not only to re je ft  

the arguments o f  fuch a theory as w ould confolidate the 

legiilatures, but even not to adopt it i f  it were p r a t ic a b le .  

T h a t  Conftitution was not the w ork o f  one man or o f  one 

age, it has gradually been foftened dow n in the courfe o f  

centuries into the perfection w e n ow  enjoy it, more by 

the collifion o f  circumftances than by the efforts o f  hum an 

wifdom  or forefight.

T h a t  collifion has imperceptibly formed a balance in 

its conftituent parts, w h ich  by the pow er o f  mutual 

checks, keeps each within its bounds, and preferves the 

whole in its true perfe&ion.

T h a t  balancing check is the true principle to w hich it 

owes its preservation ; deftroy it, and the whole is gone. 

Is it wrong then to look to fimilar good effe&s from the 

fame balancing principle in the connexion between the 

legiilatures of the tw o iilands, as in the connexion between 

the component parts of each legiilature ?
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î f  it keeps the three eftates o f Parliament together all In 

their j u ft proportion in each kingdom, why not depend on 

the fame principle operating the fame way, and keeping the 

tw o legiflatures o f  both kingdoms in their juft relations to 

each other, fo as that their mixed powers, like thofe o f the 

mixed government, {hall by their feparate exertion fo check

ed, preferve the fymmetry and union o f  the whole machine 

o f  the empire, which a theoretic or unwife merging o f 

the one into the other, might fo affeft as to render incapa
ble o f working ?

N o  man is wife enough to forefee all the confcquences o f  
changing fyftem even in fmall affairs, much lefs can he in 

fuch a ftupendous work, as the conftitution o f  a great em

pire ; and i f  it goes on pradically  even with fome, or i f  you 

pleafe with great fpeculative imperfeftions ; he is a rafli 

ftatefman who would venture to change its progrefs, 

even on the plaufible fuggeftions o f a clear and per- 

fuafive theory ; but here there is none fuch ; and even 

i f  there were, how often is the bed theory defeated by 

praQice ? W e  may find many inftances; I will give you 

one. Juries from the vicinage are liable to all the preju

dices, animofities, friendihips, which thofe from a remoter 

country would be free from ; and looking to the theory o f  

juftice only, we ihould never have chofen them from the 

neighbourhood, yet the experience of a thoufand years  thro’ 

every change the conilitution has undergone, has proved that 

the very matter from which we might have apprehended 

the îm pcrfedion o f  this mode o f  trial is its great and peculiar 
excellence. M r. Pitt, on the fame theory, tells us that 

our Parliaments may be influenced by local prejudices 
and partialities, from refiding in the country, whofe 

interefts are to come before it, and therefore he would fend 

thofe interefts to a foreign Parliament, who know nothing o f

them
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them  not can have the fame means o f  knowledge I reply 

to him , that the p ra d ice  o f  juries fliews— that the local 

knowledge is the very eifence o f  its capability to admini- 

fter its functions.

It w ould  be endlefs to run into all the cafes w h e rin p ras-  

tice is a better monitor than theory— in none is it more fo, 

than in the policy o f  governing mankind, and in no age or 

at no period is it more particularly worthy o f  being deemed fo 

than in the prefent, when fo many metaphyfic refearches and 

theoretic plans o f  meliorating governments and reform ing 

fyftems w hich  have Itood the dorm s o f  ages, have convulfed 

and defolated the faireft countries o f  Europe. L ook  aw ay 

then from the prefent project, however decorated w ith  the 

pow ers o f  eloquence, and turn your eyes to the hiftory and 

pradlice o f  your ow n country ;— that country w hole fafety 

at this inftant is endangered by a theoretic propofal to re

form the fyftem o f  its conflitution, at the time that it is 

w orking w ith  eafe and increafmg benefit.

H as the Iriih Parliam ent in peace or war, or in treaties, 

fince w e have any records o f  its proceedings, clogged the 

progrefs o f  the Empire, b y  holding a different opinion 

from the Britiih ?— more particularly, fince the refto- 

ration o f  its independence roufed in it the pride, the fpirit, 

and the fenfe of honour, w hich  always attends true liberty, 

has it through peace, or w ar, ever differed from the Britiih , 

or been lefs zealous in improving the one, and profecuting 

the other ?— From that period to this day the times have 

been peculiarly marked with great and trying events, 

and will afford us numerous examples o f  concurrence ; 

none o f  difference, except you call the R egen cy  fuch.—  

In  every one then in w hich  Ireland could ilievv its opi-
nion,
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nion, that opinion has been to fupport and ftrengthen Britain, 

to adopt the fame regulations, to confer the fame powers.’  

Look to the many regulations in the commercial fyilem, 

navigation a & , manifeft a£t, intercourfe with the U nited  

States, treaty with France, expiration o f  the Eaft India 
Charter and the arrangement o f  trade there.

But the noble Lord has told us the real motives o f  this 

fcheme o f  Union, and I thank him for ftating them fo fairly. 

Ireland, he fays, muft contribute to every war, and the M i

nifter won’t truft to intereft, affedion, or connexion, for 

guiding her conduft. H e muft have her purfe within his 

own grafp. W h ile  three hundred men hold it in Ireland,
he cannot put his hand into it, they are out o f  his reach_

but let one hundred o f  you carry it over and lay it at his

feet, and then he will have the full and uncontrouled 
power.

W h a t though you have given eight millions this year, a
greater fum than any proportion o f  calculation calls for,

yet it IS no part o f  his finance fyftem, and you may not do

it aereafter when it might be a breach of truft in you to 
give it.

 ̂ Finance fo occupies his mind, that it is the ruling princi
ple o f all his meafures, it attended the commercial fyftem in 

the fhape o f  a fupply for imperial concerns— and if you could 

contrive now to give him the purfe o f  the nation, without ex- 

un buifhing your Parliament, believe me you would hear no 
more o f  Union. I refpeft him perfonally— I look on him 

as t is greateft minifter for finance that ever exifted in anv 
country, but in this fatal projett o f  a U nion, I do no: 

-cruple to fay, he is the worft minifter Ireland ever met.
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I f  a fimilarity o f  laws be, an eflentlal means o f  U n io n , 

it is already attained and zealoufly continued by the volun

tary acts o f  both kingdoms.— B u t the noble L ord  wants 

m ore, he wants your purfe and your trade, for the only 

queftion o f  imperial concern, (the R e g e n cy  excepted) w hich  

he has ilated, and the only one w hich M r. P itt , in his fpeech 

has attempted even to fuggeft, is this o f  w ar and treaty ; 

and the only diflculty relied on, as to w ar, is the w ant o f  

pow er to tax you, and the only legiflative a£t for treaties 

is to reilrain or regulate trade, and thus the w hole  truth is 
difcovered.

H e  wants a U n io n ,  in order to tax you and take your mo

ney where he fears your own reprcfentatives w ould deem it 

improper, and to force regulations on your trade, w hich  

your ow n Parliament w ould coniider injurious or partial.—

1 never expected to have heard it fo unequivocally acknow 

ledged, and I truft that it w ill  be thoroughly underftood, that 

;t is not your Conftitution he wants to take aw ay for any fup- 

pofed im perfection, but becaufe it keeps the purfc o f  the 

nation in the honelt hands o f  an Iriih Parliament.

I have mentioned the R e g e n cy  in 178p. U n fortu nate  as it 

"  as ráat the two countries differed, the différence was not as 
to the perfon, but as to the limitations o f  p o w e r ;  nor was 

it properly fpeaking, the Parliaments that differed ; it was 

the tw o  citâtes, deprived o f  the third eftate, w hich equally 

belonged to each Parliament, and in an inftance wherein 

the controul of the Britifh Council over that eftate in its 

pow er of aflenting or diflenting with the tw o houfes o f  Ire-, 

land, was by the fatality o f  the cafe neceflarily extinguilh-

anc  ̂  ̂ rely on ^ that i f  his M ajefty ’s unfortunate ill— 
nefs had continued, all differences w hich marked the co n d u it  

o f  the two Houfes here and thofe in Britain muft have been

I  \ done
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done away, the moment that the controul I have ftated ihould 
be eftablilhed by the G reat Seal being again put into exer-

cife.

L e t  me again advert to this circumftance, for it isa m o ft  

impreflive proof o f the efficacy o f  that connexion which 

the adjuftment o f 1782 eftablifhed in regard to the Great 

Seal of Britain, and which I have detailed already-.

It iliews, that the only initance, w hich the advocate! 

o f  U nion produce, happened when the bond o f  U nion  

which 1782 eftablifhed, was fufpended from operating ; and 

this is a powerful argument in favour o f this bond.

But I fay, that 110 real difficulty does exiil. For it is 

clear, notwithftanding what pafTed in 1789, that the aft 

annexing the Crown in Hen. 8. extends to the perfon 

authorifed by Britain to adminifter regal power, whether 

K in g , Queen, or Regent. A t  the Revolution, the Bri- 

tifh Parliament altered the fucceflion to the Crow n, and 

when the event took place, the fucceifor became our Sove

reign through their A f t  under ours of Hen. 8. and fo would a 

Regent inverted by them with regal authority become ours 

without any A f t  on our part. O ur law o f  1782 concerning 

the Great Seal puts it out o f doubt *, whoever is Regent o f  

Britain has that Great Seal, the functions o f the Irifh 

Legiilature muft ceafe without its ufe, and therefore the 

Regent o f Britain alone can reprefent the 3d eftate o f  the 

Iriih Legiilature. T h e  identity o f the perfon, that the 

fame perfon fhall neceifarily be the Regent in both king

doms is the efiential point— the A f t  o f  Annexation and
1782 fecure th is ;  and i f  local circumftance require any 

difference of power, either enabling or difabling, the Iriih 

Parliament will be equally competent to eftabüfh it, under
the
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the R egen t, as it is n ow  to eftablifh any difference if 

lieceflary under the Sovereign.

B u t fuppofe doubts (till continue, nay go farther, and fup- • 

pofe, contrary to allreafon, that the prefent B ill cannot re

m ove them , w e  fhould be idiots i f  w e were for a cafualtv 

w h ich  may never happen, and for a difagreement w hich  may 

not attend that cafualty, and for the very flight, and trifling, 

and temporary, and theoretic inconveniencies w hich  m ight 

be the confequences o f  fuch difagreement, to facrifice our 

free Conilitution, degrade the country into the ftate almoft 

o f  a colony, and furrender that legiflative independence 

w h ich , in the very a f t o f  furrendering, \vq fhould fhew our- 

felves unw orthy o f  enjoying.

Orre argument which the advocates for the U n io n  urge 

is, that it w ill  augm ent the general force o f  the empire. 

W e re  it calculated to produce that effect, w e ought to facri

fice much to fuch an attainment, but do they prove it ? no, 

nor even attempt an argum ent, they give general terms, 

pompous phrafes and unfupported aflertions, and fpeak o f  

us as i f  there were no U n io n , as if  w e were aftu ally  feparate, 

and then attribute to their project every merit, every advan

tage which w e now enjoy, as i f  they could confer them, and 

as if  they did not exift. T h e  cafe is, w e are now  united, fo 

as i f  our whole ftrength is the ftrength o f  the empire. A n d  

as to refources againft the enemy, the confolidation o f  both 

kingdoms is as firm as human policy and individual intereft 
can make it.

Confider the meafurc what it really is, a m erging o f  the 

Iriili Parliament into the Britifh, and the confequent removal 

o f  it to Britain \ that is all, it is no otherwife a U nion •, it is 

fimply the leaving Ireland without the refidence o f  a Parlia
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ment. T h is  is the whole o f  the mighty projeft w hich is to do 

fuch wonders, and in plain Engliih the mighty wonder ends 

in this, to leave us in every refpe£t exa& ly  as we are, except 

as to our Parliament. W il l  its removal raife one foldier 

or one guinea more ? will it encreafe the capacity o f doing 

either?— O n the contrary, by debilitating Ireland, by de- 

bafing its fpirit, and draining it o f  the leading fortunes and 

talents o f the Country, by creating an encreafe o f  abfentees, 

by checking trade and m anufa&ure, it muit weaken our re- 

fources *, and inftead o f  the energy and zeal o f  a free people 

offering their lives and their properties, the empire will 

at m od have the tardy and inanimated fupport o f  a difpirited 

and difcontented province.
♦

W h e n  M r. Pitt fays, I f  we were to aik the agent o f our ene

mies, what meafure would be moil likely to render their de

ig n s  abortive, the anfwer would be the firm confolidation of 

every part o f the empire, I would bid him tell thofe enemies 

it is and has been confolidated, I would bid him do this, indead 

o f  holding us out as he does through his whole fpeech to the 

vifitation of the enemy, by dating ijs as the vulnerable part 

o f  the empire, torn by contending fa&ions. It is painful to go. 

through all the phrafes in which he infults our feelings, and 

w hich every Iriihman knows not to be founded, I will omit 

repeating them, and aik you— Can we fee in this repeated and 

open flatement, the found difcretion which has marked his 

progrefs as a datefman in moil o f  hij. other meafures ? H e 

knew the aiTçnt o f  Ireland would be neceflary to his prefent 

fcheme, fuppofing it as falutary, wife, and p ra tic a b le  as he 

dates it : ihould he then in common policy have held out 

our weakneiïes even i f  real, and aflert with all the impref- 

five force o f language that thofe weakneiTes m ud continue 

i f  we ihould refufe our aflent, before he knew we were 
ready to give it ?

