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Mr. RocurorT,

THE noble Lord, when If€ declared his affent te
the Bill’s going into a Committee, has fpoken of it as part
of a fyftem, and dwelt upon the neceflity of a Union,
as the only means of effelting the purpofe of the bill,
and the reft of the fyftem. He has connected the
fubjet of a Legiflative Union fo much with it, and en-
larged {fo amply upon it, that I feel myfelf juftified in fol-
lowing him. He has gone into the connexion between
the two kingdoms, and ftated the conftitution of 1782 as
the fource from whence the evils he affects to apprehend,
and the remedy he propofes of a Union, flowed. I will go
therefore through the whole of the fubject, and if I
trefpafs .on the patience of the Houfe, which I much
fear, from the little pra&tice I have been in for years, of
fpeaking in public, I fhall have much reafon to entreat
their indulgence.

Indifcuffing the fubje®, I muft often allude to a
fpeech publithed as Mr. Pitt’s, and as various editions
of it have been circulated, I fhall felect that to which

“ghe Government has given the fan&ion of its authority,

B the
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the one printed by the King’s Printer, under their
- dire&ion, of which 10,000 copies have been circulated -
gratis by them, and all of Wthh have been pald for at t,he
public expence. ‘

It is certainly a very flattering compliment, that on
fo great a fubje&, on which the Minifter fpoke for
hours, he fhould have employed a great portion of his
time in endeavouring to borrow argument and authority
from {peeches faid to have been made by me fo long aga
as 1785, and that he fhould occupy fo much of the
attention of the Britifh Senate in obferving on the con-
du& or opinion of an individual.

'The noble Lord has quoted the fpeech of Mr. Fox as
an hiftorical document, and has told you that the addrefles
of Parliament, and the fpeeches of Lord Lieutenants, are .
not to be relied on. Heis the firlt Secretary who has ever
prefumed to make fuch an aflertion, who has ever publicly
advanced, that what the Commons fay to his Majefty, and
what his Majefty’s Viceroy fays to them, is meer matter of
form, not to be relied on, but that a cafual, unauthorifed
publication of a Mr. Debrett is a genuine document.
He has alfo ufed an expreflion, fuch a one as I never
heard in this Houfe, either befoge or fince the fettlement
of 1782; the noble Lord has faid, (and if Iam wrong,
he will corre& me, I do not wifh to miftate any man,
much lefs the noble Lord, for whom I have always had
the higheft refpet,) that the evils he ‘mentioned arofe
out of the fettlement of 1782, becaufe until then this
kingdom acknowledged the power in the Britifh Parlia-
ment to bind Ireland.

Lord
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Lord CasTLEREAGH—I did not mean to fay, acknoaw-
ledged, but that before the adjultment of 1782, this
Country was in the babit of paying obedience to that
power. |

Speaker.—The noble Lord copies his brother minifter
in ambiguity of expreflion, as well as in all his pofitions ;
the minifter fays, what puts an end to any thing is not

final, and his Lordfhip tells us, that paying obedience to g
power is not an acknowledgment of that power.

I will enter into the fettlement of 1782 : the meafures
of that year arofe out of our difavowal of that very
power. Our denial of the Britifh claim gave rife to the
glorious fettlement of 1782, it removed all thofe evils
which this project of a Union would again heap upon this
kingdom, and when the Britith Minifter wants us ta give
up that Conftitution which was then confirmed to us, it

- is no ‘wonder he thould apply all his endeavours to explain
it away, as it and his Union are wholly incompatible
with each other. His arguments, indecd, (if they deferve
that name) are matter of furprife, for they either reft on
mif-recolletion of fa&s, or fo far from being born up by
the authorities he refers to, are clearly and incontrover-
tibly overturned by them. He fays, he will prove his
affertion, that no final adjuftment was then made, by the
recorded opinions of the Britifh Parliament exprefled at
the time, and by the opinions of the then Government and
Minifters, all of which you will prefently fee, prove the
contrary,—but why did he not refer alfo to the opinions of
the Irifh Parliament and Irith minifters, whofe concern
it more immediately was, and whofe declarations were
explicit 2 Are we to fuppofe they efcaped his notice, and

that he entirely forgot that the Country which demanded
' 1edrefs
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rcdgci‘s fot its Conftitution, beft knew how to deem the
adjuftment of it, final and complete ? or that he knew

he would find at every ftep a direét refutation of his
aflertions ? ;

Before 1 examine thefe opinions, it will be neceflary
that I fhould ftate the origin of that fettlement, in order
that the whole may be perfe&tly underftoed.

¢ Ireland had for a long feries of time,’ to ufe Mr. Pitt’s
words, ¢ felt the narrow policy of Great Britain, who, in-
¢ fluenced byviews of trade and commereial advantage, and
* tainted and perverted with felfifh motives, had treated her
¢ with partiality and neglect, and never looked upon her
¢ growth and profperity as the growth and profperity of
“ the Empire at large.” It is unneceflary to dwell on
th-. circumftances of the times, or any other caufe, which
enabled Ireland atlaft to fpeak out with effet, but the fat
is, that in 1782, her grievances reached the THrone, and
on the gth of April, in that year, Mr. Fox delivered a
Meflage to the Britith Commons, from his Majefty,
¢ That his Majefty, being concerned to find that difcon-
¢ tents and jealoufies are ‘prevailing among his loyal
¢ fubjects in Ireland, upon matters of great weight and
¢ importance, he earneftly recommends to this Heufe to
¢ take the fame .into confideration, in order to fuch a _final
¢ adjuftment as may give mutual fatisfaltion to both
“ kingdoms.” The Irith Parliament at this time ftood
adjourned to the 16th of April, on which day fimilar
Meflages were delivered to both Houfes here, each of
whom inftantly voted an Addrefs to his Majefty, both |
correfponding exadtly in fubftance, I will therefore
detail only the one prefented by the Commons. * '
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It went ¢ to affure his Majefty of our unfhaken attach- |
¢ ment to his Majefty’s perfon and government, and of our
- lively fenfe of his paternal care, in thus taking the lead to
< adminifter content to his Majefty’s fubjects of Ireland ;
¢ That, thus encouraged by his royal interpofition, we
¢ fhall beg leave, with all duty and affection, to lay before
« his Majefty the caufes of our difcontents and jealoufies;
« to affure his Majefty that his fubjects of Ireland arc a
¢ free people ; that the Crown of Ireland is an Imperial
"« Crown, infeparably annexed to the Crown of Great
¢ Britain, on which connexion the interefts and happinefs
¢ of both nations effentially depend; but that the king-
¢ dom of Irelandis a diftiné&t kingdom, with a Parliament
¢ of her own, the fole Legiflature thereof ; that there is
¢no body of men competent to make laws to bind this
¢ nation, except the King, Lords and Commons of Ire-
¢ land, nor any other Parliament which hath any authority
¢ or power, of any fort whatfoever, in this country, fave
¢ only tht Parliament of Ireland ; to affure his Majelty

¢ that we humbly conceive, that in this right the very
« effence of our liberties exift 3 a right which we, on the
¢ part of all the people.of Ireland, do claim as their birth-

¢ right, and which we cannot yield but with our lives,)’
‘Are thefe words—empty founds without meaning—as
‘the noble Lord infinuates ? Did we involve our lives and
fortunes withoat meaning ? Did we claim our birth-right
without meaning ? . The Addrefs goes on, ¢ To aflure his
¢ Majefty that we have feen, with concern, certain claims
¢ advanced by the Parliament of Great Britain, inan A&,
¢ entitled an A&, for the better fecuring the Dependency
¢ of Ireland ; an A& containing matter entirely irrecon-
¢ cileable to the fundamental rights of this nation : that
¢ we conceive this A&, and the claims it advances, to be

¢ the great and principal caufe of the difcontents and jea-
¢ loufies
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¢ loufies in this kingdom.” Now, Sir, what was this A&
of Dependency, but in its effence, in its-practical ef-
fels, the very Union which is now recommended, nay,
this Union is {till worfe, for while Ireland retains a Parlia-
ment, fhe has the means of redrefs; but the: meafure
propofed by the noble Lord goes exprefsly to take away
for ever thofe means. The Addrefs proceeds, ¢To affure
¢ his Majefty, that his Majefty’s Commons of Ireland
¢ do moft fincerely wifh, that all Bills which become
¢law in Ireland, fhould receive the approbation of his
¢ Majefty, under the Seal of Great Britain; but that
‘ yet we do confider the prattice of fupprefling our
¢ Bills in the Council of Ireland, or altering the fame
“any where, to be another juft caufe of difcontent
¢and jealoufy ;—To affure his Majefty, that an A&,
“intitled an AC for the better accommodation of his
¢ Majefty’s forces, being unlimited in-:duration, and
¢ defective in other inftances, but paffed in that {hape
¢ from the particular circumftances of the times, is another
¢ juft caufe of difcon‘ent and jealoufy in this kingdom.
¢ That we have fubmitted thefe, the principal caufes of
¢ the prefent dilcontent and jealoufy of Ireland, and re-
* main in humble expe&ation of redrefs,—that we have
¢ the greateft reliance on his Majefty’s wifdom, the moft
¢ fanguine expectations from his virtuous choice of a Chief
¢« Governoer, and great confidencein the wife, aufpicious,
¢ and conftitutional councils, which we fee with fatisfac-
¢ tion his Majefty has adopted : That we have moreover a
¢ high fenfe and veneration for the Britith charaéter, and
¢ do therefore conceive, that the proceedings of this coun-
¢ try, founded as they were in right, and tempered by
¢ duty, muft have excited the approbation and efteem,
#* initead, of wounding the pride, of the Britifh nation ;
¢ and we beg leave to affure his Majefty, that we are the
- ¢ more
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¢ more confirmed in this hope, in as much asthe peopic
¢ of this kingdom have never exprefled a defire to fhare |
< the freedom of England, without declaring a determi~
¢ nation to fhare her fate likewife, ftanding and falling

¢ with the Britith Nation.’

You will obferve in this Addrefs that four objeéts, and
four only, are pointed out as the grievances, the removal
of which is defired, and that they are all conftizutional—
Britain’s claim to bind Ireland—the Appellant Jurifditi-
on—Poyning’s Law—and the Perpetuity of the Mutiny
Bill. In truth, we, who were in Parliament at the time,
know that as the freedom of trade was demanded, and
acceded toin 1780, and a free intercourfe with the colo-
nies confirmed, what remained for commercial regula-
tion, or even for attainment, was not then in contempla-

tion.

This addrefs from the Irifh Commons, together with a
fimilar one from the Irifh Lords, was laid before both
Houfes in Great Britain, who had not proceeded on his
Majefty’s Meffage, waiting I fuppofe to know the fenfe
of the Irifh Parliament—and they came to a refolution
on the 17th of May, which I fhall mention prefently,
and which was laid befere the Irifh Parliament, on the
27th of the fame month, by the Duke of Portland’s order,
when he made the following Speech from the

Throne :—

¢ My Lords and Gentlemen,

¢ It'gives me the utmoft fatisfaCtion that the firit time
¢ I have occafion to addrefs you, I find myfelf enabled
¢ by the magnanimity of the King, and the wifdom of

¢ the Parliament of Great Britain, to afflure you that im-
¢ mediate
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¢ mediate attention has been paid to your reprefentations,
“and that the Britith Legiflature, have concurred in a2
¢ refolution to remove the caufes of your difcontents and
¢ jealoufies, and are united in a defire to gratify every
“ wilh exprefled in your late addrefles to the "Throne.

¢ By the papers [meaning the refolutions ‘of the Britith
¢ Houfes] which in obedience to his Majefty’s commands
“I have dire€ted to be laid before you—you will re-
¢ ceive the moft convincing teftimony of the cordial re-
¢ ception which your reprefentations have met with from
¢ the Legiflature of Great Britain. RBut his Majefty,
¢ whofe firft and moft anxious wifh is to exercife his royal
¢ prerogative in {fuch manner as may be moft conducive to
¢ the welfare of all his faithful fubje&s, has further given
‘it me in command, to affure you of his gracious dif-
¢ pofition to give his royal aflent to alts to prevent the
¢ fuppreflion of bills in the Privy Council of this king-
“ dom, and the alteration of them any where, and to limit
¢ the duration ofthe a& for the better regulation and
* accommodation of his Majefty’s Forces in this kingdom,
¢ to the term of two years.

¢ Thefe benevolent intentions of his Majefty, and the

“ willingnefs of his Parliament of Great Britian, to fe-
¢ cond his gracious purpofes, are unaccompanied by any
¢ ftipulatien ‘or condition whatever ; the good faith, the
¢ generofity, the honor of this nation afford them the
“ furelt pledge of a correfponding difpofition on your
¢ part, to promote and,perpetuate the harmony, the fta-
¢ bility and the glory of the Empire. On my own part
¢1 entertain not the lealt doubt but that the fame
¢ fpirit which urged you to fhare the freedom of
¢ Great Britain, will confirm you in your determinagion
¢ to
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¢ to fhare her fate alfo, ftanding or falling with the Britith
¢ Nation.’

An Addrefs was returned next day by the Commons
‘in which they fay, ¢ That we feel moft fenfibly the atten-
¢ tion which our reprefentations have received from the
¢ magnanimity of your Majefty, and the wifdom of the
¢ Parliament of Great Britain.

¢ We affure your Majelty, that we conceive the refolu-
¢ tion for an unqualified, unconditional repeal of the
¢ 6th of George the firft, to be a meafure of confum-
¢ mate wifdom and juftice, fuitable to the dignity and
¢ eminence of both nations, exalting the charatter of both,
“and furnifbing a perpetual pledge g" mutual amity.

¢ We aflure your Majefty, that we are fenfibly affeit-
< ed by your virtuous determination to accede to the
¢ wifhes of your faithful people;and to exercife your royal’
¢ prerogative in a manner moft conducive to their welfare,
“ and accordingly we fhall.immediately prepare bills to
¢ carry into execution the defires of your Majefty’s peo-
¢ ple, and your own benevolent purpofes.
¢ Gratified in thofe particulars we do affure your Ma-
¢ jelty, that no conflitutional queftion betaveen the tavo nations
¢ aill any longer exift, which can interrupt their harmony; and
¢ that Great Britain, as fhe has approved of our firmnefs,
¢ fo the may rely on our affection.
¢ We remember, and do repeat, our determination to
¢ ftandyand fall, with the Britith Nation.
¢ We perceive with plcafurc the magnanimity of your
(Majg{}y, difclaim the little policy of imaking a bargain
. A ¢ with
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¢ with your people, and feeling with pride the confidence
¢ your Majefty repofes in the good faith, generofity and
¢ honor of the Irifh Nation, we anfwer with all humility,
¢ that your Majelty entertains a juft fenfe of our charac-
¢ ter. Common intereft; perpetual connetion; the recent
¢ conduct of Great Britain, a native affe€tion to. the Bri-
¢ tifh_name and nation, together with the conftitution
“ which we have recovered, and the high reputation
“ we poflefs, muft ever decide the wifhes as well as the

“ intereft of Ireland, to perpetuate the harmony, ftability and
“ glory of the Empire. , '

This Addrefs received a flight oppofition, and very
fortunately, becaufe a divifion took:place, which fhews
not only the decided fenfe of the Irith Commons, but that
the Houfe which exprefled that fenfe was uncommonly

ful.—The ayes were 211—the noes none, there being
only the tellers.

On the fame day the Conimons al{o addreffed the Lord
Lieutenant, and among other things they faid, ¢ We
¢ cannot but rejoice that the name of Portland, fo intithate-
“ Iy conneéled with the great =ra of Britifh liberty will
“be handed down to the lateft' pofterity infeparably

¢ blended withizbe full and perfeél eftablifpment of the Con-
¢ ftitution of Ireland. |

I thovld -here obferve, that his Majefty’s anfwer té
their firlt addrefs of April, which had arrived during
the recefs, was not prefented until the next day, being
the 28th, and is in fubftance as follows :

¢ It gives his Majefty the higheft fatisfattion to obferve,
¢ that in their opinion; in which his Majefty perfeitly
_ ¢ concurs,
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¢ concurs, the conflitutional connexion between Great Britain
¢ and Ireland is effential to the interefls and happinefs of bath
® nations, and that it is the determination of his people of
¢ Ireland, to fhare the fate of, and to ftand and fall with,
¢ the Britifh nation. ‘

¢ His Majefty conceives that thefe principles cannot fail
¢ to contribute to the accomplifhment of his earneft defire to
¢ remove all caufe of difcontent and jealoufy; with that
¢ view his Majefty has recommended this weighty and
¢ important {ubject to the confideration of ‘his parliaments
¢ of both kingdoms, trufting that their united wifdom will
¢ fuggeft fuch meafures as may terminate in a_fina/ adjuji-
“-ment to their mutual fatisfaction. With the fame view
¢ his Majefty intends forthwith to communicate to the
¢ Lords and Comntons of Great Britain the addrefles of
¢ the Lords and Commons of Ireland.’

Hisanifwer to the latter addrefs of the 27th of May, did
not arrive until the 13th of June: in it he fays, ¢ He has
¢ received with the mioft fincere fatisfaction the dutiful
“and loyal Addrefs of his Houfe of Commons of Ire-
¢ land—his Majefty affures his faithful Commons, of his
¢ affeCtionate acceptance of their grateful acknowledg
* ments for the attention which his Majefty and the Par-
¢ liament of Great Britain have thewn to their reprefen-
¢ tations, and which they fo juftly confider as Jurnifbing a
¢ perpetual pledge of mutyal amity.

The declarations of the Houfe of Commons, ¢ that mo
¢ conflitutional queflion betaveen the tave nations will any longer
€ exift that can interrupt their barmony, and that Great Bri-

¢ tain.may rely on their affeGions, are very pleafing to his
¢ Majefty.

-

g ¢ His
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¢ His Majefty is fully convinced, by their prefent pro-
¢ feflions of entire fatisfaltion and dutifyl attachment,
¢ that his Majefty always entertained a juft fenfe of their
¢ charalter. The zeal which they have fbeawn to perpetuate
¢ the -harmony, and their determinations to uphold theglory,
¢ of the Empire, juftify his Majefty for having on his part
¢ given the moft unequivocal proofs of his royal confi-

¢ dence in the honour and good faith of the Irifh Na-
¢ tion.

You will keep in mind that in this Anfwer, his Ma-
jefty omits any expreflion recommending final adjufi-
menty, which he mentioned in his firft Meffage, and re-
peated in his anfwer to the firft Addrefs, becaufe I fhall
have occafion to call it to your recollection.

After this the Seflion drew to a clofe, and it was in
thofe days the cuftom teo addrefs the Lord Lieutenant,
previous to the prorogation, as a compliment, and as a
review of the material obje&s of the Seflion ; accord-
ingly, the Commons, in their Addrefs to the Duke of
Portland, on the 23d of July, fay :

¢ At the clofe of this feflion we fhall have feen under
¢ your Grace’s adminiftration, the Judges rendered inde-
¢« pendent of the Crown ; the law for the punifhment of
¢ mutiny and defertion, abridged in duration, and fo alter-
¢ ed as to become a vindication of the conflitution ; the
¢ jurifdi@ionof the hereditary Judges of the land reftored ;
¢ the vicious mode of pafling laws, which was heretofore
¢ exercifed in this country, reformed ; and the fole and ex-
¢ clufive right of Legiflation external as well as internal,

¢ in the Irith Parliament, firmly aflerted on the part of .

¢ Ireland, and unequivocally acknowledged on the part of
; ¢ Great.
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¢ Great Britain. We fhall have feen this great national
¢ arrangement ¢ftablifbed on a bafis which fecures the tranquili-
“ tyof Ireland, and unites the affections as well as interefts of
¢ both kingdoms. When we confider how long we had
¢ been labouring for thofe great and important objects,
¢ and that they have been accomplifbed in the fhort peritd
< of your Grace’s Adminiftration, we fhould be wanting,
¢ in juftice to your Grace, if we did not acknowledge

¢ your virtue.’

The Lord Licutenant’s fpeech with which he concluded
the Seflion, foon followed, and his Grace’s words deferve
to be moft particularly attended to, for language more
emphatic could not be ufed.

¢ Many and great national objets muft prefent them-

¢ felves to your confideration during the recefs from par-
¢ liamentary bufinefs, but what I would moft earneftly
¢ prefs upon you, as that on which your domeftic peace
¢ and happinefs, and the profperity of the empire at this
¢ moment moft immediately depend, is to cultivate and
¢ diffufe thofe fentiments of affection and confidence which
¢ are now happily reftored between the two kingdoms.
¢ Conwvince the pegple in your feveral diftrifls, as you are your-
¢ felves convinced, that every caufe of paft jealoufies and difcon-
¢ tents is finally removed, that both countries bave pledged their
¢ good faith to cach other, and that zheir beft fecurity aill be
¢ an inviclable adberdnce to that compaé?, that the implicit
¢ reliance which Great Britain has repofed on the honor,
,‘ gmcroﬁty, and candor of Ireland, -engages your
¢ pational charadter to areturn of {entiments equally li-
¢ rberxl and enlarged, convince them that the tavo kingdoms
¢ are now oney indiffolubly conneéted in unity of conftitution, and
¢ unity of interefts, that the danger and fecurity, the prof-
; f perity
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¢ perity and calamity of the one, mu&fequal]y cﬂ'e&’thg
¢ other, and they ftand and fall together.

