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PREFACE.

AFTER the difcuflion of a fubje&t that
has employed the pens of fo many diftin-
guithed writers, I cannot flatter myfelf
that I have been able to, produce much
novelty., The fame ideas,I am fenfible,
may have been anticipated by others; I
may have miftaken memory for origina-
lity, and treated the queftion with an af-
perity not ealeulated, perhaps, to enfure
admirers : but it never was my cuftom to
give up the expreflion of intelligible truth,
for the dealing out of a thoufand fine
fentences, framed only to impofe by their
fpccioufhc-fé, and feduce by parade. Such
arts I teeat as I do a falfhood, and would
confign them to the fame contempt. Of
all politicians, the flattering and {fophifti-
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cal are the moft to be defpifed,' and at the
fame time the moft to be guarded againft.
I refpe&t the man who fhall fpeak out,.
regardlefs of danger, and fearing. only
that he doth not utter a l.anguagc ftrong
enough to be heard and attended to,
Such I confider as true Independence,. not
that other which affumes its name, and
artfully and arrogantly paffes for it.

For «the Speaker, as well in his indivi-
dual as in "his political charé;_&cr, I enter-
tain a great refpect : but infallibility be-
longs to no man. The work of fo able
a writer had required a fuller anfwer than
the limits of thefe fheets would have al-
ldwed, and one far more copious and {yf-
tematic yet lies on my table. Should the
prefent work be favourably received, it is
poffible I may gather up my papers, and
arrange them into another publication :
and 1in that event I requeft the public will
confider fuch work as but a concatena-
tion of the general argument. One thing
fhould be obferved: Whilc the purity of

: the



the Britith Conflitution is refpe@ed and
admired by all men; to a full underfland-
ing of the quefiion of Union, that Con-
flitution, @s adminiflered in Ireland, mufk
be fevere]y and unflatteringly viewed. To
enable us to corret it, we muft view it
bath as it ftands and as it ought to ftand;

not partially and by piece-meal, but un-
detached and entire: the whole fhould be
taken together. The exifting flate of the
people fhould be compared with the con-

ftitution, and that again compared with

the cx1ﬁmg ﬂate of the people. The times
themfelves, with all their bearings and cir-
cumftances, muft be taken into the ac-
count. ' In morals, and ftill more in poli-
tics, a thing may abftraledly be wrong,
yet in its relative application may be right ;
and offered as a mean of preventing a real
evil, it then becomes a duty to perform.
Pride, being a paflion, and the moft delu-
five of all ‘paffions, is an intruder, and
thereforeé.fhould have no voice: wifdom
alone is ecompetent to decide whether Ire-
laqd ﬂlall be dlfenchanted of the fpe@re,

that



( v )
that like 2 night-mare has o‘ppre{féd her
virtue. That wif{dom has not yet been ré-
forted to; and the grand queftion yet re-
mains for the talents and the int_c'grity of
the country to determine.

The Speaker’s name appearsto his Book,
and I have fairly put mine to this: the
coward only fights in a mafk; and fhould
thefe Papers receive an anonymous An-
fwer, I certainly fhall not vouchfafe to
notice it. '

A LETTER,



LETTER, &e.

SIRr;

.-AAMONG the hecatomb of pamphlets lately of-
fered to, the genius of Union, the Speech of the
Right Hon. John Fofter has not been the leaft
worthy or deferving of acceptance. This is all that
I think neceffary to obferve by way of apology for
obtruding myfelf ot the public notice, after the fub-
ject has been fo amply and fo ably treated by others.
You, Siry ftand on high ground; nothing that you
fpeak; nothing that you write; comes with indiffe-
rence to the world. I claim no fuch pre-eminence :
‘but the very diftinction you poflefs, 4nd the efteem
you are held in, are powerful niotives with me for
not allowing your pamphlet to paf§ unnoticed: at
the fame time I fhould not think I deferved well of
my country, were T to fit down a filent fpeCtator of
the mifchiefs which I frankly own your ‘well-written,
and; I truft, well-intended {peech feems calculated to
produce. | |

One gentléman; indeed, whofe talents ate as f{u-
perior to mine; as yours, Sir, are fuperior to thofe
of common men, has in a ftrain of excellent elo= -
quence and acutenefs, combated the whole of your
book. + With that gentleman I enter into no compe-
tition, and even hefitate to glean after him the leaf-
ings of the harveft he has reaped, having no hope
' B e
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to enfure attention but from the confequence of the
charater I have the honor to addrefs, and the great
importance of the fubject before us. How you will
be able to fet afide the arguments employed. by the
learned author of the « Review” of yourifpeech, I
know not; though fhould you condélcend to notice
fo obfcure a writer as myfelf, Ihave notthe vanity to
fuppofe that you may not repel with eafe any obfer-
vations that I, Sir, am capable of making. For
notwithftanding Mr. Smith has  anticipated me in
moft of the points in your {peech-that immediately
required refutation, fomething ‘he has left for others
to obferve on, or touched them only with a light
hand, as thinking them perhaps of inferior regard.

It may be faid, in the language of the turf, that I
come at the heel of the hunt: 1 do not deny it: 1
refpected the talents of others more than I did my
own, and the magnitude of the fubje, I confefs,
deterred me from an undertaking to which 1 fele
myfelf unequak ~ Late as it is, even now I thould not
appear in the field, had Mr. Smith not ftood alone
in the combat with fo experienced an adverfary, or
had any other gentleman * feconded his very able and
patriotic efforts, 1 waited in filent hope that fome
writer more competent than myfelf, would break a
lance with you: And if I am late in entering the
lifts, the delay can be injurious to none fo much as
to myfelf.

The grand miftake you feem to have led your
readers into is, that the removal of the Irith Parlia-
ment to London would be a furrender of its inde-
pendence, as cftablifhed in the year 1782. -If your
pofition were allowed you, there would ke an enc}
' o

% After I had written the above, Do&or Clarke's admirable pamphlet on
the Union was put into my hand, ~ Whether it was compofed with'an eye to
the Speaker’s pamphlet, I will not determine : but I faould fuppofe not : by
a clofe attention to that excellent work, it looks asif it-had been written be-
fore Mr Fofter's fpeech had been publifhed, and was afterwards adapted to
anfwer his commescial ftatements,



e e S e e DM 1 R et § ey o e S bl e
: ¥ 4 v

7

of the argument, and the expedicnce of its removal
would be the only queftion between us.  On that ex-
pedlence, however, I fhall certamly fay a few words
in their proper place. In the mean while I cannot
allow your pofition, that the removal of the Irith
Parhament to Ldndon would be a furrender of its
independence.  4es wos v snews, faid the philofopher,
give me room to {tand on, and I will move the world:

but the philofopher failed; the room he wanted he
could not find, and the world has not yet been mov-
ed. Neither ‘the premifes you have laid down, nor
the conclufions you have drawn, have convineed me
that Ireland would lofe the f{malleft portion of her
independence, were her Legiflature at 'this moment
incorporated with that of Great Bricain, On the
contrary, Sir, the very arguments you employ to
thew the extinction and annihilation of her indepen-
dénce in the United Parliament, are to me {o many
proofs that {he enjoys no prefent indépendence what-
éver, and that an Union" will give'her that complete
independence fhe now wants to make her great and
refpectable. 1 fhall procccd to. examine the quel-
tion.

In treating this fubjet, two things, I apprehend,

and two only, are at, plcﬁ:nt neceft ary to be confi-
‘déred.  Firft, and prmmpally, whether Ireland 5 an
independent nation ? Secondly, fuppoling her to be
that independent mation, whether fuch her indepen-
dence would be deftroyed by an Union? On thefe
I conceive much of the prcfcnt queftion will be found
to turn: for, as I faid before, ' am pot now fpeaking
to the expedierce of the meafure.

To the ﬁ:[ﬂ:, potwithftanding the parchment-roll of
eighty-twoy I take upon me to fay in the moft unqua-
lified terms, that Ireland is #2! independent, or that
fhe is independent in form only. Subftantially the is,

~and ever muft be, dependent on England: An Uni-
on maly, or a total disjunétion, can at Xt any time make
B 2 her



her otherwife. T care not whom I ftartle, or whom |
offend by fuch language. Thefe are not times to
difguife truth, or compliment the great, il lefs to
flatter nations into a dangerous fecurity. Pcrba s it
is not one of the worflt evils that afli&t Ireland, that
while fhe poﬁ'eﬁ'es the ceremony of. mdcpcndcnce, the
miftakes the pageant for the triumph, and proudly
imagines that the enjoys fupremacy. It.is that pride
which at once deceives and deftroys her;—an enemy
the more dangerous becaufe delufive, and infpiring a
falfe confidence. As a nation capable of exercifing
the functions of fovercign governmcnt, and arbitrat-
ing for herfelf independent of England, Ireland is juft
as depcndent at this day as fhe was at any one period
previous to the year 1782.-In my opinion, Sir,
Ireland may date her complete dependence on Great
Britain, the very day fhe fet up for herfelf: the ex-
pences of her acquired conftitution, to which the
ought to have known that fhe was unequal; the i in-
conﬁ[’tencws of her new heterogeneous government,
that ftared her jin the face, had fhe been willing to
look at them; and above all, an encreafed arifto-
cracy of influence and (':Orruptlon, which’ fhe ought
to have forefeen, having rendered her at this mo-
ment the moft dependent and fubfervient nation in
the world, "And as if nothing thould be wanting to
make that dependence fure, an Encrhfh Parliament—
perhaps neceffarily fo—elected by ‘Englithmen, and
forming as it were a pale of its own, to the exclu-
fion of the original inheritors of the land, fits conffi-
tutionally in Dublin, to. deliberate . and determine on
the general interefts of England. Sir, it is England
. fitting in Ireland, as after Union it will be Ireland
ﬁmng in England. Irecanp has no Parliament: it
is impoffible the fhould : Ireland is the only nation in
the univerfe that has not a pesple. She has a par-
celled, difunited populace, but the has no people. Her
mulmudc are a compound of Saﬂ“ naghs and Meri
" Hibernict,



Hebernici, of Anglo-Irith and Ierno-Englifh, of a
champignon Proteftant ariftocracy, and an ab-origj- -
nal Catholic poor, tamed, trampled, cruthed. This,
Sir, is the conftitution that you call independent, but
which a philofopher contemplates with very different
eyes.- Aslreland has no people, fo fhe can have no Par~
liament, much lefs an sudependent one. The multi-
tude know 1it, they do not want to be told it.: they
know it by the beft teft in the world; they know - it
by their feelings, which cannot deceive them., They
feel they are at this moment juft asdependent on an
Englith Parliament fitting in Ireland, the Parliament
that deceived them into independence, as they were on
the will of their firft mafter, Hengy, to whom they
fubmitted. = The people—if a people they be—do
not acknowledge your Parliament, neither can they
acknowledge it, fo long as they are excluded from. its
pale and participation. Call it_by what name you
pleafe, the dependence of Ireland is not changed ; it
remains the very fame, as well becaufe the native is
neither reprefented, nor figs in what he ‘is told is his
own Parliament, as becaufe that native depends on the
very Parliament which excludes him ; which Parlia-
ment again depends on the country that had ravifhed
his territory from him—hisdependence in eodem tertio,
thus flicking to him;like a burning fhirt, century after
century,—as becaufe that s Glorious Independence”
creates afcendancy, and enriches his opprefiors by mak-
ing him poor indeedd Impoverithed and made the pro-
perty of every new mafter, and transferred like the other
live-ftock of ‘his eountry—he hath no interelt in‘an
airy unfubftantigl ‘independence, or.fubftantial only to
thofe whom it furnifhes with the means of the bafeft
ambition_and fouleft intrigues, not lefs deftructive of
morals and good Government, than inconfittent with
the pride and the dignity of an Iudependent nation.
Were Iréland independent in any thing but in"name,
{he ‘might do many things fhe is now incapable of
. o perform-
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performing.  For inftance, the might fan&tion her
own bills, without modifying the matter, or befeech-
ing England to become the arbitrefs of he laws, by
lappmcr her own Great Seal to the back of thehim

This fealing, indeed, of Irith dependence  you flile a
mere « theoretic difference in the two conflitutions ;’
p. 24. Which you explam by faying, thatit ¢ renders
our conftitution inferior.” _ But then, confeious that
you had diftlofed a fevere trut_h, this inferiority you
affirm, ¢ is notinjurious to us, but neceflary,and one
we are content with.” Jbid.—Thus, Sir, by your own
account of the matter, your free, your glorious inde-
pendence begins in theory and ends in mfenonty, as
your mfcnorlty concludes /in neceffity.” Pray, Sir,
what is this but faying, that Irifh lndcpendencc par-
takes more of theory than of practice, of inferiority
than of equality, of fubordination than of fovereignty,
and in addition to this, that humiliation is neceffary to
mdependence and again, that with this humiliation high-
minded }reland is comtent ? 1 confefs my total inability
to put any other mcamng on your words; and except-
ing the ¢« content” you fo gracioufly give us, your
argument, it is prefumed, has made a full furrender of
the queftion. = So far, however, from Ireland being
content with her pfeudo-mdependcnec, (though per-
haps her Parliament is, becaufe it may find its account
in it) it appearsthat her weak and abafing dependence
1s the true and only fource of her difcontent, which it
is now the object of Great Britain to remove. This
difcontent muft either continue and encreafe under her
independence, or by an union of affetion and inter-
eft, more than of legiflatures, be cxtmgmfhcd in a
perfect cquality of rights and power.’

Sir, you know very well that under your favourite
fertlement of 1782, the minifter of Ireland is caft into
the back ground, and blotted as it were from your
code, while the minifter of England affumes the whole

refpons
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refponfibility, nota very enviable one I will allow, of
your laws; thus throwing you at once into the arms
of England, on whom your independence is made to
depend for the legalization of its legiflative ads. ~Not
a bill iflues from your two Houfes of Parliament that
the Britith minifler may not arreft in its progrefs to
the threne, and in the Alderman’s phrafe, cufbion it
altogether. He has only to fay that he does not like
it, that he deems it injurious, or dangerous, or that it
may affect his own life, of which you may be fure he
will take very good care. This power, I' thall be
told, will never be improperly exercifed': but that,
Sir, is a begging of the queftiony-and proves your
dependence jult as mueh as if it were exercifed never
fo njurioufly. Yet this controlling power in the Britifb
minifter, by the operation of a little ftate-logic « con-
firms the freedom and independence of the rifh Par-
liament.” p. 24. Your argument, I apprehend,
would have come with a better stace, had you ftated
it thus: < It is not probable the Britith minifter will
ever bring the queftion to'the cuthion; for as the con-
ftitution has made him the refponfible, fo will he take
care to make himfelf the political father of Irifh bills =
to reje, therefore, or caft them off when they are
brought home, would be a virtual illegitimating of his
own offspring, or at leaft the denying to his infants
(for as yet, Sir, you fee they cannot fpeak) the be-
nefit of parental protection.”  Had you put your ar-
gument fomewhat in this fhape, you might have
fhown that it was not very likely the Britith Minifter
would baftardife his Irifh bantlings.

In the next page indeed you change your note, and
there your argument borrows the very inconfiftencies
it defends. *This vero, or if you will, this refpon(ibi-
lity of the Britith Minifter, you entitle, for you could
not avoid allowing ir, <« the power of the Britith Par-
hament extending to the controul of the Irifh Par-

| | liament.”
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liament.” Now; your final adjufiment, - Wwé were
taught to believe, had -deftroyed the controlling
power of the Britith Parliament over the Irith Par-
liament: but here you tell us that it had not. It
« extends,” you fay, « to the controul of the third
eftate of the Irith Parliament ;” thatis; as you chufe
to phrafe it, « a controul on the King’s naked power
of affent only.”—No matter: it is a controul: it is
Britifb controul over Iri/b independence; and that is
all I contend for: and ‘whether the Britith Minifter
individually, or the Britith Parliament colletively;
or the King as one branch of that Parliament, exer-
cifes this difcretionary controul, is. immaterial to the
queftion. Where there is controul; there muft be de-
pendence : it is the natural order of things, which no
political circumftances can alter or evade. Depen-
dent you are’: and it is ridiculous to fay youare inde-
pendent, while you cannot give life to your own laws,
but depend on your neighbour to animate their dead
letter. .