Providence
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Providence has been often a kind friend to Ireland, and 

it is our good fortune n ow , that the enem y know s w e are not 

in the ft ate he paints us. T h e y  w ill not be impofcd o n -  

they know  and feel that w e are firmly united to G rea t Bri

tain in a f fe a io n  and in intereft, and they w ill pay no regard 

to the m anner in w hich M unicipal L a w s cem ent or quali y 

that U n io n . I f  they have fecret afliftants in this kingdom , 

they are not fo fenfelefs as not to kn ow  that a roll o f  parch

ment w on’t change their minds, or remove them from  

the means o f  giving the e x p e a e d  aid on the contrary, 

i f  they entertain any hope o f  fuccefs, w ill  they not thm k 

that the a ffea io n s, interefts, united refources, and unit

ed ftrength o f  th o fe  parts o f  the Em pire, cannot be 

l e n g t h e n e d  by fuch a r o l l , - b u t  that the leaving fo 

large a kingdom without a Legiflature, w hofe energy 

they felt to their great difcomfiture in their late attempts 

to promote rebellion, w ill give their fecret friends more power 

to a a  ? W a s  it wife by a hafty and immature propofal to 

r ifc  the mifconception w h ich  a w atch ful enem y m ight be 

!ed into, b y  an affertion that no real U n io n  ever exifted ?

B ut the argument is ftill more inapplicable ; the danger 

he threatens us w ith  is inftant ; and the meafure for our 

p ro te a io n , the U n io n ,  muft be a w ork o f  time. H e  tells the 

enemy the danger and the rem edy, the danger immediate, 

the remedy diftant. H e  deftroys a Conftitution w hich  w e 

hold, as the dçar and facred Palladium  of our liberty, and 

w ould perfuade the w o rld  there will be more zeal in Ireland, 

w hen  that Conftitution no longer (hall rem ain, to animate 

jts fpirit and invigorate its exertions.

A nother advantage mentioned by the advocates o f  the

m e a g r e  is ftill more ftrange, and i f  poflible couched in more 
'  « general
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g en a a l ,e „ n s w ith ,» , fpecifying a„ y s „ t!cu| „  in f 

which or on w h ich  the operation is to have effed .

That it will tranquillife Ireland.— It is a!ra;n Hifm.iv

to me as an Irifhman, to repeat all the infulting epithets and 
P h ra fa  ™ h  w hich he ,,rfcribes the „ ate „ f  f J  ^ -

I f  refident Parliament and refirent gentry cannot foften 

the manners, amend the habits, or promote focial inter- 

courfe, will no Parliament, and fewer refident gentry, do it >

t f d r i . V  / - T  ” ,sfortunc Whh rCfpea t0 the tenantry 
o f  this k.ngdom ? the middlemen, who intervene'between
the  owner and the adlual occupier, and thefe are m od ,y to 

be found on tne eftates o f  abfentees. I have ever under- 

flood, that the example o f the upper ranks, was the moll effec

tual means o f promoting g00d morals and habits among the

c T h  T Í  th3t th d r  attemÍOn *  the ed- a t i o n , '  t Í

aff dedanl  T  COmf° r?  33 Wdl 35 the Prote£li-  ^ e y
, d  the lower ranks, all which can only arife frJ  

refidence were the fureft mode o f  c o n c i l i a t i n g  

cns  as well as improving their manners ; th a tlf  ~  ^  

anc every village afforded a benevolent protedlor, an eafy 

and impartial d.fpenfer o f  juftice, and allayer o f  the little 

feuds which headftrong pallions, untamed by educaHon 

are too apt to carry to the laft exceffes, the lower orders

but T t  7 0nl/ ° bedienCe and Ve" erati-  ‘ o the laws

“ ï ï r  aü chment to the >*or2
. in^S ut lt: ^as remained for M r. Pitt to

a cou,r  of
and land pirates degrading the h o fp it a " t y o f  J o M  man"

is the m o l  7  ,niggardly Penur  ̂ o f  aSent’s dwellings,
‘  3pProved> ™ d c r n  mode o f  making h ap p y a J
contented tenants, o f  forming gopd men and good f u ^ s

That
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T h a t the adding to the bifhop’s duty o f  attending to his 

diocefe, the new and imperial duty of quitting the kingdom  

for eight months in the year, is the beft w ay  to make him  

acquainted w ith  his clergy, and o f  enforcing their attention

to their pariihioners.

T h a t  a Parliam ent unacquainted w ith  the local circum ftan- 

ces o f  a kingdom w hich  it never fees— at too great a diftancc 

to receive communication or information for adm iniitering 

in time to the wants or the w iihes o f  the people, or to guard 

againil exceiTes or difcontents, is more capable o f  a O in g  

beneficially than the one, w ho by being on the fpot, and 

acquainted w ith  the habits, prejudices, and difpofition o f  their 

fe llow  fubjefts , beft know  how  to apply relief.

B u t i f  w e advert to the treafons and rebellions w hich  have 

fo degraded this C o u n try , there w e can apply to fuel, 

Could any Parliam ent fitting in G reat Britain have deve

loped the fecret fyftem  of confpiracy, animated the loyal, 

and fupported the executive, w ith  the e f le &  this very.Parha- 

ment did ? w hat w ould the ridiculous exhibition have been 

at that time, o f  a united Parliam ent w alking through St. 

James’s P ark  w ith  their addrefs, and yet what vigour and 

energy did the inftant proceiTion o f  near tw o hundred mem

bers w ith  the mace to the caille, give to the loyal ardour of 

the cou n try ,— it animated the loyal fpirit w hich  cruflieu the 

rebellion before a fingle foldier could arrive from  England, 

notwithilanding the uncommon exertions made there to ex

pedite their failing.

T h e  extraordinary, but w ife apd necefiary meafure of 

proclaiming martial law , required the concurrence of I  arlla

ment to fupport the executive. T h e  time w ould  have pail

by> before that concurrence could have been aiked for, and
received



received from London ; and it would have given a faint fup- 

port, coming from Grangers, compared with the impreifion 

o f  its fpringing from Iriftimen, all liable to every danger and 

inconvenience from its operation, and yielding themfelves 
and their properies to its control.

11

R e c o ile d  the volunteers, the faviours o f  the Country and 

terror o f  its enemies ; when their great work was effeded, 

and by the indifcreetnefs o f a few  leaders, their zeal was 

milled, and they began to exercife the fun&ions o f Parlia

ment, we fpoke out firmly— they heard our voice w ith  

e f te a ,  and took our advice in inftantly returning to culti

vate the bleffings o f peace. I aik you, would equal firm

e s  in a Parliament, compofed five parts in fix o f  Gran

gers, fitting m another country, have had the fame effett ? 

Y o u  know it would not. Perfonal charader, refpect to 

individuals, opinion o f  their attachment to one common 

country, all împrefled an awe which was irrefiftible.

But h ow  has tranquillity been preferved in Britain ? D o n ’t 
the fecret reports ihew that France has a fanguine hope o f  

feparating Scotland as well as Ireland, though (he carries the 

charm o f  U nion to p ro te a  her -, that even in England there 
are confp.racies, and I will put this queftion to any man who 

confiders the reports o f  their Parliament and ours— have they 

probed the confpiracy to the bottom as we have done ? Is it 

a vain fuppofition, that if  Scotland had had its Parliament 

ittmg in Edinburgh, the confpiracy which fpread fo widely 

would have been fooner developed, and not ihewn itfelf 
again there after it had been put down here ?

Need I go to more inftances to ihew you how tranquillity 

as been fecured, and difturbances prevented by the interpo
s e r ,  o f  this Infh Parliament which you are called upon for 

the fake o f  preferving tranquillity to tranfport out o f  your

kingdom,
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kingdom, to treat like the traitors and rebels who plotted to 

have deftroyed your country ? I feel it w ould  be wafte o f  

tim e.— N o , no, cheriih the Parliam ent that w as able and 

w illin g  to fave you. A l l  natives o f  one country, their (lake 

is in it *, their hearts as w ell as their interefts are engaged in 

itá prefervation, its profperity, and its glory.

But you are to be im proved into Britiih  manners and 

Britiih cuftoms ! Idle talk ; m uch as I admire Britain, l a m  

not ready to give up the Iriih character or to make a fa- 

crifice for the change. B u t is it by Engliihm en com ing here 

that the change is to be effe&ed ? I anfw er, h o w  w ill  the 

tranfporting our Legiilature, our men o f  fortune, and m en. 

o f  talents invite them ? w ill men come w ith  a v iew  o f  profit 

îo  fettle in a country, at a m oment when the principal cus

tomers, w ho m ay be in their contemplation, are in the a£t 

o f  leaving that country and going to them  ? L o o k  to the 

immenfe refidence now  in your kingdom from  the unufual 

number o f  Britiih officers, foldiers, and thofe o f  the E ngliili 

militia particularly, becaufe the privates aiFord the exam ple 

o f  manners and civilization to the clafies w hich  are in m o il  

want o f  them here. W i l l  the U n io n  bring fo m any or 

diffufe them fo generally ? in w ar they come w ithout it, in 

peace they cannot come as foldiers.

L ook  to Scotland w h ich  has been united near a century, 

look to W a le s  w hich has been united above five centuries. 

H ave Engliíh  manners and Englifh habits been able ever to 

get the Engliib  language into full ufe ? and if  they have not 

put dow n the native language, are new habits w hich  arife 

fro m  focial intercourfe to be communicated by perfons w ho 

cannot underítand each other when they fpeak ? after forty 

years experience, they were forced to have recourfe to the 

compulfion o f  law to put down the H ighland drefs, yet 

even that has been ineffe£lual to extinguiih the national 

attachment to it, the truth is, the manners o f  a people can-
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ot be changed hi a country fuddenly. Great advances have 

already been made by wholefome laws towards meliorating 

them here; they have been for years in a ftate o f  progrefs 

towards improvement ; this progrefs mult not be hurried, 

or you check it. Encourage the ref.dence o f  the rich, cheriih 

and maintain that free Conftitution, that Independence, 

without which no country is worth living in. In an ifland 

bleft with foil, climate, and fituation beyond moft illands in 

the globe, induftry and wealth muft encreafe, and if  you 

will but abftain from experiment, civilization and meliorated 
manners will be the fure attendants. .

H e  tells you, his project will diffufe Britiih wealth, and 

induce Britiih capital to fettle here, but he does not tell you 

how or w hy, becaufe he cannot. W h a t pradical difference 

in the a d u a l ftate o f the country w ill his U nion occafion, 

to induce an Engliihman to fettle here, or what encourage

ment will it hold out to him, which is not at this very inftant 

in exiftence ? taxes w on’t be lowered; the whole o b je d  o f the 

meafure is to raife them ; it has been explicitly ftatcd fo, and 

they are in a pretty rapid ftate o f  progreffion already. T h e  

fame vague and idle bombaft o f  expreffion, o f  affertion 

without proof, is made ufe o f here.— M r. Pitt fays, it will 

give to Ireland the common ufe o f the Britiih capital— will 

identify Ireland with England, and fo forth ; thefe general 

unfupported expreffions have no meaning, and we will 
examine the fubjeft minutely.

I will firft go through the particulars o f  the trade and

manufactures o f each kingdom to fhew you the abfurdity and

futility o f  afferting, that a Legiflative U nion will bring capi- 
tal into Ireland.

W ith  regard to manufadures, thofe which employ the ca
pital Cl Britain, and are o f courfe the moft profitable, are the 

\Voollen, Cotton. Iron and Pottery. T h e  two latter depend
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fo totally on plenty and cheapnefs o f  fuel, that they exift 

only in the coal countries, and have never have been know n 

even in England to make w hat can be called a fettle

m ent at any diftance from a plentiful colliery, and fire 

is fo  great a portion o f  their expence, that the part o f  the 

country w hich  affords it beft and cheapeft, m uft have 

fuch a decided preference, as to induce any loofe capital, i f  

there be any fuch, to veft it fe lf  there. In  the iron m a

nufacture, Ireland has offered an encouragem ent fuperior to 

Britain. H er  duty on imported iron is 12s. 6d. per ton, the 

Britiih near 3I. w hich  operates as a bounty o f  above 40s. a 

ton to the m anufacturer in Ireland, yet this bounty has not 

brought capital into Ireland, and w e muft ex p e ft  an equi- 

lization o f  thofe duties, w hen our legiilature ihall be ex- 

tinguiihed, w hereby this bounty w ill  be extinguiihed alfo> 

T h e  export o f  iron w rought to Ireland on the average o f  

the laft three years, was in value 1 ip .o o o l.  all fubjeCt w hen  

unrated to at leaft 1 21.14s. p e rce n t .  In the pottery too, the 

flint and clay which is fo abundant in England has not yet 

been found in any quantity in Ireland, and in fact there i* 
pot a fingle pottery in Ireland.

It is felf-evident, therefore, that thefe m anufactures neve» 

can travel from the country w h ich  has the coal, to that 

w hich  has it not, from Britain to Ireland. T h e  fame faci

lity o f  fuel muft give to Britain a decided preference in all 

m anufactures, where ûeam -engines cheapen the price or 
labour.