-

+

I have omitted to {tate in its proper place as to time,
that ona difference of opinion happening as to the fuf-
ficiency of the repeal of 6 Gea. 1. to fecure the Indepen-
dance of the Irifh Parltament, Mr. Flood moved for leaye
to bring in heads of a bill to declare the fole and exclufive
right of the Irith Parliament to make laws in all cafes
whatever internal and external for the kingdom of Ireland,
which was refufed, and a refolution was moved, that leave
was refuled to bring in faid heads of a bill, becaufe the fole
{eparate and exclufive ri ght of legiflation in ¢he Irith Parlia-
ment in all cafeswhetherinternal orexternalhad been alrea-
dy afferted by Ireland, and fully, finally, and irrevocably
acknowledged by the Britith Parliament. The word finally
was objeéted 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 ftronger record than any I
have produced, to prove not only the fenfe of the
nation as to the fnal accomplithment, but as to the
ineftimable value ‘of the fettlement. On the 3oth of
May, being the fecond day after our Addrefs declaring
our entire fatisfattion, and that no conftitutional quef-
tion could ever after exift between the two kingdoms
to interrupt their harmony, an Addrefs was agreed to
by both houfes, ¢ to reprefent to his Majefty, that they
¢ were fo impreffed with fentiments of gratitude to Di-
¢ vine Providence, for the many bleflings beftowed of
“ late on this kingdom, and particularly for thas union,
¢ barmony, and cordial affeétion awhich nony happily Subfefis
¢ between bis two kingdoms, whofe interefis are infeparebly
“the fame, and for the great and fignal fuccefs of his

¢ Majefty’s
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¢ Majefty’s Arms in the Eaft and Weft Indies ;—that
s they had the moft fincere and ardent difpofition to ex-
« prefs their unfeigned thanks to Almighty God, for thefe
« his mercies to both kingdoms, and that whenever his
¢« Majefty fhall pleafe to appoint a day of Public Thanki-
¢ giving, there will not, as they conceive, be any one
¢ perfon throughout the nation, who will not moft cor-
« dially and fincerely join in the religious obfervation
¢ thereof.’

Thus did the nation call on Almighty God to
receive their folemn thanks for his bleflings to both king-
doms, in the accomplifhment of this final adjuftment,
and yet this is the fettlement Mr. Pitt has the hardinefs
to tell you, is not final, and this is the conftitution he
wants to delude, to threaten, or to force you, into a mif-
erable and abje& furrender of.—Can he, can you, can
any of uswho offered our Thankfgivings on that day,
and invoked the Almighty Difpenfer of the fate of Na-
tions to reccive the overflowing ‘effufions of a kingdom’s
gratitude, think fo lightly of what we then acknowledg-
ed fo facred, as wantonly and foolifhly to change thofe
folemn fentiments, and demolifh the objet of a nation’s
Prayer, and of a nation’s Thanks, for the fpeeulaiive
theory or idle declamation of any Minifter, however great
his talents, his integrity, or his power.

It would be needlefs to recur to the feveral argu-
ments, or rather affertions, ufed by M. Pitt, refpecting
the point of final adjuftment—all who hear me I am {ure
muft'be of opinion with me, that never was there yet a
great{peech made by a great-man, which contained fo lit-
tle matter ; and if any thing could make me believe that
the noble Lord poflefles lefs good fenfe and political ta-
- lents than I am dlfpofed to afcribe to him, it is the pains

. which
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which he has taken to diffeminate in_this countfy fucha
paltry production., I fee the gentlemen are taking down

my words,—let them do fo—I will repeat them—a paltry’
production—paltry, not in'regard to the Gentleman that
made it, who is certainly entitled to the higheft refpe&,
but paltry in regard to argument, for it is the mere{t'ﬁﬁ:e
of generalaffertion without proof, high- ﬂowmg langmagc
without meaning, and affumptions without argwment, that
I ever read.

We will now go to the proceedings in Great Britain ;
I have mentioned that his Majefty fent 2 meffage to the
Pritith Houfes, on the gth April, which they did not then
take into confideration. The Lord Licutenant’s meflage
which was fimilar to his Majefty’s, and the Irith Addrefles
of 17th April to the King, were delivered by his Majef-
ty’s order to both the Britith Houfes on 1ft May, and
they were taken into confideration by them on the 17th.

In the Lords a bill was introduced to repeal 6 of Geo. 1.
and a refolution entered into ¢ that it is indifpenfable tq
¢ the interefts and bappinefs of both kingdems, that. the
¢ connexion between them fhould be eftablifhed by mutu-

¢ al confent on afelid and permanent footing, and that an
¢ humble addrefs be prefented to his Majefty,, that he

“will be pleafed to take fuch meafures as in his royal
¢ wifdom he fhall feem think moft conducive to that im-
¢ portant end.!

On the fame day the Commons, in 2 Committee of
the whole Houfe, came to two refolutions ; one, that 6
G. 1. ought to be repealed; and the other, ¢ that it is
¢ indifpenfable to the interefts and happinefs of both
¢ kingdoms, that the connexion betweeen them fhould be
¢ eftablifhed by mutual confent, ona folid and pcrinancnt

¢ bafis,” to both of which the Houfe agreed nem. con.

Leave was accordmgly given for the bill, and an addrefs
voted
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voied to the king, containing the fabftance of the latter
refoliition, ¢ that he be gracioufly pleafed to take fuch
meafures as his Majefty in his royal wifdom fhall think
moft conducive to the eftablifhing, by mutual confent, the
conhe&tion between this kingdom and Ireland upon-a
folid and permanent bafis.” This is the Refolution that
M. Pitt relies on, to fhew that the Britith Legiflature
had fome further meafures of conftitution in contcmpla-
tion, than thofe contained in the Irith addreffes, and I
will in candour fuppofe that,‘ilehas been led into this
erroncous inference by his miftaking, and of courfe
miftating the date of it.

f¢ s remarkable that although preffed to it, he would
not let it be read from the Journals, but boldly main-
vained that it would appear from them, that a further
agreement between the two kingdoms, than the fettle-
ment of that feffion, is there ftated, in the opinion of the
adminiftration of the day, to be abfolutely neceffary.
Under this miftaken imprefiion he afferts that after the Bill
to repeal the 6 Geo. 1. was pafled, an addrefs was moved
and carried, (praying his Majefty to take fuch further
meafures &c. meaning the foregoing addrefs) whereas the
Journals would have fhewn that this addrefs was voted
not only defore the Bill paffed, but before it was even pre=
fented, and that no one meafure of the adjuftment had
been at the time taken, but that this refolution and addrefs
were, on the part of the Commons, the commencement of
it.—The addrefs was ou the 17th May. The bill was not
prefented till the t1th of June, and did not pafs till the
14th. Had this Addrefs been propofed, as he mif-
tates, after the Bill had pafled, that is, after the Liith
Parliament had ftated their perfeét content by declaring
* that no con&itutiqp‘; quettion could ever after exift be-

~tween the two kingdoms to inierrupt their harmony,” he
: g D might
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might poffibly have had fome reafon to fay, the movers
of that Addrefs had furiker conttitutional meafures to
propofe, than thofe which induced that declaration.
It is under the miftake of date that Mr. Pitt introduces
into the refolution the word furthery whereas there s
no fuch word in it.

But not only the language of the Minifters of the time,
but every circumftance of the proceedings fhew that
further conflitutional meafures were not in contempla-
tion. Lord Shelburne in introducing the Addrefs to the
Lords, after urging the expedience of repealing 6 Geo. 1.
in which the two fubje@s of the Britifh claim to bind
Ireland, and the judicial appeal, were conneéted, fays,
 This repeal was all ke meant 1, propofe as matter o
“ Parliamentary decifim, but there were other points
¢ for the exccutive power, the alteration of Poyn-
 ing’s a&, and of the perpetual mutiny Bill, in which
“ it would be wife to comply with the withes of Ireland.”*
This addrefs therefore, in common fenfe, muft haye had
thofe points in view, and as to them, it meant to conve
to his Majefty the approbation of the Houfe to his
exercife of his prerogative in affenting to fuch Bills,
as Ireland fhould tranfmit for the purpofe,

In the Commons, on the fame day, Mr. Fox, afier
ftating the various demands and grievances of Ireland,
premifed his motion on the refolution, by obferving that
*“ the committee muft fee taf there cwere only one of twa
 points in awkich the interference of the Britifl Parliament
““ was neceffary, the repeal of 6 Geo. 1.and the reftora-
“ tion of the appellant jurifdi@ion to Ireland 5 the other
“ points lay before the Parliament and the King, and no
% doubt he would, as one of the fervants of the Crown,
““ advife his Majeity to fatisfy the other demands of his
“ Irith fubje@s,” and to fan&ion this advice the refolution

was
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was evidently pointed; but admit Mr. Fox might have
had further obje&ts in view, and thofe even of a conffi-
tutional concern, from the fear which he exprefled,
that Ireland might think of freth grievances, we fhall
fee that fear completely removed, when we recol-
le& that this refolution was agreed to on the 16th of
May, tep days before it was communicated to the Irifh
Parliament in order to make the liberal intentions of
Britain known,—that the Irith addrefs of the 28th May
was founded on this very refolution, to which it is an an-
fwer, and that Ireland therein declares her perfe& fatis-
fa&ion, and that the adjuftment is final, by afluring his
Majefty ¢ that no conftitutional queftion canever here-
after exift between the kingdoms to interrupt their har-
mony.”

There would have been a great abfurdity in that refo-
lution being laid before the Irifh Parliament, if it meant
future arrangement not alluded to in it or explained,
when the obje@ declared by his Majcfty was an immed;-
ate and final fettlement—at-all events Ireland did not
confider it to refpe& future arrangement, or if the did,
fhe gaveit.a complete anfwer in faying, every obje& was
accomplifhed.

We fee then, that whatever fear the Minifter entertained
on this head, if‘ any—was effe&tually 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 Mr. Pitt when he became
Minifter, the commercial propofitions only excepted.
The fa& feemsto be, that the refolution in refpe@ to
fyture meafures had commerce only in view 3 Mr, Pitt fays
fo, Lord Liverpool relies on it, and although Mr. Fox
in the reply, which the noble Lord has read, fays it was

‘ D2 to
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to extend to politfcal obje&s only, yet he explains them fo
be what are rcally commercial, by faying, that they
alluded to, and were to comprehend the whole fyftem
of the navigation of the empire, and as fuch Mr. Pitt

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

ceflity of the commercial fyftem of 1785.

Mr. Pitt faid, ¢ the meaning of the Refolution moyved
¢ in 1782 by the Right Hon. Gentleman himfeif, was
¢ too ftubborr and obvioys to be explained away, or
¢ denied.” And Lord Liverpool’s (then Mr. Jenkinfon)
words arg very firong.— The neple - Lord had denied
“ that any proof had been given of there being any
neceflity of coming to a fyftem of commercial arrange-
ment with Ireland, and had contended no fuch necef-
¢ fityexifted. 1In anfwer to this, he thould think it {uf-
¢¢ ficient to refer the noble Lord to the ftate of the two
¢ countrics, as an ample proof of the neceflity, had he
¢ no better proof to advert to; but he was furnifthed
 with the beft authority, the authority of that Houfe.
¢ And here he faid he muft agam refer to the Refolu-
“ tion of May 17th, 1782, wherein it was declar-
s¢ ed, ¢ That it was indifpenfable to the intereft and hap-
¢ pinefs of both kingdoms that the conne&ion betweén
¢ them fhould be eftablifhed by mutual confent, upon a
¢ folid and permanent footing,’ he was aware that the
s Rxght Hon. Gentleman oppoﬁte to him had afTerted
“ that the Refolntnon had no reference to a commercnal
» arrangement, and that it related merely to a po[mcal
¢ 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 Ca-
“ binet when that Refolutlon had been moved, had de-
e clared it did mean a commercial arrangement. For
¢ his part, he could not thmk it poﬂ'l ble for thofe who

framed
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¢ framed the Refolution to have had any arrangement
¢ in their contemplation but a commercial one, and if
¢ it did not mean that, he wifhed the authors of it
-« would have been fo good as to have declared what it
¢ did mean.” '

After reading the addrefs of the Irifh Parliament
of May 28, which I have ftated to you, it could
hardly be believed that Mr. Pitt could affert, *¢ That
with refpe& to that part of the King’s Meflage which
related to the propriety of adopting fome meafures
for a final adjuftment between the two countries, the.
1rith Commons were wholly filent,”—yet he has done it
foundly and without referve in the very words [ mention.
Is the declaration in that addrefs, that no future conftitu-
tional queftion could exift, mere filence? How? Has
their language to the Lord Lieutenant of the full and per-
fe &t eftablithment of their conftitution, no meaning? What
fophiftiy of argument, what cafuiftry of language can
draw a diftinétion between the expreflions that no future
queftion can exift, and thatthe matter is finally adjufted ;
Between the words ﬁﬁal, and no longer exifting—If it
puts an end to all future queftions, it muft 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 fubjett of fuch magnitude.

1 would difmifs it without further obfervation, but that
thereis one part of that arrangement, and a moft material
one as to corinexiqn, which he has flurred over without
obferyation ; I mean the modification which was then
made of Poyning’s law. It will not only fully difprove
his aflertion, that noth'ing was then done by Ireland
towards e(}abliﬂiing a connexion, but it will fhew farther
; the
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the bafis on which it was then conflitu ed and firmly
placed. it ¥

The a& making this modification, which _regulates
the manner of pafling bills in Parliament, received very
uncommon folemnity in its progrefs. It was moved for
31ft of May, three days after the addrefs, and fo effen-
tial was it deemed, that it was prefented as abill, not as
heads in the accuftomed manner, and it was fent to the
Lords prior to its going to Council, and”was carricd to
the Lord Licutenant by a joint Committee of both
Houfes, Tt ena&ts, that no Bill fhall pafls into a Law in
Ireland, unlefs it be returned under the Great Seal of
Great Britain.  Thus not leaving the conne&ion a bare
junclion of two kingdoms under one Sovereign, but fe-
curing the continvance of that connection, by making
the Britith Minifter anfwerable to the Britifh nation, if
any Law fhould reccive the Royal affent in Ireland,
which could in any way injure the empire, be incompa-
tible with its imperial interefts, or tend to feparate Ireland
fromit. I did at the time fay, and do now repeat, that
the arrangement would have been imperfe®, without
this fecurity attending what the Britith Minifter weakly
calls a Demolition of fyftem, and what we call a glori~
ous Lftablifhment of the Conflitution, confirming the
freedom and independence of the Irith Parliament.

I do not hefitate to fay, that in thus ‘rendering the
Great Seal of Britain neceflary to the paffing an Irith
Law, if we ereated a theoretic difference in the Confti- |
tutions of the two kingdoms, which renders ours infe- |
rior, it is'one not injurious to us, but neceffary from i
our fituation in the empire, and one. with which we are -
content, and which fecures Union and Connexion on a !
firm and lafting bafis. : ;

I therefore




I therefore’ agree  that- the power of the Britith
Parliament extends, as Mr. Dundas has ftated, to
the controul of the third eftate of the Irifh Parlia-
ment 3 but it is a controul on the King’s naked -power
of aflent only—and this very controul, I fay, gives
to Britain an effe@ual pledge to retain in her own
hands, that it never fhall be in our power by any a& of
ours to weaken or impair the connexion. On the other
hand, we are not without a fecarity on our part, for, by
the confirmation of our independence, Britith law cannot
bind wus ; and, therefore, the Union cannot be altered,
impaired, or fevered, (putting force and convulfion out
of the cafe) except by our confirming the meafure by a
law of our own. Great Britain ecannot throw us off,
An a& of the Britith Parliament is inadequate toit. As
an inftance, no law of hers could repeal our Annexation

A& of Henry VIII,

If T wanted “authority for the flatement I have given,
Lord Auckland, in moving for the repeal of the 6th Geo.r.
confirms what I fay, in very explicit language : —< As
“ no Irith Bill can pafsinto law; without the previous cone
“ fent of the King in his Council of England ; fo there
Was no. danger that-the independence of the legiflature
“ of Ireland could be made ufe of to make laws injurious
“ to the fifter kingdom ; the Englith Council being re-
“ fponfible for every advice they gave their Sovereign,
“ and England would haye nothing to fear from the en-
“ creafed power of the Irith Parliament, as the confent
“ of the King would be il neceffary to fan&ify all theie
“ A&s.”—Thus,then, our modification of Poyning’s Law
gives Englanda fecurity that we cannot diffolve or ime
pair the comnexion by any A& of our feparate Legifla-
ture, while the wery independence of that {eparate
Legiflature gives us a fecurity that Great Britain cannot

by
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by any law of her’s deftroy it; we are by thefe two
meafures of that day, confirmed in what was, and ever
muft be our deareft intereft, in being an unalienable and
infeparable part of the Britifh Empire, not joined to--
gether, as fome have foolifhly afferted, by the nonfenfe
of a Feederal Union; not, in Mr. Pitt’s unmeaning lan-
guage, by a connexion which hangs on a thread, ex-
pofed to all the attacks of party, and all the effeéts of
accident. Fatal would it be for us if it hung on a thread,
expofed, as he fays, to all the attacks of party, and
all the effe&s of accident; for he and his party have at-
tacked it with fuch weight of abufe, fuch a complica-
tion of infulting threats, fuch an ill-judged bombattic
expofure of our fuppofed weaknefles to our enemies,
and fuch an unjuftifiable attempt to confolidate to his
-aid every accident of the circumftances attending both
our internal and external fituation, that our not being
convulfed by thefe very attempts, is a folid refutation of
his affertion, and we may plume ourfelves the more on
its ftability, in as much as'it is not in the range of hu-
man invention to fuppofe a more powerful attack of-
party, or a more artful application of all the accidental
circumftances which the prefent crifis has unfortunately
brought to bear together at the fame period.—No, Sir,
we are, and we are happy to be a Dominion of the
Crown of England; a conftituent and infeparable part of
the Empire, under the fame Sovereign ; and the A&s of
the executive, with regard to our legiflation, are the A&ts
of the King of Great Britain as well as of Ireland in his
Britith Council ; unfortunate would it be for us if Ire-
land was held by a conne&tion as of the perfon of the
King only, and—[a cry of hear! hear! from the Trea-
fury Bench]—I am glad the noble Lord approves of
what 1fay ; Iam glad he thus thews himfelf to be of
opinion with me, that a better bafis already exifts for 2
conaexion



conhe&ion between the two countries, than that which
Mr. Pitt, 'and the noble Lord would fain impofe on us,

Here, then, we fee a new and incontrovertible ground
whereon not only to affert that the adjuftment was fiual
as to the Irith conftitution, but that it even fulfilled the
conftruétion given now by Mr. Pitt, to the refolution of
1782, however contrary to what he gave it in 1485.
It alfo fulfilled his Majefty’s gracious recommendations at
the time, and in looking back to them, we fhall find ano-
ther proof of every obje&t of conttitution or conftitu=
tional conne&tion being then confidered as finally ad-
jufted ; for it'is obfervable that the King, inhis firft Mef-
fage, propofes the confideration of [rifh grievances in
order exprefsly to obtain a Final Adjufiment, he ufes
the fame words Final Adjufiment in his Meflage by the
Duke of Portland, ftating his own and the Britifh Par-
liament’s intentions ; but as foon as the Irith Parliament
on hearing thefe intentions declared on the 27th of
May their fatisfaétion, and that an end would be put
thereby to all conftitutional queftions, he drops the ex-
preflion of Final Adjufiment ever after, and in his
anfwer on the 13th of June, he declares his plea-
fure in receiving this« Declaration, commends them
for confidering- the attention of Great Britain as
furnithing & perpetual pledge of mutual amity, applauds
their zeal #o prrpduatg the harmony, and uphold the glory
of the Britith empire, and he mentions Fmal Adjufts
ment no more.

Would his Nﬁniﬁer have advifed him to thefe exa
~ preflions, if the adjuftment furnithed no pledge; if it
tended no way to perpetuate conne&ion; in thort, if
it only deftroyed the conne&ion, as Mr: Pitt fays, by
demolifhing one fyltem; and not fubftituting another ;

or did‘,thcy not advife him to this language, and
E emit
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omit the further mention of Final Adjuftment ; be-

caufe they confidered the declaration of the Irilla’

Parliament, and the modification of Povping’s Law to
have accomplifhed every obje& of conftitutional adjuﬁ-
ment, and conftitational conne&ion ?

But I will give you further evidence of their fentiments -
having been as I ftate ‘them in July, 1 782¢ The Lord’

Lieutenant’s language to the Parliament, in the fpeech
which 1have read to you was, that they fhould convince
the people that every caufe of paft jealoufy and difcontent
was finally removed (there his ufe of the expreffion finally
is decifive) ; that both countries had pledged their faith
to each other, and that their beft {'ecurit& would be an ad-
herence to that compad, that the two kingdoms were now

one, indiffolubly conne&ed in unity of Conftitution, and
unity of interefts, that they ftand and fall together.

If the Britith Minifter of that day had in view more
than was done—if he thought the work incomplete as
to his obje&, he would have followed up the meafure
toits completion, he would not have allowed the Duke
of Portland to ufe language tending to impofe on, and
not to conciliate both kingdoms. He would not have
added to a dereli&ion of duty, a grofs and unworthy
deceit—nor would his Grace have fubmitted to the mean
office of ftating a compaét that was never made, a unity
that was not formed—that both kingdoms were indiffo-
lably one, when the very meafure, in Mr. Pitt’s ideas,
untied the only bond that held the two kingdoms toge=
ther.

Mr. Pitt could not have been ignorant of all thefe
faBts in 1782, however he may have forgot them in
1799=-and that he was not ignorant of them, but confi-

dered
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dered the work of 1484 as final and complete to its obe
Jje& of conftitutional coricerns, 1 may appeal to his own
condud the year following, when he was Chancellor of
the Exchequer, “and fpoke to the fubje@® on Mr. Gren-
ville’s motion—and when, if the meafures of 1785 were
mcomplete, if the refolution of 1 782 alluded to further
obje&ts of Conftitution, he had had févcral months for
confideration, and it would have been his duty to have
propofed means to fupply the defe@, whereas he did.not
in that fpecch complain of any defe&, nor talk of any
Conttitutiofal meafures unfinithed as part of the fyf-
tem of 1782, He became Minifter the year after, and
I may appeal more forcibly to his condu ever fince,

full fifteen years, during all which time he has done
nothing towards Conftitution—nay not only done no-

thing, but even during the Commercial Propofitions in
1785, not a word did he utter to imply that the fettle-
ment of 1782 was not final as. to Conflitution,

He mutft either then retraé his new do&rines of 1 09,
or plead guilty to a thameful and continued dereli&ion of
his duty, in having fuffered the empire to remain duc-
ing 15 years in a ftate which he now reprefents as hav-
fng all the while endangered its very exiftence, The

fa& is, he was guilty of no dereliétion, and I am
happy in any thing to be his advocate. The mealures of
1782, were all cdﬂﬁ}tptiondl and _final, notwith{tanding
he has begun in 1 799 to fay otherwife,

Any one of the miany proofs I have adduced, would
be fufficient to jultify me in afferting, that the fettlement
of 1782, fo'far 4s regarded conflitution and conflitu~
tiondl conneBion, was final—and 1 moft devoutly truft
it ever will re:piéijn fo, 1 might reft fingly on the opini-
ons of the Irifh Parliament, repeated often throughout

R N oA ~ three
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{hre¢ months in various ways (which' Mr. P. never
ftated), or the opinions of the Britith Parliament and
Britith Minifters, who conduéted the mepfure, which he
relied on with fuch an afluming ['upermrlty, or even on his
own conduét at the time, or on his conduél and lar-guage
in 1785, or on his condut and language ever finge ; but
the whole concurrence of them forms fuch a mafls of
evidenge, fuch a -chain of incontrovertible argument,
that he muft have more than commeon dullnefs, or a

moft perfevering obftinacy, who can entertam a douht
upon the fubjeét.

