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MISCONCEPTIONS OF FACTS,

AND

MISTATEMENTS

OF

THE PUBLIC ACCOUNTS,

e, ¢, . e

My Dear Sir,

IN, order to give vigor to the Laws, power to the Rights,
increafe to the Commerce, improvement to the Morals, and
fecurity to. the Property and Lives of our Fellow-Subjeéts,
" your efforts have not been:wanting, through fupport of an
Union.* To be connefted with you, in fuch things, is
a public fatisfa&tion, to which my mind is not infenfible.

Far be it from me, however, while I value your opinions,
to depreciate wantonly, thofe of other men. = The judgments
of ignorance fhould rather be fhaken off in filence; or let to

fall of their own accord, like dew drops from the lion’s mane.
| But there are opinions which claim notice, becaufe they de-
: rive authority from the rank of their author. Falling from
on high they make impreffion, and uttered in places of great
confequence, they come forth with importance. Mr. Fofter’s

; a

{peech in the Parliament of Ireland is of this caft.

"» See Mr. Johnfon’s ¢ Letter to Mr. Spencer, on the

¢ Union” : alfo, his ¢ Reafons for an Union.”

s
= e



It is now before the Britifh public, after having b&&: P
ev

relted by | himfelf;* and confcquently, it refts with

here to embrace thofe truths, or confute thofe errors, wh'kc;fn"'

Mr. Fofter would imprefs upon us, while he inftruéts us on
a meafure of fuch magnitude to the empire. 1 feel myfelf,
however, particularly called upon to do juftice to myfelf,
without arrogating a claim to any thing, except what the
fimpleft humility cannot furrender—truth. Becaufe, if thofe
reprefentations of Mr. Fofter’s on the commerce of Ireland be
true,—mine, which I have given undcr the fanfhou of ofﬁual
documents, muft be falfe

In order, therefore, to judge Juﬁly upon whofe ﬁde the
errors lie, the fame authority fhall be reforted to, which Mr,
Fofter quotes to accredit his aﬁ'eruons I mean that of Mr.
Irving, Infpe&tor General of the imports and exports of Great
Britain. And, accordmg to this evidence, I commit the
bufinefs to the juft tribunal of public decifion.

The official accounts given into Parliament by Mr. Irving,
will appear, however, to have been grofly, I do not fay
wilfully, miftated by Mr. Fofter. And the great end or
conclufions which ‘this perverfion of the public accounts goes
to eftablifh is:—firft ; the trade of Ireland affords fuch advan-
tages to Britain, that all apprehenfions of being deprived of
it, in cafe an: Union be rejected, are 1d1e on the part. of
Ireland.

The next propofition which Mr. Fofter’s argu.ments pre-
fent againft an Union isone that is founded on an aflumption
of faéts, or of things as fa&s but which have no exiftence.

And the end or confequence aimed at, through this afflumption

is—that all extenfion of the commerce of Ireland, in the eftab-
lifhment or participation of the great articles of Britifh ma-
nufacture, in, confequence of: an~Union, is radically im-
Pofﬁble

* According tp. the Publﬂhers advertxfemcnt in -the
Ncwfpapers. i
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To . thefe two heads or queftions, all that Mr, Fofter’s,

book contains on commerce may be reduced; one of which
tells the Irifh they cannot lofe their trade, if they . refufe,an

Union; and the other, that they cannot extend it, if they -
embrace an Union—t/lerefore, let them rejec? it. . But we fhall ©

find his conclufions prefently crumble all about him. .

However, though his edifice be pulled down to the found-
ation, I do not mean that he fhould be hurt, by a fingle ftone
of the ruin. I therefore premife, through refpe@ foreven
Mr. Fofter’s erroneous opinions, that his miftatements, I
doubt not, have arifen from mifconceptions. For that muft
be called a mifconception, which dlﬁ'ers, unmtent;onally,
from the reality of things. That muft alfo be called a mif-
cenception, when any perfon, (as I thall fhew Mr. Fofter, has
done) gives two different opinions upon one and the fame
point. And that muft be called a miftatement, where 2 man
fwerves from the fair official accounts, which he tells you are
his authority: and tells you, that he quotes them accurately,
while he fhifts the fums, and fhifts the denominations.

Now let us confider, in detail, thofe mifconcentions and
miftatements. R

First Pornt.—Does the trade of Ireland afford fuch ad-

wantages to éritaz'n, that all apprebenfions of being deprived of
ity areidle on the partof Ireland ?

The reverfe’ of this is demonttrated by the Infpector
General’s acconnts as clearly as arithmetical evidence can do,
and as mcontrovernbly, as any mathematical proof whatever.
Thefe accounts fénly and ebvioufly fhew that the trade is in-
ﬁmtely more beneficial to Ireland, than to Britain: the fame
accoun‘ts, therefore, cannot prove.the direc contrary, as Mr.
Fofter fays he makes them do, but by great perverfion, Lct
us examine this.

- In the trade of raw articles, which are certainly of the firft

| confe;qucncc, becau{'e, being the ‘materials of manufa&uxe, we
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may call them the elements of induftry, My, Fofter lhge;
(p- 80. of his fpeech publithed here) that thereis a « balance -
of fupply to GreatBritain” of nearly ravo millions and an half:
(See Table A.)—If this were really the cafe, and the trade
in faét fo advantageous to Great Britain, I muft agree with
any man that there were little danger of Ireland’s being de-
prived of it. I find, however, by the Infpector ‘General’s
accounts, that inftead of this « balance of fupply to Brltam,
this part of the trade is moft indifputably a Ls/s to her, by a
balance of above three hundred thoufand pounds: (See Table
B.) Sothat,in fa&, Mr. Fofter’s account, 5TWO MILLIONS
and SEVEN HUNDRED THOUSAND PCUNDs, wide of the
reality. Does the trade appear thus to preponderate with
benefits to Britain? E

This miftatement arifes from a mifconception, in
calling articles raw materials, which in reality, are not
fuch; nor are they confidered, or ftated as fuch in the
official acconnts. Raw aricles are materials which may
be wrought into manufadtures, and produced in another
form. Hides, for inftance, are raw materials, becaufe they
are produced in another form, which we call leather: but
beef, butter, and provifions, enter into commerce only as
fuch, and in no etber thape. Mr. Fofter, however, reckonson
Trith provifions as raaw articles, by which, he javells one ac-
count ; and he counts on Englith prowifions, cod, ling, herrings
&c. as mamffaﬁured articles, by which he diminifbes the
other. And again, he calls Irifb linen yarn a_raw material;
but he counts on Englifb cotton yarn as manufactured goods:
yet Mr. Fofter tells us—¢ I have detailed thefe ftatements ac-
6 cqrately from the printed Reports.”

However, that we may not be deceived by names of things,
or be led aftray by a partial view in oze branch of cur trade,
let us examine the whole produtts, both raw and mamy‘aé?urel
of the two countries.

‘We find on infpeting the public accounts referred to by Mr
Fofter, that, on calculating the trade carricd on between the



€ b5 )
two countries, with their repec?ive Produfts and Manufaituress
Ireland gains a balance of almoft THREE MILLIONS AND
ax HALF yearly. (See Table C.) Here again, then, the trade
does not preponderate with benefits to Britain.

Now let us take another view of the trade, as to a// the
imports and exports of the two countries¢ and wh at dowe
perceive? We find on a fair view given in the public ac-
counts, that there isa balance, on the general Import and Ex-
port trade, in favor of Ireland, amounting to above Two
MILLIONS GAIN ANNUALLY: (See Table D.)—Here
again then, with above tawo millions lofs before our eyes, the
trade does not preponderate with benefits to Britain.

Further, that we may confider the trade in every pof-
fible fhape, in order to arrive at the whole truth, let us ex-
amine the entire trade, revenues, and bountics, And what is
the refult? It is proved by the public accounts, that Ireland
is a gainer, by a balance of above :t'wo MILLIONS SEVEN
HUNBRED and SEVENTY, SEVEN THOUSAND POUNDS
ANNUALLY. {See Table E. ) Now Iafk, inevery view of
this trade, hew does:ilt appear accordmg to the official ac-
counts of the Infpe@or General, that the advantages are, (as
Mr. Fofter afferts,) <more on the fide of \Britain—and cer-
tainly Jfo much fo; asto pus an end to all the foolifh threats awhich
have Iwm made, yart:cq[m ly as to awr linen trade depending
rwbol{y on Britifb bounty, gnd Britifh di ifcretion.”

As to the latter part of this affertion on bounties, we fhall
{oon fift the truth. '
~ But asto the commerce of the two countries, Mr. Fofter
cannot make it appear, thatthebalanceis /o much onthe fide
of Br;mm,” and the excefs of gainprodigions.”—1It is utterly
1mpaﬁible, according to the official documents.  And there-
fore, his conclufion againit an Union falls to the ground, be-
caufe he has built it on miftatements which exhibit fuch a
penrerﬁon of the Public Accounts, as could ariginate enly,
I do conceive, in mifconception,
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I now come to the linén trade, And here again T find | |
Fofter déep inerrors. Some lines back I quoted his affertion,
relative to'the linen trade ‘nos depending on BriﬁﬁfiBni{ntie,:,
or Britith diferetion. And, in p\aée 84, he remarks on boun-

ties, ““‘when their operation is 'boafted of by Mr., Pgt't, as

“« having raifed our manufatture to its pre{éhf'h:cight,- he
% forgetsthe fult.  They took place in 1743, and operated
“as the REPORT ” (of the Board of Tradey « I have men-
< tioned ftated, as TWwELvE per cent on Briti/s, and six
“and an HALF per cent on Irifh ; the remaining five and an
< half compenfating the charges of freight; commiffion, &c.
¢ from Ireland to Britain,” = +*" ™% o .

~ Here, you obferve, it is ftated'by Mr. Fofter-that, while
the bounty on Britifh Linens is eftimated at rwelve per cent,
the bounty on Irith Linens is eftimated at /ix axd an half :
and, therefore, according to Jis Report of the Board of T'rade,
Britain has an advantage over the Irifb exporter, equal to

.

’ five and an half per cent:  Now, remark the words of the

Report, as they ftand precifely in the paflage alluded to by
Mr. Fofter. <« Irewanp will be able to export this article
under the new opening given to her trade, to an a'a’rv'ant_agc
over the Englifbexporter equal to five and an balf per cent.”*
Thus, therefore, you fee a direct contradition to what Mr.
Fofter puts before you as the ftatement of the Board of Trade.

I fhall here"explain this matter:—Britain pays twelve
per cents bounty toIrifh Linens exported from this country :
but the Britith Merchant, who exports thofe Irith Linens,
is ata charge ot five and an half per cent. ‘in Britain, for
warchoufing, &c. &c. before he can export them : whereas,
the bounty being the fame in Ircland as in Britain, and the.
{rifb merchant not having #bis expenfe which the Britifl mer-
chant has here, the Irith one, therefore, has /o much advan-

* Copy of the Report of the Lords Commiffioners, cen-
tained in the Accounts laid before the Houfe of Lords,

’

Feb. 22, 1799.——See page 16, paragraph 2.
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tage (or fivé and a half per cent.) over the Britifh exporter.

So that Mr. Fofter turns the Briti/h exporter into an Iri/k,

exporter. The former may be called an exporter of Irifh
linens ; bat thofe 7rifs linens réceive twelve per cent.
bounty. —Can Mr. Fofter deny this? ‘Can he deny that Bri-
tain favours Irifh linens imported by a prote&ing duty, alfo,
equal to ‘twenty-five® per cént. ? Whereas all other linens
imported, pay this twenty-five per cent.: and all other
linens befides Britifh, exported, pay about fix per cent.—
“Confequently, there is an equality of export 6aun{y paid by
Britain'to Jrifb and Britifb linens; there is an‘advantage of
five and an half per cent. bounty, in favour of diret ex-
portation from Ireland, againf Britain; there is twenty-
five per cent. in favour of Ireland; over foreign linens im-
perted; and, if we add twelve per cent. bounty, paid ‘to
- Irith linens exported to fix per cent. duty paid-dy Foreign
linens exported, it makes eighteen per cent. in favour of the
Irith exports. How, then, can Mt Fofter fay, that, where
there is fuch {upport, there is not dependence —and {uch wo-
duntary fupport;’ there is- liot ‘diferetion ? Cannot the Britith
_ Parliament take away this fupport of bounties and protecting
duties from the Irifhdihens ? If fo, itis difcretionary.—And
is not this {upport of bounties and prote@ing duties, necef-
fary to the Irith Trade? If fo, it is dependent. But the
fact of dependence fhall be further eftablifhed :——Let us
confider, therefore, the operation of the Bounties. "
Mr. Fofter remarked, as we quoted before, that ¢ when
- * their operation is boafted of by Mr. Pirt, as having raifed
«¢ our manufa@ures,” he forgets the faiz.” In order to over-

turn this affertion, we ‘fhall appeal again to that high'and .

““ decifive rvtd‘mce,” to which ‘Mr. Fofter himfelf refers us

* Mr. Fofter fairly ftates according to the Public A
counts, at 33/, 6s. 8d. but it fhould be 251, per cent,

L Y ‘ g*

| ¥,
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more than once : I mean that of the Lords Commiﬂion_érs for
Trade and Plantations. 5

According to the Report of thofe Lords of Trade, I find,
(page 14) that the Import of Irith Linens into Great Britain
increafed, between the years 1743 and 1743, from fix mil-
lions, to feventeen millions of yards. But the increafe of
Irith linen, exporzed under favour of Britifh Bounty, far ex-
ceeded in proportion the impors during the fame {pace. The
quantities exported were, in 1743, above forty thoufand
yards; and, in 1773, above two millions.of yards. The
increafe in Import, therefore, was nearly from one to three ;
and the increafe in Export nearly from one to feventy.* Thas,
we have the fatt of increafe clearly and undeniably efta-
blifhed.. Now, the next fa& to be afcertained, is, upon
what did this increafe depend?  According to the very fame
evidence, the Board of Trade, it depended upon the ope-
ration of Bounties. Their words are,—(Page 14: para-
graph 4)—<¢ This increafe may be attributed to Bounties and
Duties.”