A s  to the woollens, look at Y orkih ire, their old and great 

fettlement ; though eftabliihed there for centuries they have 

never travelled in any direction ten miles from the coal 

country. L eeds, Bradford, H alifax, and the circuit around 

-he eaft north and fouth o f  the feat o f  m anufacture, thefe 

fupport me in what I affert, as i f  nature had drawn a line



on the furface, as in the fubterraneous ftratum, and faid, th?i 

far (hall you go, an dno farther.

T h e  late introduction of machinery by lleam, which not 

only cheapens labour, but improves the quality beyond ma

nual operation, adds argument to fa£l, and therefore we can 

never fuppofe found fpeculation w ould fend any capital to 

the diitance o f Ireland acrofs the feas, when it has not fent 

it  ten miles in England. But great as the confideration of 

fuel is to any man in forming Speculations to extend him- 

fe lf  in this bufinefs, there are others fo obvious that they 

cannot be overlooked.

England finds a full call for all ihe makes, every year af

fords an increafing demand *, fuppofe a man there fpeculates 

to veil more capital in the bufmefs *, to fettle a fon -, a 

nephew or a brother in it. W il l  he not prefer the exten- 

fion on his own fpot within his view , and under his dire£t 

controul, to attempting it in a new and diftant country ? but 

o f  all countries would he in common fenfe look to that 

w hich comes to him for the very goods he makes, which of

fers him their market at his own door, without trouble rifque 

or change ?

W o u ld  he not fay to himfclf, the place I live in mud 

make the goods as much cheaper than the lriih can, as the 

whole expence o f carriage, and import duties which Ire

land charges, will amount to.

H e would find thefe duties ?dh. a yard on old drapery 

or woollen cloth, operating as 8-f per cent, on a cloth of 

7s. 6d. a yard in value, and 2dh. on new drapery, or fluffs, 

ferges, durants, & c. operating as 8y per cent, on 2s. 6d. a 

yard, and he would naturally wi.ih to fee what great and 
countervailing inducements this meafure o f U nion holds 

cut to him before he ventures on his fpeculation. Sup-
pofe
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„ofe he applies to the M in ifter  for inform ation, he w ill 

hear from  him , ‘  it confolidates intereft, it gives a full parti

cipation o f  all the com m erce o f  B r ita in ;  it e

tw o  countries into one -, it  diffufcs com m on wealth -- w e l l .

all this is fine lang ? - ^

Í T t ” morr:  goods going from  England ? « N o ,  

l00k to the 6th P ro p o rtio n , they are never to r . i fe d ,  

an d  they are even to ceafe in  time,’

W i l l  it find fu e l for m e . t o e  ! • N o . ’  W h a t  then does it  

do ? • W h y  it  does every th in g : it removes their Parliam ent 

here ’— worfe and w orfe , he w ould  fay, I  have foun my 

t U  nurtured and encouraged by Parliam ent, and you 

w an t to lend me to a country w ithout a Parliam ent, .

I f  you w ill  fend the Britiih  Parliam ent to Ireland, I m ight 

then think o f  going there, for where the Parham ent is, 

there ihould the m anufacturer be alfo : until then, you ih 

not induce me b y impofing phrafes to hazard my capital m  a 

country, w hofe market I fully enjoy at m y ow n  warehoufe, 

without offering me any one reafon w h y  m y neighbour, 

w hom  I leave behind m e, w on’ t underfell m e, even to my 

prefent cuftomers there, as I n ow  underfell all the Iriih mak

ers to them. N o  no, I fee your plan, you w an t to impofe 

on the Iriih N ation. I f  they are fools let them be fo , b ut 

I  w on ’t be your dupe, nor your inftrument.

Suppofe he w ere even to perfift farther, and giving up the 

idea o f  fupplying the home c o n fu t a t io n  o f  Ireland, he 

ihould look to fupplying foreign markets from  Ireland, 

w hen  he ihould fettle his capital, his m a c h i n e r y  and is 

workm en here -, he m ight fay, you talked to me o f  Irelan s 

bein^ to enjoy hereafter a full participation o f  the Britii i 

com m erce, and if I go there, I may export from thence. 

« Y e s  that is one great advantage from the meafure. 

T h e n , I fuppofe the Iriih are prohibited now from exporting
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Brîtifli collieries make cotton tw il l  w ithin  at lead  2D 

per cent, as cheap as Britain can fupply us, and w e do not 

at this inilant make fufficient for the neceifary confum ption 

o f  the kingdom .— M achinery  is more ufed in this m anufac

ture than the others, and one circumftance refpecting it is 

worth obfervation : In Britain it was for years fu b je ft  to 

a heavy charge, I have heard to 2s. 6d. a fpindle annually, for 

A rk w rig h t ’s Patent, from  w hich  it always was entirely free 

in Ireland ; yet not a penny ever came from  England to fet 

up that m achinery here, though the patent operated as a 

bounty to encourage the e re û io n  o f  it. I  underftand 

tnat patent has expired within thefe few  years, and i f  no 

capital cam e, i f  no Englifliman thought the fpeculation good 

while that bounty exiiled, it is nonfenfe to fuppofe he w ill 

think it a better fpeculation when the bounty has ceafed. 

I f  the imports o f  Britiih cotton m anufacture were to be 

examined, it would appear that Britain in 178 9 exported to 

Ireland to the value only o f  32,5001. and in 1798, 107,293!. 

though fu b je û  to a duty o f  above 12 p e rcen t in general.

B ut to fave entering into more detail, I will adduce the 

arguments and authority o f  the fame gentleman, M r. P itt ,  in 

X7S5> though he now  maintains a different opinion, and 

holds out the idle phrafc o f  Diffufion o f  Britiih Capital. In 

fpeaking o f  the memorable proportions he fays :

* T h a t beiides the different degrees o f  the induftry o f  

‘  the tw o nations, t he was w ell informed and fu f-

< ficiently convinced that the rate o f  wages as w ell as o f  la- 

‘  bour, was greater in Ireland than in England, in any 

bianch o f  manufa61 ure which required execution and ingc-

* nuity ; instancing a gentleman whom he defcribed to be the * 

iirit and the principal perion in the cotton bufinefs in Ire-

* land (M ajor Brooke) who was feveral times in danger o f  

*ofing his life, becaufc lie refilled to allow his workmen a

i greater
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f greater price than they had at M anchtiler. H e  could not 

c help obferving, that the fears and apprehenfions o f  the ma-

* nufaCturers'were extremely far fetched, and ill founded, nor

* did it appear to him that there were fuch grounds for them 

‘  as ought to weigh w ith  any reafonable man. T h ey  had 

c declared thcmfelves to be under great anxiety and uneafi- 

1 nefs, left the Irifh in confequence o f  this arrangement,

* ihould be able to draw over all their workmen, all their

* trade, and all their capitals, and be able to underfell them 

1 in their own markets by at lead 13I. per cent. N o w  he 

c defired the comrnittee to attend to that fingle fubjeCl ; the

* Iriih cotton trade was to be imported into England accord-

* ing to this plan at 10 and one-half per cent, duty, and yet 

1 it was faid they were to underfell the Englifh manufacturer

* 13I. per cent. Th efe  two fums amounted to 25 and a half 

1 per cent ; befides this, England had hitherto imported into 

c Ireland at a duty o f 10 and a half per cent -, this, there-

* fore, added to the other two fums would amount to 34L 

« per cent.’ A n d again, che moil earneflly entreated the

* Houfe not to fufFer themfelves to be carried away with the 

c idea that a poor country, merely becaufe ihe enjoyed fome 

‘ comparative exemption from taxes, was therefore able to

cope w ith  a rich and powerful country -, the faCt, he was 

1 ready to contend, was by no means fo.’

I will to his authority add that o f  another gentleman, then a 
Commonêr, now Lord Grenville, who,fpeakingof the opinion 

that the cheapnefs o f provifions would epable the Iiiih to un

derfell the Engliih manufacturer at his own door, faid i But 

‘  the noble Lord (North) brought no proof o f this, indeed it 

‘  would have been wonderful i f  he had, for nobody knew 
‘  where to find any fuch proof. On the contrary it had been 

c proved at the bar by a very refpeCtable gentleman, Capt. 

‘  Brooke, who had fet up an extenfive cotton manufactory in 

‘ Ireland, that he had always given the fame wages that were

* given
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"  given at M anchefter, and that he had on more occafioris 

“  than one, with difficulty efcaped with his life from his 

“  workm en, w ho had confederated in order to compel 

“  him to raife their wages higher, than thofe that were 

t( paid at Manchefter. So far no greater cheapnefs o f  

“  labour appeared in one country than in the other, but 

“  fuppofing the wages were fomewhat lower in Ireland 

fci than in England, he could not admit that, as a p ro o f 

“  that labour was in fad: cheaper, for the true w ay to efti- 

•e mate that point would be to fee what w ork was done for 

tc the m oney, and i f  the w ork was not proportioned or 

“  equal to the price, then labour could not be faid to be

as low as from the wages it mi^ht appear to be.”

If then Biitilh capital wont com e to eilabliih thofe m a- 

nuracluie-s in which Britain cxccls us, and fupplics us, it 

wili be fair to examine whether the Union will brin°- it 

to that M anufacture in which w e do certainly underfill 

England, and poflefs natural advantages ihe does not,

I mean the linen, for i f  Britiih capital could be in

duced over, here is an article obvious to invite it. 

But what has been the fa£f ? It has been free and 

profperous for thefe ninety years, and haé afforded 

many great fortunes to the induftrious w ho have 

engaged in ft ; yet hardly any B. itilh capital has fet

tled here in it. (I fpeak not o f  trifling capitals, nor of 

W akefield  or any other perfonsw ho have almoft inftantly 

dtfappeared) afid i f  none have come to remain, while it has 

been cherifhed and fupported by large grants and bene

ficial laws from  the Iriih Parliament, will it come when 

that natural and protefting guardian is no m ore? W ill  

M i .  Pitt s threats to retufe it the Britiih market induce 

■ ettlers here? W ill  its great progrefs in Britain invite 

men to quit the profits it affords there, merely to 

make equal profits here ? N o ,  the fa a  o f  no Britiih 

capifal having fettled here gives a ilronger anfwer

"  - than
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than any arguments can, to all the ni!e theory that is 

held out to deceive u s ;  and I will conclude this fub- 

je£t by obferving that i f  Britiilx capital h*s not come 

here to a manufa&ure which we do work as cheap as 

Britain can, much lefs will it come to manufactures in 

which they underfell us in our own home in defpite o f  

duties and freight.

I f  then this fooliih aflertion, that the Union will in

duce Britain to veft her capital in this country on manu

factures for home confumption, falls to the ground, we 

will examine whether it can induce them to do fo for 

the foppty o f  foreign markets, and one fimple anfwer 

will be decifive, that i f  they can underfell us at home 

in any manufacture, they mu ft do k  abroad and therefore 

the fpecufation is abfurd.

And it is equally abferd to fuppofe any will come to 

deal in foreign articles o f  import j  but fuppofe a perfon 

willing to venture, he muft import either for home ufe, 

or for re-export v i f  for home, inftead o f  an acquifition he 

will be an rnjuFy by encreafmg an import to the preju

dice of our manufactures, and if  for re-export, I might 

fay with Adam Smith, there is little benefit thereby to Ire

land, but let M r. Pitt give him a full anfwer as follows t

T o  the queftion, is it likely Ireland is to become 
tbe emporium, the mart o f  the Empire, as it is faid fhe 

would, he replies, “  he did not believe that would ever 

«• be the cafe, by emporium he means, that Ireland would 

“  import the produce o f  Africa and Am erica, afterwards 

i( to diftribute it to all the world, and to Britain among 

“  the reft. N o  fueh confequenoe could arife, Ireland 

44 did not covet the fupply o f  the foreign markets, 

4‘ nor was it probable that fti’e wsuld furnifh Britain with 

4< the produce o f  her own colonies in any great degree. 

44 Ireland was to have the liberty o f  bringing to Britain
«« cir-



** circuit on fly, w hat ihe hcrSelS had the liberty o f  brlng- 

4i ing direCtly. It mull be proved that Ireland could 

“  afford this circuitous Supply, cheaper than Britain hcr- 

“  fe l f  could give  the direct Supply, before any idea, or

fS alarm, or apprehenfion could be railed in any boSom.”
But w e are told in the fame glaring parade o f  general

aflertion that this p r o jc â  will give us a full participation 

o f  all the extended com m erce, and with it o f  all the 

wealth o f  Britain, the greated and prouded country un

der Heaven ; that flie offers a Su 11 partnerihip. W h y  Sir, 

this talk m ight do to People w ho are ignorant, but let me 

.tell you and no man can  contradict me, that we are ae 

free to trçule to aU the world as Britain is at this m o 

m ent, and that i f  the Mini.der was to aik me what be

nefit he could o.Uer, what trade he could open, w hat 

manufactures he could prom ote, tny anfwer, and I 

fpeak it from a firm .çon viâ ion , would be this,— you 

can give nothing, and m y only requed on the part 

o f  Ireland is, tfiai yçu w ill let us alone.

I fpeak not o f  Some few- trivial articles w hich poiTibly, 

in hunting through the book o f  rates, might occur on 

paper, but they are very fe\p if  any, and o f  So little 

moment that they are not felt, for it would require a 

hunt to find them. W h a t  port in the known world can 

a Britifh (hip go to from  Britain, that an Irifh Ship can

not go  with the Same cargo Srom Ireland ? what article 

great or Small can a Britilh (hip import into Britain or 

Ireland, that a n ^ r i ih  fhip cannot import equally, into 

Ireland or Britain ? I Speak not o f  the E ad  India Settle

ments, though Ireland is as free to them as Britain is. 