Nor is this all. - Every circumftance attending your
conftitution, fpeaks the dependence of Ireland more
forcibly than language can exprefs it. Do you not at
this moment depend on Great Britain for refources, for
revenue, for troops? No: fuch dependence you will
perhaps tell me 1s Ireland’s « fecurity and effectual
pledge, confirming,” as you faid of the Great Seal of
England, her « freedom and independence.” p. 24
and 25. ‘But let me afk you, Sir, What armies of
her own can Ireland lead into the field 2 much lefs,
where, I befeech you, refides her power to controul
or direct them ?  Is that a confirmation of Irith Inde-
pendence ?  What navies can fhe launch, either to
conquer or to defend ? She has harbours, but where
are her fhips of war to fill them ? Go feck them in
the Eaft and in the Weft, from the Equator to the

Pole, and you fhall not find them, ~She has a Courlt:'
| : 0



of Addiitalty, but where is her maritime dominion ?*
She has [pirit, but where are her finews ? What am-
" baffadors has the, or what ambaffadors ever had fhe ?
or what ambafladors can fhe have, or ought fhe to
have, independent of England? What country either
does ackrowledge, or would acknowledge her ambaf-
fadors ? Whar ftate fends any to ¢¢ Independent Ire-

land”? or if any one could be found, in what manner -

fhall they be teceived ? I venture toaffert, that were
your Parliament either to fend out, or to entertain
an ambafiador, in a diplomatic character, independent
of Great Britain, it would be guilty of High-trealon,
although perhaps no law might be ‘able to reach
it.  Under ber prefent conftitution, what power does
fhe poffefs cither to form new alliances, or to
preferve old ones ? And what freaties offenlive or
defenfive, of war or of peace; can the either make or
maintain { Mutft fhe not go to war, when England
chufesto go to war?  Muft fhe not'make peace when
England chufes to make peace 2. And yet by a fatality
doomed to crofs her ¢ Glorious Independence” at
every turn, and expofe her to natonal abfurdity—Ire-

e land

\

* The ¢ a& fot regulating the high Court of Admiralty in this king-
dem,” 23 Geo. III. chap. 14. AffTumes an odd fort of power. This act de-
clares, ** That all trealons, felonies, robberies, murders and confederacies
thercafter to be commiiited in or upon the {ca, or in any river, creek, er
place, where the Admiral or Admirals have or pretend to have power, autho-~
rity, er jurifdiction,” 8c. s So confcious was lreland when fhie framed this
att, that fhe poffeifed no maritime jurifdi¢tion of her own, that fhe could not
have mentioned /rifb Admirals without legalizing a lye, and making an a&
of Parliament to affert-a falfhood : nor could flie have mentioned Britsfh Ad-
mirals, without acknowledging the ind=pendence (he had juft been fhaking off.
Of the two evils fhe chof= neither, but adepted a blunder, as fhe had before
adopted independence  As the a& ftands, her maritime jarifdiction, wnder
the loofe and general words Admise/ and Admirals, extends neither to Britifh
Admirals nor tolrifh Admirals, but te certain amphibious Admirals between
both and neither, and jaft as hkely to be French Admirals, or Spanith Ad-
mirals, as Bitifi ox Irith : and then the fed and the river, the creck and the
place, may be the feas, rivers, creeks and places of France, or of Spain,
countries with which England, but not Ireland, is at war; or they may be
the feas, rivets. creeks and places of Great Britain herfelf, of whom indeed
Iteland is independent, but whofe jurifdi@ion by this a& fhe has ufurped and
affamed toliericlf. There is indeed one qualifying word in the a& fufficiently
modeft; to reitri® the jurifdidion to Ireland ; I mean the word prerend, as ber
Admisals it fecmis only pretend to have power,
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Jand can make neither peace nor war, ready enough as
fhe is, without contributing her quotum, to avail her-
felf of mperial advantages, and then attribute thofe
advantages to the independencefhe affeéts 3 asif fhe
difdained or was not indebted to the wealth and the
protection of that country which at once-enriches and
defends her. Tell me not, Sir, that peaceé and war
are regal prerogatives, and that the King of England

15 the King of Ireland.* I knowit: but if you ufe
4 that

¥ DBut the converfe is not true, that the Kingwof Ireland is the King of
England. Tt is in virtue of his being King of England, that the Eleétor of |
Hanover is King of Ireland : and fo trueis this, that the Parliament of
-England enly is competent to alter or tofettle the fucceffion : Ireland potlefles
no power of the fort: and well for the twe comntries, that fhe does not.—
Were this power inherent in her, fhe might give 2 King to England ; and
thus ablurdity multiplies on ablurdity, and each rifes higher than that which
went before. Such is the nature of Irifh' Independence ! This argument
again applies to the cafe of the regency, with which Ireland has no concern
whatever, and therefore it had been as incenfiftent in her to make an aé that
fhould appoint one of her own authority, asto make an aé to adopt that
whieh the Britith Legiflature might give her. She muft accept the Britifh
regent whether (he makes, or doesnot make, an act for that purpofe, or even
makes one to rejet fuch regent altogether. In a word, the Kingof England
is independent of the King of Ireland, but the King of Ircland is not there-
fore independent of the King of England. The King of Ireland cannot make
war or peace : The FusrGladii, the power of war and peace, does uot belong
to him ; it is unknown to the Irifh Conftitution : it is not found in the lift of
Irifb prerogatives : mo Irifh ftatute that | know has couferred it, nor yet the
Jinal adjuflment : neither could any flatute or adjuftment confer prerogative,
which is a pre-ragare, that precedesall law, and therefore no law can give
it; and for the fame reafon no law can diminth or take it away: Nor
would it be for the intereft of the fubjeét that it could ; for every diminution
of the regal powerin war or peace is an infringement on the real liberties of
the people. The Fus Gladii is conftitutionally lodged in the King of England,
nor could the King of England delegate that power to the King of Ireland :
the imperiality cannot pafs over, or abate. By the a4th of Hen. 8th, the
fupreme power is lodged in the Kings of Eugland, notthe Kings of Ireland,
though the ac of annexation hath appended this kingdom to the Crown of
England; but no act has appended the kingdom of England to the Crowa of
Ircland. And by various a&s the Crown of England has been’ declared an
#mperial Crown, without condefcending to notice this unfortunate country; |
proving that this imperial right, and owers of the fame nature, belong to. -
the Kings of Eoglaud enly : and this nght is very properly lodged in the
Crown, uncontrouled by Parliament, even by an Irith ong. TheKing by
ftatate (8th Hen. 7th) is the guardian and confervator of the laws : and if the
power of war and peace, which beft maintain the laws and fecure the fubjeét,
belonged exclufively to the two Houfes of Parliament, how could the King
protett the tubjedt, whom it is his daty, as formerly it was his oath, to defznd ?
For this reafon, were the people to make war without the King, it would be
treafon, becaufe fuch war might lead to the fubverfion of the Crown : but the
Crown may make war without the People, becaufe the end of war is peace,

and
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argument, I thall anfwer you with your own pen, « Un.
fortunate would it be for us, if Ireland was held by a
connexion of the King only.” p. 26. Let us, then,
hear no-more of Treland’s independence : fhew it me,
if youcan, inany thing but in name, and I will give
up the queftion. -

My ideas of independence feem to be very diffe-
rent from yours. That nation only I confider inde-
pendent, which is not accountable to any other for
its conduct ; which has the power not only of admi-
niftering uncontrouled its own concerns, be they ne-
ver {fo hoftile to the interefts, or treaties, or alliances
of other nations; but of acting for itfélf. in all impe-
rial matters whatever in every court.in EVEry corner
of the world, of punithing the breach of engage-
ments, and chaftifing too any power that fhall pre-
fume to interfere with its public or its private mea-
fures. Any independence fhort of this I hold in
contempt. It is an impotent independence, a moc-
kery that mifleads, and infults, and betrays the un-
happy nation that ambition'and cabal have made the
inftrument of their lufts and corruptions.

The fecond thing to be confidered is, whether an
Union would' deftroy the independence of Ireland ?
If the independence of Ireland be fuch as I have de-

' fcribed

and thefe relations may beft feeure the public fafety. And indeed Parliaments
have been extremely cautious now they meddled with this truly royal prero-
gative, though to the power of 2n Irifh Parliament what prefumptuous hand
fhall prefcribe the bound ? “In the circumftance of peace, where Parliaments
have confirmed leagues~and ‘alliances, they were not leagues and alliances
becaufe they were confirmed, but were confirmed becaufe they were leagues
and alliances. Where (fatutes have encroached on the King’s prerogative,
fuch a&s have often-becn Tepealed by Parliament itfelf, and by the very Par-
liament that made them, as was the ¢afe with the 15th of Edward 3d." The
King of Ireland, Qh’indepcudcnt Ireland, is unknown to the law of LEurope ;
no fuch perfon, ‘me fuch nation is recognifed in any court or cabinet whatever,
Ireland is merged, ablorbed, and fwallowed up in the Britith name and
‘power. Ireland maft be new modelled, I was going to fay new modified,

orefhe cam be received as a flate. In what then cor fiflt« her dignity ? and
where thall we find her independence, if that indepcnd -nce. be nnacknow-
ledged by the ts that furround her? From what has been faid, it appears,
as indeed it thould, that the King of England, and not the King of Ircland, is
the er of war and peace ; and the fame realoning will apply to all the
sther gatives. Ireland isa conqueft, and her children 2 colony.
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fcribed it, the queftion T prefume anfwers itfelf
and we fhall have no difference on the fubjeét. But
for the fake of argument, I am ready to take the
word independence in its moft unlimited fenfe; and
then I anfwer, an Union would no# deftroy it. Ire-
land, after fuch Union, would be juft as independent
as fhe is now. She would ftill be ‘reprefented by her
own Parliament, returned by herfelf; and legiflating
for her; not « merging” (p. 61.) as you call it, or
drowning in-the Britfh Parliament, but fitting in the
United Parliament of the Empire, and forming, ac-
cording to her extent and population, her wealth
and her importance, a portion of the grand Imperial
Legiflature. None, I apprehend, would merge but
needy adventurers and empty expectants: the refpec-
table and the wealthy would " find their level: they
would make the intereft of the nation zhe#rs, not
their awn the intereft of the nation. The Britith con-
fticution, as now adminiftered in Ireland, is not fitted
for this ill-conditioned country, where the intercourfe
between the reprefentative and the reprefented is al-
moft none at all, and of courfe their reciprocal inte-
refts but few. In England, indeed, where a com-
munity of intercourfe makes the neceffities of the na-
tion -better underftood, where the reprefentation is
more mixed and generally extenfive, and where every
man has an intereft in the ftate, the reprefentative
will more zealoufly guard that intereft, as well be-
caufe it is his own, as becaufe he can have no views
different from his conftituents. Thus after incorpora-
tion, you will in reality be more independent, becaufe
your reprefentation, which thould be your beft inde-
pendence, will approach nearer to the perfection of
the Britith conftitution, whofe vizal adminiftration in
Ireland fix centuries have fhown to be impotfible;
neither the pecple, whofe interefts are at difcord with
themfelves, nor their political relations and habits,
nor yet the craving corruption of the reprefcntati;:e,

who,
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who regards his conftituents in proportion only as he
finds his account in them, * permitting a better order
of things. In fa&, Sir, the caufes of your national
misfortunes are deep and many, and as long as thefe
caufes tontinue, the very fame effects will flow trom
themi. Ambition and cabal, with all their attendant
mifchiefs of trucking intrigues, bribes, jobbs, &c.
muft be extinguithed. It is time they were put an
end to. The evil muff be removed: one convulfion
has not been able to effe@ it: another effort, not of
the people, but of the crown, whofe care extends ta
every part of the empire, may accomplifh this great
and defirable object, and England ag laft may do that
for Ireland, which Ircland has proved fhe cannot do
for herfelf.

Had I not fhown it would be for the real intereft
of Ireland, that her Parliament fhould be thrown
open to men very different from thofe that ufually
compofe it, I fhould fay it is of lictle moment
where it refides. In the event of a Union, its
place of afiembling will certainly be changed; and
the difference then will be this, inflead of fitting
on the Weft fide of the channel, it will fit on the
Eaft. And trult me, Sir, the people of Ireland,
whatever you may think of the matter, will not
lament the removal of their wvirtuous Parliament.
I have had frequent opportunities of learning the opi-
nion of the lower orders on this fubject : and the re-
fult is, that by alll can learn either from my own
knowledge, or from the information of others, honeft
Paddy cares not a potatoec whether your bauble be
depofited in" Palace yard or in College-green, if we
except an.excited clamor in the county of Louth,

and the fomented bigotry of the Cavan afcendancy.
NI_JH}’

® This is no exaggerated pi@ture of Irifh reprefentation : it refembles the
. flateof planter and flave, the former of whom has about i« much regard fo¢
the litfer as he has for his cattle, whole labor rewards Lim in the very mo-
ment that he drives and fcourges them,
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Many caufes might be afligned for this polmcal apa-
thy in the people : but I know of none fo true as the
oppreflion thr:y have fuffered under your « glerious
independence.” Of thefe oppreflions 1 fhall fay a
little more in another place. But you and ], S:r,
do not contemplate the object independencethrough
the fame wmedium. You who are in Parliament,
where you enjoy vaft emolument, vaft influence, and
vaft patronage, confider the independence of Par/ia-
ment as the independence of the nations 1,"Sir, who
am not in Parhament, who have neither place nor
cmployment, nor ever atked for. either, nor have
expectations to be anfwered, whofe- fortunes are
humble, whofe influence of courfe, but little, and
whofe patronage nothing, do not narrow my ideas tq
my own intereft or my own convenience, but confi-
der independence on a more enlarged and extended
fcale. I do not limit my notions of independence
to a feat in Parliament, where I may {peech for the
good of my country, and the good of myfelf. That
Parhament, be affured cannot be mdependent where
the nation it reprefents is dependent: no verity is
more true : but for this reafon among others, when-
ever the Irith Parliament fhall unite itfelf with the
Britifh, Ireland'will be found juft as independent as
the is now. Her Union with a ftronger power can
neither deprefs nor degrade her; nor do I know that
any circumftance or change can render her condition
worfe than it is at this moment, or make her more
dependent than her own conftitution has done. Pof-
{ibly indeed, after this <« accurfed Union,” p. 34, the
may ‘take a new {pring; in the language of the
law, fthe may fuffer a recovery, and by one great ef-
fort fhake off her wretchednefs and depcndencc.
Your Parliament, 1 grant, like the brafs of Corinth,
m the fufion of whole metals confifted its value, may
be melted in the imperial : but Ireland, for it is Ire-

land alone I am now confidering, cannot lofe what
fhe
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fhe never poffefled, though poflibly the may gain
fomething by the change. Neither fhould your Par-
liament regret its mutation any more than the Chry-
falis, when it fhuffles off the coil that kept it to the
earth, and takes wing, laments that it has become 4
Soul, the Pfyche of the air, and expatiates and re=
joices in the fields of freedom and light.