That a Report of a Board of the Lords of Trade is ¢ de-
cifive evidence,” every man muft agree with Mr. Fofter 5
and, without meaning any difrefpedt to this gentleman,
I certainly conceive them more competent, and more likely
to be impartial on this point, than Mr. Fofter, or any man
circumftanced as he is, And, therefore, according to their
judgment, and thbeir teftimony, I muft believe that Mr.
Fofter either mifconceived, and therefore miftated, or elfe—
forgot the faét.

Befide, fince it is to their Report he applies on different
points of the linen trade, he cannot confequently refift the
teftimony of that Report, ftrongly and evidently confuting

* Baut if we mark the proportion of increafe up to 1799—
‘in ImporTs, it is from one to fix, and in Exron'rs_from
one, to one hundred and fifty : The number of yards in the
former increafe, was from fix, to thirty-feven millions ; and
the latter from forty thoufand, to fix millions.
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him, and dire@ly confirming the opinion of Mr. Pitt—that
the linen manufa&ures of Ireland fawe flourifhed upon Bri-
tith bounties, But if he fhould ftill have any doubton the
bounties being diferetionary, 1 troft I fhall remove it foon by
his own evidence, and by the further corroboration of the
Lords of Trade. And, as their Report was made in 1780,
and not under the prefent Adminiftration, or prefent circum-
ftances, no objeétion can be taken to the nature or {ubftance
- of what Mr. Fofter properly calls ¢¢ decifive evidence.”

What however wilt- Mr. Fofter fay to his own evidence, when
be bore teftimony to Irith linens depending on Britith Bownties
and Britith Diferetion ? His words were,* ““as to Bounties,
¢ Britain almoft ruined owr manufa&ure of fai/-cloth, by
« bounties on export of her owwn to Ireland. In 1750, or
¢« thereabouts, when Aer Bounty commenced, we ex-
£¢ ported more than we imported; andy in 1784, we exported
¢ NoNE, and imported 180,000 yards.” . Such, then, is
Mr. Fofter’s ftatement of fads, which confirm the zoral de-
pendence of one branch, and coafequently of another, of the
Irifh linen manufa@ure on Britith bounties, and Britith
difcretion. For, by changing the bounty, the manu-
fatture was utterly defiroyed in Ireland, and fecured to Bri-
tain. Let him fay again, avko *¢ forgot the fact” of the
- operation of Britith bounties ?

After miftating (page 845) the Report, as 1 have pomte-d
out, relative to bounties, he proceeds, and fays, ¢ by this
“¢ unequal encouragement, the export of Britith bounty
¢ linens rofe, &¢. &e.” You will remark, that the {yflem
of Bounties' to which he attributed unegual encouragement
toward Ireland, is what the Board of Trade flated exprefly
to afford ““@dvantage in fawour of Ireland, equal to
~ #¢ five and ap half per cent.t”’ Now, what fays the Board

* Woodfall’s Report (page 110) of the Irifh T)cbatc on
the Propofitions in 1785,
" 7% "The Reader will have feen before, accor.ling to the tef-
timony of the Lords of Trade (Report: p. 10, pu '-1grml1 2),
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forther on ‘this unequal encouragement >Calcdliting §ts
Juccefs in varions manners, they ftate (page 16, par, 4) % o
« far will it operate to the diminution of Britith export
* trade, to the diminution alfo. of the returns for that
“ trade, and confequently to the prejudice’of our naviga-
¢ tion, and of the commercial: interefts in. general,” (and
‘they add further, page 18, paragraph 1) «¢by all the colla-

"¢ teral confequences of 2 proportionable ‘#ransfer of our

¢ navigation, and general commerce toithe ports of Ireland.”
With fuch words before him, and from fuch authority,
folemnly ftating to the Lords ‘of: Council the. difa-dvantages
‘to Britain in favour of Ireland, atifing from the expors
‘bounty fyftem, ‘it is firange that he could call fuch « advan-
"¢ tages” unequal encouragement, and reft his affertion on the
authority that contradi&®s him. 58
But, confider the fatof the Trifh exports having fo won-
derfully increafed from Britain, (as from one to 4 hundred
and fifty) under what Mr. Fofter calls unequal encouragement,
and in preference to a dire® export from Ircland, where
there is a decided fuperiority over the Britifh exporter equal
to five and an half per cent. :* and what ftronger argument
can be produced againft Mr. Fofter, than his own, to fhew
the dependence'of Irifh trade ona Britith market, and Bri-
tith encotiragement ?—Or confider his other fa&, of the ex.
ports of Britifh linens gaining head on the export of Irifh,
notwithftanding the ‘numerous and fubftantial fupports te
keep the Irifh on a level with them; and then let him tell
us, how,could the Irifh manufa@ture cope with the growing
progrefs of the Britifh, were thofe fupports taken away ?
« You now perceive of what confequence to Ireland this
encouragement from Britain is, and, that while Mr. Fofter
ftates the Bounties to be but unequal encouragement, towards
Ireland, his < decifive evidence,” the Report of Zke Lords

that there is a decided fiveand a half per cent. in favour of
direct export from Ireland,

* See the laft note.
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of Trade, Rate the reverfe.—Let him ferioufly pan.fe upon
‘thofe fatts; and next “reconfider his own ftatement. ~

" 'Mr. Fofter’s words are, (page 108, of Woodfall’s Repoﬂ)
< The Honourable Gentleman (M, Flood) complains of
¢ the Report of the Englifh Privy Council, who fay, that o
<€ put Ireland on a footmg of exal? reciprocity as'to linens,
< Treland ought to give a Bounly on the exportation of Eng-
<€ Tifl linens, becaufe England gives a Bounty on.ithe'ex-

. “¢ portation of Irifh linens.————CaN ANY THING| BE
“ more jusT?” (adds Mr, Fofter,) Here, is MriFofter
laying down his folemn opinion to Parliament, that the ez-

ecouragement given by Britain in favour. ef: Ireland, is not
‘friftly juft toward Britain; that it is'not reciprocal; that
it is not egual, fo much is it in fawer of Ireland: and
now Mr. Fofter folemnly tells the Parliament, that this
fame encouragement is unzegual, fo much is it againft Tre-
land. © Tl ' 1 Q""?:

o “We-have feen by the indifputablemroois of fals, that,

‘with-adwantages in. favour of the Irifp Exporier, he finds it

-neceifary to refortta the Britifh matket, and to the Britith

Exporter. .‘Mr. Fofter, however,.tells us gravely (page 87,
Speech on Union]j that if dreland lofes the Britith trade, fhe
ccan find other ports for her linens. It may very fairly be
ifked, if Ireland, with fiveland an half per cent. in her fa-
ly¥orat home, has not found them now; when ihis ad vantage
Jhall be loft, where will fhe find them then? No where,—
-It is utterly impofiible; as I could prove fmis"f'a&oriiy to
every min, were it not too tedious to -enter here into the
general commerce aand manufatures of Earope. - But, [ do
raffere, that thofe new ports for linén trade will be found no
‘where. Lethim thew us, with all the advantages of Bri-

- -tifh -encouragement, what new ports bas Ircland opened

fince the'acquilition of her free trade >—~what new manufac-
“tures has {He eftablifhed ? But take away Britith encourage-
“méntand Britith connection, and adopt Mr. Fofter’s < other
pert” arguments in favour of feparation; and, I tell Mr.
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Fofter, that the ruin of Ireland will he utter and com-
plete; and, that the refources, which he loofely aflerts as
poffible, cannot be proved by fair dedudtion; that he cannot
detail them ; no, nor perceive them, were his_intelligence
but one microfcopic eye. .
He informs us, that the Bounties paid by Britain to Ire-
]and amounted, in 1797, tO about twentysfour thoufand
ounds. But why does he fix on this year . Let us refer to
the fair official evidence.
The Infpector General tells us, that in 1796, the Bounties

-amounted to forty-two thoufand pounds ; in 1795, to more

than forty-two thoufand ; (Table g, Official Accounts); and
on an average of four years, that the bounties were annually
thirty-four thoufand, feven kundred and eighty-three pounds
(Table 17, Official Accounts).——1IsMr. Fofter’s, then, a
fair ftatement ?

But he rells us further, witha fneer, that it was this greas
twenty-four thoufand pound bounty, (that is, this fmall
twenty-four thoufand pound bounty felected by himfelf out
of feveral years,) which, on three million of yards in 1797,
brought the linen trade to its prefent height. Not fo, how-
ever, according to his official evidence. The Infpector Ge-
neral (who coincides with Mr. Fofter as to proteéting duties
being bounties,) tells us, with all the fairnefs of an accompt-
ant, that there was taventy-five per cent. alfo in favour of
Ireland, that year, on nearly forty millions of yards imported,
(Table 8, Official Accounts). Here, then, isa trifling dif-
ference between Mr. Fofter and his official evidence, of about
THIRTY-SEVEN MILLIONS. '

In page 85, Mr. Fofter tells Mr. Pitt, that his is an
¢s jdle threat, and that the Britifh Nation will never confent
«¢ to a war of prohibitions or duties.” But does Mr. Fof-
ter forget, that he has bimfelf proclaimed that war; that
he was the menacing herald in 17852 Who announced #he
aar of bounties, wherein Ireland could not cope awith Bri-
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yain 2% Let us, however, in this inftante, a@ with the
mercy of the law, which makes no man criminate himfelf.
We fhall, refer, therefore, to Mr, Fofter’s ¢ decifive evi-
dence” on this point.—The Lords of Trade pronounce dif-,
tin@ly on this war of bounties or duties *“a {fmall Repve-
« r1ow on thofe Duties, (on foreign linens) would enable:
< Btitain to fupply herfelf with linens as cheap as ever, and
* with advantage to the revenue.” And the Lords of Trade
obferve alfo, that this reduion ‘¢ might probably obtain in
“ return a /arger con{fumption of woollen manufactures, and
« other goods upon the Continent of Eurcpes”’ (Po.17, par.
2.) Here, then, you will obferve, Firft, the Lords of
Trade point direétly to the war of duties; bug, be calls it
Mr. Pitt’s idle threat: Secondly, the Lords of Trade, de-
liberating with folemn wifdom, to promote the interefts of
Britain, authorife this meafure, of the war of duties; but,
Mr, Fofter fays, for Britain, ¢ its wifdom and intereft
would forbid it:”” Thirdly, Mr, Fofter fcoffs at Mr. Pitt’s
infinuation, that Great Britain lofes revenue by the prefent
fyftem ; but the Lords of Trade declare exprefily, thatit not
_ only lofes revenue, but commerce; and that by what Mr.
Fofter has long fince proclaimed, namely, the war of duties,
the rewenues might receive adwvantage, and thc commerce and
manufaltures increafe. “Will he call this bur Mr. Pite's idle
threat and infinuation ?

Again, he points to Mr. Pitt, as led into a labyrinth by
miftakes. We <are prefcntcd however, by Mr. Fofter’s
official evidence, with a clue which may ferve to guide us
through Ais maze of error.

That we may proceed cautioully, however, through fuch
an operation, fome previous remarks are neceffary. We

- fhall begleave to confider as manufactured articles in one coun-
try, whathave been claffed as manufaétured articles in ano-
ther : we fhall be guided by the diftin@ions made in the ofii-

* See Woodfall’s Report, p, 112
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cial accounts, which Mr, Fofter has quotgd but M‘TOL

lowed. Yet it will not be difputed, I bchevc, thatm
of a fimilar nature, or, in other words, proyifions s and
yarn, &c.; having beea claffed under any denomination in
the public accounts, with refpett to one country, ought to
be clafled under the fame denomination with refpeét to the
other. This, however, (as I obferved in aformer inftance,)
Mr. Fofter has not done. I fhall beg leave, notwithftanding,
to.conform to thofe public accounts, which he has brought
forward as evidence, but of which the details and general

object are altogether perverted. b

He ftates, that the /inens, on an ayerage of the laft three
years, amount to 2,600,000/ But t'fit; Infpe&or General’s
accounts authorife me to fay, that the Linen Trade amounts
to 2,844,4021.%  Here, then, is’a miftatement of above
TWO HUNDRED AND FORTY-FOUR THOUSAND pounds,
by Mr. Fofter,

It is alfo afferted by this gentleman; that the linen trade
forms not one half of the Exports of Ireland: but, accord-
ing to the Infpector General’s accounts which are.now before
me, I perceive that it exceeds the half, by about Excury-
FIGHT THOUSAND, NINE HUNDRED AND E}GHTY-NINE
poundst.

Yet thefe are the official accounts, whichMr. Fofter tells
the Parliament, and the two Nations at &Ec‘. he has accu-
rately detailed ; “ and you may fee (fays hc) the advantage
of arriving at truth by fuch a detail,”

Again Mr. Fofter tells us, page 85,—*¢ Mr Pitt feems
to have got into a labyrinth on this fubje& ; his miftakes

* Official Accounts, No. 4—LINEN TRADE.

Plain {hlrung and fheeting, at 18. 5d. per yard, 2,600,101
Other linens - - 320

Linenyarn - - - 243,981

£.2,844.402
+ No. 15.—Total amount of the produ&s and manufac-

tures of Ireland, exported to Great Brigain, £.5,510,825.
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and threats are very curious : he (Mr, Pitt) fays, Great
Britain takes from Ireland MANUFACTURED PRODUCE,

“to the amount of between FouR AND FIVE MILLIONS;

whereas even the Briti/) ftatement, at the price current,
makes the linen 2,600,000 /. and it is the only manufaiiured
produce.”’—You will obferve Mr. Fofter ftates that linen is
the only manufattured produce, and that Mr. Pitr, faid,
the manufaltured produce amounted to between four and five
millions. Naw, remark Mr. Pitt’s words, (page 48, third

* edition)—*¢ Great Britain imported from Ire/and to the

amount of near THREE MILLIONS in the MANUFAC-
TuRrED article of linen, and linen yarn.” Thus, you fee,
the fum is not, as Mr. Fofter quotes, for MANUFACTURES :
it approaches three millions inftead of five :—but Mr. Pite
proceeds, and fays, that Great Britain imported alfo to
the amount of ¢ between rwo and three millions in provifions
and cattle, befides corn and other articles of ProDUCE.”
Thus you feealfo a plain difinétion between the articles of
‘manufalture and produce, and different fums ftated for them
refpe@tively; which dx{ﬁ:rqnt ’fu‘ms make Mr. Pitt’s toral.
But Mr. Fofter confounds all togethcr under one head of
manufactured praduce, and then tells us there is none other
but that of linen, which amounts to 2,600,000 /. and that
Mr. Pitt fays, ¢ Britainimports, of manufaéiured produce,
« to the amount of between four and five millions,”

So far for the accurate juftice of quotation : now as to
the fair value of the articles.