- Further to expofe the futility of his affertion, that no-
thing was done in 1782 towards connc&ion, I'might re-
mind you of one other meafure of connc&ion attending
that period, the a& called Liord Yelverton’s, whlch palTed
the fame day with the one I have juft explained as to the
Britith feal. Its preamble ftates a principle of connec-
tion for the future condu& of our Legiflature—* Whereas
¢ it is the earncft and affe@ionate defire, as well as true
¢ intereft, of yourMajeﬁy’s fubje&s of this kingdom, to
¢¢ promote, as far as in them lies, the nav:gatlon, trade,
¢ and commercial interefts of Great Bntam as well as
« Treland—and whereas a fimilarity of laws, manners,
and cuftoms, muft naturally conduce to ftrengthen and
¢ perpetuate that affe@ion and harmony which do, and at
¢ all times ought to fubfift between the people of Great
¢¢ Britain and Ireland”—and the body of it proceeds on
the fame principle, by ena&ing, ¢ That all fuch claufes and
s¢ provifions contained in any ftatutes made in England or
« Great Britain, concerning commerce, as import to im-
¢¢ pofe equal reftraints on the fubjeéts of bothkingdoms,
¢ or to entitle them to equal benefits or as equally con-
¢ cern the feamen of both kingdoms, fave fofar as the
¢ fame have been altered or repealed, fhall be accepted,

ufed, and executed in this kingdom, according to the

" prefent
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s¢ prefent tenor thereof refpe&ively,” thus enaQing at
one ftroke every law of Britain refpe&ing commerce, and
making it the uniform law of the whole empire, if i
equally affe&ed the whole empire.

Let us look back then for a moment to fulls, and
contraft them with Mr. Pitt’s affertions. Ireland faid
in 1782, “ mo cargﬂztut:anal queftion can ever after exiff to
“ interrupt the harmony of the two kingdoms. Conlitution
“ is finally fettled.” Mr. Pitt fays, we are a filly na-
tlon—-we did not underftand the words we ufed, and
there was no final fettlement.

Treland in 1782, placed a negative controul in Great
Britain over her a&ls, in order to fecure the conne&ion.
Mr. Pitt fays we are miftaken, and did nothing, or it’s
of no avail, '

His Majefty applauds the Irifh Parliament for their
declaration that the conflitutional connellion between the
two kingdoms, is effential to. their mtereﬂ and happinefs.
Mr. Pitt fays it is all a moekery —there is no conftitu-
tlonal connefll_on.

His Majefty congratulates them on their declaration
that no Con_[l':tuttcn can exift to interrupt harmony. Mr.
Pitt fays it-is all unfounded, and every conftitutional
queﬂ:on ﬁ;ll exlfts that can mterrupt their harmony.

His Majefty fays ke attention of the Britifb Parliament
to Ireland, furnifbed a perpetual pledge of amity; the Irifly
Parhament faid the fame; but Mr. Pitt fays it was no
pledge, or it muft be deftroyed, to introduce a wild theory
of his own, not atked or fought for by either nation.

The
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The TIrifh Parliament faid, #2e conflitution which iée_;g
recovercd in 1782, bound them 4o perpetuate the &é-rmaay,‘
ﬁubi.’fly, and gkrj af the empire. Mr. Pil‘t‘ra,ys he w|ﬂ
annthilate that conftitution, at the rifk cyen of that har-
mony, and without regard to the circumftances ‘of the
times, which may make the attempt-pecu}iqr!y fqu

The Trifh Parliament ftates with gratitude to the buke
of Portland then I.ord Licutenant,” that theip conflitution
is fully and perfedly eftablifhed. Mr. Pitt fays it is all
a fallehood—we neither have, nor ought to have, nor
can have a conftitution of our’ own.

The fame Lord Lieutenant tells the Commons thag
1o [ettle the conflitution of Ireland on a Jecure foundation, and
to unite its interefls and affellioms with thofe of Great Bri-
tain, were the principal objeéts of his adminiftration, and
he is happy that they are accomplifbed  Mr. Pitt gives his
Grace a dire& contradi@iony and tells Ireland, Don’t be-
lieve the Duke of Portland ; ‘thers was no conftitution
fettled—no foundation formed—no interefls united—or
if there were, that he muft annihilate that conftitution,
deftroy the foundations of ity and with it all that Enity of
intereft and affe@ion which Ireland faid refted of them,

The fame Lord Lieutenant defires you to convince
the nation, as you are yourfelves convinced, that every
caufe of jealufy and difcontent is Sfinally removéd. No
fuch thing, fays Mr. Pitt; there was no final fettlement
to remove them, or if there was, it muft be given up, and
I will rifk their being aroufed afrefh,

The Viceroy proceeds—aotk countries have pledged
their faith to each other, their beft fecurity will be an in-

wiolable adherence o that compaét] deny an y compa&, fays
) ¢ Mr.
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Mr. Pitt; and T will'break that plédge, and here let me
requeft your attention, while T'afk that-gentleman and his’
reprefentativd here, if this be his conde&®; as to a com-"
padt fo folemnly made and ratified by both nations ; what"
reliance can this kingdom place on his adherence to any
compaét on which he would reft his projeéted Union, ef-
pecially when there would not be an Irith' Parliament
fitting then, as there isnow, to enforce and proteé it ¢

The fame Viceroy goes on, * the fwo kingdoms are
now one, indiffolubly conneled in unity of conflitution, and
and unity of interefls, and they muft fland or Jall together.”
You are not indiffslubly conne@ed, {ays Mr. Pitt,
your conne&ion hangs by athread, your conftitution is
of a nature to prevent unity, and your feparate interefts
are deftroying that conneé&ion, which the Viceroy called

“indiffoluble.”

Does this Gentleman who thus contradi&s King,
Lords, Commons, Viceroy and, himftif, forget  our
folemn acknowledgment of that day, let him look
to our Journals that I have read to you, and he
will find that we thought our conne&@ion fo happily
fettled, and our conné&@ion  with Britain rendered
fo fecure, that the whole nation defired - to. retura
their folemn thanks to God for that Union, harmony -and.
cordial affedlion avhich. the final_adjufiment of 1782 Je~
sured to both kingdoms. 1In thefe thanks we acknow-
ledged their interefts to be infeparably the fame, and of-
fered our -unfeigned gratitude to .the Almighty for his
bleflings to both kingdoms, and the accomplithment of
that final adjuftment. - All a miftake, fays Mr. Pitt, you,,
¢alled Heaven to witncfs in vain, there was no final
adjggm;nt.-
' Need
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Need I go farther ? is not the im‘poﬁtion too ‘grofsy
even for the dulleft underftanding ever imputed to the
" Irith climate ? every thing thews you the adjuftment was
final ; iris our Secondy if not our Great Magna Chartas
and he would never labour with fo much, but fo impo-
tent fophiftry to deny ity if he did not know..its value
and its ftrength.

A Union is in its inflant operation a total extin&ion
of it, and after it has not only fecured, but abfolutely
fhowered down upon you, more bleflings, more tradey
more affluence than ever fell to your lot, in double
the fpace of time which has elapfed {inee its attainment 3
will you be cajoled, duped, or threatened into a furrender
of it? Forbid it, every honeft heart that glows with Irifh
blood, forbid it virtue, forbid it patriotifm, and forbid
it Heaven, whofe bleflings we implored on its perpetual
continuance, For years you laboured to acquire it, in
1782 it crowned your glorious efforts, and did you gain
it only to deftroy it? will you give ear to the folly that
you afked it in order to annihilate it ? for fuch is the cons
fummate folly of 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
Mr. Pitt relies on,) that when a free conftitution was
offered to Ireland, it was accompanied with a refelution
to deftroy it ? and that that very refolution was prefented
to our Parliament at the fame moment with the offer of
that free conftitution* No, Sir, Union and the Confti-
tution of 1782 are incompatible, they are dire&t oppos
fites, and that is the reafon'why I lay fo much ftrefs
on the adjuftment of 1782, becaufe while we hold it
facred, this accurfed Union never can take place. I am
not fo filly as to fay its being final, renders it phyfically

or politically unalterable; but I Rate its perfe&ion
to
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to urge its value and its efficacy for every end of
happinefs, and I fhew you the dangers which mutt fol-
low its anfiihilation; to warn you againft furrendering
it. I fay again that it is not to be wondered at,
that thofe who now advife the ruinous meafure of
an Unioh—a meafure calculated to difturb the harmony
and threaten the exiftehce of the empire, fhould wifh
to calumniate the glorious conftitution of 1782, and
aferibe to it neither permanency of principle, ror per=
manency of adjuftment.

I have fhewn you, that if the Minifter in 1782
" {ooked forward to any meafures beyond that year, it was
to commercial ones only. No advance was made as ta
commerce in general, except what was done by Yel~
verton’s bill. I will therefore now examine the follow~
ing meafures of 1783, which were merely commercialy
and the proceedings and opinions declared by the Parlia-
ments of both kingdoms, and all the minifters con-
cerned will add many incontrdvertible proofs to what I
have already adduced fo miany proofs to, that the adjuft-
ment of 1782 was conflitutional only, and final.

Towards the clofe of the Irifh feflion following that
of 1782, the Commons addrefs the Duke of Rutland :—

¢ We refle@ with trie pride and fatisfa&ion vpon
the folid advantages which have been obtained for this
é country withina very fhort period. We are aware of
¢ the fituation of the empire, and the peculiar circum-
¢ ftances which have prevented the adjufiment of fime
¥ pdints which concern our trade and manufallures, and we
¢ rely opon the readinefs of your Grace’s liberal and

F the
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“ benevolent afliftance for the furtherancs of fuch pracs:
“ tical meafures, as dcliberate wifdom and gengrous
““ policy may adapt to our real neceffitics and general
interefls,” and here mark the words, the adjuftment of
fome points which concern our trade and manufactures
—not a word about Conflitution,—it was all fettlod,

[ 14

The day following the Commons, in an ad-
drefs to  his Majefty, which paflcd Nem. Con. re-
prefent to him ¢ their warmeft hope; that the
“ interval between this feflion and the next will~
“¢ afford fufficient opportunity for forming a wife and
“ well digefted plan, for a liberal arrangement of
“ commercial intercourfe betwcen'Great Britain and
“ Ireland to be then brought  forward 3 that fuch g
“ plan formed upon the broad bafis of reciprocal ad-
* vantage, would be the moft effc@ual means of
. “ ftrengthening the empire at large, and cherithing the
“ common interefts and brotherly. .aff-Gions of both
“ kingdoms.”

The Recefs was aceordingly employed in forming
fuch a plan, and it is well known, that I, as Chancellor
of the Exchequer, had the honour of being called on
by the Britifh Minifter to aflift in the work.

The next feflion opened with a Specch frem the Duke
of Rutland; which begins with thefe words,

““ Lam to recommend, in the King’s name, to your
“ earneft inveftigation, thofe objects of trade and
“ ecommerce bBetween Great Britain and Ireland, which
 have not yet received their compleat adjuftment.”
(Mark the expreflion—awiich Aave not Jet received their

compleat
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eompleat adjufimont.) ¢ In framing a plan, with a view
* to a final fettlement, you will be fenfible that the
« interefts of Great Britain and Ireland, ought to be for
¢ ever united and infeparable, and his Majefty relics on
“ your. liberality and wifdom for adopting fueh an equi-
“ table fyftem, for the joint benefit of both countries,
““ and the fupport of the common intereft, as will {=-
“ cure mutual fatisfaGtion and permanency. The uni-
“ formity of laws and of religion, and a common in-
€ tereft in treaties with foreign ftates, form a fure bond
“ of mutual conne&lion and attachment between Great
“ Britain and Ireland: it will be your care to cherifh :
*“ thofe ineftimable bleflings, with that fpirit and wifdom
“ which will render them effe&ual fecurities to the
“ ftrength and profperity of the empire.”

You will obferve, that treaties with foreign flates are
bere mentioned, becaufe it fhews they were in confider-
ation as part of the commercial fubje@ afterwards de-
clared final. They have been flated by the noble Lord
to-day as an imperial confideration calling for a Union,
and notcapable of arrangement by a diftin& legiflature ?

A plan was fubmitted “to the Irith Commons in
‘eleven propofitions which were agreed to, and the ad-
drefs conveying them to the throne received, I may fay,
the univerfal and warm. approbation of the Houfe, as
on a divifion there were no Noes except the Tellers,
Both Houfes joined in the Addrefs, which fhews the
decided fentiment of Parliameat, that the pafling of
thefe Refolutions into  Law, would have completely
anfwered all the purpofes of the prefent proje&.

Fa- The
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The Addrefs is worth attending to —

¢ That our gratitude is peculiarly due to his Ma-
¢ jefty, for the meafures which, fince laft feffion of Par-
¢ jjament, have been taken by his reyal command,
¢ towards forming an arrangement of commercial igttércourjé
< between Great Britain and Irelond. That ugith the moft
¢ fanguine hope they look forward to the confirmation of
¢ thefe refolutions, containing the principles-upon which,
¢ they truft, the commercial interefts of the two nations
¢ will be finally eftablifbed. When thefe fhall be happily
¢ and fully carried into effe&; through his Majefty’s pa-
¢ ternal goodnefs, and the wifdom and l'iberality of his
¢ Parliaments of Great Britain and Ireland, they fhall,
¢ with the moft fincere fatisfaltion, behold a fyffem efta~
< blifbed upon the firm bafis of reciprocal advantage, whick
¢ qill completely firengthen and cement the common intereft
¢ and mutual affedion of both kingdoms, and will indi fJolubly
s¢ unite the efforts of all bis Majefty’s fubjedts of Great Bri-
44 'ta_in and Ireland, iz maintaining the [flrengthy increafing
¢ the refources, and extending the power and credit of the
¢ Britifb empire—and that it is their fervent prayer, that
¢ his Majefty may long pofiefs the true reward of a great
% and generous mind, in beholding the bleffings derived
<¢ under his royal aufpices, and in receiving the juft tri-
. ¢ bute of the moft zealous duty and attachmeng from his
s Joyal and affe&tionate people.” 3, '

In Great Britain the King, in opening the feffion of
the fame year, (1785), faid, * Among the obje&_s;
¢ which now require confideration, I muft particularly
« recommend to your earnefl attention the adjuffment of
“ fuch points in the commercial intercourfe between Great Bri-
s gain ond Irelandy as are mot yet finally arranged. The

o S % fyftem
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“¢¢ fyftem which will unite both kmgdoms moft clofely on
« principles of reciprocal advantage, will, 1 am per--
¢« fuaded, beft fecure the general profperity of my do-
¢ minions.”

Obferve here, from the proceedings in both king -
doms, that commercial arrangemient only was in_contem-
lation—and Mr. Pitt’s words, when he introduced

‘the fubje&, deferve particular attention :

¢¢ There was not a man iq the Houfe who would not
§¢ agrce, that fettling the commercial intércourfe of the
4 rwo kingdoms on firm, liberal, and permanent bafis,
¢¢ by which an end might be put to all jealoufies and
¢ clamour, and by which all future pretexts to difcontent
¢ might be removed, and by which the fureft foundations
¢¢ of futurce ftrength and' opulence might be laid, was
4¢ one of the greatelt topics. which could be agitated
¢ in Parliament, and one of the moft defirable objedts
§# that they could gg_:complifh.”

Again—* He defires the Houfe to recolle&, that
¢ amongft the many obje&s to which the Legiflature had
¢ for fome years dire&ted its attention, the affairs of Ire-
¢ land, apd the forming a fuitable arrangement between
¢ that country gnd this, were nearly the moft confidera-
“ ble. A vaft deal had already been done by former ad-
¢ miniftrations,but not enough—and his prefent plan was
¢ qothing more than a neceffary fupplement 10 thofe which
¢ had formerly been adopted (meaning thofe of 1779and
780, and the fettlement of 1782), for the purpofe of
¢ creating fuch a mutual intereft as thovld for ever pre=
¢ ferve inviolable and fecure the conne&ion between the
¢ countries.” -

~

Here
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Here we have his own authority for all that was ne.

ecffary at that day to fecure the connexion inviolate,
@nd form a complete afrangement.  The previous mex-
fure of conflitutional fettlement in 17842, was in his

opinion of that day, final and complete as to its b

je&. His fupplement of commereial arrangement alope
was wanting to perfe& ally let us examine it ; not a
word in it of conftitution, of the concerns of “peace
and war, which the noble Lord and he now fo magnify,
of treaties which the Duke of Rutlind fuggefted for
confideration ; of thefe difficulties which he new ftates
#s curable only by his new medicine ; {all of which I
ghall bye and by remove)—not a word of - Regency, the
©bject of the prefent bill, or of the obje&ions he now
ftarts to the independence of our Legiflature, :

Bat Twill not only give you his authority in 178¢, T
will fhew you the fame fentiment exprefled in the fame
year in ftronger language, by both 'Houfes, ‘in a joing
Addrefs, which -he moved in the Commgns, and by bis
Majcty’s Anfwer to it ’ '

The Addrefs fays 1= .

““ We have thus far performed our part in this impor-
““ tant bufinefs ; and we truft, that in the whole of its
“ progrefs, reciprocal interefts and mutual affe@ion will
“ infure that fpirit of Union, fo clentially neceffary to the

* great end which the two countries have cqually in view.

* In this perfuafion we look forward with confidence to
“ the final completion of q meafure which, while it tends

“.to perpetuate the harmony and Jriendfbip between the ‘

“ twe kingdoms, muft by augmenting Jkeir  refources,
¢ uniting
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“ unmiting their cfforts, and confolidating their Slrength, af-
“ ford your Majefly the fureft means of eflablifbing on a
“ lafling foundation, the fafety, profperity, and glory. of

% the empire’

To which his Majefty replied :

“ A full and equal participation of commercial ad-
"% ‘vantages, anu a fimilarity of laws in thofe points
“ whichare neceflary for their prefervation and fecurity,
“ muft be the furcfl bind of Union between the two king=
“ doms, and the fource of reciprocal and increafing be-
“ nefits to both.”

Thus do the Lords and Comimons of Great Bri-
tain declare, that the meafures propefed in 19835, which
were all commereial, will perpetuate harmony between
the two kingdoms, and muft, by augmenting their
refources, uniting their efforts, and confolidating their
{trength, afford the fureft means of eftablithing on a laft-
ing foundation the fafety, profperity, and glory of the.
empire—the very phrafes and high-founding language
which he applies to his plan of Union,

Thus does the King fay, that the fame meafires
maft be the fureft 2ond of Union between the kingdoms,
and the fource of reciprocal and increafing benefits to

both.

And tIirt:s,' what Mr. Pitt, the Parliament, and the
King, all declared fufficient and complete in 1783, to
have worked all the wonders of his prefent Noftrum,
without any of the poifonous, political, or conftitutional
ingredients, he would now dofe us with, this fame Mr.

Pite
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Pitt fays, in1 799, was a partial and madeguatg mgaﬁ;rg
Thefe are his very expreffions as publifhed.

What in 1785 he declared to be a fupplement to the
eftablithment of 1782, cannot in 1799 be accomplifhed
without deftroying that eftablifhment, which it was td

fupport and ftrengthen.

In 1783, he told you that the meafure he then pro-
pofed ¢ was to preferve and fecure the conneétion invio-
late.”——He tells you now it would not have done either 3
it was a partial and inadequate meafure.

In 17853, he told you ¢ it was the oh1y pofiible means
by which the conne&ion between the two kmgdo 15
could effe@ually and with prudence be cftablifhed ; 37 —his
very words as recorded in Debrett’s Debates ;=—and he
" now tells you, it was partial and madeguafe, and could
not have eftablifbied any thing. R

In 1783 he ftated ¢ it was to form a final adjuftment
of commercial interefts between the two countries¥=in
1799, he fays the adjuftment would have been partial and
inadeguate. And thus. he again puzzles us with his ufe
of the word final. 1In 1782 what puts an end to any
thing, is not finalk—In 1785 what is partial and in-
adequate, is final.

In 1785 it was one of the greateft topics which could
be agitated in Parliament ;” now it is no great topic, bat
a partial and inadequate meafure.

In 1483 it was ¢ of the g‘reat-eﬂ and moft decifive im-
portance to both kingdoms, fince the end and obje&t was
no lefs than to eftablifh a fyftem that fhould be perma-

. nent

7




43
nent and irfevocable, (his own words, a5 Debrett records
them), but now that fylem is called partial and ina-
. dégquate. .

In 1785 he flates the meafiire to be ¢ the orie among"

¢ all the obje&s of his political life the moft important
¢ he had ever engaged in, nor did he imagitie he fhould
& ever meet another, that would call forth all his feelingss
¢ and roufe every exertion of his heart in fo forcible 2
¢¢ maiiner—a meafure i which he verily believes was in=
4 yolved every profpe& that flill remained to Great Bri=
s tain of again lifting her head to that height and emi-
s nence which fhe poffeffed among nations.”—He tells
you now, it had no importance; it was a partial and inade-
euate meafure. : ;

Wotild to God he had kept thofe fame feelings; and
that fame heart of 1783 to a&uate his conduét at this
day, and our growing profperity and happitefs would
fot be interriipted, as they now dre, by his wild projecs !
Would to God he had preferved the confiftericy, which
I preferved; and he hds abandored, and he would not
how bring the conneflion and fafety of this kingdom
into hazard, by endeavotiring in 1799 to de&roy the final
adjultment of 1782, which in 1784 he propofed to
ftrengthen and perpetuate for ever !