W h a t  manufacture can Britain edab)ilh or encourage, 

which Ireland is not equally free by law to do. I f  new 

fources o f  trade (hall be opened by conqued or by treaty, 

do they not belong equally, and at the Same indant, to 
Ireland ?

L  2 \ I aik
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I a£k thefe queftions explicitly, ana defy any m a n  io 
fliew an inftance. In point o f  power to trade or manu

facture, (he can give us nothing, and fo confcious is 

he o f  this, that in mentioning benefits, he relies entirely 

on continuing to us the undifturbed poffcflion o f  whet 

we enjoy, as i f  we were to pay him with the facrifice 
o f  our Liberty, for his not doing us an injury.

A w a y  then with his fine unmeaning words o f  a fairer: 

and more p e rfeâ  connection leading us to an equality 

o f  commercial advantages— and when he talks with 

fuch a proud contumely o f  the dependent nature o f  our 

commercial intercourfe with Britain, as how the prof- 
perity o f  our linen traqe lies at the will o f  the Britiih 

I ail lament ; that it refts upon its bounty, its difcre- 

tion, or liberality ; that the advantages we have gain

ed for the lad fifty years are f a i r ly  attributed to the 

Jriih Parliament— and fuch fluff, I can hardly re- 

prefs m y indignation. Th efe  humiliating aifertions 

íequire a full anfwer, and I will give i t ;  but let 

me diftinguifh between the Miniiter and the People 

o f  Britain. I have a ftrorig feeling o f  veneration 

for the wifdom and liberality o f  the fifter kingdom 

for thefe Lft twenty years— and I will never take the 

Minifter s language as ftating her fentiments, or thofe 

o f  her Parliament, when it threatens us with hoftile 

meafures, i f  we don’ t furrender to him our Conilitution. 

Her generofity and her juftiçe, as well as her prudence 

and true intereft, would flop his hand, i f  he were to a t

tempt to raife it in the defperate attempt o f  crufliing 

our profperity. I lament he introduced the fubje£t 

— it is not pleafant or wife in private life for two friends 
to enter into a detail o f  their mutual powers o f  benefit 

and injury, to taunt with obligations, and boaft o f  their 

means to vex and harrafs, much lefs is it fo between 

nations ; but he has begun, and I will go through the 
whole ilate o f  our intercourfe,

Ar.d
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And firrt as to its general ftate, w hich , i f  I were to 

take from the Cuftom -houfe books, according to their 

accuftomed valuation it w ould  appear, that 

G re a t  Britain on an average

L e a v in g  a balance againft Britain o f  95,623/.

But fortunately an authentic paper has com e to m y 

hands ; it was delivered lately to. the Britiih Parlia

ment by M r. Irw ing,' the in fpe& or general o f  the 

Britiih trade. T h e  values in it are ef;imated by the 

price current o f  the article, inrtead o f  the Cuilom -houfe 

rate, and by the declarations o f  the merchants, on fimilar 

goods exported to other countries under the C o n v o y  A c i.

T h efe  values are ilated to be about 70 per cent, in the 
grofs above the rated value.

W e  will not enquire w h y  this mode was adopted now, 

but i f  the value be fairly flated, it certainly is better to 

argue for prefent expedience on the prefent real ftate o f  

trade than on a fiititious one, which m ight deceive us.

In it the ftatcment appears as follows:

Imports into Britain from Ireland for the fame average.

o f  three years to  1 7 9 9 , im 

ported annually from  Ireland 

to the value o f 2,870,981/.

2 , 7 7 5 >3 3 ^ -And exported to Ireland

Value.-

L in en , ^

R a w  materials, provifions,
^ 2 ,6 0 0 ,1 0 1

i. e. beef, butter, pork,

bacon, corn, 2 ,9 10 ,7 2 4

T o ta l, 5 ,510 ,8 2 5

Foreign produce, 101,804

T o ta l  import, 5 ,6  í 2,689 
Exports
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Exports from Britain to Ireland.

?rirfrti manufactures, .£1*640,195 

Colonial do. 970,000

Britifh raw material, includ

ing coals, hops, fair, and 

bark, 4.47,277

Foreign merchandize, 4 9 8 ,17 3

3»555>645
Leaving an apparent balance

in favour o f  Ireland, o f  2,056,824

But on examining the nature and amount o f  the feve- 

ral articles, we (hall find, on a companion o f  mutual 

benefit, that the balance is much in favour o f  Britain, 

T o  Ihew this, we will ftate the trade in three points o f  

v iew , as it regards manufactures, raw materials, or ar* 

tides o f  prime neceffity, and foreign articles.

As to the fir ft, the only article o f  manufacture exported 

from Ireland to Britain is linen, and in thoft exported to 

Ireland I include all Eaft Indian and colonial produce, 

much o f  which is really m anufadure, and the reft of 

which may be deemed fo, on account o f  the employ o f  
labour in the colony and o f  the (hipping.

It will ib n d  thus :

i .  Manufactures.

T o  Ireland,

Manufactures o f  Britain, 1 ,6 4 0 ,19 5 7
Colonial goods, 970,0 00) *»6*4»°°®

F rom  Ireland, manufactures 2,600,000

Balance, 14,000 

a. R aw
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a. R a w  Materials,

R a w  materials fupplied by- 

Ireland to Britain, in 

cluding articles o f  prime 

necelTity, as beef, blit

ter, pork, bacon, corn, ^

& c . & c .  2 ,9 1 0 ,7 2 4

R a w  materials fupplied by 

Britain to Ireland, in

cluding coals, hops, 

bark, fait, & c .  4 4 7 ,4 7 7
— - ,  . . . ---------- -- - A

F xcefs  o f  fuppty b y  W /  *>

Ireland, 2 ,4 6 3 ,4 4 ?

3. Foreign Articles.

Foreign articles taken by

Ireland from Britain, 1 ,4 6 8 ,!  73

D o . by Britain from  Ire*

land, 1 0 1 ,8 6 4

Excefs taken by Ireland, 1 ,3 6 6 ,3 0 9

T h u s we fee ?n manufaftures the account íá nearly

equal, but in articles o f  nrceifi'ty and raw material, the

balance of fupply is very great to Britain, and in

the foreign articles, or carrying trade, the excefs o f  gain

to Britain muft appear prodigious, i f  we confider that

407,000/. o f  it only is Eaft Indian, and o f  c o u ifc

1 ,0 6 1 ,17 3 / . iso p e n  to be imported direft to Ireland,

were fhc obliged or inclined to import it fo. Sugar

alone amounts fo 305,000/. and I mult obferve to you,

that all the Eaft and W eft Indian articles in this ftate- 
ment, about $30,000/. are the means o f  Britain’s re
mitting home fo much o f  her foreign wealth, and out

taking them is confequcntly c f  great moment to her,

exclufivo
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exchifive o f  her profit on the manufaSuring or railing, 
and in the (hipping, they employ.

T o  complete the comparifon, we mufl add the mono- 

poly we give to the produce o f  her Colonies as well i„  

the part ftated to be received from thence, as in all that 

w e import dire&Iy, which amounts to about 140,000/. 

a year for the above average, making in the whole the 

produce o f  the Britifh Colonies, imported dire&Iy and 

in d ireaiy— 660,000/. a year. A ll o f  which, if  raih 

councils ihould ever unfortunately compel us to-take them
from foreign Colonie?, rhight not only be paid for by

our linens, but a very extended and beneficial market 
might be opened thereby.

I have detailed thefe ftatements accurately from the 

printed report, and you fee the advantage o f  arriving

truth by fuch a detail ; for i f  the grofs amount oniy 

o f  thefe imports and exports be ftated without attending 

to the nature o f  the articles, it would appear, as I before 

faid, that the trade was greatly againft Britain— whereas 

this ftatement lhews us clearly that the trade is mu

tually beneficial, more fo perhaps to Britain, but cer

tainly fo much foas to put an end to all the fooliih threats 

which have been made, particularly as to our Linen

Trade, depending wholly on Britiih bounty and Britiih 
difcretion.—

I acknowledge the value o f  the market which Britain 
affords us for our linens, and I am ever willing fo take 

every a &  o f  her’s as a favour and mark o f  friendlhip $ 

but when he aiferts our linen trade depends on the 

Britiih Parliament, I muft examine the fubjed  minutely.

He relies on two Britiih meafures to fupport him in 
this aifertion.

1. T h e  Britiih Duties on the foreign linens.

2. The Britiih Bounties oh the export o f  Iriih linens.

W h en
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W h e n  he fays the form er werer impofed for our fake,

I muft reply that the fa£t is otherw ife, and I appeal to 

the Report o f  the Britiih Board o f  T rad e , in the Britiili 

Journals in 16 9 8 , to w hich  the great authority o f  M r. 

L o c k e ’s fignature appears : and when we are infultingly 

told that we are indebted to the Britiih Parliament for 

our linen manufaóture, I reply, Britain is bound in every  

initance to encourage our linen trade, by com pact fo 

itrongly manifeft in the proceedings o f  both Parliaments, 

as cannot be denied.

W e  gave her a valuable confideration in putting down 

our woollen trade, laying 20 per cent, on its export, and 

in prohibiting our w ool to all countries except Britain. 

T h e  value o f  our Woollen export then was, as I have 

itated 110,000/. (one-fifth o f  our whole exports.)

But to return to the Britiih duties on foreign linens. 

M a n y  petitions in the Britiih Journals fhew  they were 

granted to protect the Britiih linen manufactures and the 

trade o f  Britiih drapers in Iriili linens. T h e  Scotch 

in thofe petitions itate the linen as their itapie, and M r. 

Dundas meafures the wealth o f  ScotlanJ b y its increafe 
fince the Union.

T h e  various Reports in the fame Journals fhew it is 

a rifing and valuable manufacture to Britain : thefe duties 

on foreign linen, therefore, fo far as protection $oes, 

are as defirable to her as to us, and were impofed for 

her proteÔion firlt, and continued fince for the general 
benefit.

As to the bounties on exports, by which he vauntingly 

afierts the Linen Trade o f  Ireland has been brought to 

its prefent height -9 they were not given for us, nor were 

they fuggeited by us ; the Britiih Journals itate them to 

have originated in a petition from London traders and the 

manufacturers o f  Scotland. T h e y  were granted in pre-

M  . fere nee
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ference to refufing drawbacks on the foreign linen 

which was the plan faggefted, and in which no benefit 

to the Iriih, was in contemplation ; fo far from it, the 

bounties extended to Iriih linens, were confined to the 

property o f  perfons reftding in G reat Britain till 1780, 

becaufe they were intended for the benefit o f  the Britiflt 

merchant, and to prevent the direft export o f  linens from 

Ireland.

T h e  Report o f  the Board o f  Trade, o f  which L o rd  

Auckland was a member in 178 0, upon the bill which I 

introduced here to grant fimilar bounties on export from 

Ireland, affords us decifive evidence on this head*

T h e  Report fays, “  we fee with fome regret an experi- 

u  ment o f  fimilar bounties in Ireland on Iriih linen, tend- 

** ing to interrupt and hazard a great branch o f  the commer- 

€t cial intercourfe between the two countries, which has 

w been highly and reciprocally advantageous; we are con- 

u  vinced too, that this new fpeculation, fo & r  as it fuc- 

u  ceeds,will operate to the diminution o f  our export trade, 

4t to the diminution alfo o f  the returns for that trade, and 

u  confequently to the prejudice o f  our navigation, and 

€i commercial interefls in general ; but we cannot think 

u  that fuch mifchiefs are fuddenly to be expefted to any 

€f coufiderable extent.”

Again.— “  W e  fubrait to your LordihipS that as far 

6C as the direft export o f  Linen from Ireland may take 

€t place in confequence o f  the bounty propofed there, 

f( in fo much will our exports be affefted, and the detri- 

“  ment refulting to our general trade from that circum-

11 ftance will be increafed by the returns made for ex- 

u  ports, and by all the collateral confequences o f  a pro- 

“  portionable transfer o f  our navigation and general com- 

Í1 tiwrcc to the ports o f  Irtland.”

In



In the fame paper it is alfo ftated, t( T h a t  though 

tt  G re a t  Britain carried on her L inen  trade, fubjeft to 

u  gre3t and irremovable difadvantages, ihe is fuppoied to 

manufacture more linens than are exported f io m  

ti Ireland.” — A nd with regard to the bounties, “  T h e y  

“  have been the means o f  forcing forward an exten- 

«  five L inen  M a n u fa d u re  in Britain, though ftruggling 

“  under a great difadvantage as to the grow th  and fupply 

(( o f  the raw m a te r ia l.”

T i l l  I brought forward the meafure o f  Iriih bounties, 

Britain never would let us pay bounties for them from  

our own ports, and ihe was at the expence o f  them 

from  her own ports to fecure to herfelf the benefits o f  

trading in our linens. W e re  a kindnefs to our m anu

factures the o b je û ,  ihe ihould have let us pay them.