Mr. Fofter fags, «¢ even the Britith ftatement, at the
* price current, makes. the linen 2,600,000 /.

The Bm.;Jh. ’Pca'&ment is now before me, and makcs the
“linen, and lmen-yarn, as ftated by Mr, -Pitt, to amount to
2,844,402 1.2 and even this is an cftimate, at is. gd. ‘per -
yard ontthchnens. a more true eftimate, perhaps, might
be taken at three millions, However, that we may be
cgwnced whether Mr. Pitthas erred, or Mr. Fofter, Tfhall
»fubmné to you the Britifh ftatement, or that of the Infpector
Gtwal
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“No. 4.—Linen trade —_— & 2,8‘4‘?403_
Provifions - —_— 2,448,404

of5:461,048

Are not thofe precifely the articles mentioned by Mr.
Pitt 2 Do they not amount to above between four and five
millions ? 'Where " is the miftake? Or avho appears to be
in a labyrinth ?

However, in the next paragraph, Mr. Fofter again
afferts, (page 85) Mr. Pitt fays, . our LINEN conftitutes
“ four-fifths of our export to allithe wverld.”

Mr. Pitt’s words are (page49). ¢ The increafing produce
«¢ of the chief article of manufalture (linen) AND four fifths
¢« of her whole export, are to be afcribed not to that inde-
¢« pendent legiflature, but to the liberality of a Britifh Par-
¢ liament,’” Surely this.doesnot fate that linen conflitutes
four fifths of the Irith export.

Mr. Fofter proceeds, (page 8 5) ¢ The Britith paper
¢ fhews, that what goes to Britain, which takes, as se (Mr.
¢ Pitt) fays, feven eighths of all our linen, is not one balf
« even of our exports to her—much lefs can it bz four fifihs
¢ of our exports to all the world.”

Now the Britith paper, or the Infpeftor General’s ac-
counts prefent to my eye, at this inftant, that the linen
trade exceeds the balf of the wHoLE export to Britain by
eighty eight thoufand, nine bundred and eighty nine pounds.—
1 have detailed it before in page 14.

And, as Mr. Pitt fa_y;, Britain does take feven eighths of
‘the Irifh linens, and mMoRrE by 653,824 yards ‘

Again :—As Mr. Pitt really fays (not, however, as quo-
ted by Mr. Fofter, that the /inens are four fifths of the Irifh

* Annual medium during four years preceding 25th
March 1798.
To America and foreign ftates of Europe
and Africa @ — — . 4,904,119
To Great Britain -— — 39,885,776

il ar
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exports to ail the world, but) that the Irifb linensy and. alfp
four fifths of the whole Irifh exports depend on Britain ; the
fact i is decidedly fo.  As to linens, it has been abundantly.
demonttrated already. = And as to-her awhole exports, it ap=
pears, by the cuftom-houfe books of IrELAND, that they’
amounted on an average of the laft four yeats to £.4,691,634

and her exports to Britain amounted to 4,175,166
Confequently her exports to Britain are more than ez parts
of eleven. ] .- N

-\
I believe, therefore, it is obvious how far Mr. Pitt 13

- wide of miftatement, and Mr. Fofter of accuracy.

But this Gentléman afferts, that Mr. Pitt again forgets 2
fa&, in Rating that ¢ Articles which are effential to her
< Trade, and to her fubfiftence, or ferve as raw materials
«¢ for her manufatures, are fent from' hence [ Britain] free
{4 'ﬁf‘imfﬂ-” »

Let Mr. Fofter mfpc& the Tables in the Oﬂicxal Accounts,
and I believe he will @/low there are articles which are eflen-
tial to trade, and to fubﬁﬁence, or fqrye as raw materials,
that are fent to Ireland free of duty 3 and from the ‘trade of
many of which other countriestare attually prohibited in
favour of Ireland. But, to fatisfy the public, I fhall give
the Tables from the official documents; and thenevery maa
may himfelf judge how far Mr. }oﬁer has been candid.
(See Tables F. and G.) :

In order to'fhow the great advantages to Bntam, from thc
Irith trade, Mr. Fofter, by a partialview of -her commerce,
tells us alfo, (page 89) that!**the Export trade: of her
«¢ manufa@ures from Britain to dreland, is equal to about
« owne thigdof ber Export toall Exrape.”

On a fair. and proper comparative view, howcver, of the
commegee of Britain with Ireland, what fays the Infpe&or
Gcneral? He informs the Pdrhament of Gteat Brxtam thas
on an ayerage of four years preceedmg ]auuary 1799, the

* Mr. Pitt’ sSpecch pagc 48
€
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Total Exports of Britifp Manufaiture amounted to about -

thirty millions and an half ; and the B!'itiih manufa®ures
exported to Ireland, amounted to about tawo milliens and
an kalf,—that is, a TWELFTH part of her export.* Such
I conceive, with the Infpetor General, to be the juft and
accurate comparative view.

I fhall not trouble you further on this head with long
details, but fhall ftate to you fome of the refults of thofe
figures now before me, and the truths eftablithed by the
official documents, And I dcﬁre Mr. Folter to contradit
me if he can,

Ireland depends upon Britain for the fale of eight
parts out of nine, of all the articles of her trade. Thofe
cight parts of Irith exports are received by Great Britain
almoft, the whole of them, duty free. Whereas, Ireland
charges duties on them, and raifes a revenue for herfelf at
home, at the expenfe of Britain; becaufe, the purchafers
and confumers in Britain muft pay thofe charges in the price
of the articles. A great part, however, of what Britain
fends to Ireland, fhe impofes no duty on; but Ireland raifes
revenues on them. Ireland raifed during the laft year,
SEVEN HUNDRED, & THIRTY-ONE THOUSAND Pounds,
REVENUES on the Britifp Trade ; and on the Trade witi
ALL THE WORLD BESIBE, but One Hundred and Seventeen
Thoufand Peunds, Rewenues.t

Although Britain carries on about r-gth of her commerce
with Ireland, yet the Britifh revenue by no means derives
from this commerce with Ireland one-ninth of its profits.
For, if we deduét from the annual revenues received by
Britain, through Irifh commerce, thofe bounties whick
Britain pays to Irifh linens annually ; we fhall perceive, that,

*® Official accounts, No. 17, Exports to Ireland,
2,631,899—"T'otal Exports, £.30,648,892,
Arartes Lord Auckland’g_:rablc Vi.
Revenues derived to Ireland, from her Trade
with Great Britain - — £731,966
From the World befide e - 117,454
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Britain receives ® but one pound from Irith trade, where

935/, is the due proportion. Such, then, is the truth, ac-
cording to the accurate accounts of the Infpe@or General of

Great Britain, (No. 17,) —But, if Mr, Fofter be right
the Cuftom-Houfe books of Great Britain difplay to the
Parliament of this Kingdom a pofitive falfehood.

The dilemma, which enfues, is——that we muft difcredit
either Mr. Fofter, or this evidencé to which he appeals.
We cannot affent to contraditions. In thofe accounts,
however, to which he has referred, and which arc now
before my eyes, the foral rewer/: appears of what Mr, Fofter
afferts. Yet he tells us, and puts it before us in
various fhapes, that the exifting trade is much more beneficial
to Britain than it is to Ireland! - But T moft obvioufly and
unerringly fee, and I do affert, onno equivocal authority,
that it is not even mutually beneficial, He aflures us,
that if the Houfe of Commons whereof he is now Speaker,
be incorporated with the Englith Commons, this Union
will injure your trade and manufactures. The dire(t con-
trary of all this, has been demonftrated through the irrefifti-
ble arguments of different, and moft able men; fome of
whom have been the guides and ornaments of paft times;
others of whom have been the political prophets of our own
days, and the admiration of the good and wife. I feec an
Union, therefore, through fuch mediums, without being
diftorted by the fallacy, or dimmed by the fhade of intereft,
as the true and’'only meafure that can give ftability or

* Revenues received on an average of four years; preced=.
ing January 55 1799.
By Britain from Ireland, - £.40,911
Bounties paid by Britain to Ireland, 34,783

Remains 6,128
We fhall find, therefore, that 6,000/, revenue from Ireland,
bears a proportion ta the revenues of Britain which arife from
trade, and amount to 5,734,525/ as one pound to mine
hundied and thirty-five Pounds. Y-
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improvement to thofe eminent advantages which Ireland now
enjoys. Thefe muft be utterly loft, if the coes not becoglc
one with Britain, witheut diftin&nefs of views or fepara-
tion of interefts, 'Thus, therefore, I do fee, and, 1 doubt
not, that the people of Ireland will moft plainly fee, the
dirett reversE of what Mr. Fofter would imprefs upon us.
————The trade of Ireland does not afford fuch advan-
tages to Great Britain, that all apprehcnﬁon of its lofs is
idle on the part of the former ; and therefore we fhould xoT
agree with him to keep the Houfe of Commons in Ireland, in
manifeft oppofition to national profperity, and Imperial good.

The next Queftion, to which the arguments of Mr.
Fofter may be reduced, is as follows :

L ]

Seconp Porint.—Is all extenfion of the trade of Ireland,
under Union, by an el ablifbment or. participation of the great
branches of Britifb manufacture, radically impoffible ?

In fupport of this point, Mr. Fofter ftates (in page 68,)
that iron, woollen, cotton, and pottery wares, conftitute
the principal manufatures of Great Britain. And he pro-
ceeds to fhew, that iron is imported into Ireland, at only
125, 64. perton ; and into Britain, at near 3/, (itis, in fad,
at 3/, 45. 64.) yet Britain manufatures and exports this iron
to Ireland, to the amount of 119,000/, annually, though
fhe pays a farther duty on importation into Ireland, of
12/. 14s. per cent.  And this extraordinary power and fu-
periority in trade, arife, fays Mr. Fofter, from the vicinity
‘of coals to the Britifh manufaéture,

Now that this is »oz the cafe, will clearly appear; and,
confequently, his affertion of the radical impoffibility of
Ireland’s not extending her manufa&ures under an Union,
becaufe fhe has 7os coals in her vicinity, muft fall to the
ground.

It is not folely the vicinity of coals, but the various rela-
tions of commerce that promote manufaftures. If ic were
the vicinity of coals, why fheuld fuch extenfive manufac-
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tures of iron, and even thofe of the coarfeft kind, be carried

on in London, and not in Newcaftle? why are they not’

carried on in the latter place, rather than in an expenfive
metropolis ? by which means heavy wages for labour, heavy
charges for diftant carriage, and the heavy duty of 9s. 3d.
per chaldron for coals, would be faved. It is evidendy,
therefore, oz folely the vicinity of coals, which capfes the
eftablifhment or extenfion of manufactures ; nor can the want
of this vicinity, be a radical prevention. | ¥ 4

For if it were folely the vicinity of coals, the manufac-
turing places of Ireland, are not fo diftant from Whitehaven,
and from the weftern coafts of Great Britain, whence they
receive their fupply, asweare on this fpot. = Befide, we are
charged gs. 3d. duty per chaldron on coals here, while there
is impofed but 1s 2d. per chaldron on eoals, fent to Ire-
land. = And notwithftanding this heavy expenfe for fuel, and
the great price of food, labour, taxes, and all the necefla-
ries of life ; various and extenfive manufactures are carried
on, in and about this metropolis.

The inference, therefore, isobvious. It is want of capi~
raly and of the invigorating influence of commerce, and not
want of coals, that‘produces the prefent effect with refpect
to the iron manufadture in Ireland. Confequently, we find
no argument whatever; under this head, which proves the
impo/fibility of the effablifpment or extenfion of manufatares ;
put arguments to prove the reverfe. ~ Get capital, by giving
fecurity to the Britifh manufaurer,—which fecurity, is

 Union; and then folid fuccefswill foon confute Mr. Fofter’s

vifionary alarms.

A ftronger body of fats cannot be adduced, to overtura
Mr. Fofter’s affertions on this queftion, than his own ftate-
merts farnifh. Let us however hear Mr. Fofter, upon the
verypoint, whereon all the preffure of his arguments bears.

- He gravely admonifhes Cork, with: refpet to woollens,
&c. and aflures them, that thefe manufactures can.zever be

~ promoted in Irgland, by the meafure of an Union, for the
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reafons which he had affigned, and to which he refers them.
His reafons and his words are, (p. 67,) « it is felf-evident,
¢ that thefe manufaétures never can travel from the country
¢¢ which bas the coal, to that which has it NoT, wiz. from
¢ Great Britain to Ireland.,” Again, (p. 87, which isten
pages further) he fays, < Neceflity may compel us fo fearch
¢ for coals, which do exist in Ireland.” And again
(in p. 194 of Woodfall’s Report) he warns the Parliament of
Ireland, with this fact: ¢« Were fhe” (England)  even to
¢ raife the revenue on coals to you, that fhe does on her
¢ own coaft carriage, what would become of you? You
¢ have not Irifb coal.””=——<¢ To fuch w;etéhed fhifts are
¢ Gentlemen driven, who attempt to fupport what is not
¢¢ fupportable.”—It is Mr. Fofter’s rebuke to Mr. Flood,
—uttered by himfelf,—page 107, Woodfall’s Report.

I have been thus particular with refpect to coal, becaufe,
it is the great bafis of argument, upon which he would fub-
{tantiate the radical impoffibility of the"eftablifhment or
extenfion of Irith manufaftures : but, by which, it appears
that Mr. Fofter abfolutely proves nothing. It is equally
contraditory, with refpet to the other manufaétures, as
well as iron. Were I to enter into the particulars of the
great feat of the fuperfine broad cloath manufacture at Brad-
ford, and of the kerfeymere and fancy goods at Trow-
bridge, and then into the particulars of the weftern parts of
Ireland, I could demontftratively thew, that the arguments
of Mr. Fofter are totally invalid and inconclufive.—1I fhall
but generally obferve, however, that in all calculations
relative to the eftablithment of manufatures, it is highly
erroneous to confider only  one branch of expenfe; we are
to calcalate all the great branches of expenfe—fuel, food,
labour, taxes.