And is this the confiftent gentlemar who is wantonly
and unprovokedly to charge mie with inconfiftence ? and
what inconfiftence ‘does he charge me with? that I ex-
prefsly ftated in 1483 that the final adjuftment of 1782
could not laft. Not even the imperfeé record of my

language that day; afferts any thing like it. I never faid
fo, exprefsly or impliedly ; on the contrary, I deemed
that adjultment fo facred, fo valuable, and fo rivetted
to the intereft and feelings of the whole kingdom, that

¥ premifed what I was going to fay by the following
G words
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words :=*¢ (Mr. Fofter faid) he could not fit filerit when
¢t he heard a meafure in which he was proud to have'
¢ had a confiderable part, reprefented by fo many gentle<
¢ men as injurious to the independénce of the Irifh le-
¢¢ giflature. and a barter of the conflitution for com=

¢ 'merce. He fbould think himfelfy indeed, unworthy of

“ feat in that Houfe, or of the name of Irifbmany if ke
“ could confent to barter an atom of the conflitution of his
““ country, for all the commerce in the world ; but he was
“ fo fully fatisfied the prefent meafure did not violate it,
¢ in the fmalleft degree, that he could not reprefs his fur-

¢ prife at its being fuppofed to dofe.” = Here 1 cannot

help remarking, that in a publication of Mr. Pitt’s fpeech
with an extra& annexed, of what Woodfall recorded of
me at that period ; thefe words are wholly omitted,
though they are in Woodfall’s debates.

And in the laft debate on it I faid that © I would ftand
¢¢ or fall with the bill, that not a line init touches our
¢ conftitution,” and not a line did touch it, whatever
interpretation might be ‘put on the alterations made
by Mr. Pitt in the propofitions. I affert the Irith Par-
liament never gave a decifion on -thefe alterations, nor
was any queftion ever put here upon one of them,
The advocates for the commercial propofitions wifely
chofe to exprefs their fentiments, in a bill which effeéted
every purpofe, without adopting even any the moft
diftant or dowbtful encroachment on the independence
of 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 3 1 will only fay, that where a fufpicion, that the
operation of them might affe& the independence of our
Legiflature, created fuch a general difapprobation, as
obliged him to abandon the meafure, he fhould have

learned
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fearned wifdom 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=
ment, a meafure which does not barely go to alter it,
but avowedly and exprefsly to extinguifh it; he fhould
have recolle&ed, that he now offers no one pra&ical
or even {peculative advantage in ecommerce when the
tota! extin&ion is required ; and that a meafure f{uf-
peQed only to infringe on that independence failed in his
~ hands, though accompanied with offers of folid and fub-
flantial benefit to trade.

The meafure then of 1782 was all conflitutional—
that of 3785 all commercial—and to fele& general ex-
preflions made ufe of on the one fubje&, and apply
" them to the other, thews no great candour in reafoning ;
however, I can fafely give him all the advantage of
it, and fhill refute him.

The words afcribed to me in the publication by Wood-
fall,” were fuppofed to be fpoken in the debate before the
propofitions were agreed to==‘¢ That things could not
- remain as they were.”—I believe I did ufe that expref-
“fion, at leaft I aceede to it, becaufe it was my fenti-
~ ment, and I fay fo flill, that things could not have re-
mmained as they were—and things do ot remain as they
were. .

‘By what fatality is it that he cannot recolle& that the
great grounds'of commercial jealoufy, which it was the
object of 1785 to fettle for the permanency of our con-
‘mexion, and to which a'ome my words applied, have
- been fince adjufted by laws of hisown fupporting in the
one kfu‘lgdgg-, and approbation in the other.

I repeat again the fame affertion, things have not re-
mained as they were. The conftrudion of the naviga-
tion a&, which prevented Britain regeiving colonial or

G4~ foreign
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foreign goods through Ireland, has been done away fu
1793, by a law, introduced by Lord Hobart, to permit
the import into Great Britain from Irelaid, of all goods
of the growth, produce, or manufa&ure of the Britith
colonies, or of Afta, Africa, or America. The former
conftruction, was the great and conftant obje& of Irifh
jealoufy, and it was a leading meafure in the propo-
fitions of 1785.

In the fame year, in order to remove a great and
prefling ob_]e& of Britifh- jealoufy, which was likewife
a great and fundamental article in thofe propofitions, we
reftrained, by anIrith a&, Ireland’s acknowledged right
to trade within the limits of the Eak India Company’s
charter, and confirmed to that Company their monopoly
of the whole trade to all the world beyond the Cape of
Good Hope and Streights of Magellan—although when
Mr. Eden, in 17853, talked ¢ of the period of the ex-
¢ piration of the Companyls charter not being very
“ diftant, and that there remained no power in Bri-
“ tain to renew it or any exclufive privilege,” he faid,

that the difpofition. which was already manifefted in
¢ Ircland, to avail themfclves of the advantages of the
¢ Oriental trade, would fhew that on fuch an event

they would not be induced  to refign their pre-
¢ tenfions.”

€c

€¢

We adopted the navigation a&, which Great Brltam
jultly boafts to be a main prop of the commercial fyftem
on which the naval ftrength of the empire refts, by mak-
mg it Irith law, not by reciting its provxﬁoaz, but  tak-
ing it in toto by its title,

We enalted the fame laws for regiftry of ﬂuppmg, for
increafe of fhipping, for manifefts—all great and impe-
rial obje@s to the trade of the empu'e.

We



47
We eftablifhed the neceffary regulation for Greenwich
Hofpital, and Ligh't-hou[‘e duties.

In fhort there is no one meafure of general or impe-
rial concern, or even of colonial trade, unattended to by
us, or left for Irith law to ena& a fimilarity of rule i

1 do not call the arrangement of duties on the inter-
change of native produ&ions or manufa&ures, between
the two kingdoms, an obje& of imperial concern 5 but
if 1did, I would affert on the authority of Mr. Pitt, of
the Parliaments of both countries, and of expericnce,
that feparate Legiflatures are perfe@ly competent to it,
and the more fo, as more likely to give that ftability
which mutual content and fatisfa&tion. ¢an alone fecure,
And I would further affert, that eyery praéticable bene-
fit in that refpe@, which thofe propofitions might have
arranged, is a&ually and practically enjoyed ever fince,
and will continue to be fo, as long as mutual intereft
and goed-will fhall dire& each country.

Our obje& was to fecure the continuance of the in=
tercourfe in a fort of faty que, and fo it remains.

I will not hefitate then tofay, name to mec any onc¢
matter of general or imperial concern which thofe
propofitions would have arranged, and which is not ar-
ranged—if you can; Ifhould not fear to fay, the fame
attention will inftantly adopt it, and that he is not a good
Irithman who knows of any fuch, and refufes to fug-
. geft it. - Let the noble lord propofe them, and not keep
the country in agitation by fufpending this ruinous mea-
fure over it.. Let the filly attempt to encourage its revi-
~ val, by getting refolutions privately figned for it, be aban-
doned. If you doubt the general execration in which it is
held, calt the counties—take their fenfe at public meet-

; ings,
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ings, inftead of preventing thofe meetings, left the general
fenfe fhould be known, and put an end toall the idle and fil-
ly tricks of circulating ftories that this gentleman and that
gentleman has changed his mind, 'Why, Sir, it has been
told induftrioufly that I haye altered my opinion—what [
have already faid thews I have not; but the noble lord
fhall bave ample proof of it, before I fit down.

But, to return to my argument—1I ‘afk’ where is -

the difference of our fituation now from what it
would have been, had the commercial meafures of
1785 been eftablifhed ?—None in fa&. The only
difiin&ion is, that what the policy of that day intended
to have made matter of compad, the mutual intereft,
common concern, brotherly "affé&ion, and inviolable
conneétion of the two kingdoms, have effe@ed volun-
tarily and gradually fince—and thus we_have not only
looked forward with the Britith Parliament to the final
completion of a meafure which, to ufe their emphatig
~ language, muft perpetuate harmony between the king-
doms, augment their refources, unite their efforts, con-
folidate their ftrength, and eftablifh on a lafting founda-
tion the fafety, profperity, and glory of the empire ;
but we have attained it, and the empire is aGually in
the complete pra&tical enjoymesat of all its benefits,
and of the full .and equal participation of commercial

advantages, and that fimilarity of laws for their prefer

vation, which his Majefty, like the wife and bene-
volent father of all his people, declared to be the fureft

bond of union between the two kingdoms, a&ually and
effe@ually exifts. '

It is charged further to me, that I not only ﬁtfd in
1785, that things could not remain as they were,
fpeaking of the commercial propofitions, but that I ad-

ded,
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ded, ¢ commercial jealoufy is roufed, it will increafe with
“ two independent Legiflatures, if they,don’t mutually
¢ declare the principles whereby their powers fhall be fe-
“ parately employed, in dire&ing the common concerns
¢ of trade.”

I was right in that aflertion ; the navigation a&, Eaft-
India a&, and other laws fince, have extinguifhed the
commercial jealoufy I alluded to, and declared the prin-
ciples I mentioned, and each Legiflature has been effec-
tually employed thereby in dlre&mg the common con-
cerns of trade.

I added too, “ that without united intereft of com-
¢ merce, in a commercial empire, political union
“ will receive many fhocks, and feparation of intereft
¢¢ muft threaten feparation of conneétion, which
¢ every honeft Irithman muft fhudder to look at.”’—
Now, thanks to the good fenfe of both kingdoms,
that united intereft of commerce has been cherithed
and maintained by thofe very laws, and in every circum-
ftance from that day a mutual affeétion, a with to {up-
port a mutuak and common intereft, has marked every
at of either- Legiflature, and of courfe no political
fhock has arifen, nor could arife, fave only the fatal
and defperate thock which now awaits us, from this un-
provoked, . unneceflary, and deftruétive proje& of a
Legiflative Union==a fhock which, if perfevered in,
muft threaten feparation of conne&iony; which every
honeft man, Englithman or Irithman, »ufl jbudder even
to look at as a poffible event.

Is there a word in all the language afcribed to me in
1783, againft the final adjultment of 17822 Quite
the contrary=~I argued that two independent Legifla-
tures. exifted, and therefore commercial fettlement was

neceffary. I took their exiftence us a pofition not to be
ference,
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altercd, or controverfed, and therefore drew that in-

ference. He agreed with me then in the theory, and

has fince realifed it into pralice, by the laws T have
mentioned. But to put the argument in the ftrongeft
logical form it will bear, two independent Legiflatures
and unfettled commerce cannot exift together with fafe-
ty ; but commerce has been fettled, and therefow the
two independent Legiflatures may eéxift—or againy
either a Legiflative Union, or a fettlement of commerce

muft take place, the fettlement of commerce has

taken place, therefore the Legiflative Union need not.

The fair ftatement is, as it would have ftood in
1783—two independent Legiflatures'and unfettled corfi-
merce cannot exift with fafety, but'the two independent
Legiflatures muft exift, therefore the commerce niuft be
ettled, and it has been.

I will only add, that the prefent flourifhing ftate of
the Empire confirms my affertion, that things have not
remained as they were 3 for if his predition was true,
Great Britain could not, if they fo remained, have lifted
her head to that height and eminence which fhe once pof-
fefled among nations, whereas fhe not only has done foy
but has towered above the whole furrounding world,
notwithftanding the queftion in 1785 failed, in which
queftion, to ufe his own words, was involved every prof-
pe& that fRill remained to her of doing fo. His affertion
was right, and it has proved true ; why? becaufe every
meafure in his view, when he made that declaration, has
alually taken place fince, although the mode of effeét-
ing them as firopofed in 178§ was abandoned at the
time, and here 1 will difmifs this part of the fubje&;
with applying it as a full anfwer to one of his difjun&ive
fophifms, which he flates o boldly when he afks, “ how
““is the evil of eommercial jealoufics a&ing upon the

) : laws
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laws of two independent legiflatures to be remedied ? and
anfwers: by two means only, either by fome compa& entered
into by the legiflatures of the two countries, or elfe by blend-
ing the two legiflatures together. I defy the wit of man, he
fays, to point out a third. I anfwer, his own condu& and
that of both the kingdoms has pointed out a third, that of
the good fenfe and mutual intereft of each country from time
to time, paffing all laws neceflary to prevent the operation or
inconvéniencies of commercial jealoufies: a mode which
was not as certain at the time as the Propofitions, becaufe
there was no fecurity of its being adopted, but which being
carried into execution, is not only equally effectual, but is
more fure and permanent, inas much as mutual good-will
and intereft form a more indiffoluble juné&ion than the com-
pullion of law, which as between ftates, has never proved a
valid bond, when the others ceafed to exift.

Experience too fhews us this third mode has anfwered, for
though we have greatly extended and encreafed our trade,
not a jealoufy has arifen to interrupt harmony ; on the con-
trary, the final adjuftment of 1782 has proved itfelf, as we
then ftated it would be, a fure pledge of mutual amity.
This refutes too, (if it had not been already refuted) his
ftrange affertion, that there isnot a man who believes there
is a folid bond of connexion between the countries ; if he
means by folid that only which is by exprefs and written
compadt, I anfwer, a connexion founded on the content,
the intereft, the affeion of the -country, alone deferves
the name of folid, fuch we are in the ample and
full poffeflion ‘of, and any other, which affe@s to bind
by a‘parcpmggt_ roll againft inclination, intereft and
feeling, is‘ too frail to continue long. Bonds of force,
or even de]udqdfor,‘ delufive confent, will only exift to be
broken, fuch bonds foon afflume the galling fhape of

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 of intereft
and good will grow ftronger in proportion to the fecling they
aroufe. But let us examine fully this part of the exifting
connesion between the two kingdoms 3 and the noble Lord
invites me to it, for he refts all his arguments on the infuffi-
ciency of the prefent connexion. :

We might have expeCted that the advocates for innovati-
on and changing the fituation in which we are rapidly thriv-
ing, inflead of general and bare affertions that there is not
a fufficient connexion at prefent exifting, would have ftated
the inftances wherein it was deficient T can find only two
even fuggefted, the oneof peace and war including treaties,
the other of a regency. '

As to peace and war, which the noble Lord in his adoption
of Mr. Pitt’s affertions relies upon, he fhould recollect that
the fole and abfolute right of making either refts in the ex-
ecutive power, it is the King’s prerogative. I need not
fhew that by law the executive is and ever muft be the
fame, and with the fame conftitutional powers, in each
kingdom. The prerogative not being conferred by ftatute
law, has and ever muft have equal powers in each, when
ot controuled by law. Separate legiflatures don’t affe&
the exccutive, where he alts independent of the authority
of legiflation ; but from the balance of power to which
the Britith Conftitution owes its great excellence, the exe-
cutive, though vefted with power to act by declaring war, 1s
forced to apply to Parliament for the means tocarry it on,
ind therefore muft confult their opinion and afk their ad-
vice.  Suppofe then the Britifh Parliament to approve a war,
ind that of Ireland to difapprove, the only difficulty which
this difference of fentiment could create would be, that
' the
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the one who difapproved, might withhold its fupplies until
good fenfe thould induce it to acquigfce. It could not by
the refufal ftand clear of the miferies, and hazards, and loffes
of war, becaufe the King’s declaration involves it cqua_llg
as Britain.

As to peace, no refufal of 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 blefling of peace, when the Sovereign {hould offer
it :—any difference therefore of conduc in feparate Legif-
latures, however unpleafant, could create no real difficulty
there. Thus neither peace nor war neceflarily requires the
a&t of either Legiflature, and their feparate powers form
no conftitutional difhculty, |

As to treaties, which neither concern peace or war, but
are merely commercial, and therefore may require the aid
“of legiflative a&ts to confirm them, or in other words,
to impofe duties, prohibitions, or reftriCtions in trade.
I am not read enough in the Conftitutional doctrine, on
which the Executive can pledge itfelf to a foreign power,
for any a& to be done by the Legiflature, of which it is
only a third eftate; but of this I am fure, there is not
fo much reafon to apprehend that the Irifh Parliament
{hould differ from the Britith, as there is to fuppofe,
that the Britith might differ from the Executive ; the latter
cafe is equally poffible as the other; and not having ever
been guarded againft, and being indeed incapable of’ being
guarded agnilnﬁ, the former may fafely r‘eﬂ;‘ on the fame
footing. = The argument which fuggefts the difficulty is en-
tirely theoretic, and many things which appear difficult, or
even hazardous in theory, are not only fafe, but even réa

conciled in practice. ; :

Theory.
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Theory fays, the Parliament may difagree with the King
in his declaration of peace and war, or in his treaties 3 but
in the courfe of the Britifh hiftory, 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, Ibelieve, fince the Conftitution has bean the happy one
it now is. Y

Theory fays, the two Houfes may, in legiflative acts of
material neceility, difagree with each other ; and therefore,
would you venture to prevent the eil, by an abfurd and
impracticable attempt to force one to fufrender its liberty to
the other; or in the fathionablé phrafe, by confolidating

them both into one great mafs of wifdom, united ftrength,
and increafed power ?

Theory, 2nd theory only fays, the fame of the feparate
Parliaments of the two kingdoms; and there is no one ar-
gument you can apply for the neceffity of confolidating
them, that will not apply much ftronger for the con-
folidation of the two Houfes in each ;—and the fame argu-
ments will all further apply, with equal ftrength, to confo-
lidate the two Houfes after fuch junéion, with the King,
as the third eftate, for fear of 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
muft confolidate the three eftates of each kingdom into one,
for fear of an inconvenience from a difference of opinion
arifing from the exercife of their free judgment; that you
muft abandon the glorious Conftitution of a mixed govern-
ment, which you now enjoy, and adopt that of a fingle
Monarch, or fingle power, wherever it may reft, either in
2 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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the reverfe. In points of peace and war, the Irifh Parlia-
ment has never, even during centuries, differed in opinion
from the Britifh, though its power to do fo has ever been as
unlimited, and equally free before, as fince the Conftitution
of 1782. No,—Intereft is a fure guide to nations, and it
never was, nor never can be the intercit of the fmaller
number, to differ from the larger, of the weaker to differ
from the more powerful on fuch a matter ; and it is no rafh
‘predition to fay, that good fenfe and=even neceflity muft
foon reconcile the differing body, if unfortunately fuch an
inftance fhould ever happen.

-

But if we look into the principles of the Britith Conftitu-
tion, we fhall there find abundant reafon not only to reject
the arguments of fuch a theory as would confolidate the
legiflatures, but even not to adopt it if it were practicable.
That Conftitution was not the work of one man or of one
‘age, it has gradually been foftened down in the courfe of
centuries into the perfection we mow enjoy it, more by
the collifion of circumftances than by the efforts of human
‘wifdom or forebight.

That collifion has imperceptibly formed a balance in
its conftituent parts, which by the power of mutual
chiecks, keeps each within its bounds, and preferves the
whole in its true perfetion.

s

That balancing check is the true principle to which it

owes its prefervation ; deftroy it, and the whole is gone.
Is it wrong then to look to fimilar good effets from the
fame balancmg principle in the connexion between the
legiflatures of the two iflands, as in the connexion between
the component parts of each legiflature ?

If



If it keeps the three eftates of Parliament together all in
their juft proportion in each kingdom, why not depend on
the fame principle operating the fame way, and keeping the
two legiflatures of both kingdoms in their juft relations to
each other, {o as that their mixed powers, like thofe of the
mixed government, fhall by their feparate exertion fo check-
ed, preferve the fymmetry and union of the whole machine
of the empire, which a theoretic or unwife merging of

the one into the other, might fo affek as to render incapa-
ble of working ? '

No man is wife enough to forefee all the confequences of
changing fyftem even in {mall affairs, much lefs can he in
fuch a ftupendous work, as the conftitution of a2 great em-
pire ; and if it goes on praclically even with fome, or if you
pleafe with great fpeculative imperfetions; he is a rafh
ftatefman who would venture to change its progrefs,
even on the plaufible fuggeltions of -a clear and per-
fuafive theory; but here there is none fuch ; and even
if there were, how often is the beft théory defeated by
practice 7 We may find many inftances; I will give you
one. Juries from the vicinage are liable to all the preju-~
dices, animofities, friendthips, which thofe from a remoter
country would be free from ; and looking to the theory of
juftice only, we fhould never have chofen them from the
neighbourhood, yet the experience of a thoufand years thro’
every change the conftitution has undergone, has proved that
the very matter from which we might have apprehended
the imperfecion of this mode of trial is its great and peculiar
excellence, 'Mr. Pitt, on the fame theory, tells us that
our Parliaments may be influenced by lc_-_)c.al prejudices
and partialities, from refiding in the country, whofe
interells are to come before it, and therefore he would fend
thofe interefts to a foreign Parliament, who know nothing of

| ~ them

;
|
j



,‘Q - y P F o

57

them nor can have the fame means of knowledge I reply
fo him, that the pralice of juries fhews—that the local
knowledge is the very effence of its capability to admini-
fter its fun&tions.

It would be endlefs to run into all the cafes wherin prae-
tice is a better monitor than theory—in none is it more fo,
than in the policy of governing mankind, and in no age or
at no period is it more particularly worthy of being deemed fo
than in the prefent, when fo many metaphyfic refearches and
theoretic plans of meliorating governments and reforming
fyftems which have ftood the ftorms of ages, have convulfed
and defolated the faireft countries of Europe. Look away
then from the prefent projet, however decorated with the
powers of eloquence, and turn your eyes to the hiftory and
pra&ice of your own countty ;—that country whofe fafety
at.this inftant is endangered by a theoretic propofal to re-
form the fyftem of its conftitution, at the time that it is
working with eafe and increafing benefit.

Has the Irith Parliament in peace or war, or in freaties,
fince we have any records of its proceedings, clogged the
progrefs of the Empire, by holding a different opinion
from the Britith 7—more particularly, fince the refto-
ration of its independence roufed in it the pride, the fpirit,
and the fenfe of honour,; which always attends true liberty,
has it through peace, or war, ever differed from the Britifh,
or been lefs zealots in improving the one, and profecuting
the other 7—From that period to this day the times have
been peculiarly marked with great and trying events,
and will afford us numerous examples of concurrence ;
none of difference, except you call the Regency fuch.—
In every one then in which Ireland could fhew its opi-

nion,



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 fxﬁcq,
navigation act, manifeft ad, intercourfe with the United
States, treaty with France, expiration of the Eaft India

Charter and the arrangement of trade there.