W h e n  their operation is boailed o f  by M r .  P itt, as 

having raifed our manufacture to its prefent height, he 

forgets the faCt— T h e y  took place in 1 7 4 3 , and operated, 

as the R eport I have mentioned, ftates, as 12  per cent, 

on Britiih, and 6 \  per cent, only on Iriih, the remaining 

5^ compenfating the charges o f  freight, commiilion, fcc . 

from  Ireland to Britain. B y  this unequal encouragement, 

the export o f  Britiih bounty linens rofe in 1 7 6 3  to be 

equal to that o f  Iriih ; fince w hich time the export o f  

Britiih  has fo increafed over the Iriih, that the bounties 

paid by Britain onher ow nlinen in 1 7 9 7 ,  came to 82,935/. 

exclufive o f  a farther fum o f  56,935/. on linen and cot- 

ton printed, w hich was entirely confined to . Britiih, 

making all together on Britiih, 1 39>970^ anc* on t0

24,459/. only.
L e t  me further tejl you  that they did not, at an

average .coil 10,000/. a year from  1 7 4 2  to 1 7 7 1 > ant* 

that this 24,459/- in 1 7 9 7 ,  was given on the exportJ 

o f  about 3,0 0 0 ,0 0 0  yards, and this is the m ighty fum ,

*  M  2

85



and this the mighty quantity, by which the linen trade 

o f  Ireland has been brought to its prefent height.

W h en  he holds out a threat by talking o f  the foreign 

linens, and infirmâtes G reat Britain lofes revenue by not 

impofmg ;mpcrt duties on ours, I would tell him we 

know it is an idle threat, and that the Britiih naiion will 

never confent to a war o f  Prohibitions or Duties, between 

the two kingdoms,the two great limbs o f  the fame empire, 

to gratify his fpeculations ; ihould fuch a hoftile meafure 

feriouily engagehis mind, I would acjtfife him to refieft, 

that G reat Britain cannot make linens equal to her de

mand, that if  by fuch a meafure the import o f lr i fh w e r e  

to be checked, that from G erm any and Ruflia muft 

be tncreafed ; and the Bririih confumer would pay 

the tax to the ilate, and his money to a ftranger. But 

ihould it happen nôt to check the Iriih— Britain who 

would'pay the tax on them, no- we, fhouid be the lofers. 

And i f  h- entert ’ -.n- hop. to increafe the Britiih 

m anufaâoi v thereby, he will find it vain, for the capital 

and the hands o f  England are fo fully employed by the 

imm?nfe encreafe o f  . —;Jnd from all the world almoft, 

that there is none fpare ; he cannot therefore turn 

more to linen, wi hout withdrawing from other fabrics.

H e feems to have got into a labyrinth on this fub- 

j c ü  ; his mi flakes and threats are very curious ; he fays 

Great Britain tak.es from Ireland, manufactured produce, 

to the amount o f  between four and five millions, whereas 

even the Britiih ilatement at the price current makes the 

linen 2,600,000, and it is the only manufactured produce.

l ie  fays our Linen conftitutes four-fifths o f  our ex
ports to all the world ; but our Iriih books ftate the linen 

not to be one half, and the Britiih j>aper fliews that 

what linen goes to Britain, who takes, as he fays, feven-

eights
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eights o f  all our linen, is not o n e-h alf  even o f  our exports

t0 herj__if  then 2,600,000/. the nett value o f  linen fent

to her is not four-fifths o f  5,600,000/. our whole exports 

to her, much l»fs can it be four-fifths o f  our exports to 

all the w o r l d . — W h e n  he fays all articles effential to trade, 

to fubfiftence and raw materials are fent free o f  duty, 

he forgets the fa£t.

N o r  can I leave unnoticed his quotation from  me in 

178 5 . T h e  language, I ufed then, did ftate the advan

tages to Ireland from  her fuuation and trade w ith  Britain, 

and I did uree this houfe to fecure the continuance o f  

them. I thought a M inifter might one day appear, w ho 

m ight threatena w a r o f  dutiesandprohibitions.and Iw ifhed 

to have the fecurity o f  a legislative co m p a ft ,  but I never 

thought that that M inifter would be the one I was then c o .  

operating with. Ï was fpeaking to Ireland only, had I 

been fpeaking to England !  S h o u ld  have dated to 

them the advantages they derived from their trade 

with ys. T h is  was his bufinefs to do, not mine. W e  

were working together in one caufe to effeQ. the m ea- 

fure o f  the propofnions, and when M r. O rd e  was 

attacked, he defended him by ihew ing the diftin&ion be

tween him felf and M r. O rd e , “  that it was neceffary for 

“  the latter to (late the advantages w hich would refuît 

ct to Ireland, whereas he had only to prove they could 

iS be given without detriment to Britain.’* "Why does 

he decline to hold out the fame fhield for me, in- 

(lead o f  the unprovoked attack which pervades fo 

m uch o f  bis fpeech ? But I don’ t aik for his ihield ; 

every  thing I faid then, I could now with perfeft con

fidence repeat. Coals, hops, bark, and rock-falt, arc 

o f  equal value to us now as then. T h e  whole export 

c f  articles in the nature o f  raw materials, at an average
o f
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o f  the three laft years, including them, was in value 

447*477  ̂ ftated at the price current. Ï need not 

repeat how inferior that whole amount is to the articles 

o f  raw materials which we fend in return, z ,910,724/. in 

value; nor do I hefitate again to fay that thofe four arti

cles are o f  great and eifential confequences to us— but I 

will not fubmit to any threat 011 their account, and much 

lefs to a facrifice o f  conftitution, which even then I re- 

fufed to barter for trade. -

Should raih counfels, forgetting the advantages o f  

friendly intercourfe, attempt to prohibit or clog them 

with duties, which no man in either country depre

cates more fmcerely than I do, neceflity may compel us 

to fearch for coal, which exifts in Ireland, but which 

we have never looked for effe&ually. •• It would not take 

many years with proper and regular application, to fup- 

ply ourftlves with bark, nor perhaps with hops— and 
fait can be got.

Such rafh counfellors fhould learn to dread the confe

quences o f  changing the courfe o f  manufactures, by 

forced meafures, and that four million and a half o f  
people will not remain idle.

L e t  them refleQ: that England raifed the woollen 

manufa&ory here, by prohibiting the importation o f  

Irifh provifions, and fhe eftabliihed the woollen manu

factory afterwards in France, by deftroying the child 

o f  her own creation in Ireland. Should (he at

tempt and prevail in prohibiting our linen to her 
ports, it is impoflible to forefee what ports we

m ay find, what returns we may get, and in thofe,
how much o f  what ihe now fupplies us with, may be

included. W e know our linens beat the German, and

the Ruflian, in' the American market— they are pre
ferred even to the Scotch, and no nation can bring the 

fabrick to the perfeftion we do— not fo much perhaps 

from fuperior ikill, as from the peculiar fitnefs o f  our

climate
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climate for bleaching, w hich gives a pleafing whitetiefi 

and durability that no other bleached linen poffeffes.

W e  know  that Spain and Portugal confume an im- 

m cnfity, not only at home, but in their extended colo

nies, w hich  their fabricks don’ t furniih, and w h ich  w e 

w ere beginning to fupply. In no place are we p io te d e d  

againft G erm an linen, except in Britain, and yet ours is 

finding its w ay  almoft every  where.

T h e  Britifli duties on foreign linens are ih te d  to be 33/. 

6/. 8</. per cent. D oes he know  when he threatens us 

w ith  that duty, that at this inftant Iriih linens have 

rifen 35 per cent, above their ufual value ? A nd yet the 

Britifh merchants are fo anxious to purchafe them , 

that they are even fecuring them on the G reen s, be

fore they can go to market. I acknowledge this is a 

temporary circumftance ; but it ferves to ihew  that as far 

as 35/. is more than 33/. 6s. SJ. ; the Irifh linens do not 

m onopolize the Britiíh  market by means o f  the d uty , 

and could at prefent find their w ay  there, even i f  there 

was no duty on the foreign. In his general affertions 

he forgets that though the Iriih and foreign fabrics beat 

the general appellation o f  linen, much ot the Iriih is o f  

a quality no other nation could turnifh, and no duties 

could make the Britifh, w ho are ufed to Iriih (hiiting,

reliih the wear o f  G erm an  fabrick.
But I will call L o rd  G renville  to m y aid on this 

part o f  the fubjeft, and I cannot ufe ftronger argu

ments, more forcibly expreiied. H e faid in 1 7 8 5 , 

«  I f  England ihould prohibit the importation o f  li- 

«« nens, the noble L o rd  thought Ireland would retaliate 

€t only by prohibiting the exportation o f  povifions. But 

“  here the noble had furely forgot the evidence that had 

been given at the bar, where it had been aflerted, that 

14 the raw materials o f  many o f  the great manufactures

«  o f  England were brought from Ireland,
m J F Z  y  , «  Should
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«  Should the latter then prohibit the exportation o f  

“  them, what would become o f  the Engliih manufaftures ? 

«  Should (he prohibit the exportation o f  woollen yarn 

“  how greatly would the ftaple m anufaSure o f  this coun- 

“  try fufFer. Should ihe do ^he fame with r> ipeft to raw 

«  hides, the different branches employed in the leather 
“  trade o f  Britain would be utterly undone.”

Again — “  He obferveu that however fort -ied the noble 

“ lord might think this country againft any hoftile pro-

«  l eed,ln§S ° f  the.W ih  merchants, by the power which 
ihe had o f  prohibiting the importation o f  Iriih linens, 

this was no fecurity, becaufo fuch a prohibition would 

operate as much againil England as Ireland, and ulti- 

«  mately more, becaufe b y  that means we ftould  be in- 

jured in the article o f  our d ippin g, and lofe the carry

ing o f  the Iriih iinens to the foieign markets. N o r 

would this be the only bad c o n f lu e n c e ,  this car- 

rym g trade being thus thrown into the hands o f  the 

“  Iriih, they would thereby co n tra d  habits o f  inter- 

“  courte with the ftates o f  Am erica, and with other fQ- 

“  reign nations that would by degrees undermine us in 
“  our trade to thefe countries.”

T o  quit the fu b je a  o f  linens, i f  we look to the Bruifh 

trace m general, Ireland is not fuch a cuftomer as 

Britain ihould quarrel with. In i 797, the expon o fh e r  

m anufaaures to Ireland, was - .  , ,3 ,0 ,9 9 6 /.
and to all the reft o f  Europe -  .  3 ^ 70 ,335/

including G uernfey, Jerfey, Ifle o f  M an, and Greenland • 

fo that the Iriih market alone was equal to one-third o f  

a Europe.— I fa te  the year 17 9 7 , as it is the lateft I 

have feen the accounts of, and you will obferve, it is

the C u rt°m-hQufe value which ferves every pur- 
pofe o f  proportion or companion.

It is to be lamented that M r. Pitt has, by his threats, 
begun th.s difcuffion. I know that it is in the power o f

Britain
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Britain to injure this country for a time, by a war o f  du

ties and prohibition— he need not tell us fo— America 

affords ample p ro o f  ; but Ihe muft h erfe lf  fuffer in the 

contcft, and I have no fear that flie will give her aifent 

to fuch hoitilities— her wifdom , her liberality, her own 
in fere ft would forbid it.

T h e  inferences which M r . Pitt and I draw from  the

confideration o f  our mutual trade, are very different_I

wi/h to fhew from it, that we are o f  mutual ufe, and 

ought to alTift each other. His arguments tend to (hew 

he can com m it hoftilities in trade, he ftates our advan

tages, to threaten us with a deprivation o f  them. I ftated 

them to fhew our intereft in maintaining them. Bus 

let us turn* to the more pjeafing view , where fhe de

tail o f  our mutual powers o f  trade, and o f  our a& ual 

ftate o f  intercourfe, holds out the mutual benefits we can 

confer on each other, by reciprocal preference and amity. 

L e t  us look to thofe benefits, and p r o te â  them from the 

danger which this meafure o f  a Union threatens, for I 

have faid, and I repeat it, that it would injure our trade 

and íhanufaáures^ inftead o f  ferving them, and I will now 
prove it.

I f  it takes, as it muft do, a great portion o f  the men 

o f  property to England, the manufacturers wilt be de

prived o f  their beft cuftorri^rs to the extent o f  what they 

heretofore fpent. I f  it increafes the abfentees, it will 

reduce more eftates to the rhiferable ftate o f  uncultiva

tion in w hich theirs generally are— and it is moral!) cer

tain that every  member chofen to an United Parliament 

will be a new abfentee— in county eledions and po

pular boroughs at leaft, for no man, now an abfentee, 

c.in expeCt to be chofen— and that every member muft: 

be a man o f  confiderable property, is equally probable, 

bccaufe no other could bear the expence o f  parliamentary 
attendance.

N  ,  But
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But this is not all— the articles o f  Union propofe a 

poitible period at which the duties that at prefent afford

3 fort o f  prote£lion to the manufacturer, are to ceafe. Is 

there no danger then that the further expenditure o f  

money may ceafe immediately, that individuals will 

look to winding up their bufinefs, in order to withdraw 

their capital againft that period— for all idea o f  perma

nency o f  protection being done aw ay, its effe& becomes 

temporary and unavailing.

Again— our import duties on fome raw* mater'aJs, are

fitted to our infant ftate. Iron we import at 12/. 6J.—  
Britain imports it at near 3/. Every ‘man concerned in 

the iron manufacture here, muft cxpeCt the United 

Parliament will put thefe duties on a level.