Ifind, therefore, that the ton of coals, containing thirty-
two buthels, cofts in Irifh currency about 1/, 12+ at Brad-
ford* and Trowbridge; and in London, upon the general

* About One Shilling, Isith, the bufhel.
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average, about 1/, 18s.—at the prefent moment, the average
is 2/, 145 141 whereas the ton of coals in Ireland cofte

about zos. or one guinea.——Where, then, is his ground for
the impofiibility of extending manufattures in Ireland ?—
Food is in her favour, being very much againft England—
Labour at leaft double the price againft England ; and Taxes
infinitely more.

It is demonitrable, that his argument of coals, is not only

a local, but a radical error; becaufe not founded upon true
principles, as might be fhewn, by manifett proofs drawn
alfo from the feats of the cloth manufaure in France, before
the Revolution.—For in Champagne, and other places where
fancy goods, fuperfine cloths and kerfeymeres were made,
fuel was extremely dear: yet, notwithftanding this, they
rendered kerfeymeres at 3s. 64. per yard, while Englifh ker-
feymeres, with the advantages of coal, as flated by Mr.
Fofter, amounted to from gs. to ros per yard. Since this
then is the cafe, and I do affert it as a fa&, avhence arofe
this great difproportion between the dearnc/s of the manu-
fa&ure in the coal country, and its cheapne/s in the country
where fuel is expenfive >—From three advantages which
Ireland pofleffes—cheapnefs of food, and cheapnefs of labour,
and low rate of taxes, Were we to fift this matter in every
poflible thape, it would prove but more and more the reverfe
of what Mr. Fofter would enforce. The fa&t alfo is, not-
withftanding Mr. Fofter's contraditions of exiftence and
non-exiftence—there are coals in Ireland, and in abuadance,
But there is not capital to dig them, nor to explore the mines
of lead, filver, and copper, of the country ; nor to cut canals,
nor toereé machinery for great cotton averks, norto drive a
foreign trade.  And as to the other article of Pottery, fince
the very coarfeft kind is made in the neiglbourhood of Lon-
don, where coals are fo dear; why is it not snade in Dublin ?
Mr. Fofter’s argument, with refpe to coal evidently does
not apply here : and, if I be rightly informed, materials for
the fineft China are abundant in Ireland.—But capital fails,
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And this is the reafon upon which Mr. Fofter mighg;l:;ild
his complaint, that ¢ there isnot a fingle pottery in Ireland,”
Get capital therefore, by uN1TING With the firft partner in

the world, in opulence, charaéter, and commerce, =

I have now béfore me, in a manufcript with which I have
juft been favoured, a corroborative {fupport, of what T before
maintained againft Mr. Fofter’s arguments, as not being
founded upon true principles. It is the opinion of Mr.,
David Hume, in a letter to Lord Kaims, and of Dean
Tucker on the fame fubject. You will perceive that the
views of thofe celebrated men were comprehenfive, and not
limited to a fingle article, for confideratjons on commerce.

Mr. David Hume's letter to Lord Kaims, relates to a
trat of Dean Tucker’s, and contains the following paffage :
—* All the advantages which the author (Dean Tucker)
‘¢ infifts upon as belonging to a nation of extenfive com-
“ merce, are undoubtedly real: Grear' capital, extenfive
““ correfpondence, flilful expedients of facilitating labour, dex-
o Sorivy, irzdz{ﬁry, &c. &e.”’

Herein you fee, on the authority of two of the firft men
of our age, how numerous are the relations, which invigo.
rate and promote trade. And does not Union {ecure partici-
pation of all thefe to Treland ? Surely then, the authority of
Hume and Tucker are no weak opinions in its favour.
¢« Bat” Mr. Hume proceeds and fays to Lord Kaims, and it
is well worthy of particular remark on this occafion—
¢ Among the advantages, we may reckon the pEAR PRICE
¢ of PROVISIONS and LA BoUR, which ezables the PooRER
¢ country to rival them, (the rich,) firft in the coarfer
¢ manufactures, and then in thofe which are more elaborate.”
* Can an opinion more pointed or more weighty be given
in favour of an Union? Mr. Hume fays further—¢ I in.

e ‘dulge myfelf in the hopes, that we in Scotland alfo poflefs
< fome advantages, which may enable us to /bare with them
¢ (the people of Britain) in wealth and induftry.”



( 25' )

© Mr. Hume’s opinion has proved well founded even upom

« /ume advantages"—but, where there are mumerous and _

extrasrdmar_y advantages for the fame end, Mr. Fofter

aflerts it is an 7mpo/ibility. This opinion too of Mr. Fofter’s

is in direct oppofition to a maxim laid down by Dean Tucker,
in this remarkable correfpondeﬁe now before me.

Wc are anxious to eftablifh an Union between the two
countries, at a moment that the commerce of Britain is

- become great beyond example , and when it is wife fer her

to communicate, and more {o for Ireland to receivea por-
tion of that commerce. This cannot be done with policy,

but by Union : and when an Union takes place, this event

muft unavoidably follow, notwithftanding the impofiibility
arged by Mr. Fofter. For it is certain, according to Dean
Tucker—< That the R1cHER, that is, the more induftri-
« ous all countries are, the more beneficial they will become
¢ to each other,” The more abundant the commerce of
Britain, and the more extenfive its induftry, the more will
they both expand their benefits to Ireland, when the channcl
can be opened with fafety to her capital, and to her com-
mercial and manufadturing interefts, by an Union.

Upon the high authorities of thofe celebrated men in my
favour I might reft this point—but I fhiall call in Mr. Fofter
himfelf to my fupport ; and no better words or ideas than
Mr. Fofter’s are requifite-to confute him upon the radical
impofiibility of extending the Irifh trade. He fays (page
111, of Woodfall’s Réport) ¢« Werea manto look for the
« country, moff advantageous to fettle manufallure in, what
« quould be bisichoice 7~—where labour and provifiens are
«¢ cheap—thatias, IrReLanp. And what would he next
¢ look forf2—why, toa rich, fteady, and extended market

: < near him—which England, ftretched alongfide, affords :"—

«¢ a.nd it ls:tmoofﬁble, but that in time, with as good climate,
& egaally natural powers, cheaper food, and fewer taxes, we
“ muﬂ be able to fell to them.” Here we fee Mr. Fofler,

_ phv;& to every man, that Ireland is the moft advantageous
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country to fettle manufactures in ; and which muft even out-
sival England and fell to her. But to d:ay, he fays itis no
fuch thing : commerce cannot be extended in Ireland; no
Englifh merchant ought or will come to fettle in it (;hat is
in the country which Mr. Fefter has proved te be fe advan-
tageous for manufature): the merchant, or 7he Speaker for
the merchant, fays, it is allan impoefition on theIrifh Nation ;

-3t is all a dupery.  But, if the Parliament be in Ireland—ay,

then indeed, the Englith Merchant ww:/l hazard his capital
(page 69, Mr. Fofter’s late {peech).

One fimple queftion fhall be afked here—How long have
Parliaments been in Ireland i—and . what Englith Houfe has
been eftablifhed there? Yet we find Englifh Houfes in every
country throughout Europe, and in every quarter of the
globe. I fhall commit this te your own comments, and only
requeft you may caft your eye on Dean Tucker’s arguments
in the Tra& of « -Union or Separation,” to be convinced of
the futility and hollownefs of thefe opinions of Mr. Fotiter,
as to the refidence of Parliament. It is always a prefumptive
proof in favour of a meafure, when its adverfary contradiéts
him{elf,

But can the extenfion of commerce be promoted by com-
parative cheapnefs in Ireland, if as Mr. Fofter maintains, the
taxes will be increafed, and Union is but 2 meafure of taxa-
tion? Here again his own words will anfwer, ¢ that he
« ftrangely conftrues the seans of revenue, into giving reve-
nue;” (Woodfall, page 107.) Difproportions in Taxation
muit ever remain, if the fuperftructure be equal in both coun-
tries, And, as a great portion of the revenues of Britain
arifes from the *excife duties, and the difproportion in thefe

* The accounts of the year 1797 being now before me,

T thall fate them, as it will anfwer fairly the purpofe of

comparifon. It appears, therefore, that the grofs produce

of the excife is nearly half of the whole ordinary revenue é
an



duties upon neceffaries in Britain and Ireland is extreme: if
therefore, upon this bafis, fo unequal now, future additions

be made exaftly equal in both countries, confequently the.

inequality in taxes upon neceflaries of life will ever remain in

FAVOR of Ireland.————But, if the fuperitruture be

unequal, on any manufacture in both countries, and be pro-
portioned by the growth of that manufacture ; confequently,
the taxes in both countries can never be equal, until the ma-
nufa@ures ‘in both countries, be equally profperous.  And
God grant, for the happinefs and power of every portion of
the Empire, that this period may {oon arrive!

Thefe are my anfwers to the radical impoflibility of ex-
tending manufactures under an Union, becaufe there is xo
coal in Ireland ; and becaufe there—is coal, as aflerted by
Mr. Fofter.

I fhall now call your attention to fome points arifing out
of the two preceeding propofitions, and {hall confider them
under the following head : :

Tuirp PoinT.——What is the Nature and Extent of the

Commercial Intercourfe betaveen Great Britain and Ireland ?

On looking over the Commerce between the two countries,
1 find, that- it confilts of a few great articles, for which Ire-
land could not find a market in any other part of the world,
to any extent.

The firft of thofe is Linens :—the whole export of which
amounts to abeut forty millions of yards: and of thofe, about
thirty-fiv@millions are taken by Great Britain. Mr. Fofter,
however, afferts, that the linen manufa&ures may find other

and the net'produce more than half of the avbole ordinary
revenue of Greaf Britain.

Whole Grofs produce of the ordinary Revenue 25,515,719
Whole Grofs Produce of the Excife - - - 11,916,496
Whole Net produce of the ordinary Revenue - 18,488,607
Whele Net produce of the Excife - - - 9,374,333
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markets, ¢ it isimpoffible (fayshe) to forgfee, if theg.begnhhi;.

<« bited from Britith ports, what ports we may find, wl‘ia(‘f*'kgyns
‘¢ wemay get,and in thofe, how much of whatfhe now fupplies
* us with, may be included. We know our linens beat the
“ German and Ruffian, in the American market—they are
¢ preferred even to the Scotch, &c. &c.”—(Page 487, Mr.
Fotter’s laft Speech.) Now let us fee what he fays in a former
fpeech:—s¢< expe&t a market to favor the linens of Ireland?
¢ Where will he find a market under Heaven for that ma-
“ nufacture, which brings two millions (about three millions
“ now) annually into the kingdom? Will Portugal take
“ them ? will Spain take" them # will France take them?
¢ will Ruffia, Germany, ‘or Holland take them ?*—they are
¢ your powerful rivals, and able to underfell you. Where
« then will you find a market,"if England fhuts her ports?”
&c.&e. (Woodfall’s Report, page 193.) Here again, I fhall

leave to your own mind all.comment on fuch contradicions.-

I muft obferve further, however, on the linen trade, that
it is admitted duty free into Britain, in dire& competition
with her own manufalures. Britain alfo fupports this com-
petition againft herfelf, even by bounties, to the amount of
34,000L. per annum : and moreover fhe enablesthe Irith linens
to ftand the competition with foreign linens both in the Britifh
and foreign markets. She purfues this fyftem in favour of
Ireland, and much to the detriment of hér own manufatures
of all kinds, which are charged with reciprocal duties by
foreignnations; and in confequence of which, her exports to
the Baltick and northern nations, have fuffered materially.
The lofs to Great Britain through the Irifh linen trade, has
been calculated at above two thirds of a million per annum.

Befide this, the Linen manufaéture of Ireland ftands indebse
ed, not only to Britifh channels for foreign trade, but to
Britifh capital and credit.—It ftands indebted to this capital
and credit, not only becaule the Britith merchant pays the Irifh
manufalurer {peedily, in order to enable him to carry on his
manufa&ture at home; but becaufe the Britifh merchant gives

e
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long credit to all purchafers, in order to “encourage the fale:
of thefe linens*. Itis therefore, inf{o much, to the bounties,
the capital, the credit, and the liberality of Britain, that

the linen manufa&ure of Ireland owes its progrefs and prefent

flourifhing ftate. ‘
Should Great Britain, however, be difpofed to apply to her

own linen manufacures that {yftem of policy, which fhe has

uniformly adopted in the prote&tion of all her other manu-
factures, and place the Irifh linens on the fame footing ds
foreign linens, by charging them with twenty-five per ¢ent.
duty, what muft follow? This important branch, that gives
bread to {o great a proportion of the induftriovs part of the
people of that country, would if not annihilated, be reduced
toa very ruinous ftate. And if it fhould not be ruined,
Britain would add to her revenues 650,000l. per annum in
duties alone, and fave 34,0001. in bounties. But, if it
fhoued be ruined, Britain would fave 34,00el. per annum
bounties, and probably gain' the manufa&ure toitfelf, asin
the inftance of the fail cloth branch, quoted by Mr. Fofter.
With refpet to the arguments held out by the oppofers of
Union, in fuppert of the many advantages, which the com-
merce and manufadtures of that country have derived from
the watchful attention of their own Legiflature, they are, in
truth, unfounded. Not that I'mean to derogate from the
high chara&er and merits of your Legiflature, but this is an
a& not within your competency; becaufe it is beyond the
faculty ofthe nation. The faét indeed overturns the affertion,
For were thofe gentlemen afked in candor and honor to fay.
with all the legal privileges of Ircland for general import

* If 1 be rightly informed by Britifh Merchants, they pay
for Irifh Linens by bills of two or three months credit ; but
which are immediately difcounted for the Irith Trader by
Britifh Bankers. * Whereas the Britith retail dealer in thofe
linens feldom gives lefs to his cultomers than one year’s credit ;
and the Briti(h experter from 12 to 18, and 24 months credit
10 the purchafers,
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and export, what new manufacture has been created, or what
manufacture do the Irifh pofiefs of any confequence, at leafl,
which creates an export trade, befide the manufaéture of linen ?
The reply would be, none. :

If they compare their Foreign Trade before the freedom
of their Legiflature with the foreign trade at prefent, they
muft exclude the trade to the States of America; becaufe the
States in the firft period conitituted a part of the Britith domi-
nions, and the trade having exifted with it as {fuch, did not
appear diftin& as now. If they next compare the amount of
the trade to the Continent of Europe before and after the free-
dom of the Legiflature, the increafe which has been attributed
to its watchful attention will be found =y triffing, if it be
not altogether invifible.