But the noble Lord has told us the real motives of this
{cheme of Union, and I thank him for ftating them fo fairly.
Ireland, he fays, muft contribute to every war, and the Mi-
nifter won’t truft to intereft, affe@ion, or connexion, for
guiding her condu@. He muft have her purfe within his
own grafp. While three hundred men hold it in Ireland,
he cannot put his hand into it, they are out of his reach—
but let one hundred of you carry it over and lay it at his
feet, and then he will have the full and ‘uncontrouled
power. ‘

What though you have given eight millions this year, a
greater fum than any propertion of calculation calls for,
yet it is no part of his finance fyftem, and you may not do
it hereafter when it might be a breach of truft in you to
give it.

Finance fo occupies his mind, that it is the ruling princi-
pie of all his meafures, it attended the commercial fyftem in
the thape of a fupply for imperial concerns—and if you could
contrive now to give him the purfe of the nation, without ex-
tinguifhing your Parliament, believe me you would hear no
more of Union. I refpet him perfonally—I look on him
as the greateft minifter for finance that ever exifted in any
country, but in this fatal project of a Union, I do no:.

leruple tofay, he is the worlt minifter Ireland ever met.

If
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If a ﬁ—mil_arity of laws be, an eflential means of Union,
it is already attained and zealoufly continued by the volun-
tary alts of both kingdoms.—But the noble Lord wants
more, he wants your purfe and your trade, for the only
queftion of imperial concern, (the Regency excepted) which
he has ftated, and the only one which Mr. Pitt, in his fpeech
has attempted even to fuggeft, is this of war and treaty ;
and the only diffculty relied on, as to war, is the want of
power to tax you, and the only legiflative ack for treaties
is to reftrain or regulate trade, and thus the whole truth is
difcovered. |

He wants a Union, in order to tax you and take your mo-
ney where he fears your own reprefentatives would deem it
Improper, and to force regulations on your trade, which
your own Parliament would confider injurious or partial.—
I never expeted to have heard it fo unequivocally acknow-
ledged, and I truft that it will be thoroughly underftood, that
it is not your Conftitution he wants to take away for any fup-
poled imperfetion, but becaufe it keeps the purfe of the
nation in the honeft hands of an Irith Parliament.

I have mentioned the Regency in 1 789. Unfortunate as it
was that the two countries differed, the difference was not as
to the perfon, but as to the limitations of power ; nor was
it properly {peaking, the Parliaments that differed ; it was
the two eftates, deprived of the third eftate, which equally
belonged to each Parliament, and in an inftance wherein
the controul of the Britith Council over that eftate in its
power of ‘affenting or diflenting with the two houfes of Ire-
land, was by the fatality of the cafe neceffarily extinguifh-
ed,—and I rely on it that if his Majefty’s unfortunate ill-
nefs had continued, all differences which marked the conduét
of 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 fhould
be cftablithed by the Great Scal being agann put into ;icr-

cife.
. -’
Let me again advert to this circumftance, for it isa moft
impreflive proof of the cfﬁcacy of that conncxion ‘which
the adjuftment of 1782 eftablifhed in regard to thc Great
Seal of Britain, and which I have detailed alreadys

It fhews, that the only inftance, which the advocates
of Union produce, happened when the bond of Union

which 1782 eftablifhed, was fufpended from operating ; and

this is a powerful argument in favour of this bond.

But I fay, that no real difficulty does exift. For it is
clear, notwithftanding what paﬂ'ed in 1789, that the a&
annexing the Crown in Hen. 8. extends to the perfon
authorifed by Britain to adminifter regal power, whether
King, Queen, or Regent. At the Revolution, the Bri-
tifh Parliament altered the fucceffion to the Crown, and
when the event took place, the fucceflor became our Sove-
reign through their At under ours of Hen. 8. and fo would a
Regent invefted by them with regal authority become ours
‘without any A& on our part. Our law of 1782 concerning
‘the Great Seal puts it out of doubt ; whoever is Regent of
Britain has that Great Seal, the funtions of the Irith
Legiflature muft ceafe without its ufe, and therefore the
Regent of Britain alone can reprefent the 3d eftate of the
Irith Legiflature. The identity of the perfon, that the
fame perfon fhall neceffarily be the Regent in both king-
doms is the efiential point—the A&t of Aunnexation and
1982 fecure this; and if local circumftance require any
~difference of power, either enabling or difabling, the Irifh
Parhamcnt will be cqual]y competent to eftablifh it, under

the
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the Regent, as it is now to eftablith any difference if
neceffary under the Sovereign.

But fuppofe doubts ftill continue, nay go farther, and fup-
pofe, contrary to all reafon, that the prefent Bill cannot re-
move them, we fhould be idiots if we were for a cafualty
which may never happen, and for a difagreement which may
not attend that cafualty, and for the very flight, and trifling,
and temporary, and theoretic inconveniencies which might
be the confequences of fuch difagreement, to facrifice our
free Conftitution, degrade the country into the ftate almoft
of a colony, and furrender that legiflative independence
which, in the very a&of furrendering, we thould-thew our-
{elves unworthy of enjoying.

One argument which the advocates for the Union urge
is, that it will augment the general force of the empire.
Were it calculated to produce that effect, we ought to facri-
fice much to fuch an attainment, but do they prove it ? no,
nor even attempt an argument, they give general terms,
pompous phrafes and unfitpported affertions, and fpeak of
us as if there were no Union, as if we were actually feparate,
and thenattribute to their proje&t every merit, every advan-
tage which we now enjoy, as if they could confer them, and
as if they did not exift. The cafe is, we are now united, fo
as if our whole ftrengthis the ftrength of the empire. And
as to refources againft the enemy, the confolidation of both
kingdoms is as firm‘as human “policy and individual intereft
can makc :ti |

Cbnﬁdcr the meafure what it really is, a merging of the
Irifh Parliatent into the Britifh, and the confequent removal
T B 5 that is all, it is no otherwife a Union ; it is
ﬁmply the leaving Ircland without the refidence of a Parlia-

: meat.
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ment. This is the whole of the mighty proje& which is to do
fuch wonders, and in plain Englifh the mighty wonder ends
in this, to leave usin every refpet exaltly as we are, except
as to our Parliament. Will its removal raife one foldier
or one guinea more ? will it encreafe the capacity of doing -
either >—On the contrary, by debilitating Ireland, by de-
bafing its {pirit, and draining it of the leading fortunes and
talents of the Country, by creating an encreafe of abfentees,
by checking trade and manufa&urc,j.t muft weaken our re-
fources; and inftead of the energy and zeal of a free people
offering their lives and their properties, the empire will
at moft have the tardy and inanimated fupport of a difpirited
and difcontented province.

‘When Mr. Pitt fays, If we were to afk the agent of our ene-
mies, what meafure would be molft likely to render their de-
figns abortive, the anfwer would be the firm confolidation of
every part of the empire, I would bid him tell thofe enemies
it is and hasbeen confolidated; T would bid him do this, inftcad
of holding us ouit as he does through his whole fpeech to the
vifitation of the enemy, by ftating us as the vulnerable part
of the empire, torn by contending fadtions. It is painful to go
through all the phrafes in which he infults our feelings, and
which every Irifhman knows not to be founded, I will omit
repeating them, and afk you—Can we fee in this repeated and
open ftatement, the found difcretion which has marked his
progrefs as a ftatefman in moft of hig other meafures? He
knew the aflent of Ireland would be neceflary to his prefent
{cheme, fuppofing it as falutary, wife, and praticable as he
ftates it : thould he then in common policy have held out
our weaknefles even if real, and affert with all the impref-
five force of language that thofe weakneffes muft ‘continue
if we fhould refufe our affent, before he knew we were
veady to give it ?

‘ Providence
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Providence has been often a kind friend to Ireland, and
it is our good fortune now, that the enemy knows we are not
in the ftate he paints us. They will not be impofed on—
they know and feel that we are firmly united to Great Bri-
tain in affection and in intereft, and they will pay no regard
to the manner in which Municipal Laws cement or qualify
that Union. If they have fccret afliftants in this kingdom,
they are not fo {enfelefs as not to know that a roll of parch-
ment won’t change their minds, or remove them from
the means of giving the expedted aid;—on the contrary,
if they entertain any hope of fuccefs, will they not think
that the affetions, interefts, united refources, and unit-
ed ftrength of thofe parts of the Empire, cannot be
ftrengthened by fuch 2 roll,—but that the leaving fo
large a kingdom without a Legiflature, whofe energy
they felt to their great difcomfiture in their late attempts
to promote rebellion, will give their fecret friends more power
to att ? Was it wife by a hafty and immature propofal to
rifk the mifconception which a watchful enemy might be
led into, by an affertion that no-real Union ever exifted ?

But the argument is ftill more inapplicable ; the danger
he threatens us with is inftant; and the meafure for our
protection, the Union, muft be a work of time. He tells the
enemy the danger and the remedy, the danger immediate,
the remedy diftant. He deftroys a Conftitution which we
hold, as the dear and facred Palladium of our liberty, and
would perfuade the world there will be more zeal in Ireland,
when that Conftitution no longer fhall remain, to animate
its fpirit and invigorate its exertions,

Another advantage mentioned by the advocates of the
meafure is ftill more ftrange, and if poffible couched in more
) : general



NS YT TNTerYTTE

64

general terms without fpccifying any narticular inftance‘by
which or on which the operation is to have efedt.

"That it will tranquillife Ireland.—It is again difgufting
to me as an Irithman, to repeat all the infulting epithets and
phrafes with which he deferibes the ftate of this Country :
—If a refident Parliament and refrdent gentry cannot foften
the manners, amend the habits, or pr‘9mot'é focial inter-
courfe, will no Parliament, and fewer refident gentry, do it ?
What is the great misfortune with refpet to the tenantry
of this kingdom ? the middlemen, who' intervene between
the owner and the aGual occupier; and thefe are moftly to
be found on the eftates of abfentees. T have ever under.
ftood, that the example of the upper ranks, was the moft effec-
tual means of promoting good morals and habits among the
lower' orders, that thejr attention to the education, the
health, and the comforts, as well as the protection they
afforded the lower ranks, all which -ean. ohly arife from
relidence were the fureft mode of conciliating their affeéti-
ons, as well as improving their manners s that if every eftate
and every village  afforded a benevolent protector, an eafy
and impartial difpenfer of juftice, and allayer of the little
feuds which heddftrong paflions, untamed by education,
BI¢ to0 apt to carry to the laft excefles, the lower orders
would learn not only obedience and veneration to the laws,
but would feel an“attachment to the country which afforded
them fuch bleffings—but it has remained for Mr. Pitt to
advance a new fyftem, that depriving a country of thofe
perfons whoth T have defcribed, encouraging land-jobbers

and land-pirates, degrading the hofpitality of the old man.

fion-houfes into the niggardly penury of agent’s dwellings,

is the moft approved, modern mode of making happy and
contented tenants, of forming good men and' gdod fubjeQs.

That
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' That the adding to the bifhop’s duty of attending to his

" diocefe, the new and imperial duty of quitting the kingdom
for eight months in the year, is the beft way to make him
acquainted with his clergy, and of enforcing their attention
to their parifhioners.

~ Thata Parliament unacquainted with the local circumftan-

ces of a kingdom which it never {ees—at too great a diftance
© toreceive communication or information for adminiftering
" in time to the wants or the wifhes of the people, orto guard
againft excefles or difcontents, is more capable of alting
beneficially than the one, who by being.on the fpot, and
acquainted with the habits, prejudices, and difpofition of their
fellow fubjets, beft know how to apply relief.

" But if we advert to the treafons and rebellions which have
fo degraded this Country, there we can apply to fadt,—
Could any Parliament fitting in Great Britain have deve-
loped the fecret {yftem of confpiracy, animated the loyal,
and fupported the executive, with the effe@ this very Parlia-
ment did ? what would the ridiculous exhibition have been
at that time, of a united Parliament walking through St.
James's Park with their addrefs, and yet what vigour and
y energy did the inftant proceflion of near two hundred mem-
" bers with the mace to the caftle, give to the loyal ardour of
the country,—it animated the loyal fpirit which crufhed the
rebellion beforea fingle foldier could arrive from England,
" notwithftanding. the uncommon exertions made there to ex-

pedite their failing,

‘The extsaordinary, but wife and neceflary meafure of
proclaiming martial faw, required the concurrence of Parlia-
ment to.{upport the executive. The time would have paft

bys before that concurrence could have been afked for, and
. : received
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received from London ; and it would have given a faint fup-
port, coming from ftrangers, compared with the impreffion
of its fpringing from Iriflimen, all liable to every danger and

inconvenience from its operation, and yielding themfelves
and their properies to its control.

Recollet the volunteers, the faviours of the Country and
terror of its enemies ; when their great work was effeted,
and by the indifcreetnefs of a few leaders, their zeal was
mifled, and they began to exercife the fun&ions of Parlia-
ment, we fpoke out firmly—they heard our voice with
effect, and took our advice in inftantly returning to culti-
vate the bleffings of peace, Tafk you, would equal-firm-
fs in a Parliament, compofed five parts in fix of ftran-
gers, fitting in another country, have had the fame effect ?
You know it would not. Perfonal charaller, refpect to
individuals, opinion of their attachment to one common
country, all imprefled an awe which was irrefiftible.

But how has tranquillity been preferved in Britain ? Don’;
the fecret reports fhew that France has a fanguine hope of
feparating Scotland a$ well ag Ireland, though fhe carries the
charm of Unionte protect her ; that evenin England there
are confpiracies, and I will put this queftion to any man who
confiders the reports of their Parliament and ours—have they
probed the confpiracy to the bottom as we haye done ? Is it
avain fuppofition, that if Scotland had had its Parliament
fitting in Edinburgh, the confpiracy which fpread fo widely
would have been fooner developed, and not fhewn itfelf
again there after it had been put down here ?

Need I'go to more inftances to fhew you how tranquillity
has been fecured, and difturbances prevented by the interpo-
fition of this Irith Parliament which you are called upon for
the fake of preferving tranquillity to tranfport' out of your

kingdom,
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kingdom, to treat like the traitors and rebels who plotted to
have deftroyed your country? I feelit would be wafte of
time.—No, no, cherifh the Parliament that was able and
willing to fave you. All natives of one country, their {take
is in it ; their hearts as well as their interefts are engaged in
its prefervation, its profperity, and its glory.

But you are to be improved into Britith manners and
Britith cuftoms ! Idle talk ; much as I admire Britain, Iam
not ready to give up the Irith charalter or to makea fa-
crifice for the change. But is it by Englifhmen coming here
that the change is to be effeCted ? I anfwer, how will the
tranfporting our Legiflature, our men of fortune, and men.
of talents invite them ? will men come with a view of profit
to fettle in a country, at a moment when the principal cuf-
tomers, who may be in their contemplation, arein the act
of leaving that country and going to them? Look to the
immenfe refidence now in your kingdom from the unufual
number of Britith officers, foldiers, and thofe of the Englifh
militia particularly, becaufe the privates afford the example
of manners and civilization to the claflfes which are in moft
want of them here. Will the Union bring fo many or
diffufe them fo gemerally? in war they come without it, in
peace they cannot come as foldiers.

~ Look to Scotland which has been united near a century,
look to Wales which has been united above five centuries.
Have Englifh manners and Englifh habits been able ever to
get the Englifh language into full ufe? and if they have not
put down the native language, are new habits which arife
from focial intercourfe to be communicated by perfons who
cannot underftand each other when they fpeak ? after forty
years experience, they were forced to have recourfe to the
compulfion of law to put down the Highland drefs, yet
even that has been ineffeCtual to extinguifh the national

'f__*-;ﬁthment to it, the truth is, the manners of a people can-

K _not



ot be changed in a country fuddenly. Great advances have
already been made by wholefome laws towards meliorating
them here; they have been for years in a ftate of progrefs
towards improvement 5 this progrefs muft not be hurried,
or you check it. Encourage the refidence of the rich, cherifh

and maintain that free Conttitution, that Independence,

without which no country is worth living in. 'In an ifland

lelt with foil, climate, and fituation beyond motft iflands 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.

He tells you, his project will diffufe Britith wealth, and
induce Britifh capital to fettle here, but he does not tell you
how or why, becaufe he cannot.. 'What practical difference

in the aCtual ftate of the country' will his Union occafion,
to induce an Englithman to feitle here, or what encourage-
ment will it held out to him, which is not at this very inftant
in exiftence ? taxes won’t be lowered; the whole object of the
meafure is to raife thems it has been explicitly ftated fo, and
they are in a pretty rapid ftate of progreflion already. The
fame vague and idle bombaft of expreflion, of affertion
without proof, is made ufe of here.—Mr. Pitt fays, it will
give to Ircland the common ufe of the Britifh capital—will
identify Ireland with England, and fo forth ; thefe general

unfupported expreflions have no meaning; and we will
cxamine the fubje& minutely.

I will firlt go through the particulars of the tradg and
manufattures of each kingdom to fhew you the abfurdity and

futility of afferting, that a Legiflative Union will bring capi-
tal into_Jreland.

With regard to manufaQures, thofe which employ the ca-
pital of Britain, and are of courfe the moft profitable, are the
Woollen, Cotton, Iron and Pottery. The two latter depend

fo
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fo totally on plenty and cheapnefs of fuel, that they exift
only in the coal countries, and have never have been known
even in England to make what can be called a fettle-
ment at any diftance from a plentiful colliery, and fire
is {o great a portion of their expence, that the partof the
country which affords it beft and cheapeft, muft have
fuch a decided preference, as to induce any loofe capital, if
there be any fuch, to veft itfelf there. In the iron ma-
nufature, Ireland has offered an encouragement {uperior to
Britain. Her duty on imported iron is 12s. 6d. per ton, the
Britifh near 3l. which operates asa bounty of above 40s. a
ton to the manufatturer in Ircland, yet this bounty has not
brought capital into Ireland, and we muft expect an equi-
lization of thofe duties, when our legiflature thall be ex-
tinguithed, whereby this bounty will be extinguithed alfo.
The export of iron wrought to Ireland on the average of
the laft three years, was in value 119,000l ail fubje&t when
unrated to at leaft 121.14s. per cent. " In the pottery too, the
fiint and clay which is fo abundant in England has not yet
been found in any quantity in Iréland, and in fact therc i3
not a fin g’le pottery in Ireland, -

Itis felf-evident, therefore, that thefe manufa&ures nevey
can travel from the country which has the coal, to that
which has it not, from Britain to Ireland. The fame faci-
lity of fuel muft give to Britain a decided preference in all
manufactures, where fleam-engines cheapen the price of

_labour.

As to the woollens, ook at Yorkfhire, their old and great
fettlement 5'though eftablithed there for centuries they have-
never travelled in any dire@ion ten miles from the coal
céuntrx._' ~Lieeds, Bradford, Halifax, and the circuit around
the €aft north and fouth of the feat of manufacture, thefe

- dupport.me in what I affert, as if nature had drawn 1 line
1 & '.,-w- b
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on the furface, as in the {ubterraneous ftratum, and faid, tha .
far fhall you go, an dno farther.

The late introduction of machinery by fteam; which. not
only cheapens labour, but improves the quality beyond ma-
nual operation, adds argument to fact, and therefore we can
never fuppofe found fpeculation would fend any capital to
the diftance of 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 fpeculations to extend him-
felf in this bufinefs, there are others fo obvious that they
cannot be overlooked.

England finds a full call for all The makes, every year af-
fords an increafing demand ; fuppofe a man there fpeculates
to veft more capital in the bufinefs; to fettle a fonj a
nephew or a brother in it. - Will he not prefer the exten-
fion on his own {pot within his view, and under his direct
controul, to attempting it in'a new and diftant country ? but
of all countries would he in common fenfe look to that
which comes to him for the very goods he makes, which of-
fers him their market at his own door, without trouble rifque
or change ?

“ 'Would he not fay to himfclf, the place I live in muft
make the goods as much cheaper than the Irifh can, as the
whole expence of carriage, and import duties which Ire-
land charges, will amount to. |

He would find thefe duties 7dh. 2 yard on old drapery
or woollen cloth, operating as 8% per cent. on a cloth of
-=s. 6d. a yard in value, and 2dh. on new drapery, or ftuffs,
ferges, durants, &c. operating as 8y per cent. on 2s. 6d. a
yard, and he would naturally wifh to fee what great and
countervailing inducements this meafure of Union holds
_cut to him before he ventures on his fpeculation. Sup-

pofe
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pofe he applics to the Minifter for information, he will
hear from him, ¢ it confolidates intereft, it gives a full parti-
cipation of all the commerce of Britain; it identifies the
two countries into one 3 it diffufes common wealth, —well,
all this is fine language which I don’t underftand ; but what
does it do as to my trade ? Is it to increafe the duties there,
fo as to hinder more goods going from England ? ¢ No,
look to the 6th Propofition, they are never to be raifed,
and they are even to ceafe in time.’

Will it find fuel for me there ? € No.” What then does it
do ? ¢ Why it does every thing : it removes their Parliament
here; —worfe and worfe, he would fay, I'have found my
trade nurtured and encouraged by Parliament, and you
want to fend me to a country without a Parliament, no.
If you will fend the Britifh Parliament to Ireland, I might
then think of going there, for where the Parliament is,
there {hould the manufa&turer be alfo: until then, you fhall
ot induce me by impofing phrafes to hazard my capital in a
country, whofe market T-fully enjoy at my own warehoule,
without offering me any one reafon why my neighbour,
whom I leave behind me, won’t underfell me, even to my
prefent cuftomers there, as I now underfcll all the Irifh mak-
ers to them. Nono, I fee your plan, you want to impofe
on the lrifh Nation. If they are fools let them be fo, but
1 won’t be your dupe, nor your inftrument.

Suppofe he were even to perfift farther, and giving up the
idea of fupplying the home confumption of Ireland, he
fhould look to fupplying foreign markets from Ireland,
when he fhould fettle his capital, his machinery and his
workmen here ; he might fay, you talked to me of Ireland’s
being to enjoy hereafter a full participation of the Britifh
commerce, and if I go there, I may export from thence.
¢ Yes that is one great advantage from the meafure.’
Then, I fuppofe the Irifh are prohibited now from exporting

teo
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to foreign markets, ¢ No, they have had # fyj and free libe.
ty to do fo thefe twenty years paft.’. The Union then gives’
a bounty I fuppofe on export ? < No, that would be unfair,’
and fo you only offer me the fame freedom which Ireland has
enjoyed without avail for thefe 20 years Paft, and which I can
enjoy from my own Ports, and you don’t remoye the difad-
vantage which now enhances the price of the fabrick in Ire-
land fo as to force her home market to be fupplied from
Britain, and which enhanced price muft equally prevent
her from meeting the Britifh at 5 foreign market.