A wife man difregards forms: he will refpeét them
only fo far as they preferve the fubftance of fome-
thing that he values. To place his value on the
form, without pofiefling the fubftance he would pre-
ferve, argues no great token of wifdom. I fhould
not expect to find much profundity of politics in fuch
a man. What fenfible or well-informed perfon will
fay that Ireland has been governed at any period of
her hiftory, and leaft of all fince the eftablithment of
her new conflitution, without Britifh influence, by
which I mean a preponderant - but neceffary controul 2
Look back to the year 1767, and you will find that
the corrupt intrigues and: alpiring ambition of the
Irifh ariftocracy of zbat day—a knot that was to be
broken, or the bufinefs of government muft have
ftood ftill—had fo embarraffed the executive, thar it
was found neceffary to fend a Vice roy into Ireland,
who fhould r¢/ide among you, and by an exertion of
a pew fort deftroy the hydra:—As another hydra yet
more formidable, becaufe more corrupt and more
ambitious, now ftands between the people and their
common fathery that ftretcches out his parental hand
to fnatch them from the jaws of this devouring beatt,
whofe totality of heads

Enfe rlﬁ'genfum eft, ne pars fincera trabatur,
- muft be lopped, not one by one, that the firft may

grow again, before the lalt fhall be cut away ; but
fevéred at a blow, with the {word of Hercules,

Ryid te exempta juvat [pinis de p!un'b‘u una #

Hinc illa Fachryme, hence the tears and lamentations Z

of
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6f ariltocracy, of that virtuous knot who have beent
both the rermote and the immediate authors of the
« accurfed Union,” which their own wickednefs has
brought down on their own heads. But be this asit
may, it is to England that Ireland owes her ftrength ;
to independence, her weaknefs; her ftrength as con-
nected, her weaknefs as a feparate ftate acted upon,
but unable to aét for itfelf. Influence is at once the
effence of her exiftence and bane of her conftitution;
like ftrong liquors to fome men, whofe ftimulus pre-
ferves life while it debilitates the body. It is influ-
ence that permits her to live, that animates her coun-
fels, that invigorates her laws; that gives fiiape to
her independence, < if fhape it may be called,” that
has no body, Magni nominis umbra! No man knows
better than yourfelf, for no man has had more expe-
rience of its truth, that to fecure the conneétion, and
even the independence you affert, Britith couniels
muft predominate. But if they predominate, you
cannot be independent. After Union, Britifh predo-
minance will continue to controul ; but it cannet con-
troul Ireland more than it has always, but neceffarily
done, neither would it be for the intereft of the empire
that it fhould. To fay, therefore, that Uvion would
deftroy independence, is to fay, that the clofer the
connection, the lefs fecure and indépendent you will
be; and that Britifh influence will deftroy you in Lon-
don; but cannot deftroy you in Dublin, like certain
poifons, that lofe their effects by tranfplantation. I
believe, Sir, though you and I differ in fome points,
there is one thing in which we fhall both agree, that
Britifh infuence has always been neceffary to the fuf-
taining the government of Ireland ; and our only dif-
ference on the fubjeét will be to fertle the guantum of
this article, neceffary for conducting the future govern-
ment of the united kingdoms.
The bill of regency that gave occafion to the {peech
on which I have the honour to comment, I do fincerely
think,
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think, and I truft I fhall prove it too, wids as unlucky
an inftance of Irith independence as could well have
been chofen for the purpofe. In my opinion that
bill furnithed the moft irrefragable arguments to prove
the complete dependence of this country on Great
Britain; and at the fame time to fhow not only the
neceflity that your Parliament fhould be removed,
but that its removal would not change the nature of
Irifh independence. 1 fay nothing of the ill-timing
of fuch bill, which could anfwer no good purpote
whatever either to its introducers or to the country.
It was evidently brought forward to embarrafs the
Minifter; and as fuch gave birth to the debate that
furnithed you with an opportunity of fpeaking in
committee againft the queftion of Union, your office
of Speaker being a fort of political Anti-phrafis, by
which a man is called Speaker, & non loguendo, beécaufe
he never fpeaks at all, but is condemned to hear what
others {peakw— - '

- Like fad Promethens, fatten'd to the rock,
1a vain he looks with pity at the clock.

Like Atlas, you found a Hercules that relieved
you for a day from the wor/d of fatigue your place
gives you: but the able, and mafterly, and very elo-
quent arguments of Lord Caltlereagh againft the
principle of your bill, have not yet; I underttand, re-
ceived an anfwery and I do prefume never will, for
the beft reafon i the world. 1 fhall follow them,
hewever, at an humble diftance, with fome general
obfervations of my own ; but which coming as a fort
of reply to'your fpeech, may not be improper in this
place.

No man can forefee the moment that the appoint-
ment of .a Regent may become neceffary. Were the
prefentthat moment, who will fay, in the humor that
fome men are in, what would be the confequence ?
And yet fhould fuch neceflity arife, the intcrpoﬁtior;_
7 S5 D o
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of the Tfith Parliament would create an evil fot wiich
there exifted no cure; or if any, your Nofirum, (1
beg pardon for fo indecorous a word, but you, Sir,
have taught me the ufe of it) your preventative,
your pillula falutaria would have been found worfe
than the difeafe it affected to remove. If we muft be
dofed, let the executioner do his office behind the
fcenes: Medea fhould not murder her childrer on the
ftage ¢ make not that a tragedy, which was only 2
farce : your whole final fettlementisa farce:—keep
it out of fight: the lefs you touch, ‘the lefs you tam-
per with it, the better. In_the language of an elo-
quent writer, you have « wantonly and foolifhly”
(p. 17) provoked a difcuffion that could not ferve
you, and revived a queftion on which #ruz patriotifm
had obferved a becoming filence. That bill has
proved what I believe it never intended to prove; that
one empire with #wo Legiflatures is a political abfur-
dity, which like other abfurdities,. may have its day,
but affuredly will corre&t itfelf. The wifeft act of
Parliament, though framed by the collective genius
and legal talents of the whole kingdom, with Mr.
Fitzgerald himfelf at its head, could not reach the
evil. The bililately brought into the Houfe of Com-
mons, had it paffed into law, would have expofed
both its framers to derifion and the country to danger.
Here is Ireland clamoroufly afferting independence,
and as a proof of fuch afferted independence, and in
order to eftablith it on a foundation that may not be
fhaken, this fame Ireland, always confiftent, paffes an
act that renounces for ever the independence for which
fhecontends!  Sir, fuch aét had it pafled, would have
been the deliberate furrender of her independence to
the fupremacy of the Britith Parliament; whofe right
it acknowledged to legiflate for her in one of her
deareft privileges, a privilege one would think that a
proud nation would not have parted with but with its
laft blood. It would have been a violation of the ad-
; juftment

o
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juftment you had faid was final; it would have proved
that the arrangement of 1982 was not the conciufive
fettlement you were then afferting it to be, but that
it required fome further adjuftment. In the very
opinion of thofe very men who refift the Union on the
perfection of the prefent eftablithment, it would have
proved that conftitution to be weak and incomplete ;
it would have fubftantiated the plea of your depen-
dence, it would have recorded that dependence, and
furnithed the friends of Union with the fulleft argu-
ment againft your immutable fettiement. It would
have been to Ireland the total renunciation of her
own free agency,-the extin&ion of her right and ca-
pacity either to chufe for herfelf, orto regulate the
choice of others: it would have proved out of her
own mouth, ex ore¢ fuo, that fhe had not the virtue in
herfelf, but that fhe depends on the very authority
{he denies, and whofe Union fhe terms ufurpation,
for that executive which the truly tells you fhe is in-
capable of giving to her farraginous government,
Independent Ireland had not only bound herfelf not
to have a King of her own choice, nor to retain him
that fhould be chofen for her longer than the people
of another country fhall think proper, but by this
bill fhe was tranfmitting and perpetuating her depen-
dence as far as it could go. A Regent, like a King,
was not only to be given her at difcretion, but liable
to be refumed at the will of the donor, England till
determining for her, with Ireland’s bill of Regency
in one hand, and her own Duranse bene placito in the
other.

And while this bill could not give an executive, it
would have taken from it the firft perhaps of its pre-

- rogativesy and eclipfed a jewel as fair and valuable as

any that beam in the diadem of majefty. Sir, you
know very well that the prerogatives of the Crown
areacknowledged and defined : no act of Parliament,
not even an Irith act of Parliament, nor yet an Eng-
X D 2 lith
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lifh a& of Parliament, no, Sir, not the King him-
{elf, hath the power to alter, or impair, or alienate
any part of them. Yet the att we were threatened
with would have wrefted from the fovereign with
one violent wrench the power vefted in him by the
conftitution of nominating his own regent for this{uf-
fering and dependent country—{uffering becaufe fhe is
dependent, becaufe fhe turns—like the humble flower
that imitates and moves with the parent fun from
whence it draws its name and its nurture—turns for
{fupport—muft turn to that power to which the owes
her exiftence and her glory—a glory I had nearly
{aid, that but lives out its feafon, and perithes. The
King, Sir, for it is only an Irifh bill.that will difpute
his authority, might fee good and fufficient reafons
to appoint the Prince of Wales his Regent of Eng-
land, and Mr, Fitzgerald his Regent of Ireland, and
¢ converfo, oreach alternately, as circumitances might
fuit, the Parliament of England, »at of Ireland, li-
miting or enlarging the refpeétive funtions of either.
But Mr. Fitzgerald’s bill cut the matter fhort ; for ag
the bill ftood, or rather as the aét wou/d have ftood,
that gentleman might have faid to the King, ¢ Sir,
your Majeity fhall not appoint me, James Fitzgerald,
Regent of your kingdom of Ireland, though no other
man pofiefies talents fo well fitted to lead or to rule the
ftorm. 1 defy you: I hold in my hand an Irifh aii of
Parliament that bounds your prerogative, for itis the
Regent of England I have made Regent of Ireland,
and the Prince your fon is the Regent of bo/) king-
doms. I have tied you up: you cannot ftir; you
have put it out of your own power to appoint me ;
the Regent of England /hali be Regent of Ireland.
You have put your own great feal to your own dif~
qualification ; and though you have done wrong, this
3s neither the time nor the place to difcufs that point,
nor to reinffate you in the fundamental power you have
fenounced, I will not be your Regent of Irclang o I
eny

-
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deny your power to conftitute me the Regent of Ireland,
unlefs you will make the Prince give way, and con-
ftitute me alfo the Regent of Engiand.” The fitua-
tion to be fure is ludicrous, but not impofible, though
mortifying and humiliating to the country that-is
made the foot-ball of ambitionand folly. Fortunate-
ly for England, fortunately for Ireland, the celebrated

bill of this able ftatefman and lawyer -did not pafs the

two Irifh Houfes. Had it pafled, it would have re-
duced the Britith Minifter to this bitter alternative :
either he muft have cuthioned the bill, and thereby
have filenced the Legiflative authority of Ireland in
the moment that the bellowed final adjuftment and
glorious independence, and thus have endangered the
connection of the two kingdoms, held as they are at
this perilous moment by a flight and precarious
thread ;—or, by affixing the great feal of England
to the bill, have expofed himfelf to the danger of an
impeachment, for fuffering the regal prerogative to
be invaded: and in either cafe, Ireland would have
made herfelf to be ¢ Jaughed to {corn, and had in
derifion of them that are round about her.” Atall
events, wifer had it been in Ireland, particularly at a
crifis like the prefent, had fhe not officioufly firred
the queftion. While it remained dormant, it could
do no mifchief; apd certainly the country owes very
litcle to the agitators and difturbers of it. The refule
1s, that the difcuffion of the fubjeét has but rendered
your dependence more familiar to the many than it
was before, for thinking men did not require Mr,
Fitzgerald to tell them you have independence with-
out capacities, and power without the means of exer-
tion. And at the fame time it has proved, that an in-
corporation of the two Legiflatures, which before
the debaté¢ might have been deemed expedient mere-
ly or defirable, is now become a matter not of choice,
butiof neceflity. 1 fhall only add, that had the pre-
fent bill of Regency been introduced in the year

1789,
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1789, inconfiftent as it would have been with the firft
adjultment, fuppofing that adjuftment to have been
final, and trenching too on the regal prerogative, 1
fhould have attributed more patriotifm to the authors
and framers of it. It comes with an ill grace, andin
a moft queftionable fhape indeed, when anneceffarily
obtruded in the hour of jealoufy and anger. The
queftion naturally occurs, how came the patriotifm of
thefe men to fleep for ten years? and pow that they
are broad awake, 1s it patriotifm or is it party that in-
flames their virtue ?

It is {carcely neceffary to go on proving what is now
generally admitted : mankind, I think,are pretty much
agreed, that Ireland pofiefies no. direét or fubftantive
independence ; and none, 1 believe, but the ftupid
and the obftinate, perfift in alledging that the does.—
You, Sir, I am very certain, have long in your own
mind given up the point, though I confefs it requires
no little fortityde to abjure the principles of the baok
we have once avowed. It isa fort of recantation of
a man’s political -creed, which fome men adhcre to
more devoutly than to the moft religious fyftem of
faith. A wife man, however, will throw off his pre-
judices as he would other rufty habits, knowing as he
does, that wilful perfeverance in error ¢ argues na
great candor in-réafoning.” p. 45. Wifdom is progref-
five; every day adds fomething to the ftock of human
knowledge ; and he who revokes an error, only fays
I am wiler to-day than I was yefterday. Why men
{hould be athamed of wifdom and knowledge, I can-
not tell; unlefs it be that pride fometimes gets the bet-
ter of our underftandings, and that, dreading the im-
putation of inconfiftence, we are loth to acknowledge
the ‘impreffions of truth, This reafoning, I am very
certain cannot apply to you; and therefore, Sir, I
take it for granted, that wifhing to acquire every pof-
fible information on a fubject that has engaged the paf-
fions and the interefts of {o many men, you have not

omitted
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omitted to fead two moft invaluable pamphlets lately
publithed on the Union, cne entitled ¢« Dean Tuck-
er's Arguments,” &c.; The other, « The political
and Commercial State of Ireland,” &c. ; and both
edited by the very learned Dotor Clarke. Thele
pamphlets are well worth the ferious attention of the
followers of the houfe of Fofter, becaufe they over-
throw iz toto every fingle word you have written on
the fubjet of Irith Commerce. I am not able to
follow thefe admirable writers; one of whom I had
the honor to know, as 1 fhould be proud of the ac-
quaintance of the other ; but were 1 as complete mafter
of the fubje& as either of thefe gentlemen, and as
competent to difcufs it, and were the advantages of
commerce ten times more valuable than I believe them
to be, I fhould ftill fay that commerce in my opinion,
forms no part of the queftion one way or the other,
which, independent of every relative confideration, is
fimply this, « Is a Union neceflary, or not?” That,
Siry 1s the whole of the queftion. The public mind
fhould not be diftracted by fractions either againft or
in favour of this or of that kingdom : for the quef-
tion is not, ¢« What will Ireland gain, or what will the
lofe 2 But, ¢ Shall Ireland be faved by Union?”
I am aftonifhed to {ce a man of your unqueftionable
talents defcending to counting-houfe calculations, that
have juft as much to-do with the queftion as whether
you rode an-airing this morning on your black, or your
grey horfe. ~ You have very properly told us, that as
the final adjultment was conftitutional, the propolfitions
of 1785 were commercial only. You draw the line
very judicioufly ; but < it argues no great candor in
reafoning,” that you did not obferve the fame {trict
rule yourfelf. Commerce and Conftitution are indeed
diftin¢t things, and you who knew the diftintion fo
well, fhould not have confounded them.—Important,
however, as commerce may be as an abftra&t propo-
fition—~and I defire you will not fuppofc that I under-

rate
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rate its value, it is not the queftion before us, and
thofe who refort to it, travel out of the récord. Com-
merce, Sir, is loft in the vaftnefs and magnitade of
Union! When the veflel is finking, what man'fits
down to count the number of bales on beard, or to
calculate their worth at market? Were 2 man at fuch
a moment to come to you, and fay; « I’ll prove to you
by this paper in my hand, and as plain as two and two
make four, that {ink orfwim, the balance of trade is
in your favour,” would you not fuppofe that the fenfe
of danger had taken away his underftanding ? Or fup-
pefe aman’s houfe were on fire, fhould he fit downin
the mid{t of the flames, and think that the fitteft mo-
ment to adjuft his fteward’s accounts, what would be
your opinion of fuch a man? But1 beg pardon, if
the laft conflagration were at hand; and the whole
world thould burft in an earthquake of fire about the
good and virtuous man, juffum et tenacem propofiti
virum, his calmnefs would not forfake him, his juftice
and tenacity of purpofe would carry him through every
danger. :