- Whoever, therefore, will inveftigate this fubje@t with
fairnefs and accuracy, willfind that the increafed commer-
cial profperity of Ireland has arifen perhaps folely from its
increafed trade with this kingdom ; and has been promoted
by the credit and capital of Britain.

The next great article in the commerce of Ireland, is the
Provifion trade and what muft enfue, were this trade cut
off ?e——Ireland would lofe thirty "thonfand pounds* per an-
num in her revenues, from the export alone—and nearly +
Two MILLIONS and an HaLF in her fale, for which fhe
could not refort to any other market. But it may be afked,
what would Britain lofe?

It appears, by my Lord Auckland en the Union (page 35,
table 7.) and no man is more fair or more accurate in his de-
tails, that though all the beef furnithed to the fleets be in-

* Lord Auckland on Union—Table 6.

Duties collefted in Ireland on Beef, Butter, and
Pork fent to Great Britain—1798 - £+ 33:495

+ Annual Amount of Provifion Trade with
Great Britain, on an average of the laft
feur years. W T W T T e 2,448,404 13 @
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cluded, Britain would not lofe a fupply, equal to ome-zhira
of what is fold at a fingle market in London—Smithfield.
Such a portion in general confumption isof {mall comparative
magnitude. And as to the Britifh colonies, America would
- foon fupply them, and be grateful for the boon, if permit-
ted. Under the prefent preflure, and the great demand of
provifions for our fleets, this permiffion has been partially
given, and, ifextended, the trade, which has been a mono-
poly to Ireland, muft be loft to her.

Thofe two articles conftitute almoft the whole of the com-

merce of Ireland. And of what nature and extent its Linen
trade is with Britain, you may judge, when, out of forty
millions of yards, thirty-five are taken by Britain: and of
what confequence its Provifion trade is, you may alfo judge,
when its export to Britain is about 2,400,000 1, and to the
reft of the world about zo00,000 1.

If thofe two branches of commerce be cut off, Ireland is
ruined. For as to Mr. Fofter’s ¢ new port” argument, how-
ever it may flatter the views of Separatifts, it is abfurd.

With all its fupport and indulgencies from Britain, and the
relaxation of the navigation laws, why does net Ireland open
mew ports now ! why have her ports ftood fo long idle and
ufelefs to herfelf? why denot the fitheries, that fchool of ma-
riners, occupy and fave to her 113,000 L. arnually, which
fhe pays to Britain for fith ?‘:vhy does fhe import circuitoufly
by Britifh means, and under heavy expenfes, indigo, fugar,
wool, cotton, and other Weft India produés, to the amount
of 541,392 1. annually #—becaufe fhe has faculty to import
only to the amount of 165,665 1. annually. Take away her
great fupport, and enfecble that faculty, will fhe then become
more vigorous, extend her commerce, open ¢ new ports,”
and become more flourithing, when fhe becomes more feeble ?

Numerous and ftrong proofs could be adduced here, to
fhew the inability of Ireland to carry on, either her trade or

manufaures, without the aid of capital, and credit, through
the Britifh merchant,



You have feen how Ireland depend.s on Great'Butalg
its trade, which is formed by linens and provifions. "Xg;
have feen its want of faculty to profit of the fréedom oﬂmdc
which it obtained with the Britith colonies. But I fhall now
lay before you the whole ftate of its Exports, Imports, and
Revenues; in order to afcertain what it owes:to Britain :

or, in other words, what it gains at prefent, and may hereaf-
ter lofe, by the lofs of Union.

_ e P
According to the eftimated value, in the Cuﬁom-houfe
books of IreL ax, it appears that

The ExporTs from that country to /! parts
of the aworld, amount on an annual average
of the laft three years, to . - - - [ 4,691,634

Of which fum her exports to Britain and her
colonies amounted to - - - 4,175,166

Confequently fhe depends upon Britain for the wxoLE of

her export trade, except about Aalfa million, in above four
millions and a half.

According to the fame authority, the Cufom-houfe books of
Ireland, it appears that

The ImporTs into that country, from all
Parts of the World, amount on an average
of the laft three Years to - - = L. 4,297,812

Of which fum the imports from Britain and
her colonies amountto - - - 3,546,762

Confequently fhe depends upon Britain for the wroLE of
her imports, except about feven hundred and fifiy thoufand

pounds, in above four millions two hundred thoufand
pounds,

But

Y .
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And of this {um, there wanamgqmd through . -

“the ‘medium of Great Britain = - - - 1,,:‘65,9.93 .

W (

becaufe this fadt fubnifhes the frongeft proof of tha Jepmd‘ence
of Irelanil ou Brmﬁ cagital. v o l

Whgn Mr Foﬁcr fpeaks of the ﬁeedbm of lreland. for
foreign trade; who difputes it ?—Whenhe fpeaks of other
ports and other refources than Britain, I doubt it. - Becaule,
according to the foregoing obfervations, it appears that Ire-
land has NoT faculty at this moment to import, from the
States of America and all the worlds but to the {mall amount
of about 750,000 s, . v 0 gl o)
. The proteted and favoured ftate in . whxch fhe appeara,
with refpeét to her nz\#s“ts alfo, isnot lefs ftriking. 1f
we firft-confider what revenue fhe;draws from her trade with
the world, \except Britain; it.amounts * fo but 117,454
Whereas, frow her, trade with - p—
Great Britain, thedesives + . - - - . £.731,966
~ Such is the comparative profit gained. in her trade by Ire-
land with Britain, and with all the world. Now what is the
_comparative Brpﬁtl.of Britain and  Ireland in their mutual
trade . with eachsother, in the year ending January 1798.
It appears _that Britain draws.a revenue from her Irith

trade amounfing:to/t . ., =151 7 . A £ 1475326
th:eas Lreland draws a revenue from the Brmih :
. trade AMQUAING t0 | L ey L p, 63.;,403
Bafihcgiffavour of Irel‘.md ALY \3 "§87,077

d Auckland, Table§, | 1 The fme
“f 30%&1?&?01"& No. 14. N Y
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amounts to - Bl ol = £ 2,080,387
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But if we deduét the medium of four years bounties [fee
Table E.] from four years revenues, the account ftands thas -
Ireland draws Revenue from Britih Trade - £-834,403
Britain from Irifb Trade, after deducting Bounties, £.6,128
——The above falts require no comment. "

You fee obvioufly before you, and upon authority not
to be difputed, how much Ireland depends 6n Gréat Britain ;
that four parts out of fix of her Imperts depend on Britain—
that ten parts out of eleven of her Exparts depend on Britain
—that moft of her Forcign trade depends on Britain—that
{even parts out of eight of her Linex trade depend on Great
Britain—that above eleven parts out of twelve of the Pro-
wifton trade depend on Britain: and that the revenues are,
through Britith liberality, ahove an bundred 15 one in favour
of Ireland, and againft Britain.

Here we may apply the words of Mr. Fofter, during his
difcuffion of the propofitions: “ TH1s fubjedt is noT under-
« flood : when known, and Ireland is unprejudiced and in her
*« calm reafon, fhe will never reject the many bleffings it holds
“out to her trade.” ~And again, (page 112, Woodfall’s
Report.) < commercial jealoufy is roufed, it will 1NCREASE
““ WITH INDEPENDENT LEGISLATURES; without an
“ united intereft of commerce in a commercial empire, po/iz;-
« cal Union will Yeceive many fhocks, and separaT10N of
“ ywTERESTs muft threaten sEPARATION of CONNE x-
“« 1on, which every honeft Irithman muft fudder ever to
< look atasa poffible event. I will only add, that if this
« meafure be refufed, Ireland will receive more filid injury
«'than from any other ewil that ever befel her.” Such were
Mr. Fofter’s words; and, beyond doubt, if any diffention
arife between the two countries, Ircland hazards the whole

_of this trade, which Great Britain has in her power to com-
mand, and cut off as fhe fees fit. But by Union this trade is
fecured : itis net only fecured, but, by forming a clofer po-




litical connexion, Ireland eftablithesa new fund of ¢apital and
credit, the want of which is evidently the fole and great dif-
ficulty, tha.tlhe labours under in her commerce and manufac-
tures.

Since, therefore, Ireland depends, w1thout contradx&wn 5
at this moment, upon Britain for her Trade, her Revenues,
and her Prote@ion; for without this protetion, where would
be her trade ?—fince: this is the cafe, with the loofe band of
connexion now fubfifting between the two countries, were it
not an a& of comynon fenfe, to fecure all thofe advantages in-
diffelubly ? were it not an aét of honorable pride, to poflefs
them asa ricuT which cannot be, torn. trom her; rather
than as a boon which degrades into pEPENDE NCE, and may
be annihilated by caprice ? | Surely with its' quick and high
feelings, the wifdom of the nation fhould combine, and pru-
dently and proudly proclaim, with one voice—Unian.

Having now fully confidered the propofitions, formed by
Mr. Fofter’s opinions againft Unien, namely—that the trade
of Ireland is not dependent on Great Britain, and cannot be
loft ; and that her commerce and manufaétures cannot be ex-
tended ; I truft thefe erroneous affertions appear confuted in
all their bearings. There remains but one great queftion more
to which the reft of his book tends—the meceffity of an Union.

T fhall pafs over that wafte of ingenuity, which labours at
3 fallacy in refpet to Parliamentary power over Treatics,

but which no Parliament whatever poflefles ; and much lefs
an Irifh Parliament over Britifh treaties. —There is one mode,
‘however, and only one, whereby that power may be obtained
in fubftance by the Irifh nation: it'is through Union. For
then no partial Britifh treaty can take place, nor partial ‘em-

bargo be Illd on.

As tothe queftion of neceffity ; his arguments endeavour
to thew;—firft, that an Union is not only unmecefary : but

nekt, fhat it is nmﬁzry to reje&t it.
' 0 ety 3
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" U'FOURTH' POINT 17 o Union miceparye - &
_ Mr. Fofter Tabours through nearly ifty pages,’ toprove
that the Union'is ufeceffary, on account of the Adjuftment
of 1782, which hecalls FINAL, g FTN
* "The'true ‘queftion, however, ‘on fuch an Adjuftment; as 2
bar to'an Union, feems to ' be this—Ts it - eficacious?’ What
s the political and civil ftate of the couitry; under its opéra-
" tion? Are the people happy and content? Is thefe individual
fecurity and‘public profperity ?' Becaufé#if this ‘be not the
| © cafe, thc'mcéﬁi?;'is cle—aﬂ}r'not"e’fﬁc‘aélbﬁviﬂd-’whatéfu is
| not ¢fficacious; ought not to be, nor ean'it be, final V*Liet ug
not difpute, like cafuifts, about Words, when' wesare i fearch
of ‘things. What I mean here'by wor Jhal, is, that 'ne: con-
‘Ritutional adjuftment, whiéh fails ‘in thofe effe@s, ¢an bar
all other arrangements, 1o aceomplifpfuch’ great and: neceflary
purpofes.. Any pofition’ to ‘the contrdty, tends to vidlate
the eternal principle;of alldaws, which is the good of the peo-
} ple - and lays wafte at ‘once, the effence of all power, which
" is neceffity, immutable neceffity, to eftablifh the good of the
people. 18003 | 2
- Befide, no-lawsawhatever, whether political or commercial,
if they be lawsof regulation, are in their pature fimal. 'Had
it been" othétwife, the adjuftment of 1782, could nor bave
taken place ;- butihaving taken place, it is a demonftrative
proof againft; and not in-favour of Mr, Fofter.. If he argues
this point, therefore, on the principle of compas, as a
Jawyer or a flatefman, he is altogether wrong: and if he
argues it on the, grounds of fa? he is equally erroneous, for
_ his owa words recoil upon, and defeat him.—Let us follow
; th,i.s.PQ:int',. VB O g .k [l r
[-  He tells us (page 3, Late Specch) that < M, Pict’s argu-
*“ ments (if they deferve that name) are matter of {urprife;
. “$ for.they either reft.on mifrecollection of FACTS, or, fo far
¢ from heing, dorne up by the ;auTHORITIES he refers.to,
“ are ;'/eariy and incontrovertibly ov BKKT.U‘RNED by them.””
And {in page 27,) he maintains on the ground of  MANY

'
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« pRODEY~=any wmecof iwhich; hefays, is fufficient to jin I
tify mased/erriong—that'the fetMlement of 1782 was:prnaL 5
——Heradds, ahat ithofe 'authorities, 'which -overtuyns M b
Phits fiatehonie] axe ¥ the Opinions of the ‘Britifh Parliament
«adad:m wistERs, who conduted the meafure s’
and in Pagéo4t,Ohe fays oo Mr, Ptk contiadiitp e King,®
<< DL b ¥y btV W iverop > dnd B hEr 5 ish n e
‘Obferve, that the fad in qﬁaﬁhmre—sewwmemh&c