T h e y  may expe&  the fame as to raw filk for which we 

pay, on import about one half the duty they pay.

Further, the farmers, whofe fpirits we have raifed by 

our corn laws* m ufllook with uncertainty to the continu

ation o f  the bounties they afford— and expeQ  the prin

ciples on which thofe bounties were difcontinued fiom on e 

pari o f  the kingdom to another, and from the whc * >f it 

to Dublin, will be extended on a iimilar reafoning by the 

United Parliament to the whole o f  the United Empire.

But the evils will extend ftill further— W hat fecurity 

will the nation feel in any thing, when it lofts the pro

tection o f  its Parliament— whofe competence to fupport 

and proteCt them, they have found effectual proof of, 

on all occafions.

Évery law, every regulation which you now value 

and rely on, will be fubjeCt to repeal, not by a 1 ailia- 
ment whofe knowledge and attachment you can confide 

in, but by a foreign* one, to which accefs will be dif
ficult, communication expenfive, and who cannot know" 

j j ie  local grounds which gave rife to thorn,
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F e w  mercantile men will he able to reprefent you in 

3n United Parliament, their bufincts w ont allow them 

to  ço  out o f  the kingdom for eight months, though they 

could with eafc attend in Dublin from any part o f  Ireland ; 

neither can you avail yourfelves o f  the conftitufibnal 

knowledge o f  lawyers, fo r  they muft g ive  up their profef- 

fion to go there, and you  will ail agree that in the pre

fent queftion they have flood forward nobly.

N e w  laws equal in app earan d  and in phrafe, m ay be 

very  unequal in efTea, jto countries differently fnuated,

I will inftance taxation laws.— Ireland is a young coun

try ,  rifing and likely to rife io wealth ; it is hei bell plan 

to borrow money, inftead o f  raifing an annual income to 

bear the w a r  expences, becaufe ihe certain prolpe£t ot 

her encreafmg profperity gives it moral certainty o f  her 

paying the debt gradually, and an encreafe o f  annual 

taxes to the neccflary arrears, might cu ib  her epteipiife . 

Britain is at m atu rity ; the ftate o f  warfare has thrown 

the trade o f  the world into her hands, and there is no 

reafon to exp e f t  it will cncreafe upon a p c a c e ;  perhaps 

the fpeculation o f  its decreafe might not be ch im ciica l ; 

(lie therefore ihould take advantage o f  hsr temporary a f 

fluence, and by annual taxes, not by borrowing, make it 

fupport the yearly expences ot the war c a fyltem , there

fore, o f  taxation for the w h o l e  expences ot tl>e y e a i ,  

though equal in appearance, would be very unequal in

effc£t. f  ®
A  further difcouragement muft arlfe from the peo

ple feeling that their profperity and háppinefs will 

be given back again to the controul ol a Btitiih  

Parliament whofe partial condu<3: againft this cou n tiy , 

until the conftitution o f  178 2  gave freedom to our 

parliament, and with it the power oi p ro tt i l io n , 

M r. Pitt has defcribed in language fo particularly 

forcible that I will read it to yo u , “  he bids the c<>m-
N  a  «• m ittee



«  mittee' recoIleS, that from the r e v o lu t i o n ,  to a pe-  

«  nod within the memory o f  every man who heard

him, indeed until thefe very few years, the fyftem

had been that o f  debarring Ireland from the  enjoy-

* ment a n d  ufe o f  her own refources, to make ihe 

kingdom completely fubfervisnt to the interefts and 

“  opulence o f  this country, without fuffering her to

“  (hare in the bounties o f  nature, in the induftry p f

her citizens, or making them contribute to the gene- 

“  ral interefts and ftrength o f the empire, this fyftem 

o f  crue! and abominable reftraint bad however been 
exploded. It was at once harih and unjuft, and it 

was as impolitic as it was cppreffive ; for however

<{ ne“  ; ry !t m ,Sht be f0 the partial benefit o f  diftri^s 
m Britain, is promoted not the real ftrength o f  the 

Empire. T h a t which had been the fyftem counter- 

«  afted the kindnefs o f  providehce, and fufpended the 

induftry and enterprjfe o f  man. Ireland was put 

under fuch reftraint, that ihe was fhut out from every 

pecies o f  commerce. She was retrained from fend- 

“  mg the produce o f  her own foil to foreign markets,

. and all correfpondence with the colonies o f  Britain 

“  was prohibited to her, fo that ihe could not derive 

“  their commodities but through the medium o f  Britain 

“  this was the fyftem which had prevailed, and this was 

“  the ftate o. thraldom in which that country had been 
«  kept ever fince the revolution.”

' Again “  Ire,and had for a Ipng feries o f  time felt the 
narrow pi icy o f  Britain, who, influenced by views o f  

“  trade and commercial advantages, and tainted and per- 
« verted with felhfh motives, had treated her with partia- 

‘  l.ty and negled, and never looked upon her growth

“  and profpenty, as the growth and profperity o f  the 
V  empire at large.”

Mr,
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Air. G ren ville ’ s expreflions too are ftrong:

“  I f  England was heavily taxed, fhe had now, and 

t( had had the benefit for a whole ceniury part o f  a 

widely extended trade, from  which ihe had excluded 

“  Ireland— and the latter had already given to England 

“  all that fhe would have made, i f  by a barbarous and 

“  equally abfurd policy ihe had not been debarred from 

“  thofe advantages that G o d  and Nature had given her.”  

I f  any man fays that this Union docs not bring us back 

under the controul o f  the Britiih Parlinment, becaufe we 

(hall have the m ockery o f  100 representatives to (it among 

558 — I anfwer, it is a mere impofition, a play oji word?. 

Is there 3 man can doubt that 100 mu ft yield to 558, and 

that our fending fuch a fhadow o f  reprefentation, will 

only give legal form to the power o f  the 55S to tax u s ;  

H o w  can their feeble voices be heard, i f  the others choofc 

not to lifkn  ; but i f  you want proof, Scotland affords i t ;  

tradition fays, all her reprefentatives joined in a motion 

to diiTolve the Union, and they were overcom e.— V i r 

tually, and to every practical e f te d ,  therefore, this p ro 

jected Union will put as back again even into a worfe 

ftate o f  dépendance than we were in before 1 7 8 2 ,  into 

that miferablcj abjeCfc fituation which, in M r. Pitt’ s words, 

tc counteracted the kindnefs o f  Providence, and fufpend- 

“  ed the induftry and enterprife o f  man, which debarred 

U us o f  thofe advantages that G o d  and Nature 

gave us,”  with this difference, that we ihould then be 

legally bound by our own a£t which w e could not 

get rid of, whereas before 178 2 we never acknowledged 

the old ufurpation, and we had a Parliament w hich  

refcued us from it.

Perhaps you would depend on the articles you may 

frame to fecure your trade and your purfe ; but you 

muft reco iled , that if  the doftrine o f  the omni

potence o f  Parliament be jufl (and it has ilrong advocates),



it will extend to the United Parliament, who will havs 

the power therefore at it’s pleafure to alter any a ft  o f  

the Union itfelf-—  and you muft fee, that as no article, fo  

neither will the whole o f  the Union exift: longer than 

while it is beneficial to G reat Britain ; but it will exift 

for ever though Ireland find it injurious to her intereft, 

the power o f  extin&ion'refting in a Parliament compofed 

o f  558 Britiih and 100 Irifh members— and even fhould the 

Union ceafe to exift, are you fure that you can or will 

be reftored ro the free and independent legiflature which 
you are now called on to abandon.

Obferve alfo, as I before ftated, that the drfavawal 

©f the com pati o f  1 782 mull; create a fufpicion that any 

c o m p a â  made in 179 9  may be treated as lightly.

But look to Scotland,we fhall there fee that time and cir- 

cumftances have fet afide the great, beneficial difference 

in taxation which induced that kingdom to confent to 

Union. Her lands were to pay only about one-fortieth 

part, or rather Iefs, o f  the Britiih land tax, but by 

annihilating the meafure o f  a land tax, another is 

raifed by the name o f  an income tax ; that is, in (lead o f  

taxing the land, the income arifmg out o f that land is 

taxed, and eftimating Scotland in her income at one- 
eighth o f  England, as M r, Pitt has done, her lands will 

pay henceforward one-eighth inftead o f  one-fortieth o f  

what thofe o f  England do. I am far from inilnuating 

that this meafure is a breach o f  any article in the Scotch 

Union, or that it was intended even to evade it ; on the 

contrary, I mention it to {hew how futile any language 

in which articles o f  Union can be expreffed, may be 

rendered by the accidents o f  time and unforefeen cir- 

cumftances, and that the effeQ: is the fame to the 

Scotchman as if the articles o f  Union were broken.

I f  I aiked what fecurity will the nation have when it 
^ofes the proteâion o f  its Parliament, o f  whofe com 

pétence to proteQ, effe&ual proof has been given ?

the



the obvious anfwer would be, that all fecurity will b* 

annihilated, when we lofe our ow n, which is both c o m 

petent and effe& ual— it and not the Britiih Parliament 

has raifed cur ftaple trade to its prefent great height.

It save the export bounties w hich befides the benefit 

o f  navigation, has put our linen trade on equal footing 

<vith the Bi itiihj whereas till then our linen was exported 

from  Britain, as the Lords o f  the Council have ftated, 

under a diadvantage o f  5^ per cent.
R e co lle ft  when the Executive was unable to procure 

for you, the full participation o f  the Mc-theuen treaty 

with Portugal, and lamented the delay ; your Parlia

ment rtepped in* and by its vigour and decifion co m 

pelled Portugal to fubmit to your juft claims.

R e c o lle a ,w h e n  during forty years your v iS u allin g  trade 

bad been harafTed qnd rertriâed by 24 embargoes, one 

o f  which lafled three years, where did you find relief? 

*Vour Parliament took up the fubje£t, the em baigo 

ceafed, and none has appeared to opprefs you from  that 

day. Y o u r  Parliament gave you bounties to promote yoin 

agriculture, which have maintained and enriched you ever 

fince ; it gave you the o&ennial bill w hich firft inhjfed 

the fpirit that animated its exertions to demand :*nJ 

obtain for yoti a free trade and a free conftitution, ths 

ever facred and profperous conftitution o f  1782.

After thefe incontrovertible proofs that the Ünion mult 

injure Ireland : were I to feleft the place in the kingdom 

which is leafl capable o f  receiving benefit, and mcft c a 

pable o f  fuffcring injury by a Union, it is C o rk  and th*

C o u n t r y  around it.
T h e  only manufactures in which any fuccefsful a t 

tempts have been made in or near C o rk , and thofe no. e x -  

tc-nfive, art the woollen and the cotton ; but I hav«

foewn you that* no manufacture o f  woollen or cotton
çan
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can be promoted any where in Ireland by the meafure. 

And I have (hewn you too, that a Union can no way in- 

creafe the powers or capabilities o f  export or import. In 

n ufaâure  therefore, or in import or export, the Union 

offers nothing to C o rk — and that C ork  cannot be an e m 

porium or depot for ftoring foreign goods, M r. Pitt has 

ihewn clearly, in the quotations 1 have made from him,

wherein he expofes the folly o f  Ireland’s entertaining' 
fuch a hope.

In thefe refpeôs, then, a Union offers nothin?; but per

haps fome may reprefent to themfelves that ihe eftablifli- 

ment o f  a naval dock-yard would be the confecjuence? In 

return, I aik, W h at could induce the eftablifhment o f  a 

dock-yard after a Union more then before ? or, W hat 

has hitherto prevented it, but that it did not appear to 

be a ufeful or defirable Situation ? However, fuppofe 

they perfevere, i f  they look at Plymouth, Portfmouth, 

& c . the latter, one o f  the beft fituations in Britain for 

commerce, they will fee that no trade exifls where thofe 

great naval dock-yards are eflablifhed; and i f  they look at 

Milford-Haven in W ales, a glorious harbour, yet as a 
place o f  naval refort, much abandoned, they wiil find, I 

believe, that any traae which it may have formerly en

joyed, has not returned to it. L et  them look at Scotland, 

has the Union in the courfe o f  a century caufed a navy 

dock-yard to be eftabliihed there ? W hat hope, then, can 

C o rk  entertain ? Its fituation was always the fame it is 

now ; and the f a d  mud be, that it is no defirable 

one for the purpofe, or the great attention o f  the various 

fuccellive Minifters o f  Britain to the naval ilrength o f  the 

empire, would long fince have taken advantage o f  it.

I would bid the people o f  Cork recollefl; that their two 
great and enriching articles o f  export, corn, and pro- 

viiions may be deeply endangered by the Union. T h eir  

corn trade has encreafed the agriculture in that province

t o
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to a great extent ; ihould the alteration o f  bounties follow 

the meafure, w h ich  I have ftated rational grounds for ap

prehending, they will lofe not only the internal benefits 

which agriculture has lately begun to let them tafte the blef- 

fings of, but with them all the advantages o f  the corn 

trade. N a y  more, there is a further value to them in agri

culture, from the turn that has taken place, and is likely to 

encrcafe in the demand for provifions ; I mean the prefe

rence that is given to pork over beef. Pork  .depends oil 

agriculture ; and thofe gentlem en o f  C ork w ho export 

provifions, lately experienced as I believe, the truth o f  

this aiTcrtion ; for, i f  I am not mif-informed, the demand 

for Irifh pork was m uch leffencd by the ftoppage o f  the 

diftilleries in Biitain having induced the farmers there to 

fatten pork ; nor did the demand return to its ufual courfe 

here till the diftilleries were allowed to work again ; there

fore i f  agriculture decreafes, they may bid farewell to the 
pork trade, w hich w ill go alortg w ith  it.