You had your free trade before you had your inde-
pendence. Your independence moft certainly did not
give it you. You owe your unreftritted commerce
lefs to your own exertions, though you tell us you
demanded it {a good encouraging word) than to the
policy and protection of England, without any com-
pact whatever, and your whole colonial trade, as I am
informed, is entirely of her indulgence and bounty.
If you have encreafed in commerce, you have but
kept pace, or rather have not kept pace with the com-
merce of other nations, and with the unparalleled
profperity of Britain herfelf, who gives you thofe ad-
vantages, and permits them to you to her own great
lofs and injury. From her, and through her you ac-
‘quired your commerce; by her you retain it; and
with her you will not lofe it, but will enjoy -it in the
fame full extent with herfelf, when fhe fhail make you

berfelf.



i.
|
)
|

25
berfelf. But in the prefent diftraions which arm
individuals with new pride and new power of fubjuga-
‘tion, where fplendor infults mifery, and the haughty
caftle looks down with fcorn on the wretched hut with-
“out its park-wall, and above that government which it
‘atonce embarrafles and overawes, the means of wealth,
{o far as they may be employed to create an invidious
‘and barbarous diftin@ion, will be cherithed in propor<
tion as they contribute to preferve the immenfe dif-
tance between the rich and the poor of this bleeding
_country, whofe wounds commerce, in the hands of
fome men, but ferves to blilter and inflame. Where
there is no middle ¢lals of men to continue the link of
fociety, where the Jaws govern the poor, and the rich
_govern the laws ; where an atrogating power abforbs
the wealth which commerce pours into the common
ftock—rthat wealth which fhould feed the indigent
and reward the induftrious—and afterward fets atlelf
above the laws of its own creation, thofe who have an
intereft independent of the people, will not very rea-
dily forrender the advantages they enjoy; nor like to
be put on an equality of rights and laws with thofe
- whom they have been long in the habic of abufing.—
- They will very naturally cling to the honey they have
been gathering for themfelves, (fic vos, mon nobis meli-
}»ﬁmm apes ) and preferve their fting for thofe who would
difturb their fecurity, or divide the fpoil with them.—
" Better than {uch things fhould not have an end, that
your whole commerce on the day of Union, were
%fwcpt from the face of ‘the ocean !|—¢ Perith, Coms
" merce !” fo that we fave Ireland—fave her from her
* worft enemy—f{ave her from berfelf |
‘ ¢ What I” I hear you fay, « would you deftroy
~ our trade 2. would you deftroy our Parkament ¢ No,
- Sir, but. I would deftroy the trade of Parliameint.—
 Your e I would rctam, but your Parliament 1
woul@upm- : and when it (hall be expatriated, (hould

< the nation call on Almlghty God o receive their
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folemn thanks,” p. 19, few, I apprehend, would agree
with you that they were either « wanton or foolifh.”
Ibid. God forbid I fhould fay there was no virtue in
your Parliament! I do not think fo uncharitably of
it. If any man fulpets that I entertaina fentiment of
this nature, he does me great wrong. I have the ho-
nor to know a great number in the aflembly over
which you prefide, ‘whofe virtues I regard as I admire
their talents, though it is my misfortune to differ from
~{fome of them on the prefent occafion.  As individuals
they have feparately my refpeét, and not a few my
particular efteem, which I fhould not beftow did I
think them undeferving of it. . When the poorCurate
had repeatedly folicited preferment of his Dean and
Chapter, and as repeatedly been promifed it, but
never obtained any ; he invited his patrons to dine
with him. His ability to entertain fo many worthy
friends not being very large, each fent before him a
difth for his own dinner of what he liked beft: one
provided a calf’s head, another-a tithe-pig, a third the
firft fruits of an apple-pie, a fourth a difh of calipath,
a fifth a carp ftewed in claret, a fixth a green goofe,
&c. and the Dean not to be outdone, furnithed an
orange-pudding. Thefe the curate toffed up into 2
hotch-potch, and then caufing the Olla to be ferved
in one great tureen, laid it on the middle of the table.
One took a bit, another took a bit, a third took a bit,
and they all took a bit, but none relithed the enter-
tainment.  Hey-day, Mr. Say-grace,” fays one of
them, ¢ What have we got here? Here’s fith, and
fleth, and foup, and roaft, and boiled, and baked, and
fried, and the Lord knows what, all cooked together!”
< It’sa very good difh,” returned the curate, isn’t
the dinner your own ?” « Why, you impious, impu-
dent heretic,” cried one and all—« Where’s my calf’s
head ?—where’s my calipafh ?—where’s my  ftewed
carp ?—=where’s my green goofe ?~—and where’s my
orange-pudding ?” roared the Dean from the top of

the
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the table. <« In truth,” replied the honeft Curate,
s there they are :—an exact emblem of yourfelves :
feparately you are very good fellows, but the devil all
together.”

The legiflators of my country I refpet: I fhould
not be a good member of the ftate, if I did not: but
as a Houfe of Commons fpeaking the legitimate voice
of Ireland, or reprefenting the entire body of the
people, whofe organ it ought to be, and embracing
the unqualified interefts of the whole, with a power
equal to its difpofition to ferve that whole :—as a
branch of the Legiflature competent to manage the
Jocal and feparate interefts of this kingdom, and at
the fame time to unite thofe interefts with the more
general and enlarged interefts of the empire ;—in fact,
as a Parliament capable of guiding the ftate-machine
with a fteady hand, and in perfet confent with the
Legiflature of Great Britain—I do moft explicitly de-
clare my thorough doubts of its fufficiency. And,
Siry I do farther fay, that were their {fufficiency as
perfect and capable as it ought, it would be an abfo-
lute impoffibility to work the two machines in fepa-
rate accord and independent unifon. I deliver not
this in the fpirit of party.: I write it with concern
that things canznot be better managed. The fault lies
deeper than your Parliament: they cannot help it:
they would make it better if they could: but while
your conftitution continues in its prefent form, as fure
as caufes produce their effeéts, things will continue
the very fame. = Your prefent conftitution did not rife
out of the revolution of 1688 : the benefits of that
conftitution never flowed to Ireland. The revolution
of that day, as it affected this country, was a confli-
tution of exclufions and profcriptions : what has fince
been accomplithed for the relief of the country, has
been grudgingly done, effelted with difficulty, and
jealoufly performed, while its narrow fuccefs only
ptoves the neceflity that nothing fhould be left unfinifh-
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ed. Ido not believe it poffible, under the prefentors
der of things, you could have a better Pardiament: it
has therefore my praife and my thanks: but @ill it is
imperfe, becaufe your conflitition is ‘imperfec.
When you fhall poffefs the complete . benefits of the
revolution of 1688, which as yet you have not enjoy-
ed, thofe benefits by becoming general will extend
their influence to the whole ; and the whole of courfe
will gain by it. It will pot then be, as.Blackman in
the novel fays to lady Paragon, ¢ 1  fhould be very
happy to oblige your ladyfthip—and were it my own
cafe—but as Sir Gilbert is my particular friend, my
confcience won’t let me do it under double price.”
The language would be changed with the occafion :
if a meafure was to be carried, it would not carry
with it its jobb ; and as no tax would then be impofed
but by neceflity, that neceffity would recommend it :
no man would be quartered on a bargain, and no man
could take huff that his demands were not fatisfied.
Things, Sir, would ‘wear another afpe@; and the
very commerce of the country, on which the queftion
1s improperly made to turn, would be applied to the
enriching not of this man or that man, but of the
whole community. Your Parliament, I fay again,
has my refpeét, becaufe it makes the laws which fuf-
tain the ftate, and fecure the individual ; but its per-
fection, or its incapacity to become better, no man
who is not a flave and a flatterer will fubfcribe to.
But left malevolence fhould impute to me a difre-
ard for the interefts of commerce, T beg leave to
obferve that I confider Union as the beft and only
means of fecuring it to Ireland: Separation would be
1ts inftant extinction.  Union would break up a Con-
{ticution whofe weaknefs has deterred capitalifts from
fettling among us, and alarmed domeftic adventurers,
that will not hazard their properties where there is no
moral certainty they fhall be fecured. They know
enough
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enough of Irifh independence, not to truft it. In
all this controverly, much as has been faid on the fub-
je& of commerce, and its prodigious advantages to
freland, I have ot read one fingle fyllable . that ap-
plies to the paople of Ireland, or that ftates what they
would gain. or lofe by a Union. ' The prople are as
much excluded from the argument as if they had no
concern in it, or were born o work for their besters,
and enable Coloffal ariftocracy to beftride them,
- Under the aufpices of the Bricith Government, that
has regulated its.awn commerce to fuch aftonithing
advantage, Ireland . would f{oop bécome as rich as
nd herfelf; nay, [if we confider her pofition on

the Globe, and the great | fuperiority of Her phyfical
advantages,  rich, beyond England. "By drawing the
people from jdlerefs, and teaching them habits of in-
dultry, chey would be induced to work for fomething
more than a-milerable fubfiftence. The diffufion of
wealth. would-be the diffufian; of joyinto their dark
and ch;;rlfﬁﬁ, habirations :  betser fed, ‘and better
taught, and ' berter cloathed, they would become 2
better people, worthy of the Union' that offers them
happinefs,, and werthy of the Monarch that brings
them under the fhadew of the. Thrope. The philo-
fophic poet has finely exprefled my idea,
‘ AT, 4 ﬁpt to rife in arms,

Except when faft approaching danger warms,

But, wheu comtending chicfs blockade the Threne,

Contralling regal power, to firetch.their owny

When 1 behold’a factiou: bapd agree .

Toeallstdreedom, whes themifelves da free 5

Fear, ﬁi:&jnﬂice, ndignation ftart,

Tearoff referve, and bare my fwelling heart

‘-'I‘i‘ll‘.h_,lf' @ patriot, lalf a coward grown,,
LAy from petty. tyrants—to the Throne.”

and feparate interefls of feparate legiflacures, will ne.
Ceflarily be contracted, Cramped and crippled in its
n‘:n . '-a- 'y Cﬂbm,

That commerce which s aurfed by the jealoufies
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efforts, it can never fairly launch into the ‘ocean of
wealth and fplendor. ~ But throw open the ‘ports of
profperity to Ireland, and you clofe the'door forever.
againft rebellion; for no man will fay, that thofe who
are rich and happy prefer infurrection to fecurity ; or
that the late convulfion rofe out of the wealfh of the
people.  Sir, it may be traced to the poverty’ and
wretchednefs of the difcontented, “whom/ the gripe of
the hundred-handed Briareus had nearly fqueczed to
death. It is not what you call her indepéadence, that
has given commerce to Ireland: but it is the want of
Union that has kept her ‘fo much’ behind England.
While the lateer has encreafed hércapital in a four=
fold ratio fince the year 1782, notwithftanding the
long and expenfive war fhe has been engaged in, the
encreafe of Irifh capital has been almoft as nothing ;
and it is idle to fay, ‘that at any period, and Jeaft of
all at the prefent, it would be for the benefit of Eng-
Jand to injure Ireland; or'that with a {eparation ftar-
ing her in the face, fhe would commit ‘an act of
treachery and violence, - that would infallibly end in
her own ruin. That pride and perverfenefs may argue
after this foolifh manner, I have no-doubt, for fuch
arguments are abroad ; but none but the proud and
perverfe will.ufe them.  'When Britain thall put your
commerce on the very fame footing with her own,
when fhe fhall turn that commerce to the fame ufeful
account, when fhe thall guard it from internal fhocks,
the adventurer will be very litde anxious to which
country he bringschis capital, Enjoying equal fecu-
rity, with equal political and civil rights, fhould he
confult the quickeft return of his profits, Ireland
moft probably he will make his choice, as well be-
caufe her geographic fituation opens to him a {peedier
market, as becaufe the price of labour will be found
confiderably cheaper. With the rifing wealth of the
nation, the wages of the work-man will indeed en-
creafe; for induftry brings its value, and wealth can
afford
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afford to reward it.  OF Irith commerce I fhall theq
be the fincere friend ; and 1 fhall love it the more, be-
caufe it will remove the ecefity of corrupting the #e-
ceffitous, and feeding the avarice of indigent ambition.
Commerce thus circamftanced and rendered valuable,
fhould be cherithed : and if that of Ireland be fo
fuper-abundant and profperous as you affirm it s,
that fuper-abundance, that profperity, are the very
reafons why it thould not be loft by feparation, bu
that Union fhould preferve and fecure it.  Yer all this
i1s nothing to the purpofe: it is not a quettion of com-
merce we are confidering, but a meajure of nmeceflity ;
and in that light only it deferves to be treated, Com-
merce is a future confideration,

For the fame reafon too, when I hear fo much ar-
gument wafted on final adjufiment, more than one-
third of your book having been employed in the pa-
rade of proving ity as if it fignifigd whether it was
proved or not; I ftrongly fufpect the validity of your
cafe : and when I find it to fail in fuch able hands as
yours, I have ftill a farther right to doubt its fuffci
ency. It is fcarcely worth obferving, that you have
not been fuccefsful in your attempt to prove the ar-
rangement of 1782 .interditory of Union: but ope
thing I cannot forbear to notice, becaufe it thows the
cale of that writer to be extremely defperate, who
was unable to fet up a more candid defence. Could
you have found an argument more conducive to your
purpofe, I am unwilling to fuppofe you would have
taken refuge in'one that cannot advance your credit
either as a politician or a writer. In as folemn a man-
ner as if you had been able to accomplith the thing
you had promifed to perform, you undertake to pro-
duce + aftrong record to prove the fenfe of the na-
tion as to the fizal accomplifhment of the fettlement.”
p«16. This ftrong record you tranfcribe at length,
and then triumphantly add, « Thus did the ation
callon Almighty God to receive their folemn thanks

for
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for his bleffings to both kingdoms in the accompli(h-
ment of this final adjultment.” p. 17. : Upon my
word, Sir, from you I did not expeét fo much pious
pomp founded on fo little candour of argument. This
addrefs of the two Houfes, which you tell us s “a
ftronger record” (and I take youat your word) ¢ than
any you have produced,” notwithftanding the folemn
affurance you had given us, does not fay one fingle
k- word from the beginning to the end about final adjuft-
‘wns/ ment, orany thing like it.  All the widking and tor-
turing you give it, all the pomp and fwell of words
your piety employs both to uther it in and to fet 1t
off, has not been able to make it fpeak either the
fpirit or the language of fiaal adjufiment. But it
fpeaks a language of another fort; and it proves by
a ftrong record indeed, that your famous fettlement
was nothing more than an accommodation of your
differences with Great Britain. What does the ad-
drefs fay ? I give it in your own words,” Particu-
larly for that union, harmony, and cordial affection,
which now happily fubfifts between his two king-
doms” p. 16. Thefe words forming part of the ad-
drefs, you quote in Jtalics, and of courfe would have
us lay particular ftrefs on them. I have read the
quoted words and the whole addrefs more than nine-
teen times, and am fo ftupid that I cannot difcover
in either the fmalleft trace of final adjufiment. And
if we may judge by the addrefs itfelf, it fhould feem
that the thanks of the nation are returned to Almighty
God asmuch « for the fignal fuccefs of his Majelty’s
arms in the Eaft and Weft Indies,” as for any fettle-
ment final or not final. To have inferted the words
final adjufpment, by way of bar or exclufion to Union,
had been both impertinent and impolitic ; impertinent
as to the matter at iffue, and impolitic as unneceffarily
fhutting out the confideration of a great conftitutional
meafyre. Whatever might have been the dream of
Ireland, England was not quite fo vifionary. And
indeed
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ihdeed fo little was the exclufion of Union then in

the contemplation of Great Britain, that very fooh
after your final adjuftment, I heard Lord North him-

felf in the Britith Houfe of Commons recommend

the propriety of incorporating the two kingdoms: but
he added; the Itith Parliament was not then in a hu-
mour to like it; though he had no doubt the time
was not far off, when their good fenfe would difcover
its expedience. |

But to the point. ¢ That harmony,” fays the
addrefs, < which now happily fubfifts,” proves, or
it prowes nothing, that fuch harmony had rot always
exifted. What reference, 1 would afk, has this to
the queftion of Union? Or how doesiic preclude a
clofer conne&ion of the two kingdoms? Or where
have we in thefe words the final adjuftment you had
promifed us ?