~ adjuftment was‘éonfidered vl 14982iasSfnal or nox“Sehe dhrhi-

ritdes refepredctdlon thif'quettiony ave the Minifers andiiich-
roy and the confiiliifion) as’ ftuted by Mr. Fottdrj~is-from «
thofe autherities v Me.Pint, and from MeaPitertolshem. 7
Now; Isfind; thad the authorities which this Gentlémanchas!s
quotéd, élearlgicorrobarate the arfguments of | Mr. Pitt}iand |
incootrovertibly overturn Mr. Fofter’s aflertions. .7'FHa’
récdpids ofortie-Brivifh Par}ianient, :thedalemnmnd conour wit
declatations-of the Minifferr,sand thatvery £deevay torwbom
he has refierred aidn, s maintain:the couteaty i donydrom thefe:
very lips, ddavebleahd;; in aher Britilh Houfe ofdords, on
March 19,1799, @ pofiive andsunqualified -ontravichion tH:
whiit - this | mifconceivingy Genfleman his-afferred.s iAnd, shish
Taefifylin whetiface sgfi day.  “What. are shéngohis fifiy
pages of Argutients, andd*¢ Many: Rroofs I, Accordingy te;
the follofting exprefsgwords of -hisiGrace the Dukérof Pott-
land, ferdthe.intentions;-onsthat! meafure of 1982 +f mHuE)
CADJUSTMENT. 2Ugs)! &Q‘meﬁlﬁi\lﬁ’l’—.—-a—{w—wmilﬁg
Mr. Fofters hg;;\.ﬁ1ev.=.—w.hz=.1rﬁ«@~L his, proofs of | Mr., Pistls
contradiétions tmh;s;Majcst) }mslo mention ghie name,of m
Savereign. with.a deep fenfeofiduty, and all. the fc&kmgszq’z
juft attachment ;| and L refer 1o, his gracious meflage gn the,
prefent oceafion, s toan. a& of uniforstity,, thatcfablithes
the, Royal intentions in, 17822 l.rﬁfcr to it asa cqprpbqrai
tignk Hﬁo contradidtion, in aord 9F att cx;#s; ,an,thg
poing of theadjultment being yaz [ 2gainyed
mre is angther appeal, et up; by this Gentkmaep af 8
ﬂom facred nature: it s amayful one to Heavepur
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I deplore the introduétion of Religion, as 2 proof, when it
proves nothing. -The beft inftruments are injured by injus.
dicious application.’ In all times, but chiefty inthe prefent,
evidence of 'this nature fhould not be lightly reforted toz, and
never for the purpofe of fallacy; left it be degraded by the
confequent difrepute. Not te endeavour to fhield.it from
this, were a dereliction of all reverence for, my‘_‘kcligion, and
of that duty- which I peculiarly. owe to the great caufe of
God and man, under the. circumftances of our days.
However,  though at iffee on the fad; I fhall but concifely
remark, and with pain,.on the fotility of, Mr. Iofter’s proof.
"This Gentleman afferts, that the National Thankfgiving, on
the adjuftment in:1782, is a proof of its being final; 1 am
furpnfcd at a pofition fo dewcud of force,. though not of
falla‘cy N
Its force is that of a mere fhadow, quch thc broad l:ght

of LeersLaTIvE principle difperfes. . Will, however, « fits
champion ‘maintain, agaeinf reafon, that. this adjuftment of
1782, not only removed all errors of paft, but comprehended
all'perfections for futare rimes ? Thisis contrary to common
fenie, and the melancholy evidence of calamities which defo-
late 4 mationthat is dear to us.—It argues alfo an aflumption
of’ wifdom and power that belong but to the Deity. "
‘Mark the fallacy :—A folemn thanksgiving was offered up
for afinal adjuftment; fays Mr: Fofter. Agreed.: buta final
adjuftment of what ?=of ‘a Britifh claim, a degrading law to
bind Ireland in legiflative chains. 1t was' on breaking this
power of bondage over Ireland, on fnapping the fetters ~of
ufurpation’ afunder, and on fome other fubordinate points;
that the adjufiment was confidered final. ' ‘Thiswas the great,
and important occafion, which reftored itsliberty to Ireland,
and'caufed a folemn Zhanksgiving to be made to the Great
Giver of all bleffings.—THhe hiree other objects of thofe days,
Poyning’s Law, the Appcﬂant Jurifdiction, and the Mutiny
Bill, were fubordinate.” Biit fo far; and no farther, did the
idea of final adjufkment ‘réach ; and upon this happy and
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glorious deliverance frem bondage was that pious return of
gratitude offered by an entire people.

When, however, Mr. Fofter afferts, in order to prove an
Union unneceffary, that the adjuftment went  further, in {0
much as to bar future regulations, he Firft, maintains an utter
impoffibility not omly in principle, but in obje@ ; becaufe, as
Lord Lanfdown well obferved, there was a precife point
then in agitation—becaufe it was impoflible it could be final
upon other points—becaufe it was impoflble it could be final
upon a point dire@ly the reverfe of the one in view, which
was, in 1782, & Separation—now it is anUnion of the Par-
liaments. Secondly, he mifconceives and. miitates a fad.
Thirdly, he would melt and mould:what was particularly
final, 1nto aniverfally final 5 and, we fhall'now fee, that his
arguments for this purpofe begun, as they have concluded,
in errors. - ¥ -

"The fecond page of Mr. Fofter’s Speech appears thus—

Speaker -—<* The Noble Lord (Caftlereagh) has faid, that
« the evils he mentioned arofe out of the fettlement of
¢ 17823 becaufe until then, this kingdom acknowledged the
«¢ powver in the Britifh Parliament to bind Ireland.”

Itis unneceffary to flate to a man of your known diferimi-
nation at the bar, that by gower here, can be meant only
autherity. } 1. Ws

Lord Caftlereagh—% 1,did not mean to fay acknoavledged ;
« but that, before the adjuitment of 1782, this country was
« in the babir of paying obedience to that power.”

Here, you perceive, his Lordfhip clearly fhews, by his
explanation, that Ireland sbeyed an authoricy which had been
affumed, but did not ac&na-w/edge itas juft,

Speaker.—< The Noble Lord copies his brother Minister
«« in, ambiguity of expreflion, as well as in all his pofitions.
«« The Minister {ays, what puts an end to any thing is not
,""_ jfnal._”-—Be fo good as to remark his ambiguity of ex-
prefion. The adjuftment, as you have feen, was certainly
final on fome points; but, becaufe Mr. Fofter cannot have
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it final upon every conftitutional ‘point,* he* fays- it ‘was' sas
final. He proceeds—¢< And: his Lordfhip tells us, ‘that pay-
€ mg obedi¢nce 'to a powwer is not an acknowledgmaent of that
* power.” Now what manner of reafoning isthis? w. .
- Mr. Fofter ‘argues here that, paying an obedience to. a
power, ‘IS an acknowledgment of that power. :Confequently,
therefore, as Ireland Jid a&tually: pay obedienee 1o that vower,
he eftablifhes, by bis own reafoning, that Ireland did acknoan-
Jedge that power or authority, ' So that, while he attempts
to prove that Lord: Cafflereagh maintained:theiacknowledg-
ment-of this authority, be -eftablifhes it upon his avwn argu-
ments : ‘whereas Lord Cafflereagh makes a clear and found
diftinétion, without any confufion orcafuiftry whatever, but
which is warranted in truth-and | fa@t—that Ireland did pay
obedience 10 -an affumed authority, but did wor " acknowwledge
it asa juf right. And upon this principle, and this-ground
only, the adjuftment of 1782 tock ‘place. “Fhus you fee,
Mr. Fofter fubftantiates by ‘his’ arguments that charge’ ex-
‘prefly ‘againit hinifelf, which he brought againft Lord ' Cai-
tlereagh: but to! which his Lordfhip teok exception, and
which exception'Mr." F. refifted, maintaining, that paying
obedience and ackroavledgment of a power were one and the
‘fame thing. - Here Mr. Fofter, however, holds up a falfe
principle in the Law of Nations; whereas Lord Caftlereagh
argues againft it with the able difcrimination of a Publicift,
Ireland, fays his Lordfhip, loft.its juft and /il legiflative
jurifdi€tion, but:it never loft its right.. So too fays thelaw::
and fo faysithe maxim ‘of that great. Publicift, Vattel £ i« If

‘eciany Soveteign Power be firipped unjultly of its anthority

«‘by an ufurper,"it Hill preferves. its right.””. -/ (Boek 1.

"cha?12)"ﬁuls:,. i ey

_- But Fol]ow Mr. Foﬁer a little further, and you will fee,
-‘whcn Gentlemen endeavour to fupport what is not f’upport—

’ ablc, that not only fa@ts and authority, but then- ver wonL

and arguments contradx& them,

P T
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Mr. Fofter hasatttmpted to'maintain, that Lord Caftle~
reagh s explanation of ¢ paying obedience to a‘powe'g" ‘was
¢ an acknowledgment of that pdw'cx'. -q-——iNow, it m'ay be
aflked here~—Did Tréfand pay obedience ?' becavfe, ifit did,—
unqueftionably, according to “'Mr. ‘Féfter’s argument, ‘it
‘deknowledged that powet. Tf Mr.Fofter theérefore will not
deny;, (and T-am fure he will not,) that'it dzdpay obedienee's
confequently he cannot Ideny his own argument that-ie
' abf‘ﬁhvlw‘ged‘ that power.  Now" if it athblw[eﬁgef that
power, he will wot, T expet -alfo, deny hissown wourds in
the next fentéhce—<¢ The meafures of  that'year drofe oot of
<< 'th8 difavowwal of that power :4 yet, in‘the.preceding fen-
tetice, he' ‘maintains,  paying obedience to a power is an
acknowledgment: of . that power; and/in: two feritences fiom
this, he maintains,~Ireland’s ¢ denial of the Bririth clain:™
So that while Mr. Fofter in one breath is pay/ng obudjence to
a power, he iscawkeowledging it 3+ andy siule in anather, he
is paying obediencej he iis difavoavingiit; and, while he’ is
‘acknowledging, he is denying. .it. . This'is logical  precifion,
clcarnefs of reafomng, and accuihcy offadtey 1o ypinor
by ads 30 .

JE:?IE'I"{I;II POINT‘—IJ zt m’cc m:y 0 rfjc’ﬂ zm Uma;n’ |
g ’I‘l\e next. pp‘mt,‘;m_. Foﬁqr aims  at, is to ﬂ}cw the
abfolute meceffity ,Qf-.gﬁﬂ@;\:{'ﬁ. an, Upion. Theze is fcarcely
anargummt,zhmcm made ufe of by bim agaioft an
Uhnion, that is.not, alqglcal demonttration of. its neceffity.- .

He deuails, infrightful exhibitian.for the ele@ric {piricof
xifh Qgt;nouﬁn,,ﬂ\p [s. of liberty, the lofs of independ-
ence, and thesdofs - ‘ purfe,; together with_the lofs,af
ngrlmmcntﬁ 4'To, thefe four pringipal exceptions of, ,Mr.
_¥ofter, which are formidable if they were founded, I fhall
igive adhort but diftint anfwer,. Firft, as to. the lofs of
liberty, bJ an Union —I recur to the only proof we can haye
on. this oecafion,—that of example, I afk, thercfore, is
A-;#aﬂaﬂd"f{ﬂﬂﬂﬁd by the Union.? certainly not—Scotland,
75 @ mation, isas free as England, And, with refpedt to
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individaals, ¢* Union has broken afunder the bands of ieudal
vafialage,” fays Mr. Dundas; under whofe chains thc peepk
groancd.. The application is.ohvious,

Secondly : As to the lofs of mdcpcndcncc,—-lu:lad ;s at
this moment, completely dependant as a nation, in her
crown, commerce, revenue, and proteétion.  Amnd, as to
the great body of the people, were there is fucha frightfal
diftintion in the extremes of opulence and powverty, there
muft be individual dependence, and all itsabjeét and immo-
ral confequences, | Whereas Union will give dnrivalled inde-
pendance to the nation, by an identity in all things with
Great  Britain, And as to individuals, it will, as it has
done, through the uniform refults of ‘commerce, in all times
and ' countries, bring back the high; and advance the low in
Ireland tothat point of politicalnoi'ality, where porH will
be happy.

Thirdly: As to the lofs of thc purfe, what does it con-
tain? The opulence of aState dependsupon the opulence of
its indiyidvals.  And] according to the unqueftionable
authority of your ncar Relative before Parliament, there are
above two millions of perfons out of three, who are excufed
throngh pové;ty from paying four¥pence per annum each to
the State.* Union, however, will throw open to induftry,
all the means and treafures of commerce. Look to Scor-
land, ¢ and who would wifl (fays Mr. Dundas,) to change
their prefent fitvation for all the pomp and poverty they
enjoyed previous to the Union

Fourthly: As to the lofs of the legiflature: Mr. Fofter,
indeed, may lofe his Chair, but &atholus will gain a
ParcramenT.—Union will {hake off the fhackles of hide-

ous diftin@ion from three millions of mankind ; it will give

po;ver to rights, wealth to poverty, extent to liberty, and
happinefs to alL.