Were he further ¢o look into the ftate of the trade and
enquire into the progrefs of the export of woollen cloth
from Ireland, he would find that in 1698, they exported
11c,207L in wvalye (one-ﬁfth.of all their exports) and
in 1598, 12,500l  only. — Were he. to examine in

world, and more than one-third to Ireland, He would fur-
ther find on enquiry that Ireland cxported no unmany-
faGtured wool 5 it worked up all it had, and there was lit=

Need I add further, to expofe the,abfurdity of fuch
2 pofition as that of the Union bringing over Britifh capital to
eltablith Woollen, Iron of Pottery manufa&urers ?—The
cafe of the Cotton is not lefs firong. We cannot
©¥en ‘on the eaftern coaft of Ireland oppofite the

Britith
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Britifh collieries make cotton twift within at leaft 20
per cent. as cheap as Britain can fupply us, and we do not
at this inftant make fufficient for the neceflary confumption
of the kingdom.—Machinery is more ufed in this manufac-
ture than the others, and one circumftance refpeing it is
worth obfervation : In Britain it was for years fubje& to
a heayy charge, I have heard to 2s. 6d. a fpindle annually, for

.Arkwnght’a Patent, from which it always was entirely free

in Ireland ; yet nota penny ever came from England to fet

_ up that machinery here, though the patent operated as a

bounty to encourage the ereftion of jt. I underftand
that patent has expired within thefe few years, and if no
capital came, if no Englifhman thought the {peculation good
while that bounty exifted, it is nonfenfe to fuppofe he will
think it a better fpeculation when the bounty has ceafed.
If the imports of Britifh cotton manufacture were to be
examined, it would appear that Britain in 1789 exported to
Ircland to the value only of 32,500l and in 1798, 10752931
though fubjec to a duty of above 12 per cent in general.

But to fave entering into more detail, I will adduce the
arguments and authority of the fame gentleman, Mr. Pitt, in
1785, though he now maintains a different opinion, and
holds out the idle phrafe of Diffufion of Britith Capital.' In
fpeaking of the memorahlc propofitions he fays:

¢ That befides the different degrees of the induftry of
¢ the two nations, he- was well informed and fuf-

¢ ficiently convinced that the rate of wages as well as of la-

¢ bour, was greater in Ireland than in England, in any
¢ branch of manufacture which required execution and i inge-
¢ nuity ; inftanicing a gentleman whom he defcribed to be the
¢ firft and the principal perfon in the cotton bufinefs in Ire-
¢ land (Major Brooke) who was feveral times in danger of

. loﬁng hn life, becaufe he réfufcd to al!o“ his workmcn a

}’%‘:i . ¢ greater
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¢ greater price than they had at Mancheiter. He could not
¢ help obferving, that the fears and apprehenfions of the ma-
¢ nufaCturers’were extremely far fetched, and ill founded, nor
¢ did it appear to him that there were fuch groundsfor them
¢ as ought to weigh with any reafonable man." They had
¢ declared themfelves to be under great anxiety and uneafi-
¢ nefs, left the Irifh in confequence of this arrangement,
¢ fhould be able to draw over all their workmen, all their
¢ trade, and all their capitals, and be able to underfell them
¢ in their own markets by at leaft 131 per cent. Now he
¢ defired the committee to attend to that fingle fubjet ; the
¢ Irith cotton trade was to be importediinto England accord-
¢ ing to thisplan at 10 and one-halfper cent. duty, and yet
¢ it was {aid they were to underfell the Englith manufaturer
¢ 13l. percent. Thefe two fums amounted to 28 and a half
¢ per cent; befides this, England had hitherto imported into
¢ Ireland at a duty of 10 and a half per cent; this, there-
¢ fore, added to the other two fums would amount to 341.
¢ per cent.” And again, ¢he moft earneftly entreated the
¢ Houfe not to fuffer themfelves to be carried away with the
¢ idea that a poor country, merely becaufe fhe enjoyed fome
¢ comparative exemption from taxes, was therefore able to

cope with a rich and powerful country ; the fa&, he was
¢ ready to contend, was by no means fo.’

I will to his authority add that of another gentleman, then a
Commoner, now Lord Grenville, who,{peakingof the opinion
that the cheapnefs of provifions would epable the Irifh to un-
derfell the Englith manyfalturer at his own door, faid ¢ But
¢ the noble Lord (North) brought no proof of this, indeed it
¢ would have been wonderful if he had, for nobody knew
¢ where to find any fuch proof. On the contrary it had been
¢ proved at the bar by a very refpetable gentleman, Capt.
¢ Brooke, who had {et up an extenfive cotton manufalory in
¢ Ircland, that he had always given the fame wages that were

¢ given
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¢ given at Mancheﬂ(:‘tj, and that he had on mbre qccafio‘n'sf
“ than one, with difficulty efcaped with his life from his
* workmen, who had confederated in order to compel
 him to raife their wages higher, than thofe that were
¢ paid at Manchefter. So far no greater cheapnefs of
“ labour appeared in one country than in the other, but
“ fuppofing the wages were fomewhat lower in Ireland
¢ than in Eriglzind, he could hot admit that, as a proof
¢ that labour was in fa& cheaper, for the true way to c(li-

¢ mate that point would be to fee what work was done for
% the money, and if the work was not proportioned or
“ equal to the price, thei labour could ot bé faid to be

¢ as low as frc_)lh the: wages it migh'i appear to be.”
If then Britith capital wont come to eftablifh thofe ma-

nufa@ures in which Britain exccls us, and fupplics us, it
~will be fair to examine whether the Union will bring it

to that Manufa&ure in which we' do certainly underfell
England, and poffefs natural Q,' ntages fhe does not,
I mean the liaen, for if V'fi@”capitﬁal could be in-
duced - over, “here is .abf ticle obvious to invité it.
But what has been the ?z;:&?' It has been free and
profperqiis for thefé“di&ety years, dnd has afforded
inany great fbrtm@'iﬁ “the induftrions who have
engaged in it; yet hardly any Biitith capital has fet-
tled here in it. (I fpéﬁ: riot of trifting eapitals, nor of
Wakefield or any other perfonswho have almoft inftantly
difappeared) aﬁ@f e have come to remain, while it has
been cherifhéﬂi!ih‘pporled ‘by large ‘gravits and bene-

ficial layvgfn‘mé;tﬂe Irifh Parliament, will it come when
that natur: ka prote&ing guardian is no nyore? Wil
Mr. Pie’s hreeats to refufe it the Britith market induce
fettlgg héﬁ-’?' Wil its great ‘progrefs in Britain invite

men . to-‘quit the profits it affords there, merely to
: ﬁf}wpmﬁm here ' No, the fa& of no Britith

‘€apifal having fettled here gives a ftronger anfwer

¢

ki than



than ariy argoments can, to all the 4dle theorytha't’j;
,held out to deceive us; and 1 will conclude this fub-
je& by obferving that if Britifh capital has not come
here to a manufaure which we do work as_eheap as
Britain can, much lefs will it come to manufe@ures in
which they underfell ws in our own home in cfefpitc of
duties and freight. '

If then this foolifh aflertion, that the Unton will in-
duce Britain to veft her capital in this country on manu-
fa&tures for home confumption, falls to the ground, we
will examine whether it can indiice them to do fo for
the fopply of fereign markets, andone fimple anfwer
will be decifive, that if they ean underfell us at home
in any manufa&ure, they mult do it abroad and therefore
the fpeculation is abfurd.

And it is equally abferd to fuppofe any will come to -
deal in foreign articles of impert ; but fuppofe a perfon
willing to vemture, he muft import either for home ufe,
or for re-export 3 if for home, inftead of an acquifition he
will be an mjury by encreafing an import to the preju-
dice of our manufaQures, and if for re-export, 1 might
fay with Adam Smith, there is little benefit thereby to lre-
fand, but let Mr. Pitt give hinx a full anfwer as follows ¢

To the queftion, is it likely kreland is to become
the emporium, the mart of the Empire; as it is faid fhe
wouldy he replics, *“ he did rot believe . that would ever
¢ be the cafe, by emporium he means, that Ireland would
« import the produce of Africa and ®merica, afterwards
“¢ to diftribute it to all the world, and to Britain among
¢ the reft.  No fueh confequense couid arife, Ireland
¢ did not eovet the fupply eof the foreign markets,
¢t nor was it probable that flie weuld furnifhBritain with
¢ the produce of her own colonies in any great -degrec.
¢ Ireland was to have the liberty of bringing to Britain

(1] air. ’
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) é circuitoufly, what the herfelf had the liberty of bring- |
F ¢ ing dire@ly. It muft be proved that Ireland could
¢ afford this circuitous fupply, cheaper than Britain her-

¢ [elf could give the dire& fupply, before any idea, or

& glarm, or apprehenfion could be raifed in any bofom.”
| " But we are told in the fame glaring parade of general

affertion that this pro;c& will give us a full participation

. of all the extended commerce, and with it of all the
wealth of Britain, the greateft and proudeft country un-
der Heaven 3 that fhe offers a full partnerfhip. Why Sir,
this talk might do to People who are ignorant, but lct me
tell you and no man can contradi&t me, that we are as
free to trade to all the world as Britain is at this mo-
ment, and that if the Miniﬂel was to afk me what be-
nefit he could  offer, what trade he could open, what
mmanufa@ures he could promote, my anfwer, and I
{peak it from a ﬁrm po.nv:&lon, would be this,—you
can give us nothmg, and my only requeft on the part
of Ireland is, tha# you will det us alone.

1 fpeak not of fome few trigial articles which poffibly,
in hunting through the books of rates, might occur on
paper, but they ar_c'yery few if any, and of fo liutle
moment that they are not felt, for it would require a
hunt to find them, VVhat port in the known world can

) a Britith fhip go to ﬁm‘n Britain, that ao [vith fhip can-
| not go with the fame cargo from Ireland ? what article
great or fmall can a Britith fhip import into Britain or
Ireland, that an4r1ﬂ1 fhip cannot import equally, into
Ireland or Britain > 1 fpeak not of the Eaft India fettle-
‘ments, ﬂiq;gb lreland is as free to them as Britain is.
What manufature can Britajo e{labhlh or encourage,
which Ireland is not equally free by law to do. If new
foure&oftrade fhall be opened by conqucﬁ or by treaty,

tﬂiy not belong equally, and at the fame inftant, to
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Tatk thefe queftions explicitly, and' defy any man.to
fhew an inftance. In point of power to trade or manu-
fatture, fhe can give us nothing, and fo confeious is
he of this, that in mentioning’ benefits, he relies entirely
on continuing to us the undifturbed poflcflion of what
we enjoy, as if we were to pay him with the facrifice
of eur Liberty, for his not doing us an injury, .

Away then with his fine unmeaning ‘words of a faireg
and more perfect conne&ion leading us to.an equality
of commercial advantages——and whc'r; he talks with
fuch a proud contumely of the dependent nature of our
commercial intercourfe with ‘Britain, as how the prof-
perity of our linen trade lies at the will of the Britifh
Parliament ; that it refts upon its bounty, its difcre-
tion, or liberality ; that the advantages we have gain-
ed for the laft fifty years are falfely attributed to the
¥rith  Parliament—and fuch ftuff, I can bardly re-
prefs my indignation,  Thefe humiliating affertions
require - a full anfwer, and 1 will give it; but [et
me diftinguith between the Minifter and the People
of Britain. I have a firong feeling of veneration
for the wifdom and libéfali_ty of the fifter kingdom
for thefe Luft twenty years—and I will never take the
Minifter’s languagé as ftating her featiments, or thofe
of her Parliament, when it threatens us with hoftile
meafures, if we don’t furrender to him our Conttitution,
Her generofity and her jultice, as well as her prudence
and true intercft, would ftop his hand, if he were to at-
tempt to raife it in the defperate attempt of crufhing
our profperlt'y. I lament he introduced the fubje&:
—it is not pleafant or wife in private life for two friends
to enter into a detail of the‘i_r mutual powers of benefit
and injury, to taunt with obligations, and boaft of their
neans to vex and harrafs, much lefs is it fo between

nations ; but he has begun, and I will go through the
whole ftate of our intercourfe, -
Al : : - Anq
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_And firft as to its general ftate, which, if T were to
take from the Cuftom-houfe books, according to their
Great Britain - on an average *

of three yearsto 1799, im-

ported annually from Ircland

to the value of 2,870,081l
And exported to Ireland 2,775+3 30l

-

Leaving a balance againft Britain of 935,623

But fortunately an authentic paper has come to my
hands ; it was delivered lately to. the Britith Parlia-
ment by Mr. Irwing, the infpe&odr general of the
Britith trade. The values in it are eilimated by the
price current of the article, inftead of the Cuftom-houfe
rate, and by the declarations of the merchants, on fimilar
goods exported to other countries under the Convoy A&.

- Thefe values are ftated to be about 70 per cent. in the
grofs above the rated value

We will not enquire why this mode was adopted now,

- but if the value be fairly flated, it certainly is better to

argue for prefent ezpedience on the prefent real flate of
trade than on a fiitious one, which might deceive us.

In it the ftatement appears as follows:
Imports into Britain from Ireland for the fame average.
i _ - Value.
Linen, £2 600,101
Raw materials, provifions,
i. e. beef, butter, pork,
bacon, , corn, 2,910,724,

———e Se———

‘Total, ~ 55510,825,

Furelgn produce, - 101,864

Total import, .~ 5,612,689
: Exports
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Exports fiom Britain to Trcland,

Brittth manufa&uses, £1,640,19%
Colonial do. 970,000
Britith raw material, includ-

ing coals, hops, falt, and

bark, 447,277
Foreign merchandize, 498,173

3,555,645

S, I——— i,
Leaving an apparent balance
in favour of Ireland, of . 2,056,824

But on examining the nature and amount of the feve-
ral articles, we thall find, on a comparifon of mutual
benefit, that'the balance is much in favour of Britain,
To thew this, we will ftate the trade in three points of
view, as it regards manufa&ures, raw materials, or ar-

 ticles of prime neceflity, and foreign articles.

Asto the firt, the only article of manufa&ure exported
from Ireland to Britain is linen, and in thofe exported (o
Ireland I include all Faft Indian and eolonial produce,
much of which is really manufa&ure, and the reft of
which may be deemed fo, on account of the employ of
labour in the colony and of the fhipping,

It will fland thos:

1. Manufa&ures.

To Ireland,
Manufa&ures of Britain, 1,640,195 2,614,000
Colonial goods, 990,000 $Ee .
¥rom Ireland, mapufa&ures 2,600,000
Balance, 14,000

2. Raw
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2. Raw Materials, S;G.

Raw materials fupplied by

Ireland to Britain, in-

eluding articles of prime

neceflity, as beef, but-

ter, pork, bacon, corn,

&c, &e. 2,010,724
Raw materials fupplied by

Britain to Ireland, in-

cluding coals, hops,

bark, falt; &ec. 447,471
Excefs of fupply by 3
Irclapd, -~ 2,463,441

3. Foreign Articles.
Foreign articles taken by
Ireland from Britain, 1,468,173
Do. by Britain from Ire«
land, 101,864

—— s — e e

- Excefs taken by Ireland, 1,366,309

"~ Thus we fee i manufalures the account is nearly
equal, but in articleés of ncceflity and raw material, the
balance of fupply is very great to DBritain; and in
the foreign articles, or carrying trade, the excefs of gain
to Britain muft appear prodigious, if we confider that
407,000l of it only is Eaft Indian, and-of courfe
1,061,143/ is open to be imported dire& to Ireland,
were fhe obliged or inclined to import it fo. Sugar
alone amounts to 505,000/. and I muft obferve to you,

that all the Eaft and Weft Indian articles in this ftate<
ment, about ¢30,000/. are the means of Britain’s re-
mitting home fo much of her foreign wealth, and our

taking them is confequently of great moment to her,
exclufive
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exclufive of her profit on the manufa&utin
and in the fhipping, they employ. |
To complete the comparifon, we muft add the mono-
poly we give to the produce of her Colonies as well in
the part flated to be received from thence, as in all-that
we-import direly, which amounits to about r:}'o,oébl
a year for the above average, making in the whole the
produce of the Britith Colonies, ‘imported’ dire@ly and
indire&ly—660,000/. a year. All of which, if rafh
councils fhould ever unfortunately compel us totake them
from foreign Colonies, thight not only be paid for by

our linens, but a very extended ‘and beneficial market
might be opened thereby. '

g or raiﬁng,

I bave detailed thefe ftatements aceurately from the
printed report, and you fee the advantage of arrivin
at truth by fuch a detail ; for if the grofs amouni‘oné
of thefe imports and exports be flated without attending
to the nature of the articles, it would appear, as [ before
faid, that the trade vas greatly againf! Britain—~wheteas
this ftatement fhews 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 foolifh threats
which have been made, particularly as to our Linen
Trade, depending wholly on Britih bounty and Britith
difcretion,.— : o s ,

I acknowledge the value of the market which Britain
affords us for our linens, and I am ever willing to take
every a& of her’s as a favour and mark of friendfhip 3
bat when he afferts our linen  trade depends on the
Britith Parliament, I muft examine the fubje& minutely:

He relies on two Britith ‘meafures to fupport him in
this affertion. ‘ | X

1. The Britith Duties on the foreign linens. :
2. The Britith Bounties on the export of Irith Knens,
' When
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When he fays the former were impofed for our fake,
I muft reply that the falt is otherwife, and I appeal to
the Report of the Britith Board of Trade, in the Britith
Journals in 1698, to which the great uuthority of Mr.
Locke’s fignature appears: and whea we are infultingly
told that we are indebted to the Britith Parliament for
our linen manufa&ure, I reply, Britain is bound in every
inftance to encourage our linen’ trade, by compa& fo
ftrongly manifeft in the proceedings of both Parliaments,
as cannot be denied.

We gave her a valuable confideration in putting down
our woollen trade, laying 20 per cent. on its export, and
in prohibiting our wool to all countrics except Britain.
The value of our woollen export then was, as I have
ftated 110,000/ {one-fifth of our whole exports.)

But to return to the Britith duties on forcign linens.
Many petitions in the Britith Journals fhew they were

granted to prote& the Britith linen manufaures and the

trade of Britith drapers i Irith linens. The Scotch
in thofe petitions ftate the linen as their ftaple, and Mr.
Dundas meafures the wealth.of Scotland by its increafe

fince the Union.

The various Reports in the fame Journals thew it is
a rifing and valuable manufaéture to Britain : thefe duties
on foreign linen, therefore, fo far as prote&ion goes,
are as dcﬁrable to her as to us, and were impofed for

“her prote&ion ﬁrﬂ and continucd fince for the general
benehit.

As to the bountics on exports, by which he vauntingly

afferts LhELlpen Trade of Ircland has been brought to

its pr&fent height ; they were not given for us, nor were
they fuvg;eﬂed by us ; the Britith Journals ftate them to
have originated ina petition from London traders and the
manufa&urers of Scotland. They were granted in pre-

Nt M ference
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ference to refufing drawbacks on the foreign linen
which was the plan fuggefted, and in which no benefit
to the Irith, wasin contemplation; fo far from it, the
bounties extended to Irifh linens, were confined to the
property of perfons refiding in Great Britain till 1780,
becaufe they were intended for the benefit of the Britifh

merchant, and to prevent the dlre& export of linens from
Ireland.

The Report of the Board of Trade, of which Lord
Auckland was a member in 1780, upon the bill which I
introduced here to grant fimilar bounties on export from
Ireland, affords us decifive evidence on this head,

The Report fays, “ we fee with fome regret an experi-
ment of fimilar bounties in Ireland on Irifh linen, tend-
ing to interruptand hazardagreat branch of the commer-
cial intercourfe between the two countries; which has
been highly and reciprocally advantageous; we are con-

vinced too, that this new fpeculation, fo far as it fuc-
 ceeds,will operate to the diminution of our export trade,
“ to the diminution alfo of the returns for that trade, and
confequently to the prejudice of our navigation, and
commercial interefts in general ; but we cannot think

that fuch mifchiefs are fuddenly to be expeéted to any
coufiderable extent.”
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Again.— We fubmit to your Lordfhips that as far
as the diret export of Linen from Ireland may take
place in confequence of the bounty propofed there,
¢ in fo much will our exports be affe@ed, and the detri-
ment refulting to our general trade from that circum-
ftance will be increafed by the returns made for ex-
* ports, and by all the collateral confequences of a pro-
¢ portionable transfer of our navigation and éeneral COR1-
¢ meree to the ports of Ireland.” '
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fa the fame paper it is alfo ftated, “ That though

& Great Britain carried on her Linen trade, fubje&t to
« great and irremovable difadvantages, fhe is fuppofed to

‘¢ manufa&ure more linens than are exported from

¢ Ireland.”—And with regard to the bounties,  They
« have been the means of forcing forward an exten-
¢ five Linen Manufa&ure in Britain, though ftruggling
¢ under a great difadvantage as to the growth and fupply
¢ of the raw material.”’

Till I brought forward the meafure of Irifh bounties,
Britain never would let us pay bounties for them from
our own ports, and fhe was at the expence of them
from her own ports to fecure to herfelf the benefits of
trading in our linens, Were a kindnefs to our manu-
faQures the obje&, fhe fhould have let us pay them.