Good God ! will you tell me that the making up
of your diff¢rences with Great Britain, is a compact
of the two countries which forbids Union? Will
you tell me thatan accommodation, in which nothing
final is either expreffed or implied, and fill lefs
« ftrongly recorded,” is an_altual, conclufive, and
immutable adjuftment of conftitution 2 Will you tell
me that the arrangement has fo completely bound
Great Britain, for fhe€"is one of the two kingdoms,
that like the pinioned Andromeda, fhe muft wait ull
fome Perfeus fhall arrive to deliver her? Or will
you argue that the finality atraches to Ireland only,
for that Ireland’had a difference with berfelf 2 Or
will you fays that the harmony fubfifting between the
1o kingdoms'is the final adjuftment of o7e of them ?
Will you, ‘Siry. ¢ call Heaven to witnéfs” p. 33. that
your differences with England were not then in con-
templation, and that this addrefs had no relation to
thofe differences 2 Can you fay, will you fay, that
whoéver does not read the words ¢ final adjufiment”
where they are not to be found, is an impious parri-

' F cide ?
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cide 7' In what fchool of fcience, of morais; of of
religion was that man educated, who can argue after
this « wanton and foolith” manner? Excufe me,
Sir, but really I feel indignant at fuch « {péculative
theory and idle declamation”” in a man of your fuper-
lative talents. In one of inferior efteem, Ithould
have termed it fomething more than a lapfe of the pén.
And I am ftill more aftonithed, that confcious your
quotation contained nothing about final adjuftment, you
fhould re-quote the very fame paffage, and fteal the
words final adjuftment into it, at the diftance of seven-
TEEN PAGES, thus altered to your purpofe, « rhat
union, barmony, and cordial affeition, which_ the final
adjuftment of 1782 fecurcd to poth kingdoms” T hefe
words you allo give usin Jialics, as a faithful tranferipe,
and as if the words final adjufiment had actually confti-
tuted a part of the addrefs. = This, I confefs, does
not befpeak all the candour of which it was capable.
And when you have thus dreffed out the paffage, in
order to prove its fidelity, you impeach Mr. Pitt in-
Santer of impiety for Having « called Heaven to wit-
nefs in vain, there was no firal adjufiment.” p- 33.
Though you accufe Mr. Pitt of fuch rath and ill-
timed mifcondu&, I Sir, fhall not follow your exam-
ple, but leave you to your own refletions, obferving
that ncither. your final adjuftment nor your abufe of
the Minifter, fuppofing them both to be well-found-
ed, bear at all upon the queftion; which is not, « Is
the adjuftment final againft Union, or has England
broke her faith with Ireland, or has Mr. Pitt, like
Typhzus, defied the throne of Jupiter”? But the
queftion, like that of commerce, ftands thus, « Is
Union feceflary”?  Things cannot remain as they
are: you had once faid fo yourfelf. Neither can
they: a change has become indifpenfable ; and if it
were not, a new order of things is rifing on the world :
Novus jam nafcitur ordo: And fhall Ireland, weak,
dependent, unfettled Ireland, think to fic down with

her final adjuftment ? g5
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I do not love to charge others with wilful mifquo-
tations, that may be only the errors of hafte, know-
ing that the moft attentive writers will fometimes fall
into miftakes they would be happy to correct: I fhall
therefore, Sir, leave another lach of your pen to
your better caftigation. In page 21, you have thefe
words, ¢« Ireland therein [addrefs of the Commons,
May 28, 1782] declares that the adjuftment is fina/,
by affuring his Majefty « that no conftitutional quel-
tion can ever hereafter exift between the kingdoms to
interrupt their harmony.” Here the words can ever
bereafter are fubftituted in the place of will any
longer, as they ftand in the original addrefs. Had
the words ¢ no conftitutional queftion can ever bere-
after exift,” formed a part of the addrefs; I fhould
have thought them very ftrong indeed: and while 1
took it on your authority, 1 confefs I was ftaggered :
but the words of the addrefs are, < will any longer
exift” « TO INTERRUPT THEIR HARMONY.”—
Pray, Sir, mind thofe words. Here is no adjuftment
preclufive of Union; but a removal of certain dif-
ferences that had ¢ INTERRUPTED THE HARMONY
of the [fwo) kingdoms;” and that now thofe diffe-
rences being done away, they ¢ no lomger exift.”
The queftion before the Commons was not that of
Union, but of Regulation ; as it is not now a queftion
of Regulation, but a queftion of Union. And, Sir,
I do think you yourfelf thought the fame of it, when
you fupported M. Firzgerald’s bill of Regency, that
impioufly endeavoured to infringe this holy compaét,
~ And let me afk, how happened it, good Sir, that
tearing this compa&t up by the roots, and profaning

ik, 7% & by

it with unhallowed touch, you fhould defend, ins
long fpeech, the inviolability of the Conftitution of
1782, yet fupport at one and the fame time a bill
which more violently broke in on that fettdement
A Dbill which violated that very Confticution you had

been labouring for feveral hours to prove ought not
' F 2 to



to be touched on any pretence ; blowing, like Zfop’s
traveller, hot and cold with the felf-fame brga;t}
If the Conflitution was immoveably fetcled in" 1 782,
you f(hould not have endeavorcd to fhir it Inwzrgg ;
unlefs indeed you invert the proverb and fay, ‘that the
humble man may fteal the (heep, but the great man
mult not look over the hedge, and argue that to be
a virtue in a Prime Serjeant, which you tell us is
rank blafphemy in 2 Prime Minifter. But it is odd
enough, you fhould juftify an infringement of your
boafted Confhtutlon, {o inviolate and pcrfe& in all its
patts, yet fo]cmnly affure us, thatno qucftlon of Con-
ftitution <« could ever hereaficr exift’”!

Ina political fenfe, Ireland at this moment ftands
as a blank - among the nations, a lerra incognita on
their maps. Europe little troubles herfelf ‘about our
Iquabbles for power, and I believe never yet enquired
by what fort of tenure this out-lying corner is held to
England, whether by grand or petty ferjeantry.  She
knows that the deepeft counfels of Ireland cannot in-
fluence the meaneit tranfattion in the humbleft of
the European States, But rake Irifh’ independence
complete, and you make it formidable : while it re-
tained over its own affairs the very fame dominion it
now poficfles, it would have a voice alfo in the affairs
of the empire. At prefent that voice is not heard
beyond its own thores; but lét its thunder become ver-
tical, Jetit burft over the heads of thofe on whom it
may fall with effect, let it roll in a Senate where a
Burke and a Sheridan have interefted, and illumined,
and aftontthed the world, who will fay that Ireland
lofes her independence the moment fhe makes her-
" ad*¥ heard, dreaded, and admired? Even the fine
fpeech lately delivered by 'the Speaker of the Irifh
Hoypfe of Commons, would be loft to pofterity, had
not Great Britain herfelf made fo confpicuous a figure
In it, and curiofity prcfcrvcd it as one of thofe preci-
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ous morfels of eloquence that prove what genius and
talents mif applied are capable of performing.” =
I bave heard it faid, that Ireland might retain her
Parliament independent of England, and yet be ad-
mitted into the full counfels of the empire. © A mo-
ment’s refleCtion’ will expofe the abfurdity of fuch a
notion.  Little as Ireland €njoys of fovereign inde-
pendence, more would be its own diffolution; like
an excefs of blood that deftroys the body. = As it is,
what embarraflnients and difficulties does your prefent
meager independence throw in the way of Great Bri-
tain ! "The very oppofition you' are now giving her,
whether effectual or feafonable to the public affairs,
I fhall not here enquire, proves more thin the Regen-
¢y had done, that you fhould not be trufted with
{:;)wcr—-a power you are fo capable of mifufing.
"hat diftractions, independent of fubaltern confide-
rations, ‘would enfue, if Great Britain fhould madly
take the Parliament of Ireland into her counfels, wi-
der the arrangement of 17821 The meanctt of her
inconveniences would be the confufion of two inde-
pendent ftates acting metapbyfically for their com-
mon and {éparate good, diftin& but united, yet nei-
ther diftint nor uhited, but fomething betwixt both
and neither, and neither and both; incomprehenfibly
comprehénding, with a Quicungue valt of political fal-
vation. Were the infanity of England to encreafe the
fphere of your independence, otherwife than by Union,
what would "become of her creating and confirming -
powers,thatin the Quicunguelanguage mult without doubr
perifb everlafiingly, or go hand in hand with capricious
and fturdy Ireland, to the certainty of delay, and the
vaft probabilicy of diffiention and defeat in fome of her
moft decifive counfels and conclufive aés, demand-
ing prompt and vigorous difpatch ? Al treaties now
* onfoot with foreign nations muft be difclofed, fufpend-
ed, modified, old ones perhaps opened and arranged,
and the other powers of’ Europe, in this difficult and
S ‘ : perilous

/



erilous fituation of the Empire, and of Europe it-
fclf, be brought to entertain a new and unheard-of
{tate, as well in their prefent as in all taeir future ne -
gociations with Great Britain, and perhaps too in fome
unfortunate hour with lreland herfelf, independent of
England. Imagination is bewildered in the perplexi-
ties of a more enlarged independence permitted to
Ireland ; but which very independence would, be fup-
plied by an incorporation of the two kingdoms, that
would then act and treat as one, indivifible and inte-
oral in all its component parts.  So that, Sir, with-
out meaning to impeach or infubftantiate the -inde-
pendence you do enjoy, 1 have no difficulty to fay,
that | but wreftle with a fhadow, when I combat the
empty phantom you fet up.’ |
After what has been writteny the independence of
Ireland, itis apprehended, will be found to be merely
of a civil, intra-judicial patore; little more than mu-
nicipal, and powerful in'its own bailiwick only. As
for external authority, I have not heard that Ireland
offeffecs any, unlefs her Admiralty-act may have en-
fured to her the dominion of the feas. Too long in-
deed has {he commanded in the Red-fea; 1tis ume
the Union-flag were hoilted in the Pacific.  But what
part of her independence would Ireland lofe by unit-
ing with the meft powerful nation in the world ? §iz-
glene/s fhe would lofe in the double Legiflature, but
whatever The might gain, fhe could lofe. no more,
She would exchange difcord for harmony, jealoufy for
kindnéls, ftrife for confidence, weaknefs for ftrength.
a name for rank, fubordination for equality, and fe-
parate danger for mutual fecurity.  Yet Ireland is not
fatisfied: She had rather retain the empty honor of
high-founding independence, than poffefs the folid ad-
vantages of imperial connection; and we are threat-
ened with a fecond civil war, before the embers of the

Jalt have fept, thould England prefume to raife her
| ' from
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from her humble and worlt humbled condition ! [s
this her wifdom? I am fure it is not her gratitude.

But admitting Irifh independence to be as {overeign
and uncontrouled as you contend i i, would Union
be the « extinion” of that independence ? Did the
Spanith Pentarchy lofe their independence when they
fetdled in the Monarchy of the Empire? Do five
fhillings lofc their value when conlolidated -inro one
¢rewn?  The proud Caftilian would draw his rapicr
on the man who fhould tell him that he was not inde-
pendent.  And are thofe co-federared (tates lefs pow-
erful to-day than they were before Union ? Sure 1
am, let their prefent weaknefs refult from what it may,
their ftrength has not been impaired by Union; and I
thould have litle difficulty to prove, that fur Jfor
Union, the proud kingdom of Spain would not a this
day have a name as an independent nation. The nume.
rous provinces of F rance, Guienne, Franche Compte,
&c. whether acquired by conqueft or by ceflion, and
above all the late acceflion of Belgium, now incorpo-
rated with France herfelf, have they not by their con-
folidation formed that empire which at prefent fhakes
the world, (whether happily or unhappily for man-
kind, is not here the queltion) and even prefumes to
defy the difunion of the Briti(h (tates?  Suppofe, Sir,
that Ruffia and Great Britain were at this moment to
incorporate, would they lofe their independence in the
accrefcence of their united ftrength?  Thofe who
confound diftinétnefs wich independence wil] argue
that they would ; by diftinénefs, I {hall prefendly
fhow, is not independence, though Union fometimes
is.  After Union, Great Britain and Ireland woyld
ftill be independent, and more independent too than
cither of them is as difuniced members of the fame
empire : their confolidation would communicate pey
vigour each to the other, as in chymiftry two coloys-.
lefs liquors will produce a colour by Union: moge
power and more refpect would follow them, their

prefent



46

prefent diftinétnefs being the immediate weaknefs
of one of them, and confequently the relative im-
becility of the other. Independence, 1 mean Sir,
that fort of independence afcribed to Ireland, carries
in its very bofom the feeds of feparation. ln private
life we fee that diftin¢t authorities always create dif-
tiné interefts, which again lay the foundation of con-
cealed jealoufies, that firft fhew themfelves in difcon-
tent, then rife into hottility, and finally adjuft them-
felves in feperation. Itis the natural courfe of hu-
man affairs, and no wifdom of man can ftop this pro-
orefs of caufe and effect. Union alone, in making
that power which 1s divided and diftin&, onE, by con-
folidating the interefts of both, each conceding and
each embracing, can {fubftantiate the powet of either;
refembling two flames, that by meeting become one,
and burn the ftronger and the brighter from their
union. Such, Sir, would be the marriage of Great
Britain and Ireland, who would then form on€ family
living in one houfe, and having but ‘one intereft, with
that intereft direCted to their common advantage.
Though 1 prefume nothing, and certainly lay no claim
to infpiration, this will be found juft as true as that
other of divine authority, « 1f a kingdom be divided -
againft itfelf; that kingdom cannot ftand; and if 2

houfe be divided againft itfelf, that houfe cannot ftand.”
Mark. Chap 3d.