L et  C ork advert to the other branch o f  their provifion 

trade, beef. 1 have already mentioned Embargoes ; and it is 

in the recollection o f  many merchants there, h o w  often 

their interefts ufed to be facrificed to the ' advantage 

or avarice o f  Britiih contractors, and how  the trade was al- 

moft annihilated by the continuance o f  one embargo for 

three yeais, they know how  vain were all their applications 

for redrefs until the Parliament, w hich  they arc now  in 

vited to extinguifli <fhd banifh from  the land, took up their 

caufe and by it’s bare interference, not only put an end to 

it, but has prevented the renewal o f  any fuch injufticc Cnee. 

L e t  even thofc who don’t agree with me in thefe apprehen- 

fions, confider that it is poifible they may not be altogether 

ill-founded ; let the people o f  Cork fee that no temptation is 

held out by the U n io n  to induce them even to hazard the

O  poflibility
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poflibility o f  danger, that they are thriving rapidly, and 

fafety advifes them to reft content and not to try experi

ments, and more particularly fuch as will be without re

medy if they prove injurious.

I have often mentioned and reminded you, o f the prof- 

perous and rifing ftate o f this kingdom ; you all muft know 

it, but I will not reft the fact as my own aíTertion. I w ill 

give you an authority, you muft acknowledge your own una

nimous addrefs in July laft to the prefent viceroy, wherein 

you fay, ‘ that under his Majefty’s benevolent aufpices his 

4 kingdom of Ireland had rifen to a heighth of profperity un- 

c hoped for, and unparalleled in any former era ; that our

< commerce had been largely extended, our Conftitution

* highly improved, and every clafsof fu b jeâ s  conciliated by 

4 the molt liberal a d s  o f conceflion and indulgence.’

A re  you going to give up that Conftitution almoft at the 

moment you have declared it highly improved.— D o  you 

want to be better than well ? Take caution from the hiftory 

o f  that fooliih man who was w ell, would be better, took 

phyfic, and died.

Bu t we are triumphantly told o f the example o f  Scot

land, and the great advantages ihe has derived from the 

U nion  *, I fay there is no fimilarity in our fituation and hers ; 

ihe was conne&ed w'ith England only by the accidental 

circumftance o f the Crown of England having defcended 

to her monarch, in all other refpedts ihe was as foreign as 

Hanover to England.

B y  this junftion of the crowns fhe loft the refidence o f 

her monarch, and became fubjeft to foreign influence in 

a ll  her national concerns *, deprefled in her trade, in every
thing
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thing o f  value to her ftate, flic was gradually declining 

as a nation from  that period.

Scotland had no conftitution like Britain— her tw o  houfes 

fat together, and the reprefentatives o f  the people did not 

hold the purfe o f  the nation— her king by his pow er o f  

creating peers could at any day overpow er the voices o f  

the Comm ons by numbers, ju ft as the 558 Britiih members 

could overpower our pitiful 100 delegates— 1her parliament 

even w ith  this im perfect conftitution had not a delibera

tive power *, it could difcufs no fubjedt but w hat was pre- 

viouily prepared by the Lords o f  the Articles, fom ewhat as 

ours was limited by P oyn in g ’s A d i  to whatever the P rivy  

Council ihould think proper to point out. M oreover the tw o  

kingdoms had 110 affedlion, but m uch national diilikc and 

prejudice towards each other, they never had been good 

neighbours, and the Scotch feelings had been particularly 

roufed by many recent circumftances j ilie was the only  

maritime ftate without fettlement or trade beyond Eu-* 

rope, and therefore had made a great effort in 1696, to 

eilabliili a colony at D arien, and formed a com pany by 

A d i o f  Parliament and R o yal Charter for trading to Afia , 

A frica , and the Indies. T h e  Parliam ent o f  England took 

alarm and addreiFed the K in g ,  and the com pany was broke 

in 1699, by the interference o f  Britain getting the fub- 

fcriptions at Am fterdam , H am burgh anti elfe where w ith 

drawn 5 by prohibiting the Am erican colonies from holding 

any correfpondence w ith  the Scotch, w ho had adlually made- 

the fcttlement, and by encouraging the Spaniards to attack 

it : the unfortunate colony was o f  courfe foon deftroyed,— - 

and the Scotch Nation faw w ith  mortificatio'n many o f 1 

their nobles flaughtered at D arien, 400,00c!. o f  proper

ty deftroyed and their hope o f  an extenfive foreign trade 

annihilated. It is no wonder fuch proceedings fhould hurt
their,
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tlieir feelings towards England, and the utter demolition of 

this Darien company, though encouraged by their K ing at 

firft, íhewed them their own defperate fituation and the 

predominant and injurious effefks o f Engliih power -, thofe 

feelings ftill*encreafed until they broke out in 1704 by their 

paffing an A c t  o f Security whereby England and Scotland 

were to be legally disjoined fo foon as Q ueen Anne ihould 

die *, this A f t  ordered Fencible troops to be raifed, armed 

and trained.— T h e y  alfo paffed an A£l for the export o f  

their wool to France which was then at war with England.

T h is  condutt was followed on the part o f  England by fe- 

verity and intimidation •, an A 6t appointing commiilioners 

for a U nion  was paffed, it enacted the Scotch to be aliens, 

forbidding arms and ammunition to be exported into Scot

land, and, prohibiting the import o f  their cattle, which 

were five-fixths o f their whole export, and the import of 

their linen and their coals, until they ihould fettle the crown 

as Britain had.

T h eir  trade had been lucrative with France and H oU  

land— the Engliih admiralty ordered cruifers to feize their 

(hips— the lords addrefled for troops to be fent to the Fron

tiers— hoftilities were on the point o f commencing and they 

had no means o f prevention -, being no part o f  the Britiih 

Empire •> they muft fee that the becoming a part would 

be a fure remedy— devoid o f a conftitution worth preferv- 

ing, they might fee a glorious acquifition in obtaining the 

Britiih, in ihort they might fee that in a U nion they would 
obtain what they never before had enjoyed, a free conftitu

tion, and with it an equal adminiftration of juftice, which 

alfo they had been deprived of in fome degree by their 

Privy Council.



T h e y  had every difadvantage oi an unequal and very im 

perfect connexion w ith  a pow erful and a jealous rival, they 

had m uch to gain and little to lofe, their fituation at the 

time ?lfo rendered them fucceptible o f  peculiar benefits—  

low  in m anufacture, cramped in trade, they muft fee 

happinefs in an offer o f  being incorporated w ith  a nation 

rich in trade and m anufacture.— Scotland could not long 

hefitate to accept a ihare in all the benefits o f  a great and 

encreafing com m erce, not one atom o f  w hich  fhe could 

otherwife enjoy. N ature too feemed to point out to the in

habitants o f  the fame ifland, to ceafe their mutual jarrs 

and become one people, and i f  M u n fter was a d if t in û  king

dom in this ifland, fituated as Scotland w as, I ihould be a 

ftrong advocate for M u n fter ’s uniting w ith  the reft o f  the 

ifland. B u t look at our fituation,— a conftituent part o f  

the empire, w e  enjoy all its various branches o f  trade, 

and have a right to and receive its protection ; feparated b y 

nature by the Iriih channel, the tw o  kingdoms have not 

been fubjeCt to the incurfions, and deadly hates and animofi- 

ties which d iftrad ed  Scotland and England— w e are not only 

united to the crow n , but to the empire infeparably, our 

friends, our enemies always the fame, and our interefts as 

w ell as our laws binding us in that U n i o n — W e  have 

long enjoyed a free Conftitution, w e have it as free and as 

m uch calculated for happinefs, for fecurity, and for every 

blefimg o f  fociety as any nation upon earth, equally of 

as England.— W ith  this, w ith  every power o f  trade, w ith  

every port in the univerfe that is open to England, open 

likewife to us , w e have nothing ro gain and w c have much 
t 0  l o f e , — we have to lofe, that Conftitution under w hich w e 

have thriven fince its Final Adjuftm ent in 1782, and w hich  

has raifed us into manufactures, trade, affluence, and fta- 

tion among the nations of the earth.
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In preferring this Conftitution we retain all the means 

o f  trade, through all the various channels o f  wealth, as 

open now to us as to Britain, whereas i f  we facrifice it to 

the nonfenfical projeft in queition, wealth will vaniih 

"when freedom is baniihed, and we have more to lofe than 

mere wealth or trade ; we have that to iofe for which Eng- 

Jiihmen in every age have fought and bled ; for which our 

anceftors gloriouily perfevered in battle ; and for the prefer- 

vation o f  which the Britiih Empire is now  engaged in the 

molt arduous war,— Liberty, not as inculcated by modern 

political traitors, but found genuine conftitutional Liberty.

I have now proved the different fituation o f  the two king- 

doms, and that there is no fimilarity between that o f Ire

land in 1799 and that o f  Scotland in 1706, and I might 

difmifs the fubjeâ:, but I will for a moment admit the com

panion, to iliew you that every argument drawn from it, 

ftrongly urges us againft a fimilar experiment. T h e  argu

ment is (hallow, which attributes every increafe o f trade, 

o f  population, o f  wealth in Scotland from that day to 

this, to the Union, as if  nothing was due to the progref- 

five ftate o f  the world during a century, and Scotland 

alone amidft furrounding nations was to have remained 

ftationary ; i f  fuch was the vicioufnefs o f her Conftitution, 

the rmfcries o f  her fituation or the depreflion o f her re- 
fources •, well might ihe have accepted any terms.

But has Scotland advanced in profperity Cnee the Union

as much as Ireland ? Mr. Dundas her grea{ advocate, ftates
the progrefs o f her linen manufacture, to (hew her increafe
of profperity, it was one million o f yards in 17*6, and in

1796, 23 millions. H ow  does the linen manufacture o f 
Ireland (land the companion ?

Its
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Tards. V alue.

Its export w as in 1706 530,838 22,750
1783 16,039,705 1,069,313

179 6  4 6 , 7 0 5 , 3 1 9  3 ,1 1 3 ,6 8 7

that is 88 times greater, as to quantity, and 137 times 

greater as to value in 179 6  than in 1700,  and thus that m anu

facture which is the ftaple o f  both kingdoms, and w hich  M r . 

D undas very properly brought forward to reft his arguments 

on, rofe from 1 to 88 in Ireland, in feparate and ununited, 

Ireland, under the nurture and prote& ion o f  Ireland’s 

Parliament, while during the fame period it rofe in united 

Scotland w ithout a refident Parliam ent from  1 to 23 only. 

H as M r . D undas any more fuch arguments to produce ?

H e  and M r. Pitt feem confcious they have little to urge 

by holding Scotland to us as an example, for they both ftate 

one folitary inftance o f  G la fg o w  s rife, and yet as I am in

form ed, that very tow n has decreafed in its trade ever fince 

the Am erican war.

B u t w h y don’t they rely on the encreafed population o f  

Scotland as w ell as on its trade, it was 1 million, at the 

U n io n , and M r. P itt  fays it is a million and a h a lf  now , 

but Ireland had little above i f  million o f  inhabitants at the 

fame time, and has near 4 |  now. I f  population be a defir- 

nble objeCt, i f  it be riches to a ftate, and the means o f  en- 
creafing the empire’ s ftrength, Ireland has encreafed three 

fold w ithout a U n io n , and Scotland only one half with it.

W h y  don’ t he refer to their agriculture, w hich  is peculiar

ly applicable to the queftion, becaufe its rife began in Ireland 

with the Conftitution o f  1782, w hich the M inifter n ow  wants 

to annihilate ? it has rifen fince that period to the value o f

full a million yearly, including the decreafe or rather ftop-
page
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page o f  import, the immenfe acceflion o f  home demand, 

and the encreafing export > even fo much a3 to fupply large

ly  every year, this affluent kingdom whofe profperity we are 

defired to imitate, and who cannot maintain itfelf.

A n d  w hy does not M r. Dundas who compliments me by 

faying I defcended to create an alarm on the flaple manufac

ture of Ireland, which is the great m anufadure o f  the country 

I reprefent,— ■w hy does not he defcend to tell us the opinion 

o f  his country-man, Mr. Adam  Smith on the beneficial ope

rations o f the Scotch U n ion .— D id  it promote trade or ma

nu failure in Smith’s opinion? N o. H is words are in 17 7 5 , 

‘  o f  a11 commercial advantages which Scotland has derived 

4 from the U nion, the rife in the price o f  cattle is perhaps the 

f greateft. T h e  live cattle on which we have laid duties to 

check their export. A n d  again, c the price o f  wool was re-

4 duced by the U n ion , excluding it from the great markets 

o f Europe, and confining it to  the narrow one o f England/

I f  Ireland then ftands the comparifon with united Scot

land, let us try how ihe ilands even with united Britain.

Value.

The exports o f Ireland were in 1706 548,318

i 783 2,935,067

*796 5,064,834

T h e  exports from Britain in 1706 6,512,086

1708 6,969,089

x7 96  27,621,843

In Ireland the exports rofe nearly from one to ten, and 

m Britain from the year after the U nion, (which I have 

chofen for fair comparifon, as it includes the Scotch trade,) 

rom i to 3 and a fra&ion,— the Iriih is [almoft ten times 

as great as it was in 1706, the Britiih no*- 4 times.