- * Speech of Robert Johnfon, Efg. May 24, 1793, in the
Irith Houfe of Commons. Dublin, printed by Mercier.
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The 1alt point ‘relative to the neceflity of rejecting an
Union, isan argument buile, firft, upon effet sbyanalogy
and, fecondly, upon effects by affumption.—1 muft’ obferve,
hotwéver, in Mr. Fofter’s words to Mr. Flood, ‘¢ that it
«' would be abfurd to follow him through all his errors 5~
< many of them the moft ignorant child would 'be athamed-
« ‘to advance; bat I will point out a few, not perhaps fo.
s¢ obvious without examination.” (Woodfall’s Report,.
page 107.) | }

“He remarks iti his late fpeech, ‘(page 103)-—it is ftatedc by
Mr. Dundas, that wnder Uniony the linen trade” of Scotland

 increafed as oie to taventy-three! But, adds Mr, oiter, the

linen trade of Ireland, without Union, jincrealed as one 'to
eighty-eight : then, (afks Mr. Fofter exultingly,) has Mr.
Dundas' any moré sUCH arguments 1o produce #

I anfwer Mr. Fofter, and tell him, that Mr. Dundas pro-.
duced no fuck ér'gument. And further, 1 do believe that
Mr. Fofter himfelf would not have been fo uncandid, as ta
produce this unfair .comparifon, had he paufed 'a: moment
for refle@ion. » Did'Mr. Dundas enter into azy comparative
view of the'Scotch linen trade with the Irifh? moft certainly
not s yer Mr. Fofter' détails a comparifon; and atks, if Mrs
Dunidas has any more fuch arguments ? )

The fuaple fa®t is this—Mr. Dundas ftates tlie increafe of
the Seotch linen'trade under the Union, ¢ becanfe linen is
s« the ftaple manufa@ure of Ireland—and becaufe a celebrated
e« charaGer, (M. Fofter,) bad defeended fo far as to create an
¢« alarm on this fubje@.”~=(Page 20, Mr. Dundas’s fpeech.)
Mr/ Dundas’s objeét was ito. fthew to the warld, - that there
was o grownd for Mr. Fofter’s alarm : becacle if the linen

c

trade of Séotdand increafed formuch under the Linion, how

much zore ouft it increafe in Ireland, where it is the ftaple
manufa®uare. | We fee; ‘confequently,” a fact was  fared,
which related fimply and folely to the increafe of the Scorch
ligertrade, - . s 1&licn i Yo efio
But what does Mr. Fofter? he perverts this fat infaa moit
unfair comparifm of the greater portion of Irifh trade, with
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an infinitely lefs portion of Scotch trades as to tky ;qf
increafe : 1{ay, moft unfairly s becanfe Ifhall proveiit imimg=

diately. If he had argued Juftlys he Wopld MM

commerce againft eommerce,;as L thall nowdo, ‘and con-
vince him, theke are fazn arguments to be; produced,, which

will utterly def¢at him on his own ground, ﬂxd-ug}h,h¢¢,hﬁs,,-
with all the meditation of  his, fill, ‘chofenyit, out for.

trinmph.—Were, I however, to follow-his example, 1 fhould
tell him, that if we compare the commerce, of Ireland in
1707, with only oner country; whithiis Eygland; and pow
with. savo, England. and . Scotland ; whicl: gpmpa,ﬁfqnwill-

give no intonfiderable ;advantage in his favour;. we, fhall

find that Irifhicommeree hdag no T ‘iaérea,fpd, even thus cbnﬁ,-
dered,: ds ézeitoiten; -wherea§, fince itheyfamedate,: Ahg Jmen
trade of Scotland has increafed awirh, bguon, as ane 10 taweniy-
three. -+ (8e€ Table QL)  wid 1lur bag e siaiben

This is, hewever,» Mn..Foftér’s modc of ﬁatmg comiparis
fons by partial views.—1 dggline it. . It:is altogether. unfair
in comparifons, and. ineonclufive: iniargument. . ; The plain
and jult quelirzeny sy how amfuch’ has;.the«‘_'fﬁi'adn-(dﬁ.hdand
increafed fince 1904 avithout Union'; ;and! how, rmuch has that
of Crulant increafed awith Enion? With the advantages
which we have given Mr; Fofter in the foregoing comparifon,
the trade of freland has certbinly increafed very confiderably,
—from one to mize : rbut the trade of Scotland hasiincreafed
infinifely beyond this—firom oNE 70 . FORTY-TWO. | Now,
I might duirly afk Mr, Fofter; has be any more fu;b a:gu-
mentsto produce ! (See Table P.) .4 ks

“'Thus we fee, thatlhis argument againff. an '.Umon;iupon
this ground of effeé#s hy analagy, turns out a demondtration in
its fawour.—Let us next-examine hiseffects upon qﬁ&mpmg,
and vy his force inthat quarter. -

When I afked if Mr. Fofter had any more fuch argumqnts ;

to produce as his laft, I was aware ‘that he advances amidit
hofts of fimilar array ;—but they are, like modem Coxﬁnpt.r,
unfncndly to "thl: capfe. :

5 1Oy
2 i 3
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- Two, howevet, -of bﬁMxﬁmﬁs againft Union,
*appeat M&bhmmﬂlmﬁ)mf of TaLENTS, and, the

~power of all-deftroying Time.[. With the. one, he would

- guide and. grace his triumph WUDIOB 3 and, by the ather, |

- hollow out an abyfs, te ingulph it in for ever.——Let ns,
- however, ,ﬁ\!mt,‘c..md mcqs-.hamupm the ground whc,rgoa
"~mmﬂmﬂdf" «#1 blortsd vW 0y
. Mr. Fofter {ays, 1{ an. Umgn takes place, all Talen:s vgull
o pafs away from Ireland: But here I afk, and not withouta
tribute ,of mourning for the caufe of an injured empire and
the keen fufferings of depaited genius—what has banifhed,
during ages; from Ireland talents.that have enlighteped and
- adorned other, nations? = Was it an Union?, . Neoy; it was
Difunion;; civil and. religious, Difunion; a_ political poifon,
forwhich, I truft, we have fonud out the antidote. It was
by this difgraceful and impolitic I')ifunio;hﬁt%e Armsof Spain,
~the brow of  Auftria, apnd the Lhroq;q{vFrance, have becn
crowned: w,uh,lanuels, gathered by .} hmds Was it by
. ,Union, tha.t tdlent.s of ,another, P[ﬁ;ar, and no lefs br1lhant
-have pa.[{cd fmm ,Ireland Wa; us the Genius of B ritain
foftered the ﬁmngth of Dcnhmhﬁe glegance of Rofcommon,
and the ta}en;s of S;eel 3 Was it-thus the reafon of Bnt:un
- was, inftruéted, or its fangy a.mufed by the wit of, F arguhar,
- the w;fdona of Swift, and tlw‘ju eetnefs of Parnell ? Wag it
thus its, lp.wdwas enlightened by the, ge enius of Goldhmth—-
its_heart touched by thg,.ﬁntlment of Ster .1c—--c.r its foul ex-
. altcd by the fublumty of Burke ? \o, Sir, thc*‘e was an at-
. tration in Britain whigh can. neyer grox» up, and flourith in
. Ireland, but ug@g}: the'thade of 1 Jnion. Its w idely {] preadxrg
- protetion vdﬁManoiher monume"lt to that truth, which
has \been eﬁaw fince the hlﬁory of fcxence began—-that
. the icatsq { gomyneyec are the fcats of Iearm g,
_ qu;;mng, L,no“ledge has | :\E;:’Pt pac\. with wealth
_ cxtcnclf.d wl.h induftry, and ‘Hourifhed w1th commerce—ﬁu:h
~ has bem#s progrefs fince creation ov er the globe. TIu
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Monarchies of Egypt and ‘Affyria, the hiftory of the Plice-

nicians, the Grecian colonies, the Empire of Rome, and:the

Eaft under the Caliphs, all demonfirate this truth. Thus has

knowledge pervaded Europe; always aganxpowiwc the

poor or impoverithed, and uniformly £&ip1¥6 with the

rRicH. We have but to open our eyes, and the proofs rufh

in upon the mind. We behold the {plendor-and opulence of -
Britifh commerce attra&ting and renumerating’the genius of
the civilized world to day. Will then Mr. Fofter deny, that

like caufes will produce like effeéts >—If fo, he may deny

the exiftence of light amidft the {plendor of the fun.

Now let us view Mr. Fofter’s argument of Time. He
fays—if the Parliament be removéd, it will not be able to
adminifter in time tothe waxTs and wisues of the people,
or to guard againft exceffes or p1scONTENTS. Does this
gentleman argue upon time, without one moment’s reflexion ?
Let him paufe upon the memory of long generations of his
anceftors, who have paffed away ; and let him anfwer if Par-
liaments had not #ime to adminifter to the avants, awifbes, and
avees of the labourers, manufatturers, and poor of Ireland ?
Were not thefe people, and are not their defcendants at this
day badly lodged, ill fed, and worfe clothed, than any other
men in the civilized world? Have they not cried to paft
Parliaments, throughout ages » And are not ages time to ad-
minifter comforts, which are the juft and common rights of
every membeér of a civilized community? Have not the peo-
ple of Ireland exprefied their awants and awifbes in the loud
murmurs of difcontent, and all the fury of excefs 7 Why then
have not former Parliaments adminiftered to their wants and

“wifhes, and guarded againft thofe exceffes and difcontents,
throughout ages >——Mr. Fofter will anfwer, Zhey bad not
time !—but who will be fo weak, as to be deluded by words,
when there are {fue melancholy fa&s before him ?—A nation,
bleeding at every pore, appears in the face of heaven, as evi-
dence againft Mr. Fofter!—but I truft in God, the #ime is
new come, when we fhall act like mep, and [ive like brethren,
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Thus, Sir, I have confidered all the prominent arguments
of Mr. Fofter’s fpeech. And I hope I have eftablifhed, as far
as moral demonftrationcan be founded upon fadts,  which are
intelligible to the meaneft capacity, and the ableft cannot
controvert; that the trade of Ireland may be /of awithour an
Union—that it muft be extended avith an Union—and there-
fore, ‘that an Ubrion is the great chartér of Ireland’s political
sarvaTioN and acerANDISEMENT. " All affertions to
the contrary, on the part of Mr. Fofter, I truft, are fully and
“fairly confuted.  And I muft here remark, in Mr. Fofter’s
own words, that uponithis fubje, he has indeed ‘¢« obferved
« largely, but nothing was ever fo miftated, mifreprefented,
< mifunderftood.” There are certain miftatements, however,
that are irreconcileable. The moft able and honeft men;‘in-
deed, may have difierent opinions upon one and the fame
fubject: but that one and the fame individual fheuld fapport
different opinions with himfelf, on the fame point, is fcarcely
to be credited.

Yet you have feen ‘before how Mr. Fofter, in 1785, told
the Irith Parliament, in conﬁrmation of 'his objet then, thar
there were No coavs in Ifeland.” “And in the year 1749,
he tells them, in confirmation of his objc&—therc are coals.

Mr. Fofter, in the year 1785, gravely admonifhed the Par-
liament, and informed them, that they could never have falt,
bark, or hops, but through ‘the medium of Great Britain.—
In 1799, he promifes them’ falt, bark and hops," through
other mediums.

Mr. Foiter, in Iﬁ,,'menaced' Ireland with the 'u'ar of
bounties from Britain.—In 1799, he infpirits Ireland to fcoff
at the war, and défires Britain to beware of its war of bodnties.

Mr. Foﬂer,‘”in 1785, told 'the Trifh nation, that the lirien

“trade dependéd upon Englifh protettion,—In 1799, he tells
them, it is no fuch thing.

‘Mr. Fofter, in 1785, cautioned the manufa@urers, mer-
chants, and northern landlords of Iteland, to fecure their trade

‘ a:qf rents by a folemn compa®.—In 1799, he threatens po-
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verty, and lofs of libeity, if their trade and rents be firmly
fecured by a compa, infinitely fupenor mfubﬁamtl?ouh

not the fanie in form: &

-Mr. Folter, in1783, told Ircland,rthat the.bo'hfy-&,&em
was unjuftly in its fawour.—In 1799, he tells Ireland that it
1s an unequal encouragement ggain/f it. - 11 100

Mr. Fofter, in 1785, fhewed that the linenumanufaure
of Ireland dépended upon Britain, by the:ruin of its fail

‘cloth ' branch when Britith bBounties: were awithdrawn.—In

1799, he afferts, that the Iri!h'manule&ureris not dependent
on Britifh bounties, or Britifh difcretion..

Mr. Fofter, in 1785, proved, that the trade of Ireland
muft be extended, and:new manufaétures eftablithed, by a
compaét with Britain.—In; 1799, he afferts, that it is radi-
cally lmpoﬂ'xble under any compact,

M. Fofter, in 1785, faid, there were ns markets under
heaven for the Irifh linens. but Britain—In 1799, he fays,
there are other markets.

Mr: Fofter, in 1784y gravely told the Parllament of Tre-
land, that the very exiffence. of thatnation depended on its
beneficial conneftion and commerce with Britain.—In 1799,
he afferts upon evidence, which e has ftated, that this
connexion is mueh more beneficial to Britain.—T his evidencc,
however, proves to be but a tiffue of mifconceptions, inter-
woven with miftatements. [ have examined it with pain, and
often wlth furprife; it contains falfe_policy, falfe law, falfe
reafonmg, falfe rhetoric ;—1it 1s a work of melancho]y error,
and fraught with bad practical confequences.

Uponaqueihon, however, the moft folemn in 1;3 refults.

and which involves the fate of an emplre, and of milliens in

the rcmoteﬁ regions of the Globc all paffion and prejudice
amuft be put down. Soll1d‘ and fober Reafon»fhould {peak
with its profoundeft voice, and be guided by its moft com-
prehenfive combinations. This is not a bufinefs of Party,
nor of Oppofition :—it is the caufe of a bleeding world; it
is judgment upon the queftion of gur exiftences Is the
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Empire to ftand or fall2 For, if the kingdoms do ~oT
uNiTE—they sEpaRATE. And fhould that awful day
atrive, it dates the death-warrant of Ireland, and decides,
perhaps, the ultimate fate of Britain.

As to Ireland, the cafe is obvious :—it cannot fubfift with-
‘out connexion. If not conne&ted with Britain, it muff be
connefted with fome other power. Ireland, however, has
grown up and flourithed, under the fhelter of the Bririfh Oak:
—but, if engraffed upon the French tree of liberty, ‘one of
two events muft follow.—It will become a poor; meagré,
ftunted arm, that will wither of itfelf, or be cut off and caft
away to perifh, according to French intereft, or French ca-
pricés—=Or, it may become, perhaps, a vigorous member
of France, or a ftrong and noxious excrefcence replete with
poifon, and emitting peftilential vapours, deadly to its neigh-
bouring Britain.  In order to fave herfelf therefore, Britain
muft lopp it off for ever. © :

It isthe policy of prefervation.—View that remarkable de-
claration of deftruction towards nations, which was drawn up
by Condorces, and prefented by the Affembly to the King.—
It ftates, that the French <“do not mean to attack territories
““ by Fire and Saword, but by what will be MoRE DREADFUL °
« —the introduction of FRENGH LIBERTY.”