Having mentioned Belgium, I fhall embrace this
opportunity of ftating an obfervation 1 had referved
for another place. TheKings of France, and parti-
cularly Lewis the Fourtcenth, had for a long time been
endeavouring to poffefs themfelves of Belgium, know-
ing it would be of invaluable importance to_their in-
fuence in the fcale of Europe. U ndoubtedly its pof-
{eon was.an obje& of the firlt magnitude ; but the
balance of power, that artificial magnet which poifes
the continent, always refifting this acceffion of ftrength
to monarchical France, her new Republic, nor over-

apt
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apt to ftand much on ceremony with her neighbours,
has at length made it her own. [ have not before
me the State-paper given to the public by Lord
Malmefbury in the year 1796, but as near as I ean
recolle, Lord Malmefbury required of the French
commiffioners the reftaration of this new acquifition.
1 forget whether it appears by the paper, but I be-
lieve it to be true, that this requifition of the Britifh
Ambaflador was refifted on the ground that Belgium
was not a fingle member of the French ftate, or a
mere acceflion of new acquired territory, but that
having been wnited to the empire, it formed and con-
ftituted an integral past of the empire itfelf.  The an-
fwer was fo conclufive that it required all the coolnefs
and addrefs of the Britith Ambaffador to get over it,
and he made this fine obfervation; [I write, Sir,
from memory.] « Thatin a late conference, they had
infifted much' on the fuperior energy of France as 3
Republic ; but if under the Monarchy, when France
by their own account was fo ‘much weaker than the
is now, the powers of Europe had judged it expedi-
€nt not to allow this annexation of territory to France,
there was the more reafonthat France {hould not now
be permitted to retain it.” The anfwer, to be fure, was
conceived in the true {pirit of the old fyftem, that
had long been the hobby-horfe of John Bull, and ob-
tained for him through Europe the appellation of
Monficur Balance ; but it was addreffed to Republi-
cans, who ride a hobby-horfe of another fort: Bel-
gium is ftill incorporated ; and France, they faid,
could not feparate the integrity of her Empire.

Now, if the ¥rench commiffioners did require of
the Britith ambaffador, as an article of negociation,
that the federal connection between Great Britain and
Ircland fhould be diffolved, Lord M. had not that
advantage in the argument, prompt and excellent as
his_aufwer was, of which the commiffioners availed
themfelves in refpet to Belgium ; and the commif-
> fioners

e
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fioners might have reafonably argued from the {lender
and doubtful tenure of an appended ftate with a fe-
parate legiflature.  But let Ireland be umited with
Great Britain, look how ftrong would be the argu-
ment when it fhould return upon the French: their
own words would be found to bear with additional
force upon themfelves, when Ireland {hould be thrown
into the oppofite fcale as a meafure of Balance. Af-
ter incorporation, England might affe& a difpofition
to make peace, and fend her ambaflador a third time
into France. Should no peace be concluded, and
very probably none would, as neither fide difcovers
much inclination to lay down its arms, nor did difco-
ver any in either of the former negociations, particu-
larly in the laft, which feems to have been nothing
more than an embaffy of difficulties and obftructions
on bath fides ;—1I fay, fhould no peace follow a third
embifly, the Britifh minifter might come forward to
the people and fay to them in triumph, ¢« I have
complied with~your defires: I offered them peace:
it was rejected: they:wanted me to fever Ireland from
the empire, but would not diffolve their own union
with Belgium. The union was to be all on their
fide, the diftra&tion on ours. I fhould lofe my head,
and would deferve to lofe it, had I confented. Bri-
tons, is it your wifh that the price of peace fhould
" e .;}fc"detruncation of the empire, and the diffolution
“of your unity, {0 formidable to France, and obtain-
tained with fuch immenfe difficulty and danger? Will
youbreak your imperial integrity ? You mujt : France
. will not-make peace, if you donot. Put down that
haughty nation'! United we are, and let us unite
_ Aith- one heart and one hand to preferve unbroken
the facred compa&tion of the empire.” Such, Sir,
1 prefume, or.fomething much better, would be the
argument of Mr. Pitt; and who would fay that he
was not a confummate politician? ©

Were
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Were the terms of your book properly defined, a
few pages would ferve to give it an anfwer. Ido
not recolleé that you have ufed the exprefs word
diftincinefs in the fenfe of independence, but you cer-
tainly ufe its primary diffinil 10 denote independent ;
and the whole ftrain of your book confiders feparate-
nefs of legiflature the fame with independence of
empire. Diftinétnefs, Sir, is not independence : if
it were, the Ifle of Man would be independent of
- Great Britain, from which it s as diftinét to the full
as independent Ircland, and juft as independent too
(I beg pardon) as Ireland is now that fhe has founded
her claim to fovereignty on diftinétnefs. ~ You feem
not to have underftood the difference between diftinct-
nefs of power and diftinénefs of place ; but in your
zeal for Irifh independence, have refted its flability
on the waves of the Channel. That which is inde-
pendent of another, is certainly diftin&t from that
other: but that which is diftinét is not therefore in-
dependent. _The Britifh colonies are diftin¢t from the
mother country ; but what would you fay to the man
who fhould argue from thence that they were inde-
pendent > To confound then diftinénefs with inde-
pendence, is jult as abfurd as if 1 were to call the
horfe that you ride independent, becaufe he is an ani-
mal diftiné& from his mafter. Diftinéinefs is its own
proof that it is not the thing to which it is compared,
juft as a deplumed cockis not a man, though fophif-
try, we know, had once attempted to prove them
the fame, or at leaft twin-brothers like Caftor and
Pollux, ovo prognatos eodem. And how again, [ be-
feech you, will you prove union to be ¢ extinction”?
Were the ftream of the Liffey turned into the Royal
~ Canal, wotld that be the drying-up of its channel?
What cements and “binds things that are {eparate,
cannot poffibly be extinction :. I would not argue with
the man, who fhould maintain that it was. For the
- fame reafon, the identification of two bodies cannot
¢ 3 be

e



44
be the deftruction of one of them, ftill lefs of both ;
but fhould identity deftroy, then both muft perith to-
gether ; and then your pofition would ftand thus, «« The
moment Fngland and Ireland identify their legiflatures,
the empire of Great Britain is at an end.” You fee,
* Sir, into what abfurdity your argument leads you.
Would the infufion of the fame wine from two diffe.
rent bottles into a third, annihilate the claret that wag
in them? Their diftinéinefs would undoubtedly be
deftroyed, but the liquor would continve the ver
fame; unlefs indeed fome men fhould think the
dregs the beft part of the bottle. You fend to your
grocer for a pound of tea: he has divided it into twa
equal parcels: you return the teas from the papers
they came in, into a canifter. Is not that the very
tea your grocer fent you? Is the tea thereby deftroy-
ed? Perhaps you will anfwer yes, for that the tea
being imperial, it was bad for the conftitution, The
junction of two diftin legiflatures, like the jun&ion
of the teas, no perverfion of language can torture inta
their deftruction. Uhnion might deftroy diftinétnefs,
as it would produce identity ; but after an incorpora-
tion of the two kingdoms, Irith independence will
remain unimpaired :—What a&t of parliament can
annihilate a fhadow ?

The very diftin@nefs of the two countries, pofiefi-
ing diftin@nefs of legiflatures, (I really want words ta
give your airy nothing

”

¢ A local habitatien and 2 name'’)

I confider as a caufe of diftruft, and confequently as
a fource of weaknefs: and I much queftion whether
the invidious refidence of the crown itfelf, never vi-
fible to Ireland but in its functionary capacity, jea-
loufly and darkly exercifed, as it creates diftinéi-
nefs, be not a ftrong though filent caufe of diffatisfac-
tion. Nor again am I fure, that the very delegation
of the crown does not contribute to convince the

people
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people daily, that fomething is wanting to complete
their independence.  Much as they refpe the pre-
fent worthy and excellent reprefentative of Majefty,
(and moft ungrateful they would be, if they did nor)
but much as they refpect this friend to Ircland and the
pecple, their confcioufnefs that the crown js but fha-
dowed out to them, while the fubftance is kept out of
fight, excites a fulpicion that they have not the entire
benefit of the (Britith) conftitution, The people of
Ireland, thofe I mean of the old ftock, whatever
may be the opinion of the Power that ftands between
them and the crown, and however interefted fome
men may be in provoking the lower orders, are na-
turally attached to kings: and the muore loyal they
are, the more they eftimage prerogative, and demand
the perfection of their confticutions. They are nor
ignorant that the beft intentions of the fovereign are
fometimes incercepted and fruftrated by a dark and
exclufive government, independent both of king and
people.  That branch of the legiflature which they
defire- the moft, is capricioufly denied them ; while
thofe parts which they leaft regard, are retained, and
retained too in the moft ungracious manner, by tell-
ing them that the refidence of thefe branches, with
the abfence of the other, is'true independence. Bug
furely, Sir, if one branch of the parliament, and
that too the head, may with fafety and even with pro-
priety be difpenfed with, the other branches may with
€qual convenience be difpenfed wich allo. Ourt of
this argument rifes another, that the independence,
now incomplete by the abfence of the crown, will
find its completion when the two houfes fhall move
with the executive in the proper fphere of irs artrac.-
tion. Either the crown fhould be refident with your
two houfes of parliament, or your two houfes of par-
lament fhould be refident with the crown : nothing
{o reafonable, fo regular, fo orderly ; and nothing
would conduce more to eftablifh the quiet of the
‘ country
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country in the people’s good opinion of their gover=
nors ; for it isonly in the conftitution that we can trace
¢he caufe of the evils that grow out of it: Whoever
looks for it in any other place, will fpend his time to
yery litcle purpofe. S
The more you talk about the « vigour” of your
arliament, which you pathetically lament Was not
« followed up,” Pp- 1133 and the more you contend
that Ireland is ftrong 10 defend herfelf, the more you
but convince me of her impotence. It is in proof,
that not all your yeomen, all your militia, all your
regulars, all your afcendant ariftocracy, trained and
di{‘cip!ined as they were, and enflamed with as much
zeal and religious fury as-ever fired men to battle,
could refift the brutum fulmen of a few pikes arrayed
againft them : and that great and powerful as thofe ar-
mies and affociations were, yet neither their numbers,
nor their ftrength, Bor their enthufiafm, could avail
them in the day of battle, unaffifted from without.
Thofe pikes in tkofe-hands of thofe very men that
afcendancy had fo often infulted, provoked, and de-
fpifed, compelled the armed force of Ireland to hide
its head in the bofom of England, like a fcared child
clinging to the maternal breaft, and caufed its « vigor”
to turn at laft to the empire for protection. Let it be
a Jeffon to Ireland! And fuch was the < vigor” of
your parliament, that when a certain great man re-
rurned laft fummer into the county of Louth, report
fays, he was forced to travel ten miles out of his road,
Jeft that vigor fhould be followed up 5 while a humane
and merciful general, 00t quite fo_alert and vigorous,
not only rode with 2 fingle groom through an opprefled

and infurgent people, but > the heat of batde had his
Jife fpared him, and even his perfon fecured from
danger by the very men whom he was fighting againt.
Thar man, we all know, was only not cenfured by

e vigor.” But when we look at your.lamentation, ]

we find you date the ftoppage put to your career of
vigor
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vigor from the month of ¢ Fune”, the aufpicious
zra of the prefent popular Lord Lieutenant’s com-
ing into power, and interpofing his mild but firm
authority to extinguifh that rebellion, which vigor
had excited, and vigor, it feems, was unable to af-
fuage. The country muft not owe its tranquility to
any power but your own, or to any meafure fhort of
coercion; as the favages of the Southern Ocean cure
their diforders, not by emollient fanatives, but with
incifions and cauftics, with the hot iron and the
- knife.  Sir, you are weak; you are no more a na-
tion, if by Union, you do not make yourfelves /irong.
- From hating the. people, and proclaiming war with
their poverty and their prejudices, you muft learn
to. love them, and teach them to love you: by ad-
miniftering to their neceffities and rendering them
content, you muft draw them to virtue; and when
you have made them moral, induftrious, and happy
~ —but not till then—you will enfure their obedience
in their affeétion, It is tounion, Sir, and to UnioN
oNLY, that you can look either for repofe or fecurity.
How long is this fyftematic warfare, this inland trade
of fratnade, tolak ? Is it never to have an end?
But is vigor to go on {courging and burning, till all
the blood-vefiels of the ftate fhall be emptied ? In-
fenfible as you feem to thefe things, and unwilling to
allow them atall, there is little hope they will change
for the bettery till the great change fhall corre&
them. Nor ean, you fuppofe that England will be
always feeding and pampering your independence to
her own inconventence, to the makmg of you pow-
erful again{t herfelf, and the furnithing you with the
means of rifing, or affe&ting to rifc above your pre-
{ent conneétion with her. M. Pitt is no fool; and
1f he was; the Britifh cabinet are too wife to be
ssvcajoled, duped, and threatened” (p. 31) by an
afcendancy, which like that of another fort, the higher
it climbs, the more it expofes its foulnefs and defor-

mity.
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A minifter T muft always fuppofe intends well,
that he regards the public fafety above all other con-
fiderations, and that the who'e of his minifterial
conduét keeps this great objeé conftantly in view,
I confider him, then, as one who thinks the interefts
of the crown and the people to be beft ferved when
each has its full and proper fhare of power, and
that power again is drected to the ‘good of the
whole. When the energies of the ceuntry require
to be called forth, he will confolidate the phyfical
firength of the one with the conftitutional influence
of the other, whofe momentum he will employ to
give impulfe and diredtion to the'machine, animating
it with the mafter-hand, like the tripod of the divine
artit. Should duft and rubbifh impede its motions,
he will remove the caufe, and repair the defeéts that
embarrafs, or altogether fufpend the action of the
work. 1f this be a proper duty ina minifter, and
perhaps it is his firt, hewho calls the exercife of fuch
duty a s project” (paffm) has an opinion very dif-
ferent from mine. 1do not fee how the crown and
the people can ad in concert, while a third power
ftands as an ifthmus to prevent their conftitutional
junétion. Had the minifter withed to precipitate 2
union, he could not have devifed a furer or a {peedier
mode of bringing it about, than by permitting inde-
pendence to Ireland. That cannot well be a project
which the wifeft men in the two kingdoms had long
and often recommended ; and which at the time you
volunteered yourfelves into independence, was fore-
feen by all confiderate perfons as a neceffary and early
confequence.  Your independence was the projeét, as
thofe who now refift union, have projeéts of another
fort.  But if union be a projed, then the union of
Wales was a project, and the union of Scotland was
a proje@, and all the benefits that have refulted from
thofe unions, are projeés: but I know of no pro-

je&, no union fo dilgraceful or fo injurious to Ire-
land
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land, as the .union of nominal {overeignty with
practical fubjection; as I know of no union fo
monftrous and unconftitutional, or fo oppofite to in-
dependence, as the union of boroughs. This bo-
rough-union, which thrufts itfelf between the crown
and the people, and intercepting the royal favor
darkens the fplendor of majefty, is well defcribed in
the Greek fable,—The moon being under an eclipfle,
complained to the fun that he had withdrawn his light
from her. You accufe me wrongfully, faid the fun,
do I ever ceafe to pour my rays on you ?—I[.beg
pardon, quoth the moon, it is not your faulty but
that dirty planet theearth, which has got between us.
I fometimes pi&ure to myfelf the meeting of arif~
tocracy with the minifter, when the bufinefs of the
{eflion is to be fettled. To be {ure, the man who
has to manage the many-headed beaft is to be pitied.
He moft pat it, and ftroak it, and keep it in hu-
mor; and the great danger is, fhould he ftroak it
avkwardly, that the animal, Jike the poet’s horfe
undigue tutus, will' recalcitrate, ™ The minifter pro-
poles, corruption hefitateg—ss Reaily, gentlemen,
this bufinefs muft be carried 'y it is abfolutely neceffa-
ry.”—What will you give us? « You are provid-
- ed for already.”—If we be, yourfelf had the benefit
of it: we can’t do itAow.—<« Name your terms,”
Why, fays one more facetious than the reft, I have
read in one of my children’s ftory-books, that when
the city was in danger, the aldermen met to confult
on the public fafety: the carpenter propofed a
wooden paling te the bridges, and deul gates to the
. ftable-lanes : they were good againft fire, The pa-
triotic draper recommended a number of linen bales
to be hung out of the windows, like Archimedes’s
wool-facks ever the wall ; they were good for trade,
The honeft haberdather advifed thrcad-paper foldiers
but for'my own part, faid the currier, there’s nothiy
like leather.—+ Sure you wouldn’t have a leather-

o tax !
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tax ! thofe who wear no fhoes, cannot pay it.” —<But
thofe who prefume to feafon their miferable morfel,
fhall « Give us a falt-tax.—It is thus, Sir, that a mi-
nifter is forced to give way, to prevent the public af:
fairs from ftanding ftill; and itis no wonder this lord
of the lion heart, this wolf independence, whofe
appetite becomes voracious in proportion as you feed
1t, thould fet its face againft union, knowing that union
fets its face againft him, as fome men quarrel with re-
ligion, becaufe religion is at war with them.  What
amazing expence will be faved to the country, when
the devouring Polycephalus fhall be deftroyed; and
one government fhall ferve for the two kingdoms!
Infa&, Sir, as we bring with'us into the world our
own principle of death, :

(The young difeafe, that muft fubdue at length,
Grows with its growth, and ftrengthens with its ftrength)

fo your independence brought with it its own de-
ftruion. The hour of its diffolution is come : its
conflitution is worn out at feventeen years of age, as
the debauched youth falls into an early confumption,
and defcends to an immature grave, . His friends, to
be fure,raife many a difmal ditty, but Death whofe ad-
juftment ‘alone is final, fteps in and fettles the account.
When union fhall have deftroyed the only venomous
animal that can exift in Ireland, pofterity will fcarce
believe that aicendant ariftocracy could have fo lon
poifoned public happinefs, or ftung the land, that
had fed and nurtured it in its bofom.