I  take



I  take the year 179 6, becaufc M r .  D und as fe le fted  it, 

and you w ill obferve in the Irifh ftatements that the exports 

o f  1783 are marked, that you may compare them w ith  

w ith  179 6  and fee the great fpring w hich the free C o n - 

ilitution has give to trade and m anufacture. T h e  ge

neral export rofe in 78 years to 1 782 from  1 to 5, 

and in 14 years after 1782 from  5 to 10. T h e  linen

export in the 78 years rofe from 1 to 3 2 , and in the

laft 14, from 32 to 88 : fo that the general export rofe

as much in the Jail 14 years, as it had done, not only

during the preceding 78 years, but during all time preced

ing ; and the linen encreafed in the laft 14 years very nearly 

to treble the amount o f  what it had been before.

A n d  will you part w ith  the Conflitution  o f  1 7 8 2 ?  

K o  !— I f  the whole o f  this comparifon fays any thing, 

it crics out in emphatic terms to all Ireland, to every 

honeft Iriihman— N O  U N I O N  ! ! !— R eje£ t4the offer, and 

adhere to the Conftitution o f  1 782}  the im m enfe value o f  

w hich, every argument advanced for the U n io n , every 

enquiry into the (late o f  things fince, points out to you 

in every circumftance.

T o  conclude this part o f  the fubje£t. T h e  queftion 

between England and Scotland was, U n io n  or to

tal Separation, immediately on the decaife o f  the C row n. 

The queftion between us, is, the M iniftcr’s project, or the 

Conftitution o f  1 7 8 2 ;  the U n io n  we poifefs, which guards 

us againft Separation, and works w ell in practice, or a new  

one, at the expence o f  our liberty, our tranquillity, and 

our happinefs, w'hich, in its very terms, leads to Separa

tion. Seton, whom M r. D undas quotes at length, re c o m -. 

mended the U n ion  o f  Scotland to prevent Separation :— wre 

oppefe the propofed U nion from the fame motive.

P  I now
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ï  now proceed to a iubject w hich I w iihhad rtever been 

mentioned— the competence o f  Parliam ent; it is danger

ous in a popular aflembly to ftate, that there are points 

where the powers o f the legiflature end and thofe of the 

people at large begin; fuch points are incapable of definition, 

and the ailertion is capable o f  very dangerous mifinterpreta- 

tion.— I am happy therefore it is no way necefiary to go into 

it, let me only remark this : whatever may or may not be 

its competence, the do&rine o f the omnipotence o f  Parlia

ment which fome Gentlemen have advanced, certainly goes 

too far, and much farther than they are aware of, for it argues 

againft the permanency of the very U nion  it is advanced to 

promote. Is it not evident, that the united Parliament 

muft be as omnipotent as the feparate Parliaments, and 

may therefore break any article o f  the U nion at its plea- 

fure ; and if  this omnipotence can confolidate'two feparate 

Legiflatures, it may equally confolidate the two feparate 

Houfes, or the tjjpree eftates of each, and then take from the 

Commons the Conilitutional power over the purfe o f the 

nation, and give it to the K in g, as was the cafe virtually 

rn Scotland, prior to the U nion.

It may, with the fame power that it removes the Iriih 

Parliament out o f the realm of Ireland, remove the Britifh 

Parliament out o f the realm of Britain, to Jerfey, Guernfey, 

the W e ft  Indies, or the Ifle of Man ; in the fame courfe o f 

reafoning, it may put down any branch of the Conftitution, 

and juftify the ufurpation o f  Cromwell. A n  argument 
which proves too much, proves nothing. I wifh it never had 
been mentioned, it makes an unneceflary wafte o f time; for if  

I  have (hewn you, that our ftation in the Britiíh Empire refts 
on a firm bafis, that our connexion with Great Britain is foiid 

to every practical purpofe, that it does not hang by a thread, 

but is riveued on the interefts, the fentiments, and affec
tions



tions o f  both nations ; and that thofe rivets arc clofed and 

kept firm by the regulations o f  1782.  T h a t  the U n io n  

thus confolidated, is the molt ftrong and effectual, w h ich  

human w ifdom  could form betw een tw o  kingdoms, fituated 

as G rea t Britain and Ireland are : that every imperial con

cern has ever fince been arranged as foon as known : that the 

Conftitution then cftabliihed has not only worked w ell, (to 

ufe a modern phrafe) to promote the ftrength and energy o f  

the Em pire, but to raife this kingdom into profperity, 

and keep it in a fteady and rapid advance even beyond 

the utmoft hopes o f  its warmeft advocates ; if, not only no 

neceflity for the innovation has been proved, but the only 

real and avowed argument turns out to be, a defire to take 

from you the pow er o f  taxation, and ve il  it in Britain. I f  

no trade, no m anufactures, no capital, has been or can be 

given to you by the meafure ; but on the contrary, all you 

enjoy wi l l  be rendered infecure : i f  it encreafss your abfenr 

tees, draws away the property, the talçnts, and the indus

try of the country j i f  it damps all enterprize, and degrades 

a great and rifing kingdom into an ab je ft  and depreffed colo

n y  ; i f  no means o f  tranquility or fecurity againft the ene

m y is to be its refult, but difcontent and danger is to«e>ife 

from  it : i f  it tends tp difunite the a f íe d io n s , aud to creatc 

jealoufy between the tw o  great members o f  the Em pire, 

w ho are now firmly, happily, and cprdially united : i f  the 

example o f  Scotland, w hich  is held out to you as a temp

tation, affords uo one inducement, but as far as any argu

ment can be drawn, from  it, warns you loudly againft the 

meafure, in (hort, i f  your own Parliam ent is competent, 

and more c ffed u al than, any other, to every w ork o f  L egif-  

lation or Parliamentary exertion, for all the particular co n 

cerns of Ireland, and for every Imperial purpofe, it is 

needlefsto enquire into its power, or its competence, as to an

o b jç it j  ip which it can have no one inducement to exercifr
power
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power, and every pofiible motive to decline it ; it is wifer to 

look to its competence to do good, to proteft and fupport 

the country. Store up in your minds then, the wordi of Lord 

Camden laft M ay « that the wifdom , the firmnefs and

* fpirit manifefted by the Houfe o f  Commons during the 

‘  whole o f  that eventful period, and their peculiar promp-

* titude, alacrity, and unanimity, muft tend in the mod

* efFe£lual manner to crufh rebellion andfave the ftate,’ and 

again, « the promptitude and fpirit o f  the Houfe o f  Com- 

« mons m ull ever be remembered with gratitude by the

* country and myfelf, they have enabled me to develops 

« and expofe the deepeft confpiracy that ever exifted, and 

f  to place the kingdom in a ftate to meet the efforts o f  a

* foreign as well as a domeftic enemy.’ Remember the 

thanks o f  his M ajefty to you by your prefent viceroy in 

O ctober laft, « for the unihaken firmnefs and magnani- 

‘  mity, with which you met the many trying difficulties ;

* and with which the meafures were planned, which you

* adopted for the prefervation o f  your country.’ Be it youf 

pride to be competent to fuch glorious exertions.

I t  is needlefs to enter into the details o f  a meafure, the 

principle o f w hich, I truft, will never be entertained : one 

thing only I will remark, that i f  the purity o f  Parliament 

depends on the purity o f cleCtion— if  that purity refis on 

M r. Grenville’s law for controverted eleCtion, which no 

man can deny, his law muft be inoperative to Ireland in 

a united Parliament, and of courfe you cannot preferve 
the purity o f e lea io n  or o f  Parliament, fo far as that 

law  is concerned. Y o u  all know the number o f  wit- 

neffes to be examined on an eleCtion trial ; the many 

whofe evidence occur during the very trial to be neceffary, 
and the great delay and heavy expence attending the whole. 

H o w  then could you have fuch a trial in London ? The ex

pence
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pence alone w ould  be fo formidable, that few , very few  

w ould be capable, and few er w illing to undertake a petiti

on : the S h eriff  w ould  virtually enjoy the pow er o f  no

mination, and i f  ever G overnm ent, in its zeal for the 

public fervice, fhould happen to think it right to appoint 

Sheriffs w ith  a v ie w  to eleftions (I do not fay they ever 

do) the nomination o f  the M em bers w ould  finally reft 

w ith  that government.

I have gone through every argum ent, or aflertion, that 

any o f  the Britiih or Iriih advocates for this fatal meafure have 

advanced, except one, w hich  regards the ftate o f  R elig ion  

in this kingdom , i t is to o  delicate a fubje£tto difcufs unnccef- 

farily, and I cannot but condemn the imprudence w hich  has 

brought it forward now , as i f  the ob jeft w ere by roufing ani- 

mofities, and fetting the nation by the ears, to make any 

change even that o f  furrendering its liberty and indépen

dance, worth confideration, i f  not worth trial. I w ill  only 

obferve on it, that M r. P itt ’s language is o f  fuch a nature, that 

one w ould imagine hç had the tw o  religions on either fide o f  

h im , and one was not to hear w hat he faid to the other. 

H e  tells the Catholic in his fpeech, that it is not eafy to 

fay, what ihould be the church eftablifhment in this kingdom , 

^nd his 5th refolution ftates that the prefent church cfta- 

bliftiment is to be preferved. H e  tells them, that the time 

for difcufling their fituation muft depend 011 tw o  points, 

« w hen their co n d u ft ihall make it fafe, and when the temper 

o f  the times ihall be favourable,’ and M r. D undas adds, 

« i f  ever fuch a time ihall come.’  L e t  me aik you, in com m on 

fenfe, is an Iriih Parliament incompetent to decide thefe 

points, to deliberate, to judge on matters w hich  pafs in 

Ireland : and is a foreign and uninformed affembly adequate 

to it ? It is a weak and filly impofition.

W e re
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W e re  I to addrefs d ie  Catholics, the Proteftants, and 

all religions, I would fay, your Country is in danger, a 

defperate attempt is on foot to feduce you to furrender 

the independence o f  your Parliament. Y o u  are all natives 

o f the fame iiland, interefted in its trade, its profperity, its 

freedom, and in all the bleflings o f  a glorious and happy 

conftitution— bound by every tie o f duty to yourfelves, 

your country, and your pofterity, to prefeve it, join all 

hands and hearts together, bring the veflel into port, forget 

all family differences, all local or partial jealoufies, and fave 

Ireland, fave your country. T e ll  the bold minifter who 

wants to take away your Conftitution, that he fhall not 

have it, that you will not be his dupes *, that you love Britain 

as a brother, but you will be his brother not his dependant, 

that you will not degrade yourfelves from an independant 

kingdom into an abjeil colony.

T o  any o f you who have doubts on the meafurp, I would 

fay, thefe very doubts call on you to vote againft it— don’t 

hazard a change where you have a doubt, a change from 

whence there is no return— accept it, you have it for better 

for worfe, you never can untie the knot— no appeal, no 

Parliament k f t ,  to hear, to argue, or to fp.eak for you -, and 

i f  the ftep you take ihould prove wrong, if  it fhould unfortu

nately end in the nation’s callingfor her oldConftitution again, 

and the politics o f a Britiih Cabinet ihould be fo defperate as 

not to liften to that call, think o f the dreadful confequences 

you may be the caufe of, if  fatally the {hock o f arms fhould 

follow. Even to you whofe conyiclion is clear, I would fay, if 
the majority o f your countrymen think differently fçom you, 

i f  even a refpe&able part o f  them only think fo, don’t reft fo 

confidently on your own judgments, as torifk a meafure which 
you cannot undo -, remember then i f  the direful neceflity 

{hoi*ld ever arrive to make it expedient— you may embrace

k
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it when you pleafe, but i f  once adopted, it is irrevocable.

__W e re  I fpeaking in another affembly, and i f  in fuch

aflembly any member fat returned for a borough, where 

the wifhes o f  the electors fo llow ed the voice o f  fome 

one individual by w hich he became to have an habitual fu- 

periority, and o f  courfe a ftrong intereft in its prefervation, 

(I don’ t fay fuch a cafe exifls here, though it m ight not be 

unparliamentary to fuppofe it.) I w ould  tell h im , he is a 

truftee, and w ithout pofitive and d ireft defire, he iliould not 

do an a i l  which is to annihilate the intereil he is entruiled 

with.— N o , no— let all jo in  in cherifhing the Parliam ent— it 

is a good one, and has done its duty— it has proved itfelf  

com petent to every purpofe o f  legiilation, to fecure peace, to 

pu t down rebellion, and had its vigour been follow ed up 

fince laft June, peace w ould have been fince fecured, and 

rebellion extinguiihed.— R efu fe  the meafure, but refufe it 

w ith  calmnefs and dignity.— L e t  not the offer o f  it leffen 

your attachment or weaken your affections to Britain, and 

prove that you are, and wiih to be, as the D u k e  o f  Portland 

told you you were, indijjolubly conneBed w ith Great Britain , 

one in unity o f  conflitution and unity o f  interefl,— B u t above all, 

revere and fteadily preferve that Conilitution w'hich was con

firmed to you under his adminiilration in 178 2 , and w hich  

has given you W e alth , T rad e , Profperity, Freedom and I n 

dependence.
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