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WHEN the fcheme of Union was firlt communicated to
me in private, and great commercial advantages were
talked of, I faid we wanted nothing from Great Britain,
nor had fhe any thing beneficial in her power to give us;
when the fcheme was afterwards offered to the publick, I

. Tepeated the fame opinion in publick, and I did not look

T W —

forward to the detail of the terms, as fome people did, with
the leaft expeation that they could hold out any thing
advantageous ; at laft they appeared, and every article they
contained told me, that I was right ; .but I own, I little
expelted, that any could be devifed, fo incompetent, fo
contradictory to the identification they propofed to efta-

blith, and fo injurious to the intereft of Ireland in every
point of view.

I have already fpoke largely on them, and fhall therefore
be the more brief now.

To begin with the article of contribution, 1 will not en-
ter into arguments, that it is calculated on unfair, or unjuft

B «ground ;
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ground ; though I could with;caft maintain, that it is huch
more againft us, than it ought to be, even on the gfoufids
it refts; and ftill more largely fo, if we compare the “'-Cal-th
of the two kingdoms, the comparative propertion of which
can alone fhew thejompawi\ie ability to paytaxes. I fay
I will not enter into it, becaufe the offer of it is fuch an
impofition, fuch a palpable delufion, that T am aftonifhed it
could ever have been held -out {erioufly as a favourable ar-
rangement ; for it is attended with provifions to deftroy it,
before any benefit can arife from it ; and be its advantages
great ot Little, they muft ceafe in three years or four at the
moft. Gentlemen will be furpeifed at this, but I will prove

it clearly.

The words im the 7th Article are, that if at any future
time the feparate debts of each kingdom fhall have been
liquidated, or the value of their refpective debts, eftimated
according to the amount of the iﬁtereﬁ and annuities attending
the fame, of the fiking fund applicable to the reduétion thereof,
and the period within awbhich the whole capital of fuch debts Sfhall
appear 10 be redeemnable by fuch finking fund, fball be to each
other in the fame’ proportion aith the refpective contributions of
each kingdom rg/j:wﬁiw'ely, that is, of 7 one-half to 13 then
it {hall be competent for the jaid united parliament to declare
that all futureexpence thenceforth to be incurred, togetbef aith
the intereft and cba:"gu of all jaintv debts contrafled previous to
Juck' declaration, fball be defraged indifcriminately by equal taxes.

The Noble Lord who introduced ‘it, exprefed bis lamen-
tations that the circumfltances of Great Britain and. Ireland did
not-‘enable us to purfue the meafure of identity in the revenues
aith equa! friétnefs as in the Scotch Union ; am_f that the two
countries could not be at once incorporated fo as 1ot 10 be under the
neceffity of having diffincl revenues. It were to be wifhed, he

' faid, that there was not an infurmountable bar to a common
: : fyftem
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'[yﬂém and a common treafury ;- { uch, however, isthe difpro-

portion of the debts of the two kingdoms, that a commoR

{yftem for the prefent is impo{Tible *.

Hence then arofe the neceffity of a ratio of contribution ;
‘the unequal amount of the two debts, occafioned diftinék
interefts 3 and while thofe debts continue, their preflure be-
ing unequal, there canbe no equal intereft 3 and equal
taxes would be' unjuft. But contrary to this principle,
.the Article fays, we fhall undergo equal taxation when
thofe refpective debts.come to bear the proportien to ecach
other; which is afcertained for our contribution, that is, of

1t 7%

The Britifh debt on Janyary laft was 361,369,604, after
deduting 42,905,316 for the amount redeemed §, and
when the Irifh debt arifes to 48,182,612, it will be in the
proportion to it of 1 to 7% butithe Irith debt, as the Ngble
Lord afferts, and as a pamphlet,. faid to be the {peech of 2
great Law Lord, ftatesin 2 minute calculation, will be 50
million in 18033 which is in a nearer proportion to
361,369,604, than 1 to 7 1. and therefore in 1803, the
delufion which is plaufibly held out will vanifh; we are to
lofe the advantage of paying one fhare only for 7%, and we :

are commence a fyftem of paying one for one, while the
debts are to continue as 1to 7;-

~ Perhaps it may be faid, that the proportion of the prin-
cipal due by each kingdom is not the only criterion, but that
the value of the refpedive debts is to be eftimated accord-
ing to the amount of the intereft and annuities attending
them. We will take it {o, and the refult will be nearly

the fame.
The

* Lord Caftlereagh’s Speech, p. 17, 18.
§ No. 4. Return by James Fifher.
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The annual charges of the Britifh debt are ftated in one
of the returns on your table to haye been on the sth of
January 1800 above 2¢ millions +. We arh, told by the
Noble Lord, and it appears by the fame minute calculation
I have mentioned, that the annual charge of the Irifh debt
will be 2,775,735 in 1804 ; which is within the proportion of
1 to 7% of the Bntifh charge. So that even on this eftimate
We are to commence the burden of equal taxation with Great
Britain in four years. But if we deduct the annual charges
attendant on the debt redeemed by the finking funds, the
Britith charge is 14 millions ; and the proportion wil]
therefore be attained in lefs than three yeats. That 1s, the
proportion will be attained, whenever the charges of the
Irith debt thall amount to 2,269,086 ; but that fpeech tells
us they will be 2,430,735 in 1803 : yet the noble Lord
{tates in direét terms, that before common taxes can take
place, the taxes of Great Britain muft be reduced by 1e
millions a year*. How is ‘this to be reconciled; or am I
wrong in calling it a ‘delufion ?