I truft, however, that the Parliament of Ireland will fave
its Country, invigorate the Empire, and immortalize itfelf
by an incorporation with the Britith Legiflature; and foon
remoye, the exifting monuments of human mifery in Ireland ;
under the unrivalled and widely diffufed liberties of a confti-
tution the moft perfe@ ; amidft fcenes of nature the moft fer-
sile; and means of epulence beyond calculation,

E I truft,
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T traft, notwithftanding MIP %’oﬁ&’s oppofition, that .ﬂie"_. j

Parliament of Fteland, ‘thus incorporaredyiwill check the gaze

of milliorts upon'thofe ravifhed rights; which had beengiven

to them by Godand Natare.  Bue'the with:halding ofwhich

bas long marked out the groarids for diflention, ﬁﬂwthe
flames of tumult; and has enabled inhuman traitors to mad-
den the people dnto excefs, defpair, rebetiod; ."ruol o

. y y 1 sl % L i3
453 0 5 T &) L AMESOaNnCD 1

L " T . : J 4 3
 § ,trg'{{,,alfo, notwithftanding Mr. Fofter,: M_ﬂnqhgﬁ the

wifdom of the prefeat Parliament of Ireland, néither the zeal -

of; éuﬁ&é;{{fldﬂﬁ’ﬂ’. vor the {plendor of exalted talents, will e
fen henceforth to pafs into foreign lands, amongunopprefied
pedples; s 7 i 10 AloMiZo i Hiw 1ed) s L

o ah 01 Ve
14 Mg 000 (filieg o1

The i;epple of Ireland, howevers have npt.& # opprefied

the Government ;—1I proteft againft the aflertion, - oButy Tire-

peat. it, the barbarous {pirit-of.feudal times looked:dsasn -

upon . the cottage, 'and imperioufly -above the throné:=and

thus the government was gouermed, and iss fubjefts weredfbaves,

This it was, Sir, which furnifhed you with a fpeQacle, that
you have well deferibed to be <t fuch ag ﬁﬁiha’.rti'iij'( ‘mift del
*“ plore, and philofophy regret ;*# for benes «“the people were
““ divided and féreciofs :”* hences the -gchltry'igrio’rim'ang

* corruptt™ bence «¢ the ariftocracy infolentadd overbearing™:

Pence «thefe'evils overfpread'a feemingly devoted land : and
““ religious feuds and political animofities divided the nation,”
Let us, therefore; bear m mind what I have before eftablifhed
upon ‘the Proofs of ages and nations, that, as commerce en-
riched; knowledge enlightened mankind, ' Let us remember,

that throngh commerce, the lordly yoke of feudal tyfanny
has -béen broken throughout Europe, Kincs freed from ty-

ranny, and ProrLE from orprEssioN. - Let us be affured,

. *¢¢ Letter on an Union,” by William Johnfon, Efq.Mem-
ber of the Irifh Pacliameat—Lond. Edit. page, §e
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" that if Union be loft, the commerce of Ireland is loft : that

©if Union be efablifhed, the commerce of Ireland is efta-

| Ibliﬁed ; and upon a firm bafis for incalculable improvement.

" And it cannot be too often repeated, and imprefled upon the
heart and mind of the Irifh nation, that it is through com- . =
merce, and only through commerce, the barbarous jpirit of d;’i_.&_._ ,

feudal power will fizally depart from Ireland.—7%us will the .9

old and corrupt body of ciwil defe@s find a sePULCHRE iD "

the UNION. : , 'S y;

¢t

T am, Dear Sir, &c. &c.

THOMAS B. CLARKE,

€T,
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APPENDIX.

TABLE A.

Mz, FOSTER’s STATEMENT.

Raw Materials—Beef, Butter, &c. fupplied
by Ireland to Britain - -’ . [, 2,910,724
Ditto by Britain to Ireland - - 447,277

Excefs of Supply to Ireland L. 2,463,447

 TABIME B

An Account of the Value of Raw Materials imported from
Ireland into Great Britain, on an average of the laft Three
Years. [No. 4. Thomas Irving, Infpe&tor General.]

, Real Value.

SOt Ce Y o irn e biw . L 3,196
Ditto, unwroug 1t " - - * - - 4,848
Feathers for Beds + - - - - - 8,727
I'I}a;, ro(t;gh é . BRL - - - - - 1,260
ides, Ox or oW e - - 66,375
ls(cel R‘a-l G ¥ - - “ 7,462
eds, < . - - 10,900
Skim:,l Caﬁf raw - - - ! 43,293
;.;, a; A Total = [. 146,061
“om E3 Raw

4 . '] ' w -
AR T TN e TRy N T ey s b R, et
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Raw Materials [No. s. Infpe&or General] g
From Great Britain \

< wara77
From Ireland, as above e R - %“}.6,064.

- _ ‘i‘

In favour of Ireland I 3OI,4I 3
1(} ":\.; lff,,}""'

[REr e 'H" -y 'L,-..

TABLE C;

[No, 15. Thomas, Irvmg, Infpe&or General.]
{ (g AT
“-r Account of che true Value of the Produéts and Manu-
actures of Ireland imported into Great Br;tam annually,
on an averape of the Tat "Three Years ,(_‘ 5,510,825
Ditto of Great Britaig w’,th’lreland 17 12,087,672

Anmal Balame in favour of Ireland i e 3:433,853

(C gnied) " THOMAS RVING,
}mpcétor-Ceneral ‘of the

imports and Exports of
(Jreat. Britain.

March 5, 1799. PR EA T

.'!u;{ft‘. .A e yiis i ) 4 ‘..'.l.u.

[No. 16. Thomas. Irvmg, Infpe&or Geheral]

Tota.l Value of Imports into Great Britain from*
Ireland, on an average of Three years “pre- -

ceding 5th Jan. 1799. - £ 5 613,6‘89
Ditto of xporta from Great Bntam to Ireland‘ ‘3,5'3 5:845

Armual cxcg{s of Balance'in favour of Ireland ,{,‘ 2,056,844




TARLELE = 7

Annual Amount q.f,R-]cvgn‘upsg to Ireland from
Britith Commerce, on an Average of three
years preceding March 25, 1798. [Lord

Auckland on the Union, Table 6. extratted
- fram"f}n%'()ﬂ;‘g‘i‘a Accounts. - - £eB91679

Annual Medium of four 'ycar'sf Bounties from _
- Great ' Britain, to Irifh Linens, [Thomas

~ Irving, Infpector General, No. 17.] . -1 -/ 34,783 -

Impﬁrts from Ireland to Great Britain, [Tﬁomas
~ Irving, Infpector General, No. 16.] - ' 5,612,689
. ¥ WTowl ~  £.633945%

£
R

Revenues of Great Britain from
Irith Commerce, ‘on an annual
ledium. of Four Years pre-
ceding Jan.5, 1799, [Thomas
Irving, Infpector/General, No. y
PRv] el s el ol U o Ll 40,91 0%
Bounties as above - . 34.783

Remaining, profit to Revenue 6,128
3 V.
Total Value of Exports from Great
Britain to Ireland, on an average
of three years preceding March , SN
255 1799, [Thomas Irving, In- v b
fpector General, No. 16.]""- 3,558,843

L m—

xi L ' e “aumed: kel ¥ 31,56;,9;;{

Balance in favour of Ircland - ;- g a,'y‘;;y.'xys
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TABLE F.

No. 12, Official Accounts.

A LisT of the principal Articles of the Produce and
ManufaQure of Ireland, which, in the year 1‘}92,
were favoured in the Duties on Importatiori from
that Kingdom, together with the Rate of Duty on
each Article imported from thence ; and alfo on the
like Articles imported from F oreign Countries :
Likewife a Lift of fuch principal Articles, as were
in the above period, prohibited from-being imported

- from Foreign Countries; but which might be im-
ported from Ireland. :

The Produce of Ireland, Otber Countries.

Be salon oF eiid

Bacon, per cwt. - - - free 2 .70

Beef - - - - free prohibited

Butter, per cwt, - - free - N e
Cattle - - - - free prohibited- -

Flax drefled, per cwt, - o Rliteer s gt e

Hemp ditto, ditto - - free S #0

Ditto, undrefled ditto - B free 0.434 8

Any fort of Flax whatever, or of
Hemp the Produce of Ireland,
and all the produétion thereof,
as Thread, Yarn, and Linen,
the Manufacture of Ireland,
wmported dire@ly from thence - free

o o
Hides, Cow or Ox, undrefled, the Hide frge 8402 9
Iron, unwrought, per ton - 11010 216 2
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Ditto, flit or hammered into [ fromo 4 5 from 9 11
Rods, per cwt. - S0 0 g 11 to 10 3
Linen, under 22§ inches in breadth,

the 1zoells & 5 - free 016 g
Ditto, between 221 & 31ido. do. free ¥
o T e ~ from 1 16 fx
Ditto, ditto 311 & 36 do. do. free ® o3 55
Ditto, above 36 do. do. free fr::)m i lz' ‘;
: Fi ! fro T
Damaﬂ::rablmg, peryard -  free tom‘ _g\lo -i
. Dingesisliteoin, o diio ) v, v ke | S0y, R
Tewelling and Napkining, per 120 free [ fromo 15 ¢
ells - - N to14 7 6
Plain Linen, not otherwife enume- _
rated or defcribed, per cent.
ad valorem - free 33 6 8

Chequered, ftriped, painted, ftained
or dyed Linen, per cent. ad -
9100 80 4 2

valorem = e
Pitch and Tar, the laft of 52 barrels ...0 11 0 © 12
Pork - - Wi free prohibited
Rofin, per cwt. - ~ 1 NG hbs Doz 3
L from z 1
Sail "Cloth, the 120 Ells - free 01y 18 3
Seed, Rape, the laft, - n2:0 73°0:-7 6:18' 6
Sheep - - - free prohibited
Skins, Calve, per dozen - free 02 g
Thread, the Pound Weight, -  free fr:’:‘ g : ;
Wood, viz. Planks, the 100 feet 9" 329" (19”8
Yarn, vig. Cotton, the Pound Weight free o o 3!
Woollen or Bay, per cwt, free 014 8

W. SIMS, D. Col,

T. Richardfon, Comp.
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TABLB G .»mmﬁ
A List of Articles whlch in_the Year 1792 y&q
favoured on Exportatlon to Ireland togethe;dwnb-(,
the Rate of Duty to which fuch Articles were fub-
je&, and alfo the-Rate of Drawback and" ‘Bounty
to which thefe Articles were entitled on, ngporta, q
tion tothat Kingdom, and alfo to Foreign Coun-

tries ; likewife a LisT of fuch principal“Articles:

as in the above Period were: prohibited ﬁom;b’éing
exported to Foreign Countries, but Whlch mrght
be exported to Ireland. P _g b

Duties Outrw;zrd: i To Ireland. Other Coantries
ha Nege AL 034 DI £,
Coals—PerChaldron, Winton meafure 0 1 2 ‘="'
To any Britifh Plantation‘'in° America — o Rgs
"T'o any other place'in Britifh-fhips, . ' :
the Newcaftle Chaldrom - -
To ditto, in foreigmfhips, ditto 1+ ..~ .
The Tonweight - - o .9 g~
"T'o any Britifl# Plantation in Ame- -0 ¥ AaeA
rica, the Ton Weight - -
To any other Place in Britiflr fhips; do:” "4 .
To ditto, in foreign fhips, do. ., =+ ¢ = ¢

Gum Arabic, |
Gum Sencgal,} Thirty Tons per anns, — {

1

| -0
~ v

‘mm\o\n ]
Ny
O ND T

Bounties Qutwards.

Sugar, Refined, the Bounty (per ¢wt.
in whole Loavesand Lumps) of ‘1 6 o  —
allowed on the Exportation to
Ireland, when on account of the
Average Price, it is difcontinued
to Foreign Countries, except the

Britith Dominions - - — et
Ditto, Ditto, (per Cwt. in Loaves
broken in pieces)  ditto ol5 o

5 ‘
)61
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- Drawbacks Outwards.
§ilk, Organzine, or Thrown, uit& b1

um, the lbs, - o 611 o &

‘Raw the lbs. 7.1 -“2' ‘THC2 10 o0 2
Thrown, Dyed, - - - N 3 T
Tea, ' fpr Oyt s =i+ 8- -5 0 —=a

-

- Goods oln&zted to Foreign Countries, but pmmmd
sifu o exphreed fo Treland.

Coin—Of Gold and Silver - o
Tools or Utenfils—Uféd in the Cotten or Linen Manﬂ-
~ faltures, and alfo in the Woollen, Silk, Iron, and
: -+ Steel Manufaétures ‘
i Wool Cards—Exceeding g 45 per pair
Cormn—When prohibited " in Gi'cat Britain, allowed to
Ireland, " if an Emb‘argb be laid ot »thc Article
in that Kingdom - ) A
Memorandu es given by- Parha.ment on Britifh
Ships in the Greenland Fifhery, allowed for Ships from
Ireland : Shipa_of Ircland allowed all the Privileges of
Britifh  Ships,
N. B The Privileges .are  very numerous.

- T.. WILLIMOT, Col.

;L D. HUME, Dep. Compt.
10k Febmary, 1799, ' ok |

(T

TABLE O.

1707.

The Amount of tﬁc"‘Co erce of Ireland

. with England on! ;{, accordmg to the official
Rate or valne - ’._'. - = £ 559.335

g W

Ak

gl 1
The A.mOil ti\e Commerce of Ireland
with Buglandand Scotland, or Great Britain, |
on mc of Three preceding Years,
accor 0 the Jfame rate, and Mr. .
Fofter’s Statement (p. 77 MR - 5,646,311
*+* Increafe not as ope to e,

e
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SCOTLAND. '1707,' oy y
Imports - i - - £.6,73§ -
Exports - = ¢ T - R Dy e e
' £ 54512
ScoTLAND 1797,
Jmports - - - L 1037.676 P

Exports P 4 - 1,217,184

4 L 20254797
INCREASE aboye 1to4l. y -3

IreLaND with EncLanp. 1707,
{According to the Cuftom-houfe Books.)

Imports « =~ -~ el f.3066,423
Experts - - - 263,412

£: 569,835
Irzranp with GREaT BriTaI®R. 1797,
(From the Cuftom-houfe Books.)

Average of Three Ycars, to 1799, as ftated by Mr. Fofter.

Exports - - £. 2,775,330
Imports - - - 2,870,981

£ 5,646,311

INCREASE not as one to zen.

Here it muft be obferved.,., that there are great advantages,
through this comparifon, in favour of Irelang

calculating the increafed ftate of Trade at the prefent period,
we reckon upon fawo countries, England and Scotland : where-
as, we take its former ftate of trade in 1707, but with one
country, England ; and 2d, Becaufe the Increafe with Great
Britain is much beyond the increafe with the reft of the world.
With thefe advantages, however, in favour of Ireland, in this
comparifon, what 1is the increafe >~~not 1 to 10; whereas,
that of Scotland, is above 1 to 41.

FINIS.

ift, Becaufein