When their operation is boafted of by M. Pitt, as
having raifed our manufa&ure to'its prefent height, he
forgets the fa&—They took place in 1743, and operated,
as the Report I have mentioned, ftates, as 12 per cent.
on Britifh, and 62 per cent. only on Irifh, the remaining
5% compenfating the charges of freight, commiffion, &c.
from Ireland to Britain. By this unequal encouragement,
the export of Britifh bounty linens rofe in 1763 to be
equal to that of Irifh ; fince which time the export of
Britifh has fo increafed over the Irifh, that the bounties
paid by Britain onher ownlinen in 1797, came to 82,933/
exclufive of a farther fum of §6,935/ on linen and cot-
ton printed, which was entirely confined to . Britifh,
making all togéther on Britith, 139,970/ and on Irifh to
24,459 only. |

Let me further te]l you that they did not, at an
ayerage coft 10,000l a year from 1742 to 1771, and
that . this 24,459% in 1797, was given on the export ]
of about 3,000,000 yards, and this is the mighty fum,

> M 2 and



86 :

and this the mighty quantity, by which the linen trades
of Ireland has been brought to its' prefent hquhe )
When he holds out a threat by talking of the ﬂn‘elgnr
linens, and infinuates Great Britain lofes revemﬁ‘by not
impofing import duties on ours, I would tell” htm we
know it is an idle threat, and that the. Britith nation will
never confent to a war of Prohibitions or Duue“ﬁ between
the two kingdoms,the two great limbs of the fame emplre,
to gratify his fpeculations ; thould fuch a hoftile meafure
ferioudly engagehis mind, I would advife him to refleét,
that Great Britain eannot make* Imchs‘ equal to her de-
mand, that if by fuch a meafure the import of Trifh were
to be checked, that from German'y and Ruffia muﬁ
be encreafed; and the Britifh confumer wounld pay
the tax to the ftate, and his money to a ftranger. But
fhould it Kappen nbt to check the Irith—Britain who
would'pay the tax on them, not we, fhould be tfre!o&rs
And if he entertaine X hope to mcreafe the ' Britith
manufaltory thereby, h‘e will find it vain, for the capital
and the hands of Enghnd are fo fully employed by the -
immenfe encreafe of ~mand from all the world almoft,
that there is none to fpare ; he cannot therefore turn
more to hncn, w"hout w1thd1'awmg from other fabrics,

Fe feems to have got into a labyrunh on this fub- -
je& 5 his miflakes and threats are very curious ; he fays
Great Britain takes from Ireland, manufa&ured produes,
to the amount of between four and five millions, whereas
cven the Britith (tatement, at the price current makes the.
lmcn 2,600,000, and it is the only manufa&urcd produce.,.

He fays our Linen conﬁltutes four-ﬁfths of our ex-
pgrts to all the world ; but our Irith books ﬁafé the l‘néh_
not to be one half and the Brm{h Raper {hews that
what linen goes to Bntam, who takes, as he faye, feven-"

clvhts
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eights of all our linen, is not one-half even of our expor;s
to her,—if then 2,600,000/ the nett value of linen fent,
to her is not four-fifths of §,600,000/. our whole exports
to her, much lg(s can it be four-fifths of our exports, to
all'the world.—When he fays all articles effential to trade, -
to {ubfiftence and raw materials are fent free of duty,
he forgets the fa&.

Nor can I leave unnoticed his quotation from me in
1785. The language, I ufed then, did ftate the advan-
tagés to Ireland from her fituation and trade with Britain,
and 1 did urge this houfe to fecure the continuance of
them. 1 thought a Minifter might one day appear, who
might threatena war of dutiesand prohibitions, and T wifhed
t6 have the fecurity of a legiflative compa&t, but I never
thought that that Minifter would be the one I was then co-
operating with, T was fpeaking to Ireland only, had I
been fpeaking to England T ‘fiould have flated to
them the advantages they derived from their trade

‘with'us. This was his bufinefs to do, not mine. We

were working together in one caufe to effe@ the mea-
fure of the propofitions, and when Mr. Orde was
attacked, he defended him by fhewing the diftin&tion be-
tween himfelf and Mr. Orde, ¢ that it was neceflary for
¢ the latter to ftate the advantages which would refult
¢ to Ireland, whereas he had only to prove they could
¢ be given w‘ipt_hﬁ'iiﬁ’ detriment to Britain.”  Why does
he decline to hold out the fame fhiceld for me, in-
flead of the nﬁxprovoked attack which pervades fo
much of bis fpcech? But [don’t afk for his fhield ;
every Mnsf faid then, I could now with perfeét con-
ﬁﬁen&%" repeat. Coals, hops, bark, and rock-falt, are
of equal value to us now as then. The whole export
ﬁf "igidES in the nature of raw materials, at an average
N 4 ' of
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of the three laft years, including - them, was in value
447,477). ftated at the price curreat. I need not
repeat how inferior that whole amount is to the articles
of raw materials which we fend in return, 2,910,524/, in
value; nor do I hefitate again to fay that thofefour arti-
cles are of great and effential confequences to.us—=but I
will not fubmit to any threat on their account,-and much
lefs to a facrifice of conftitution, which even thenI re-
fufed to barter for trade. “

Should rafh counfels, forgetting the advantages of
friendly intercourfe, attempt to. prohibit or clog them
with duties, which no man in_cither country depre--
cates more fincerely than I do, neceflity may compel us
to fearch for coal, which exifts in Ireland, but which
we have never looked for effeétually. - It would not take
many years with proper and regular application, to fup-
ply ourlclves with bark, ner perhaps  with hops—and
fak can be got.

Such rafh counfellors fhould learn to dread the confe-
quences of changmg the courfe of manufactures, by
forced meafures, and that four million and a half of
people will not remain idle.

Let them refle@ that England raifed the woollen
manufa&ory here, by prohibiting the importation of
Irith provifions, and fhe eftablithed the woollen manu-
faltory afterwards in France, by deftroying the child
of her own creation in Ireland. Should fhe at-
tempt and prevail in prohibiting our linen to her
ports, it is impoflible to forefee what ports we
may find, what returns we may get, and in thofe,
how much of what the now fupplies us with, may be
included. We know our linens beat the German, and
the Ruoffian, i’ 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 fkill, as from the peculiar fitnefs of our

climate
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climate for bleaching, which gives a pleafing whitenefs
and durability that no other bleached linen poffcfles.

We know that Spain and Portugal confume an im-
menfity, not only at home, but in their extended colo-
pies, which their fabricks don’t furnifh, and which we
were beginning to fupply. In no place are we prote&ed
againft German linen, except in Britain, and yet ours is
finding its way almoft every where.

The Britith duties on foreign linens are ftated to be 33/
6+. 8d. per cent. Does he know when he threatens us
with that duty, that at this inftant Irifh linens have
rifen 35 per cent. above their ufual value ? And yet the
Britith merchants are fo anxious to ‘purchafe them,
that they are even fecuring them on the Greens, be-
fore they can go to market. I acknowledge this is a
temporary circumftance ; but it ferves to thew that as far
as 35/ is more than 33/. 6+. 84.; the Irifh linens do not
monopolize the Britifh market by means of the duty,
and could at prefent find their way there, even if there
was no duty on the foreign. In his general alfertions
he forgets that though the Irith and foreign fabrics bear
the general appellation of linen, much of the Irifh is of
a quality no _other nation could furnifh, and no duties
could make the Britith, who are ufed to Irith fhicting,
relith the wear of German fabrick.

But I will call Lord Grenville to my aid on this
part of the fubje&, and I cannot ufe ftronger argu-
ments, more forcibly exprefled. He faid in 1785,
« If England fhould prohibit the importation of li-
¢ nens, the noble Lord thought Ireland would retaliate
« only by prohibiting the exportation of povifions. But
«¢ here the noble had furely forgot the evidence that had
¢ been given at the bar, where it had been afferted, that
®.the raw materials of many of the great manufactures

.« of England were brought from Ireland.

¢ Should



¢¢ Should the latter then prohibit the exportation of
¢ them, what would become of the Englith manufa&ures?
¢¢ Should fhe prohibit the exportation of woollen yarn,
“ how greatly would the ftaple manufagure of this coun-
“ try fuffer. Should fhe do the fame with refpe (o raw
¢ hides, the different branches employed in_ghe feather
% trade of Britain would be utterly undone,”

Again—¢ He obferved that however foptified the noble
“ lord might think this country againft any heftile pro-
“ ceedings of the Irith merchants, by the power which
* fhe had of prohibiting the importation of Irifh linens,
“ this was no fecurity, becaufe fuch o prohibition would
¢ operate as much againft England as Ireland, and uli-
“ mately more, becaufe by that means we fhould be in-
¢ jured in the article of our fhipping, and lofe the carry-
“ ing of the Irifh linens to the foreign markets. Nor
“ would this be the only bad confequence, this car-
“1ying trade being thus thrown into the hands of the
¢ Irith, they would thereby contra@ habits of inter-
“ courfe with the ftates of America, and with other fo-

“‘ reign nations that would by degrees undermine us in
“ our trade to thefe countries,”

To quit the fubject of linens, if we look to the Bryifh
trade in general, Ircland is not fuch a cuftomer as
Britain thould quarrel with. In g 797, the export of her
manufatures to Ireland, was - - 1,310,996/,
and to all the reft of Europe . . 3,870,335L
including Guernfey, Jerfey, Hle of Man, and Greenland ;
fo that the Irith market alone was equal to one-third of
all Europe.~—1I flate the year 1797, as it is the lateft I
have feen the accounts of, and you will ebferve, it is
from .the Cuftom-haufe value which ferves every pur-
pofe of proportion or comparifon. -

It is to be lamented that Mr. Pitt has, by his threats,
begun this difcuffion. I know that it is inthe power of

Britain
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Britain to injure this country for a time, by a war of du-
ties and prohibition—he need not tell us fo—America
affords ample proof ; but fhe muft herfelf fuffer in the
conteft, and I have no fean that fhe will give her affent
to fuch hoftilities—her wifdom, her liberality, her own
intereft would forbid it. ,

The inferences which Mr. Pitt and I draw from the
confideration of our mutual trade, are very different—I
wifh to fhew from it, that we are of mutual ufe, and
ought to affift each other. His arguments tend to fhew
he can commit hottilities in trade, he flates our advans
tages, to threaten us with a deprivation of them. I ftated
them to fhew our intereft in maintaining them. But
let us turngto the more pleafing view, where the de-
tail of our mutual powers of trade, and of our aGual
ftate of intercourfe; holds out the mutual benefits we car
confer on each other, bv reciprocal preference and amity.
Let ‘us look to thofe benefits, and prote@ them from the
danger which this meafure of a Union threatens, for I
have faid, and I repeat it, that it would injure our trade
and manufa&ures; inftead of f'erving them, dand I will now
prove it.

If it takes, as it muft do, a great portion of the men
of property to England, the marufaarers will be de-
prived of their beft euftoricrs to the extent of what they
heretofore fpent. If it increafes the abfentees, it will
reduce more eftates to the rhiferable fate of tncultiva-
tion in which theirs generally are—and it is morally cer-
tain that every member chofen to an United Parliament
will be a new abfentee—in county eleétions and po-
pular boroughs at leaft, for no man, now an abfentee,
can expeét to be chofen~<and that every member muft
be a man of confiderable property, is equally probable,
becaufe no other could bear the expence of parliamentary

attendance,
N But



But this is not all—the articles Qf “Union propofe a
poflible period at which the duties that at prefent afford
a fort of prote&ion to the manufacturer, are to ceafe. Is
there no dariger then that the further expenditure of
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 of perma-

nency of prote&ion being done away, its effe& becomes
temporary and unavailing.

Again—our import dutics on fome raw materials, are
fitted to our infant ftate. Iron weimport at 12s. 64—
Britain imports it at near 3L Every ‘man concerned in
the iron manofo@ure here; muft expe& the United
Parliament will put thefe duties on a level.

They may expe& the fame as to raw filk fot which we
pay, on import about one half the duty they pay.

Further, the farmers, whofe {pirits we bave raifed by
our corn lawsy muft look with uncertainty to the continu-
ation of the bounties they afford—and expeé the prin-
ciples on which thofe bounties were difcontinued fromone
part of the kingdom to arother, and from the whc'sof it
to Dublin, will be extended on a fimilar reafoning by the
United Parliament to the whole of the United Empire.

But the cvils will extend ftill further—What fecurity
wilt the nation feel in any thing, when it lofes the pro-
te&ion of its Parliament—whofe competence to fupport
and prote& them, they have found effeétaal proof ofy
on all occafions.

Every law, every regulation which you now value
and rely on, will be fubje to repeal, not by a Parlia-
ment whofe knowledge and attachment you can confide
in, but by a foreign' one, to which gecefs will be dif-
ficult, communication expenfive, and who cannot know

_the local grounds which gave rife to them. .
. Few



Feswr mercantile men will be able to reprefent you in
aa United Parliament, their bufinefs wont allow them
to go out of the kingdom for eight months, though thc'y
could with eafe attend in Dgblia from any part of Ireland
neither can you avail yourfelves of the coaftitutional
knowledge of lawyers, for they malt give up their profel-
fion to go there, and you will afl agree that in the pre-
fent queftion they have ftood forward nobly.

New laws equal in appearance and in phrafe, may be
very unequal in effed, fo couatries diffcrently fituated.
I will inftance taxation laws.—Ireland is a young coun=
try, rifing and likely to rifc ip wealth ; it is her beft plan
to borrow money, inftead of raifing un annual income to
bear the war expences, becaufe the certain profpe&t of
her encreafing profperity gives @ moral certainty of her
paying the debt gradually, and an encreafe of annual
taxes to the neccflary arrears, might curb her enterprife.
Britain is at maturity ; the ftate of warfare bas thrown
the trade of the world into her hands, and there is no
reafon to exped it will encreafe upon a peace; perhaps
the fpeculation of its decreafc might not be chimerical 3
fhe therefore fhould take advantage of her temporary af-
fluence, and by annual taxes, not by borrowing, make it
fupport the yearfy expences of the war: a fyftem, there-
fore, of taxation for the whole expences of the year,
though equal in appearance, would be very uncqual in
effet,

A further difcouragement muft arife from the peo-
ple feeling that, their profperity and happincls will
be glveu back again to the controyl of a Britith
Parliament whofe partial condu& againft this country,

~_until the conftitution of 1782 gave freedom to our

Parliament, - and with it the power of prote&ion,
Mr. Pitt has deferibed in lapguage fo particularly
forcible that I will read it to you, ¢ he bids the com-

N 3 ¢ miitee
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mittee recolle®, that from the revolution, to a pe-
riod within the memory of every man who heard
bim, indeed until thefe very few years, the {yfiem
had been that of debarring Ireland from the enjoy-
ment and ufe of her own refources, to make the

*

kingdom completely fubfervient to the interefts and
opulence of this country, without fuffering her to
fhare in the bounties of nature, in the induftry of

¢ her citizeps, or making them contribute to the gene-

ral interefts and ftrength of the empire, this fyftem
of cruel and abominable reftraint had however been
exploded. It was at once harfh and unjuft, and it
was as 1mpolitic as it was oppreffive ; for however
neceflary it might be to the partial benefit of diftri&s
in Britain, is promoted not the real ftrength of the
Empire.  That which had been the f{yftem counter-
alted the kindnefs of providehce, and fulpended the
induftry and enterprife of man. Ireland was put
under fuch reftraing, that fhe was thut out from every
{pecies of commerce. She was reftrained from fend-
ing the produce of her own foil to foreign markets,
and al! 'correfpondcnce with the colonies of Britain
was prohibited to her, fo that fhe could not derive
their commodities but through the medium of Britain,
this was the fyfem which had prevailed, and this was
the ftate of thraldom in which that country had been
kept ever finee the revolation.”

- Again— Ireland had for a long feries of time felt the

€
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narrow . policy of Britain, who, influenced by views of
trade and coinmercial advantages, and tainted and per-
verted with felfith motives, had treated her with partia-
lity and negle&, and never looked upon her growth
and profperity, as the growth and profperity of the
empire at large,” & A

Ml'.t
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Mr. Grenville’s expreflions too are ftrong :
~ % If England was hcavily taxed, fhe had now, and
“ had had the benefit for a whole century paft of a
¢¢ widely extended trade, from which fhe- had excluded
¢¢ [reland—and the latter had already given to England
¢ all that the would have made, if by a barbarous and
¢¢ equally abfurd policy fhe had not been debarred from -
¢ thofle advantages that God and Nature had given her.”

If any man fays that this Union does not bring us back
pnder the controul of the Britifh Parlinment, becaufe we
fhall have the mockery of 100 reprefentatives to fit among
558—1I anfwer, it is a mere impofition, a play on words.
Is there a man can doubt that 100 muit yield to 558, and
that our fending fuch a fhadow of ‘reprefentation, will
only give legal form to the power of the 558 to tax us;
How can their feeble voices be heard, if the others choofe
not to liften 3 but if you want proof, Scotland affords it ;
tradition fays, all her reprefentatives joined in a motion
to diffolve the Union, and they were overcome.—Vir-
tually, and to every praftical effe@, therefore, this pro-
je€ted Union will put as back again even into a worfe
ftate of dependance than we were in before 1782, into
that miferable, abjet fituation which, in Mr. Pitt’s words,
¢ countera&ed the kindnefs of Providence, and fulpend-
¢ ¢d the indultry and enterprife of man, which debarred
¢ us of thofe advantages that God and Nature
gave us,” with, this difference, that we fhould then be

-

~ legally bound. by our own a& which we could not

get rid of whereas before 1782 we never acknowledged
the old u_{:lrantion, and we had a Parliament which
refcued us from it.

Perhaps you would depend on the articles you may
frame to fecure your trade and your purfe; but you

_‘mu& recolle&, that if the do&rine of the omni-

oc of Parliament be juft (and it has ftrong advocates),
it
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it will extend to the United Parliament, who will have
the power therefore at it’s pleafure to alter any a& of
the Unien itfelf—and you muft fee, that as no‘article, fo
neither will the whole of the Union exift longer than
while it is beneficial to Great Britain ; but it will exift
for ever though Treland find it injurious to her intereft,
the power of extinétion refling in a Parliament compofed
of 58 Britith and 100 Irifh members—andevenfhouldthe
Union ceafe to exift, are you fure that you' can or will
be reftored to the free and independent legiflature which
you are now called on to abandon.

Obferve alfo, as 1 before ftated, that the difavowal
of the compatt of 1782 muft create a fufpicion that any
compa@ made in 1799 may be treated as lightly.

But look to Scotland,we fhall there fee that time and cip-
cumftances have fet afide the great beneficial difference
in taxation which indueed that kingdom to confent to
Union.  Her lands were to pay only about one-fortieth
part, or rather lefs, of the Britith land tax, but by
annihilating the meafure of a land tax, another is
raifed by the name of an income tax ; that is, inffead of
taxing the land, the income arifing out of that land is
taxed, and eftimating Scotland in her income at one-
eighth of England, as Mr, Pitt has done, her lands will
pay henceforward one-eighth inftead of one-forticth of
what thofe of England do. Tam far from infinuating
that this meafure is a breach of any article in the Scotch
Union, or that it was intended even to-evade it ; on the
contrary, I mention it to fhew how futile any language
in_which articles of Union can be expreffed, may be
rendered by the accidents of time and unforefeen cir-
cumftances, and that the effe& is the fame to the
Scotchman as if the articles of Union were broken.

If Tafked what fecurity will the nation have when it
lofes the prote&ion of its Parliament, of whofe com-
petence to proted, effe@ual proof has been given?

the

-




the obvious anfwer would be, that all fecurity will be
annihilated, when we lofe our own, whichis both com-

petent and efle@ual—it and not the Britith Parliameat

has raifed cur ftaple trade to its prefent great height.
It gave the export bounties which befides the benefit

of navigaticn, has put our linen trade on ¢qual footing

with the Britifh, whereas till then our linen was cxported
from Britain, as the Lords of the Council have ftated,

“under a diadvantage of 5i per cent.

Recolle@ when the Executive was unable to procure
for you, the full participation of the Mectheuen treaty
with Portugal, and lamented the delay; your Parlia-

ment ftepped in; and by its vigour and decifion com-

pelled Portugal to fubmit to your juft claims.

Recolle&,when during forty years your vi&tualling trade
had been haraffed and reftri@ed by 24 embargoes, orie
of which lafted three years, where did you find relief?
Your Parliament took vp the fubje&, the embargo
ceafed, and none has appeared to opprefs you from that
day. Your Parliament gave you bounties to promote your
agrieulture, which have maintained and enriched you ever
fince ; it gave you the o&ennial bill which firft infuled
the (pirit that animated its exertions to demand and
obtain for yoti a free trade and a free conftitution, the
ever facred and profperotis conftitution of 1782.

After thefe incontrovertible proofs that the Union muit
injure Ireland ¢ were Ito fele@ the place in the kingdom
which is leaft dapable of receiving benefit, and moft ca-
pable of fuffering injury by a Union, it is Cork and the
country around it.

The only manufa&ores in which any fuccefsful at-
tempts have been made in or near Cork, and thofe not ex~
tenfive, are the .woollen and the cotton; but I have

fhewn you that no manufa@ure of woollen or cotion
&~ N
b Gan

v ¥



98
can be promoted any where in Ireland by the meafufe,
And I have thewn you too, that a Union can no way in-
creafe the powers or capabilities of export or import. In
nufa&ure therefore, or in import or export, the Union
offers nothing to Cork-=—and that Cork cannot be.an em-
porium or depot  for ftoring foreign goods, W{_Pitt has
fhewn clearly, inthe quotations I have made from him,

wherein he expofes the folly of Ireland’s entertaining
fuch a hope,

In thefe refpeés, then, a Union offers nothing ; but per-
haps fome may reprefent to themfelves that the eftablith-
ment of a naval dock-yard would be the confequence? In
return, I atk, What could induce the eftablithment of a
dock-yard after a Union more than. before ? or, What
has hitherto prevented it, but that it did not appear to
be a ufeful or defirable fituation ? However, fuppofe
they perfevere, if they look at Plymouth, Portfmouth,
&c. the latter, one of the beft fituations in Britain for
commerce, they will fee that no trade exifts where thofe
great naval dock-yards are eftablifhed; and if they look at
Milford-Haven in Wales, a glorious harbour, yet as a
place of naval refort, much abandoned, they wiil find, I
believe, that any trade which it may have formerly en-
joyed, has not returnied to it. Let them look at Scotland,
has the Union in the courfe of a century caufed a navy
ock-yard to be eftablifhed there ? What hope, then, can
Cork entertain? Its fituation was always the fame it is
now; and the fa muft be, that it is no defirable
one for the purpofe, or the great attention of the various
fuccefive Minifters of Britain to the naval ftrength of the
empire, would long fince have taken advantage of it.