While the lights of philofophy are breaking in on
the reft of mankind, Ireland alone continues in ori-
ginal darknefs. The real interefts of the country
¢ither are not underftood, or are wilfully perverted.
Two faétions diftra@ the ftate, and he that pretends
to the moft illumination, as is generally the cafe, is
the lefs informed of the two. * Union,” fays the

Irith
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Irifh Catholic, & is a good, faving, wife, and falu-
tary meafure.’—< For that fingle reafon,” quoth
the Orange-man, ¢ and becaufe you fay {fo, [will re-
fit it.”  Says the firft, « Majefty that propofes, and
his Vice-roy that recommends this healing balm to
our wounds, I refpe&, I honor, and I embrace, and
the meafure fhall have my fulleft fupport.”—*¢ Do
you approve it 2” fays the loyal Orange-man, « then
you vile Irith Papift, becaufe yox like it, I’ll oppofe
it, in the houfe, and out of the houfe, with my voice,
with my pen, with my fword, unguibus et rofiro.’—
¢ But the venerable reprefentative of Majefty I
love,” fays the Catholic, ¢ he does not purfue me ;
he holds out amnefty, and fooths me into order and
obedience.” ¢ On that very account, you bare-
legged rafcal,” fays the burning loyalift, ¢ I’m his
enemy. Pardon a rebel! 1 never can forgive that.
In the houfe decorum and prefcribed forms may re-
frain my rancour : but out of it, not the virtues nor
the laurels of the veteran fhall fecure him from
my calumnies.—What ? Refpect a Croppy” !

It is thus, Sir, that Ireland has no people, and
never can have a people under the prefent order of
things, nor until kindred fhall embrace kindred, and
in the words of my motto, |

Cognatafque trbes olim, po lofque propinguas,
Epiro, Hefperid, quibus idem Dardanus auller,
Atque idem cafus, unam faciemus utramque
Trojam animis; mancat nefiros ea éura nepotes.
Virag, EN. 3.

This rancour in the belligerent parties will refolve
that phesnomenon in politics, a Popifh Republic.
Were it a republic of choice, it would be a phoeno-
menon indeed ! But being a republic of neceflity, the
Catholic, whofe principles naturally lead him to mo-
parchy and even to hierarchy, but worried and pur-
fued by his Orange brother, finds himfelf compelled
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to take refuge in republicanifm. Had,‘howevef,'

the loyalty of the Orange-man not been q'uiie fo bot,
be affured, Sir, we thould never have heard the words
Popifb Republic. Fortanately indeed the “Orange
loyalift has not been able to prevail ‘on the Catholic
republican to unire with him againft his King, The
Catholic will not truft him he has bled enough al-
ready ; and he knows that had it not been for him
who now invites him to take up arms; the blood of
his country had not flowed. Befides, the Catholic is
confiitutionally loyal : his paffive ‘patience for a cen-
tury under all the odium and oppreflion he had en-
dured, and with ‘the open invitation of two rebelli-
ons, 1n which he took no fharewl atever, has evinced
his attachment to regal government far more ftrongly
than the flaming zeal of the ireful Orange-man proves
bis loyalty. No, Sir, the.Catholic will not fir: I
have great reafon both to think and to hope that he
will not: he will not oblige the loyal Orange-man,
who at this very moment (Auguft 17) if the Wex-
ford exprefies may be credited, with a badge of fe-
dition at his breaftand a corps of blood-hounds at his
back, lights his path to power with the torch of reli-
gious difcord.  Yet he cannot provoke the peaceful
Catholic either to refift, or to join himin arms. Sir,
I fay again the Cathclic will “not oblige him: moft
ungrateful would he be, were he to move one fingle
ftep againft the crown, after all that the crown has
been doing for biz, and more that it is how offering
to do. I am no Catholic, and have even (I take
fhame to myfelf) drawn my pen againft that injured
body: but were they to join the Orange-men againft
their King and benefacor, I fhould ceafe to be their
advocate, as I fhould be the firft to condemn them as
men, as chriftians, and as deferving fubjeés: neither
would I now offer a word in their favor, did I not be-
lieve the Irifh Catholic to be as loyal and meritorious
& the beft Orange-man of them all, I have but one
wifh
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“wifhin thisftupendous eftablifh ment, viz. That inftead
of beholding the fcene renewed that | witnefled the

other day at the Caftle-gate, where, becaafe it hap-
pened to be the anniverfary of the battle of A ughrim,
a number of Orange heroes in uniform valiantly af-
faulted the perfon of an unprotected lady, that cri
minally wore a bit of green ribband in her hat,—
I may fee the Orange-lilly and Green-thamroek uhic.
ing to banifh all ‘party ditin&tions whatever, in the
joyful celebration of one anniver(ary onlyy, ¢ The
anniverfary of the GrEAT uniON op THE TWo

- KINGDOMS” ! |

The yellow-fever and green-ficknefs are the death
of public virtue: their ravages have deftroyed more
than the unfparing {word. In'a moral fenfe, they
canker focial happinefs, and blight the juft hopes and
expectations of all ; in a political, they relax the ener-
gies of the ftate, impair its health and vigor, and ren-
der exertion heartlefs. At the fame time the mono-
polift of loyalty affumes more than he is entitled to,
and-has fewer claims on. the fate than the injured
and calumniated, but deferving Catholic, whofé mo-
deration becomes a virtue when he finds his fervices
difdained, and his petfon reviled and buffetted. A
man thus patient. under his oppreflion, though his
claim be filent, has certainly a better title to public
favor than his noifyand boaftful brother, who would
engrofs not only all authority, but al allegiance and
worth to himfelf, " The Orange-lilly ttands like the
deadly Upas, that bears itfclf no frait, nor fuffers
any to grow within its influence.  Lilig ser lavorant,
neque nent, “Sir, the corrupt Orange has fqueezed
the laft dropof its unwholefome juice into the cup

“of independeénce; the poifon has reached the heart,

and the patient muft die if fomething be not done
for his relief: the ftate-phyfician has been called iy 3
and howlocver you may diflike or difparage his ng/
. 5 Lrion,
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tram, it is your duty either to adopt it at once, or

to prefcribe fome other medicine in 1ts ftead. Whilg

men do nothing but fhake their heads and take their
e

fees, the corpfe is at your doar. N
But while | ftand op for the loyalty of the Catho-
lic, it will be objetted to me that I argue againft
matter of fact, for that the late rebellion was a Popifh
plot.  Thoofands have faid it, and thoufands believe
it, becaufe it bas been faid. Vain and ‘contemptible
affumption ! Sir, there is no proof of ity it is all
affertion, an impofture propagated by, knaves, and
fwallowed by fools, that always form the larger num-
ber in every community. L vulbdecipiy faid-Gan-
ganelll, decipialur: 1 fay fo toe, but let the knaves
be marked. You will tell me that three parts in
four of thofe concerned inithe rebellion, were Ca-
tholics : admitted; but this does not prove that it
was a Popi/b plot. it only. proves that in a country,
three parts of whofe inhabitants are Catholic, and
one-fourth only Proteftant; with a rebellion general,
three parts in fouriof thofe concerned muft neceffa-
sily be Catholic.” It isvas numerically plain as that
three and one make four. - You will reply, the re-
bellion was not. general, for that the North, which
was almoft whelly® Proteftant, did not rife at alk
To this 1 anfwery that this fame Popifh plot, on the
authority of yourfelves, was hatched and matured
in the Proteftant province of Ulfter; where, on
yet better authority, Orange_firft began the work
of bleod, and provoked that province. to affociate in
its own defence. <« To Hell or to Connaught” was
tive counter-{igns and it gives {fome token of return-
g grace, that Orzngeitfelf nowdifowns and isathamed
of it. Thiswasyour Popiih plot, begun by Orange-men,
and afterwards refifted by Proteflants. Had the Pro-
teitants formed one half of the people, and the Ca-

\tholics the other half, then the rebellion that was ge-
- 3 neral,
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reral muft neceffarily have confiffed of an equal num-
ber of the two religions ; and then too, | fuppefe,
it would have been a Popi/b plot! Or take it the
other way ; had the people been only one-fourth Ca=
tholic, and the other three Proteftant, and the re-
bellion juft as general as it was, then the Proteftants
muft have formed the larger number by three parts
in four, and confequently there would have been ano-
ther political pheenomenon, a Proteftant plot to ere
a Popifh Republic! No, fays the bigot Orange-
man, it would ftill be a Popi/h plot! And yet, Sir,
1 could prove your Orange-men to be juft as guilty of
a Proteftant plot to extinguith the Government by
their oaths and their lodges, which were jult as ille-
gal and treafonable, and, juft as dangerous toop,
as the oaths and clubs of United Irifhmen, as were
the Catholics, guoad Catlolics, guilty of any plot.
The truth Sir s, religion was_but an .accident in the
bufinefs, as the fchoolmen call it; till the dogs of dif-
cord made it a property. Still I fay it was but a po-
litical diftinétion, of which religion was made the fign,
a mere pretence, a nemme-de-guerre, to {erve the few
through the injury of the many. | repeat, Sir, that
religion had nothing to do in the bufinefs either on
one fide or the other. . There is no religion ftirring :
if there were, we'fthould not have witnefled fo much
want of charity with fuch abundance of {piritual ran-
cour, nor yet fuch fcenes of carnage as have choaked
all defeription. . Neither fhould we behold fuch infi-
delity, and ‘atheifm, and deifm, and profanenefs
pervade every. clafs of men, whether Catholic or
Proteftanty who if we may judge by the number of
their murders, acknowledge no other God but Mo-
loch, whofe temples have refounded with the fhricks
of pamnand the howlings of defpair, whofe altars
have reeked and fmoked with human bloed, or
groaned with the victims of immolated age, and at
whofe feet, as at the altar of the Spartan Diana, in-

fancy
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fancy has been fcourged by the rods of Afcendancy. . .
—cc Syffer little children to come unto me, for of
fuch is the kingdom of Heaven.” But Afcendancy
whips the little children, that they may rebel both.
againft Nature, and the God of Nature ;—that they
may become parricides, and perjured accufers of
their innocent parents, to prove the exiftence of a
POPISH PLOT !

That it was not a Popi/h plot, let us turn otir eyes
on the unhappy gentlemen, now ftate-prifoners, and
fuppofed to be leaders in the late rebellion. ~ Are the
majority of them Catholics? And if ‘they be not,
the argument applies in the progreflive ratio of that
majority to prove, that it was .not.a Popifh plot,
but a Union of the whole people, mot to eftablith a
Popifh democracy, but to difencumber themfelves of
that very power from which the piopofed meafure of
Union is defigned to relieve them. Had it been a
Popith plot, it is fomewhat fingular, and unlucky
too for thofe who ‘maintain the affirmative, that by
far the greater part of the leaders who fuffered, fhould
have been Protcitants, Was the property that has
been confifcated, the property of Catholics? You
will not fay that it was.  The plot could neither have
been concerted nor condu&ted by the lower orders
and it is well known, that the upper orders of the
Catholics had little or no concern in the rebellion.
Mr. Orr himfelf was a Northern, and arigid Calvi-
nift. It cannot be fuppofed that be would aid and abet
a Popifb plot! And indeed when we reflett that the
King him{tlf had for twenty years before been ftrain-
ing every nerve to emancipate his faithful and lov-
ing fubjects the Catholics of Ireland ; and that his
beft fervices had always been intercepted and refifted,
and afterwards friltered by the afcendant ariftocracy
of the country, it will not be very eafy to account
why the Catholics, as Catholics, fhould have con-
trived a plot again{’c the crown of him who was .<.io-

g
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ing them all the kindnefs in his power, If they did
not plot againft him before they reteived thefe favors,
it is againft all rule to {uppofe they would plot againft
him, while they were in" the courfe of having thofe
favors conferred. The plot was not againft him:
Whatever conftruftive treafon, therefore, may have
been imputed to thofe of themt who have fuffered, of
an intent to take away the King’s life, it was buf con-
ftructive.  T'he people were difcontented : the majo-
rity happened to be Cutholics ; the Crown they Joved,
but the Orange they abhorred. The ariftocracy for
obvious reafons clung to the crown, but the crown no
farther adhered to the ariftocracy than it was forced
to do: 1 fay forced; for the fituation of affairs oblig-
ed the crown to temporife. Under this ariftocracy
the people groaned ; they could not fhake it off, but
by revelt: they revolted againft ariftocracy, but con-
ftractively againft the King. They were not revolt-
ers becaufe they were Catholicsy; but were Catholics
becaule they were the majority of the people: ergo,
fays Mr. Afcendancy; it was a Popi/bplot! Such is
the logic of thefe men, and certainly it is of a piece
with their charity. :
O, but it muft have been a Popifh plot, for a
number of their clergy took part in it, and fome of
them died in the field and others on the fcaffold.
Conceditur.  But ftill this does not prove it a Popifh
plot. Jackfon; the firft conviéted of treafon, was a
Proteftant clergyman : and many other Proteftant
clergymen acted fecularly allo. Some of them fep-
ped beyond their duty and beyond the laws, and
thofe that did (feveral of them at leaft) died violent
and untimely deaths. 1 fpeak it with horror; my
blood freezes while I write it: both the age and the
country have been ftained by it: but all this does
not juftify the eftablifhed clergy. The zeal of the
reformed church, according to modern notions, may