I would bid the people of Cork recolle& that their two
great and enriching articles of export, corn, and pro-
vifions may be deeply endangered by the Union. Their
corn trade has encreafed the agriculture in that province

to
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to a great extent; fhould the alteration of bounties follow
the meafure, which 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 of the corn
trade. Nay more, there is a further value to them in agri-
culture, from the turn that has taken place, and is likely to
encreafe in the demand for provifions; I mean the prefe-
rence that is given to pork over beef. Pork .depends on
agriculture ; and thofe gentlemen of Cork who export
provifions, lately experienced as I believe, the truth of
this affertion ; for, if I am not mif-informed, the demand
for Irith pork was much leflencd by the ftoppage of the
diftilleries in Britain 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 if agriculture decreafes, they may bid farewell to the
pork trade, which will go alofig with ir.

Let Cork advert to the othér branch of their provifion
trade, beef. I have already mentioned Embargoes; and it is
in the recollection of many merchants there, how often
their interefts ufed to be facrificed to the ' advantage
or avarice of Britifh contradors, and how the trade was al-
moft annihilated by the continuance of one embargo for
three years, theyknow how vain were all their applications
for redrefs until the Parliament, which they are now in-
vited to extinguifh 4nd 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 of any {uch injuftice fince.
Let even thofe who don’t agree with me in thefe apprehen-
fions, confider that it is poffible they may not be altogether
ill-founded ; let the people of Cork fee that no temptation is

‘;ldout by the Union to induce them even to hazard the
R 0O poflibility
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poffibility of danger, that they are thriv’iﬁg 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, of the prof-
perous and rifing ftate of this kingdom ; you all muft know
it, but I will not reft the fa& as my own affertion. I will
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
¢ kingdom of Ireland had rifen toa heighth of profperity un-
¢ hoped for, and unparalleled in any former era; that our
¢« commerce had been largely extended, our Conftitution
¢ highly improved, and every clafs of {ubjelts conciliated by
¢ the moft liberal acts of conceflion and indulgence.’

Are you going to giveup that Conftitution almoft at the
moment you have declared it highly improved.—Do you
want to be better than well ? Take caution from the hiftory
of that foolith man who was well, would be better, took
phyfic, and died.

But we are triumphantly told of the example of Scot-
land, and the great advantages fhe has derived from the
Union 3 I fay there is no fimilarity in our fituation and hers ;
{he was connedted with England only by the accidental
circumftance of the Crown of England having defcended
to her monarch, in all other refpects fhe was as foreign as
Hanover to England.

" By this junction of the crowns fhe loft the refidence of
- her morarch, and became fubje&t to foreign influence in
al], her national concerns; deprefled in her trade, in every

thing
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thing of value to her ftate, fhe was gradually declining
as a nation from that period.

Scotland had no conftitution like Britain—her two houfes
fat together, and the reprefentatives of the people did not
hold the purfe of the nation—her king by his power of
creating peers could at any day overpower the voices of
the Commons by numbers, juft as the 558 Britifth members
could overpower our pitiful 100 delegates—her parliament
even with this imperfe& conftitution had not a dclibera-
tive power; it could difcufs no fubje& but what was pre-
vioufly prepared by the Lords of the Articles, fomewhat as
ours was limited by Poyning’s Act to whatever the Privy
Council {hould think proper to pointout. Morcover the two
kingdoms had no affe€tion, but much national diflike and
prejudice towards each other, they never had been good
neighbours, and the Scotch feelings had been particularly
roufed by many recent circumftances ; fhe was the only
maritime ftate without fettlement or trade beyond Eue
rope, and therefore had made a great effort in 1696, to
eftablith a colony at Darien, and formed a company by
A& of Parliamentand Royal Charter for trading to Afia,
Africa, and the Indies. The Parliament of England took
alarm and addreffed the King, and the company was broke
in 1699, by the interference of Britain getting the fub-
feriptions at Amfterdam, Hamburgh and elfewhere witha
drawn ; by prohibiting the American colonies from holding
any correfpondence with the Scotch, who had a&ually made
the fettlement, and by encouraging the Spaniards to attack
it : the unfortunate colony was of courfe {oon deftroyed,—
and the Scotch Nation faw with mortification many of'
their nobles flaughtered at Darien, 400,000l. of proper-
t dgﬁroyed and their hope of an extenfive foreign trade

annihilated. It is no wonder fuch proceedings fhould hurt
' theiz
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their feelings towards England, and the utter demolition of
this Darien company, though encouraged by their King at
firlt, thewed them their own defperate fituation and the
predominant and injurious effects of Englifh power; thofe
feelings flill’encreafed until they broke out in 1704 by their
pafling an Act of Security whereby England and Scotland
were to be legally disjoined fo foon as Queen Anne fhould
die ; this Act ordered Fencible troops to be mifed, armed
and trained.—They alfo paffed an A& for the export of
their wool to France which was then at-war with England.

This condu&t was followed on the part of England by fe-
verity and intimidation; an A&k appointing commiflioners
for a Union was pafled, it enacted the Scotch to be aliens,
forbidding arms and ammunition to be exported into Scot-
land, and, prohibiting the import of their cattle, which
were five-fixths of their whole export, and the import of
their linen and their coals, until they fhould fettle the crown
as Britain had.

Their trade had been lucrative with France and Hola
land—the Englifh admiralty ordered cruifers to feize their
fhips—the lords addreffed for troops to be fent to the Fron-
tiers—hoftilities were on the point of commencing and they
had no means of prevention; being no part of the Britifh
Empire; they muft fee that the becoming a part would
be a fure remedy---devoid of a conftitution worth preferv-
ing, they might fee a glorious acquifition in obtaining the
Britifh, in fhort they might fee that in a Union 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.
They
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They had every difadvantage of an unequal and very im-
perfed connexion with a powerful and a jealous rival, they
had much to gain and little to lofe, their fituation at the
time alfo rendered them fucceptible of peculiar benefits—
low in manufaCture, cramped in trade, they muft fee
happinefs in an offer of being incorporated with a nation
cich in trade and manufafture.—Scotland could not long
hefitate to accept a fhare in all the benefits of a greatand
encreafing commerce, not one atom of which fhe could
otherwife enjoy. Nature too feemed to point out to the in-
habitants of the fame ifland, to ceafe their mutual jarrs
and become one people, and if Munfter was a diftin&t king-
dom in this ifland, fituated as Scotland was, I {thould be a
ftrong advocate for Munfter’s uniting with the reft of the
iland. But look at our fituation,—a conftituent part of
the empire, we enjoy all its various branches of trade,
and have a right to and receive its protection; feparated by
nature by the Irith channel, the two kingdoms have not
been fubjeét to the incurfions, and deadly hates and animofi-
ties which diftrated Scotland and England—we are not only
united to the crown, but to the empire infeparably, our
friends, our enemies always the fame, and our interefls as
well as our laws binding wus in that Union.—We have
long enjoyed a free Conftitution, we have it as free and as
much calculated for happinefs, for fecurity, and for every
blefling of fociety as any nation upon earth, equally of
as England.—With this, with every power of trade, with
every port in the univerfe that is open to England, open
likewife to sy we have nothing to gain and we have much
to lofe,—we have to lofe, that Conftitution under which we
have thriven fince its Final Adjuftment in 1782, and which
has raifed us into manufadtures, trade, affluence, and fta-

tion among the nations of the carth.
in
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In preferving this” Conftitution we retain all the means
of trade, through all the various channels of wealth, as
Open now to us as to Britain, whereas if we facrifice it to
the nonfenfical proje&t in queftion, wealth will vanifh
when freedom is banithed, and we have more to lofe than
mere wealth or trade; we have that to lofe. for-which Eng-
lilthmen in every age have fought and bled; for which our
anceltors glorioufly perfevered ir battle ; and for the prefer-
vation of which the Britith Empire is now engaged in the
moft arduous war,—Liberty, not as inculcated by modern
political traitors, but found genuine conftitutional Liberty,

I have now proved the different fituation of the two king-
doms, and that there is no fimilarity between that of Ire-
land in 1799 and that of Scotland in 1706, and I might
difmifs the fubje&, but I'will for a moment admit the com-
parifon, to fhew you that every argument drawn from it,
ftrongly urges us againft a fimilar experiment. The argu.-
ment is thallow, which attributes every increafe of trade,
of population, of wealth in Scotland from that day to
this, to the Union, as if nothing was due to the progre{~
five ftate of the world " during a century, and Scotland
alone amidft furrounding nations was to have remained
ftationary ; if fuch was the vicioufnefs of her Conftitution,
the miferies of her fituation or the depreflion of her re-
fources 3 well might fhe have accepted any terms,

But has Scotland advanced in profperity fince the Union
as much as Ireland ? Mr. Dundas her great advocate, flateg
the progrefs of her linen manufacture, to thew her increafe
of profperity, it was one millien of yards in 176, and in
1796, 23 millions. How does the linen manufacture of
Ircland ftand the comparifon ?

Its
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Yards. Value.

Its export was in 1706 = 530,833 22,750

1983 16,039,705 1,060,313

1796 46,705,319 3,113,087
that is 88 times greater, as to quantity, and 137 times
greater as to value in 1796 thanin 1700, and thus that manu-
faCture whichis the ftaple of both kingdoms, and which Mr.
Dundas 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 protection of Ireland’s
Parliament, while during the fame period it rofe in united
Scotland without a refident Parliament from 1 to 23 only.
Has Mr. Dundas any more fuch arguments to produce ?

He and Mr. Pitt feem confcious they have little to urge
by holding Scotland to us as an example, for they both ftate
one folitary inftance of Glafgow’'s rife, and yet as I am in-
formed, thatvery town has decreafed in its trade ever fince

the American war.

But why don’t they rely on the encreafed population of
Scotland as well as on its trade, it was 1 million, at the
Union, and Mr. Pitt fays it is a million and a half now,
but Ireland had little above 1% miilion of inhabitants at the
fame time, and has near'42 now. If population be a defir-
able object, if it be riches to a ftate, and the means of en-
creafing the empire’s ftrength, Ireland has encreafed three
fold without a'Union, and Scotland only one half with it.

Why don’t he refer to their agriculture, which is peculiar-
ly applicable to the queftion, becaufe its rife began in Ircland
with the Conftitution of 1782, which the Miniiter now wants
to annihilate ? it has rifen fince that period to the value of
full'a million yearly, including the decreafe or rather ftop-
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page of import, the immenfe acceflion of home demand,
and the encreafing export; even fo much as to fupply large-

ly every year, this afftuent kingdom whofe profperity we are
defired to imitate, and who cannot maintain itfelf.

And why does not Mr. Dundas who compliments me by
faying I defcended to create an alarm on the ftaple manufac-
ture of Ireland, which is the great manufa@ure of the count
I reprefent,—why does not he defcend teo tell us the opinion
of his country-man, Mr. Adam Smith on the beneficial ope-
rations of the Scotch Union.—Did it promote trade or ma-
nufature in Smith’s opinion ? No. His words are in 1775,
¢ of all commercial advantages which Scotland has derived
¢ from the Union, the rife in the price of cattle is perhaps the
“ greateft.” The live cattle on which we have laid duties to
check their export. And again, ¢ the price of wool was re-
¢ duced by the Union, excluding it from the great markets
¢ of Europe, and confining it to the narrow one of England.’

If Treland then ftands the comparifon with united Scot-
land, let us try how fhe ftands even with united Britain.

Value.
The exports of Ireland were in 1706 548,318

1783 2:935’067
1796 5,064,834

The exports from Britainin 1706 6,512,086
1708 6,060,089
1796 27,621,843

InTreland the exports rofe nearly from one to ten, and
in_ Britain from the year after the Union, (which I have
chofen for fair comparifon, as it includes the Scotch trade,)
from 1 to3 and a fraltion,—the Irifh is falmoft ten times
a5 great as it was in 1706, the Britifth not 4 times.

I take
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- I take theé year 1796, becaufe Mr. Dundas feleéted it,
and you will obferve in the Irifh ftatements that the exports
of 1783 are marked, that you may compare them with
with 1796 and fee the great fpring which the free Con-
{titution has give to-trade and manufature. The ge-
neral export rofe in 78 years to 1782 from 1 to g,
and in 14 years after 1782 from § to 10, The linen
export in the 78 years rofe from 1 to 32, and in the
laft 14, from 32 to 88: fo that the ‘general export rofe
as muchin the laft 14 years, as it had done, not only
during the preceding 78 years, but during all time preced-
ing 3 and the linen encreafed in the laft 14 years very nearly
to treble the amount of what it had been before,

And will you part with the Conflitution of 1782 ?
No I—If the whole of this comparifon fays any thing,
it cries out in emphatic terms to all Ircland, to every
honeft Irithman—NO UNION !!!—Rejeét,the offer, and
adhere to the Conftitution of 182 ; the immenfe value of
which, every argument advanced for the Union, every
enquiry into the ftate of things fince, points out to you

in every circumf{tance.

To conclude this part of the fubje®. The queftion
between England and Scotland was, Union or to-
tal Separationgimmediately on the demife of the Crown.
The queftion between us, is, the Minifter’s proje@, or the
Conftitution of 17823 the Union we poflels, which guards
us againft Separation, and works well in pratice, or a new
one, at the expence of our liberty, our tranquillity, and
our happinefs, which, in its very terms, leads to Separa-
tion. Seton, whom Mr. Dundas quotes at length, recom- .
mended the Union of Scotland to prevent Separation :—we

oppofe the propofed Union from the fame motive.
P I now
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1 now proceed to a fubje& which I wifh had fever been
mentioned—the competence of Parliament; it is danger-
ous in a popular aflembly to ftate, that there are points
where the powers of the legiflature end and thofe of the
people at large begin; fuch peints are incapable of definition,
and the aflertion is capable of very dangerous mifinterpreta-
tion.—I am happy therefore it is no way neceflary to go into
it, let me only remark this: whatever may or may not be
its competence, the dotrine of the omnipotence of 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 Union 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 of the Union at its plea-
fure ; and if this omnipotence can confolidatetwo feparate
Legiflatures, it may equally ‘confolidate the two feparate
Houfes, or the three eftates of each, and then take from the
Commons the Conftitutional power over the purfe of the
nation, and give it to the King, as was the cafe virtually
in Scotland, priorto the Union.

*

It may, with the fame power that it removes the Irifh
Parliament out of the realm of Ireland, remove the Britifh
Parliament out of the realm of Britain, to Jerfey, Guernfey,
the Weft Indies, or the Ifle of Man : in the fame courfe of
reafoning, it may put down any branch of the Conftitution,
and juftify the ufurpation of Cromwell. An argument
which proves too much, proves nothing. I withit never had
been mentioned, it makes an unneceflary wafte of time; for if
1 have fhewn you, that our ftation in the Britith Empire refts
on a firm bafis, that our connexion with Great Britain is folid
to every practical purpofe, that it does not hang by a thread,
but is rivetted on the interefts, the fentiments, and affec-

: tions
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tions of both mations ; and that thofe rivets are clofed and
kept firm by the regulations of 1782. That the Union
thus confolidated, is the moft ftrong and effectual, which
human wifdom could form between two kingdoms, fituated
as Great Britain and Ireland are: that every imperial con-
~ cern has ever fince been arranged as foon as known: that the
Conftitution then eftablifhed has not anly worked well, (to
ufe a modern phrafe) to promote the ftrength and energy of
the Empire, but to raife this kingdom into profperity,
and keep it in a fteady and rapid advance even beyond
the utmoft hopes of its warmeft advocates 3 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 power of taxation, and veft it in Britain. If
no trade, no manufactures, no capital, has been or can be
given to you by the meafure ; but on the contrary, all you
enjoy will be rendered infecure ¢ if it encreafss your abfens
tees, draws away the property, the talents, and the induf-
try of the country ; if it damps all enterprize, and degrades
a great and rifing kingdom into an abje&t and deprefled colo-
ny; if no means of tranquility or fecurity againft the ene-
my is to be its refult, but difcontent and danger is to savife
from it if it tends to difunite the affeCtions, and to create
jealoufy between the two great members of the Empire,
who are now firmly, happily, and cordially united : if the
example of Scotland, which is held out to you as a temp-
tation, affords no one inducement, but as far as any argu-
ment can be drawn from it, warns you loudly againft the
meafure, in fhort, if your own Parliament is compgtent,
and more effe¢tual than any other, to every work of Legif-
Jation or Parliamentary exertion, for all the particular con-
cerns of Ireland, and for every Imperial purpofe, it 1s
needlefs to enquire into its power, or its competence, as to an
object, in which it can have no one inducement to exercife

; power
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power, and every poflible motive to decline it ;. it is wifer to
look to its competence to do good, to protect and fupport
the country. Store up in your minds then, the words of Lord
Camden laft May ¢that the wifdom, the firmnefs and
¢ {pirit manifefted by the Houfe of Commons during the
“ whole of that eventful period, and their peculiar promp-
¢ titude, alacrity, and unanimity, mufttend in the moft
¢ effeCtual manner to crufh rebellion and fave the ftate,” and
again, ¢ the promptitude and fpirit of the Houfe of Com.
¢ mons muft ever be remembered with gratitude by the
€ country and myfelf, they have enabled me to develope
“and expofe the deepeft confpiracy that ever exifted, and
¢ to place the kingdom in a ftate to meet the efforts of 2
¢ foreign as well as a domeftic enemy.” Remember the
thanks of his Majefty to you by your prefent viceroy in
O&ober laft, ¢ for the unfhaken 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 of your country.” Be it yous
pride to be competent to fuch glorious exertions,

It is needlefs to enter into the details of a meafure, the
principle of which, I truft, will never be entertained : one
thing only I will remark, that if the purity of Parliament
depends on the purity of ele@ion—if that purity refts on
Mr. Grenville’s law for controverted eletion, which ne
man can deny, his law muft be inoperative to Ireland in
a united Parliament, and of courfe you cannot preferve
the purity of eleftion or of Parliament, fo far as that
law is concerned. You all know the number of wit-
nefles to be examined on an elefion trial; the many
whofe evidence occur during the very trial to be neceflary,
and the great delay and heavy expence attending the whole.
How then could you have fuch a trial in London? The ex-

pence
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pence alone would be fo formidable, that few, very few
would be capable, and fewer willing to undertake a petiti-
on: the Sheriff would virtually enjoy the power of no-
mination, and if ever Government, in its zeal for the
public fervice, fhould happen to think it right to appoint
Sheriffs with a view to elections (I do not fay they ever
do) the nomination of the Members would finally reft
with that government.

I have gone through every argument, or affertion, that
any of the Britih or Irifh advocates for this fatal meafure have
advanced, except one, which regards the ftate of Religion
in this kingdom, itis too delicate a fubjectto difcufs unnecef-
farily, and I cannot but condemn the imprudence which has
brought it forward now, as if the obje€t were by roufing ani-
mofities, and fetting the nation by the ears, to make any
change even that of furrendering its liberty and indepen-
dance, worth confideration, if not worth trial. I will only
obferve on it, that Mr. Pitt’s language is of fuch a nature, that
one would imagine he had the two religions on either fide of
him, and one was not to hear what he faid to the other.
He tells the Catholic in his fpeech, that it is not eafy to
fay, what thould be the church eftablifhment in this kingdom,
and his sth refolution ftates that the prefent church efta-
blifhment is to be preferved. He tells them, that the time
for difcufling their fituation muft depend on two points,
¢ when their condut fhall make it fafe, and when the temper
of the times fhall be favourable,’ and Mr. Dundas adds,
"¢ if ever fuch a time fhall come.” Let me afk you, in common
fenfe, is an Irifh Parliament incompetent to decide thefe
points, to deliberate, to judge on matters which pafs in
Ireland : and is a foreign and uninformed aflembly adequate
to it ? It is a weak and filly impofition.

Were
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Were I to addrefs the Catholics, the Proteftants, and
all religions, I would fay, your Countryis in danger, a
defperate attempt is on foot to feduce you to furrender
the independence of your Parliament. You are all natives
of the fame ifland, interefted in its trade, its profperity, its
freedom, and in all the bleflings of a glorious and happy
conftitution—bound by every tic of duty to yourfelves,
your country, and your pofterity, to prefeve it, join all
hands and hearts together, bring the vefiel into port, forget
all family differences, all local or partial jealoufies, and fave
Ireland, fave your country. Tell the bold minifter who
wants to take away your Conflitution, 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 abjet colony.

To any of you who have doubts on the meafure, 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 kgot—no appeal, no
Parliament left, to hear, to argue, or to fpeak for you ; and
if the ftep you take fhould prove wrong, if it thould unfortu-
nately end inthe nation’s calling for her oldConftitution again,
and the politics of a Britifh Cabinet fhould be fo defperate as
not to liften to that call, think of the dreadful confequences
you may be the caufe of, if fatally the fhock of arms fhould
follow. Even to you whofe convidtion is clear, I would fay, if
the majority of your countrymen think differently from you,
if even a refpeCtable part of them only think fo, don’t reft fo
confidently on your own judgments, as torifk ameafurewhich
you cannot undo ; remember then if the diréful neceflity
fhould ever arrive to make it expedient—you may embrace

x
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it when you pleafe, but if once adopted, it is irrevocable.
—Were I fpeaking in another aflembly, and if in fuch
affembly any member fat returned for a borough, where
the wifhes of the electors followed the voice of fome
one individugl by which he became to have an habitual fu-
periority, and of courfe a ftrong intereft ia its prefervation,
(I don’t fay fuch a cafe exifts here, though it might not be
unparliamentary to fuppofe it.) I would tell him, he isa
truftee, and without pofitive and diret defire, he fhould not
do an a& which is to annihilate the intereft he is entrufted
with.—No, no—let all join in cherifhing the Parhament—it
is a good one, and has done its duty—it has proved itfelf
competent to every purpofe of legiflation, to {ecure peace, to
put down rebellion, and had its vigour been followed up
fince laft June, peace would have been fince fecured, and
rebellion extinguifhcd.—Rcfufc the meafure, but refufe it
with calmnefs and dignity.—Let not the offer of it leflen
your attachment or weaken your affections to Britain, and
prove that you are, and with to be, as the Duke of Portland
told you you were, indiffolubly connelled awith Great Britain,
one in unity of conflitution and unity of interefl.—DBut above all,
revere and fteadily preferve that Conftitution which was con-
firmed to you under his adminiftration in 1782, and which
has given you Wealth, Tradc, Profperity, Freedom and In-
dependence.

FINIS.
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