have been commendable : but certainly it was not of
X the
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the dpoftolic caft; and its forwardnefs no more
proves it to have been from God, than it proves it
was not a Proteftant plot, as much as a Popith plot.
You muft indulge me, Sir, with a few obferva-
tions, not irrelevant to the prefent point. And firft,
let infidels fcoff and rail as they may, ['hold it'asa
maxim equaily foolifh and unchriftian, that two peo-
ple profefling the religion of the fame divine mafter,
citizens and neighbours, friends and families, fhould
at the very clofe of the eighteenth century, cut one
another’s throats for their difference of opinion in
fpeculative matters. If you chufe to go to Heaven
in a balloon, and I chufe to ride Clavilino, why
fhould we quarrel about our.mode of travelling ?
The chriftian religion enjoins @s to have no ftrife
either in fpiritual or in fecular matters; and fure I
am, that when man has joined thefe together, the
nature of the precept is not changed. The all-fecing
Judge does not allow us to fhuffle with hinf in this
manner. With much more reafon might the Lu-
theran quarrel with the Calvinift for pulling and tear-
ing all the lace from his coat, than with the Catholic
for continuing his embroidery. Does not the Lu-
theran himfelf follow the example of the Catholic in
retaining a Jittle of the fringe? What at this
moment are your Cathedrals? Tranflate the word
Cathedra into Proteftant profe, and it means neither
more nor lefs than the Pope’s Chair ? and what are
your difpenfations, but Papal indulgences granted
ex Cathedra ? 1f you do not pray to faints in form,
do you not dedicate your churches to them, thus
hoping to bribe them to your prayers and propitiate
their interceflion? Or when you confecrate any
new church, if you but continue fuch dedication, do
you not in and by that very conlecration connive with
your confciences? - If you have taken down the
Crofs from your altars, have you not erected the Te-
tragrammaton in its place ? Shall it be holy reverence

only,
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only, to exprefs the ineffable Creator, and rank ido-
latry, to exalt the fymbol of the Redeemer? Is
not the Proteftant infant initiated and received into
the bofom of its church by the fign of the Crofi?
Shall the fame thing be a virtue in London, and a
crime at Rome? If you are right in your refpect
for the Crofs once, the Catholic cannot be wrong. in
his refpe& for it always : and if the Catholic be
wrong in his refpec for it always, you cannot be
right in your refpe for it once. Why therefore the
£nglican church, which retains fo many of the Pa-
pal ceremonies, with fo much of the pomp and
power of Rome as well in temporals as'in {pirituals,
fhould go to lopgerheads with her filter, for loving
a lietle gold fringe as well as berfelf, I fhould be glad
fome learned Orange-man would inform me. You
will not anfwer, I am fure, that the church is made
for the clergy, not the clergy forthe church.  Jack
and Martin do not quarrel ; yet Jack differs more
from Martin than Martin differs fiom Peter. And
why don’t they break one anothers heads ? Becaufe,
Sir, they do not find it their political intereft, for as
I faid before, religion conftitutes no part of the quef-
tion. Sir, I will hazard a ftrong aflertion, nat at
all afraid that I fhall not be able to defend 1t ;—that
there does not at this day exift one Papift in the
world.  Roman Catholies there are many : but a Pa-
piff 1 do not believe is to be found in all Chriften.
dom. I fhall have no objection to enter the lifts
upon the queftion with any learned gentleman: his
talents at arguing may be far fuperior to mine, as
his erudition, I am certain, will be found much
greater, but of the fa& I entertain no doubt, nor of
my ability to prove it.—A Popifl plot ! Sir, you
know, and the government knows it was not a Popifh
plot : Af'cendancy provoked, and Afcendancy has
felt, and Afcendancy will be humbled : byt its hu-
miliation will be juft as much a Popifh plot as its own

32 pro-
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provocations are one. . Ob, the horrid dogs™!
fays ariftocracy, ¢ fure they believe in Tranfubftan-
tiation! Was there ever any thing fo monftrous™ ?
Yes, gentlemen, your own Hocus-pocus (Hoc eft
corpus ) of incomprehenfibilities ; your Popifp Athan-
afian creed is jult as monftrous. Yet that fame
creed of contradidtions formerly (thank God that
perfecution is over) occafioned oceans of Chriftian
blood to be fpilt; as did another orthodex difpute,
equally to the honor of religion and the falvation of
fouls, « Whether Eafter fhould be kept at the new
or the full of the moon” ? Thank God that perfe-
~cution too is over, for in Ireland the moon is always
at full. Thefe, gentlemen, arg as monftrous as
Tranfubftantiation, or the mon@er Ariftocracy itfelf.
If any crime attaches to the poor Catholic for be-
Jieving in the converfion of the bread, {alas! it is
but little of it that falls to his fhare ; hard and bit-
ter is the cruft,that he eats, and would you deprive
him of the confolation that his God is in it?) Why,
good gentlemen, do you juft as Popifhly believe in
myfteries? 1f he fuppofe the blood of his Savior to
be in the cup that his Prieft denies him, but drinks
himfelf with benefit of clergy, will you take upon
you to fay that the blood of the Catholic is pot in
every cup of the Proteftant §  Is the chalice of afcen-
dant luxury fo pure, fo unpolluted, that not one
drop of Popifh blood is eyer known to enter it?
Friend as [ am to the Reformation, and well as 1
know the vaft advantages that have refulted from it,
I am free to fay, that the Irifh Catholic was born
under an unlucky planet, when Proteftantifm became
Lord of the Afcendant, Shall you condemn the
¢hurch of Rome for her Anathemata, while your own
church thirteen times in every year, once a moon,
fulminates her thunders againft all thofe without the
pale of her belief,—party per pale, as the heralds
fay,~—=curfing them to everlafting damnation with a

' S ' Whofoever
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Whofoever will be faved 2 Surely thofe who boaft their
reformation, yet keep in chains both the mind and
the body of thofe who have not received its be-
nefits, are not quite {o blamelefs as the poor unlet-
tered peafant, from whom they criminally withhold
the means of knowledge, and then have the charity
to reproach and even to punith him for his igno-
rance. And again, gentlemen, with all your chari-
table abhorrence and perfecution of the Roman reli-
gion, you have yer perhaps to learn that you retain
1n your form of worfhip the very Miffal of Rome
herfelf, your afcendant liturgy being neither more
nor lefs than an accommodation of the Litania B.
M. Virg, and a garble of Litania Sanitorum, with
other Litaniez of the Roman church. The whole
liturgy of the Anglican church, its ftate-prayers and
other local fervices excepted,” 1s no other than a tran-
flation from the ancient liturgies of Rome, and ftill
in part ufed by that communion. If this be a
fa&, then is the triumphant Orange-man at this mo-
ment ftanding as much on the threfhold of damna-
tion, (don’t ftart, gentlemen) as the humble Catho-
Jic, and purgatory itfelf cannot fave his afcending
foul from defeending to vifit the Pope! Good God!
will this religious phrenzy never have an end ? And
fhall the nineteenth ceatury of our falvation open
with the perfecution of our unoffending brethren ?
Or fhall union, and oblivion of injuries put an end
to this impious and forbidden warfare ?

I have dwelt the longer on this point to fhew, that
the religion of 4 Roman Catholic does not nece(T.
rily render him a bad fubje&, or thould exclude him
from the full benefits of the State; that he is equally
- entitled to protection with thofe that now bruife and
tread him to the earth; and fure [ am, that were |
miftaken, it would be the intereft of the country ta
make him fo; that the benevolence of the King (for
1t can never be too often repeated, that it is to the

King,
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King, and to the King only and his Vice-roys, the

Catholic owes his prefent privileges) has pot béen
mifplaced by any thing that has lately happened ;that
the Catholic is ftill deferving, and that he will receive
with gratitude that union which endears itfelf to him,
coming from his King, whom in his bear: he has not
offended. In the Crown alone he has ecither, hope
for further indulgences, or refuge from the barbarous
policy that purfues him :" neither can he manifeft his
perfect duty to the State, till his capacities {hall be
made perfet. If we deny him common rights, we
muft expeét imperfe& obedience : if we have found
any deficiency of duty in the Catholic, we have to
thank our own erroneous policy ;3 and inftead of our
refentments keeping - pace with the King’s kindnefs,
or having our paflions enflamed againit our fellow-
fubject and fellow-chriftian, in proportion as he has
been relieved and rendered ufeful to the State, it be-
comes us to embrace with humility, but with confi-
dence, that union which alone can rivet us to one
another or to the empire. :

I fhal! difmifs thefe obfervations with remarking,
that 1 was not unwarranted in {aying that the govern-
ment knew the late rebellion was not a Popifh plot :
they knew the fource of it, and they knew the fore-
gone conclufion of 1t too. It does not become me to
fay more: but had they thought it a Popifh plot, it
was not_poflible they fhould have granted {o many
commiflions of the peace to Roman Catholics, or al-
lowed {uch numbers of them to fit on the grand In-
queft of their refpective counties. Would they alfo
have given fo many commiffions in the army to gen-
tlemen of that perfuafion, which difaffetion might
have turned againft the State? Had they not been
well affured that Popery had nothing to fay to it,
they could not have done thefe things. The whole
almoft of the militia were Catholics; vaft numbers
of the regulars were Catholics; and an amazing ma-
: jority
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jority of the yeomen were Catholics; and yet we do
not find that 1hey plotted againft the State, What
regiment ever fought with more loyal gallantry than

the Limeric militia, compofed entirely of Roman -

Catholics 2 Would government have trufted all thefe
men with arms, which might have been fo eafily di-
verted another way, had they not known that a Po-
pifh plot exifted no where but in the heated brains of
afcendancy ? Thofe Catholics who are now calling
aloud for union, are they alfo meditating a Popith
plot? If fo, Mr. Pitt and the whole Englith go-
~vernment, and the Irifth government, and the efta-
blifhed churches of both kingdoms; are at this mo-
ment leagued in a plot to fet up the Pope !
Had there been a plot of the fort, it could not
have efcaped the vigilance and. activity of the go-
vernment: they muft have provided againtt it they
could not have run into the danger, to avoid the ap-
prehenfion of it; and without meaning the {malleft
difrelpect to  the /legitimate ddminiftration of the
country, 1t was juft as improbable that it fhould em-
ploy the Catholics themfelves to break up their own
plot, as that the thief who runs from juttice, thould
ruth for fecurity into the arms of his purfuers. If a
Popifh plot it was, why.did not the armed force of
the country, compofcdas 1 have thown almeoft wholly
of Catholics, exccute that very plot, while the means
were fo amply in ‘their power ? Surely there never
could have been a time more convenient to their
purpofe !  Yetsthe Catholics are charged as bad and
dangerous fubjects, undeferving of proteétion ; and
charged too/by thofe very men who molt loyall
would draw.them from their allegiance, and delude
-them nto a new rebellion. No, Sir; the Catholic
will nesther be feduced nor intimidated by fuch loy-
alty ; “he will not prefent one pike in their fervice.
He will give a proof of his.virtue, and his gratitude,
and his allegiance in fupporting the Houfe of ‘Brunf.
' \ViCk:
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wick, leaving Afcendancy to mouht by the Houfe of
Fofter. 1f 1 am not much miftaken, we fhall foon
behold clamorous afcendancy fettle in unrefifting im-
potence. : .

Quod ¢ft caufa caufe, fays the axiom, eff caufa can-
fati. Not Popery, Sir, but your Independencey
that produced afcendancy, which produced corrup-
tion and violence, is the caufe of all our national mif-
fortunes, of all the blood that has flowed ;

M bot fonte derivata clades '

In patriam populumque fluxite : Hor.
¢« Who'd have thought it”? fays fome ftate Old-
boy; « 1 didn’t think it was my daughter [ advifed
him to run away with: 1 thought it was another gen-
tleman’s daughter.” No, no Sir, your own fair
daughter Ireland, who, as Old-b0y again fays, « feem-
ed fo well contented in my houfe, and in the very
moment when I was beft contented with her,” has
been run away with, has been ruined, and all your
filver eloguence about bleffings, and affluence, and
honor, and peace, fo delightfully fhowered down upon
her, will no more avail you now than the ftampings
and ravings of Old-boy could give him back his
daughter whofe flight himfelf had affitted.

Sir, withdraw. the union, and you would find
thefe patriots, thefe champions of independence; juft as
dependant as they had ever been. They know there
are not in England fo many good fops to throw to
Cerberus, and for this reafon they bark {o loud in
Ireland. The Englith government has none of thole
fnug things to give away that Irifh independence has,
neither does it beftow them in the foug mode. In
Eungland you have no jobocracy, no {op-eftablifh-
ment : but withdraw the union, and fhow 2 patriot a
jobb,

¢ The creature’s at his dirty work again 3"
hew will they fwarm and buzz about it, and cohere

and conglobe and fuck it to its laft drop ! But fhow
them
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them the interets of Ireland, they tell you they
are independent, and have nothing to do with any in-
tereft but their own. And they do well; they fee
their power going, and by appearing the friends of
Ireland, they feize a momentary popularity, knowing
they will never have fuch another opportunity, Op-
pofition makes them talked of who were never talked
of before, and confcious that they poffefs no real im-
portance, they catch the meteor of imputed patriot-
iim, and fubfiribe to their own immortality. —If we
may judge by fome of their taxes, a pillar. of falt
would beft record their virtue, and Lot’s wife may
live out another feafon.

Yet thefe are the men for whofe fakes, and for
whofe fakes only, a parliament fhould be preferved
to Ireland ! < kjt all join in cherithing the parlia-
ment—it is a godd one, and has donz iss duty—pre-
ferveit; join all hands and hearts together—tell the
bold minifter- who wants to take away your conftitu-
tion, that he fhall not have it, that you will not be
his dupes.” p. 112, and 113.°

Did I not think it high time to draw to a conclufi-
on, though more than two-thirds of my papers lie
untranfcribed on my table, I fhould pals fome com-
ments on this encouraging exhortation, o im mediately
after the pike-work, which your ¢ vigor,” you tell
us, could eafily have put down, and your ¢ vigor”, it
feems, can as eafily pus up. 1 have been accounted
an ardent man, and perhaps thefe pages may be a
proof of it, yet I do not admire fuch combuftible
language at a moment like the prefent. Whatever
indulgence the impetuofity of genius, or the torrent
of eloquence; may claim in the delivery of a fpeech,
the fame apology does not extend to the unim paflion-
ed reporter;: and if, Sir, you would have us believe
you fincere, a per-oration lefs inflammatory had
. been more decorous in a ftatefman. [ intend you no
offence in this remark, and | fincerely hope 1 have

K given
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wiven you none in the progrefs of thefe papers: |8

refped your talents, I applaud your zeal, I admire;

your - knawledge, and 1 efteem ‘your impartiality as

Speaker of (the lrith Houfe of. Commons. “But
ufurped domination I abhor, as 1 honor légiﬁmaté
government adminiftered by wifdom, and enforced by
the vigor of wholefome laws. ' ‘A governnient thus
difpenfed, 1 call the beff; as an invifible.authority
controuling fuch government, I term mifruley becaufe
while it counteraéts the real government, it fetsup a
{purious one of its own, thereby creating two admi-
niftrative powers in the ftate, where there fhould be
but one: like double independence, or the two
Kings of Brentford fmelling at one nofegay. Arif-
tocracy, ¢ the beaft with feven heads,” {hall have
my parting valediction, which I thus deliver frefh
and fervid from my heart :==%« I*had rather fub-
mit to the uncontrouled conditions of the moft
barbarous conqueror, of ‘an  Alaric, a Jenghiz-
chan, or a Timur-bec, than become the willing flave
of afcendant authority. Ireland, I truft, is net yet
fo loft as to love bafenefs for its own fake.—I had
rather have a Mufcovite fhake his whifkers in my
beard, and compel me to eat off the fame plate with
him, than crouch to contiguous tyranny, or be rub-
bed'and elbowed by affumed fuperiority. ¢ It was
not an enemy-that did-me this wrong,” fays he who
was hoth a ftatefman and a king, ¢ but mine own fa-
isiliar friend.” The man who makes flavery his
choice, and dances to the mufic of his chains, him
1 do not envy either his private feelings or his pub-
lic virtue.”?

I have the honor to be,
Sir, &c. |
THEOPHILUS SWIFT.

Drumegndra, Auguft 27, 1799,