Should the Noble Lord urge that the value is ¢o be
eftimated by another teft—the period at which the re.
fpetive capitals thall appear redeemable by the finking
fund, 1 will even meet him there. To go into con-
je€tures on the operation of the finking fund is ufelefs ;
it depends entirely on the value of ftock at the moment
of purchafe, and there cannot be any reafonable ground
for eftimating future events and their influence on ftock,
but I may ftate that the finking fund of Ireland ought
to operate more rapidly than that of Britajn ; for when
the Britifh finking fund of one million was created in
1786, the debt was 238 millions; and when the Irifh
fund of 100,0001. was appropriated in 1797, the Irifh

debt

1 No. 1,—20, 186, 5074 by James Fifher,
¥ Lord Cattlereagh’s Speech, p. 23.
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debt was 7,082,256.+ The Britith fund therefore was L1
pﬁrt of the debt it was to reduce; the Irith was +s, and
as to all debts incurred in each kingdom fince the eftablifh-
ment of thofe funds, the provifion in each is equaly being
1 per cent. on the capital created, and the operation there-
fore muft be fuppofed equal.” I don’t mention the annual
grant of 200,0001l. tothe Britifh finking fund ; it is cafual,
and would make very little difference as to the argument.
Take the matter therefore in any of the three views, of
capital, annual charge or finking fund, you fee the delufion
clearly.

The Propofitions offer us a proportion of contribution
which, however more unfavourable to us than it ought to
be, is certainly better than equal taxes; but it is {o
contrived that we are to lofe it in three years. The caufe
which requires a contributive proportion is, the different
preflure of the debts ; and yet when the debts are brought
to prefs exactly in that contributive proportion it is to ceafe,
2s if no debt exifted, and confequently there was no preflure.
I was much at a lofs to account for the anxicty manifeft-
ed this feflion to ftate our debt at a higher nominal amount
than heretofore, and to raife it from 19 to 25 million
without encreafing either the aftual amount or the actual
charge. 'We may now form a guefs at the reafon ; it tend-
ed to accelerate the period of taking from us all benefit of
proportional contribution, and of making us fubject to
common taxation with Britain; and the mode of borrowing
the whole of the fupply this year (for the new taxes only

pay the intereft) tends materially to quicken our fpeed to-
ward this period.

In fhort, the whole is a grofs deception, unintentional 1 -
will fuppofe in the noble Lord, (for I don’t mean to charge
him with deception) but the effect is equally prejudicial,

4 and
1 Sir George Shee’s return. C.
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and ¥he reafoning is curious ; the favourable proportion
is given to us, as I have faid, on account of the
comparative greatnefs of the Britith debt—we owe only
25 million, they owe 361—but when we fhall owe 50,
and they notabove 340, we are to lofe the benefit. = We
cannot bear equal taxation now, but when we. double our
debt in three years, we fhall be richer and mere adequate
to fupport it. Our increafe of ‘poverty and their increafe
of wealth, are to bring us to an equality of condition, fo as
to bear an equality of taxes contrary to all reafon.—We are
to encreafe our incumbrances in order to enjoy the full
burden of equal taxation with Britain, and the period fixed
on for our undertaking this burden is to be the moment of
encreafed - feparate debt and encreafed feparate taxes in
ireland, when both our debts and taxes fhall be doubled.

To talk therefore of the juftice or injuftice of the con-
iributive proportion, would be an idle wafte of ‘time—
and the Minifter feems to think it would be as idle to atttend
to it, for unfairly as I believe it is calculated, unable as he
has faid we are, to go on without being bankrupt, which
he tells us we muft be; he has called on us this very fefhion,
to borrow 4% million for the fupplies of the year, when

Jritain borrows enly 213 million, and we have voted taxes to
nearly 300,000l.—while fhe impofes only 350,000l.—we
borrow more than § of what the does, and we create a new
revenue of almoft & of her whole additional. taxes. If the
kingdom is unequal to this exertion, if it fo far exceeds the
proporsion which he admits we ought to contribute, why
does he prefs us toit 7 why does he allow our zeal to grant
_fo largely beyond our means, beyond our proportion of
imperial expence ?

We will next examine the queftion of Commerce—Which
the Right Hon. Gﬁmlcmm near the Noble Lord  begins by

a comparifon
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- a compatifon with; the arrangement of 1783, and introduces

by a fupepofed’-advantage which  his firft refolution gives
and which was omitted in 1783. It isin the article of T'rea-
ties, the words are, ¢ and that in all treaties made by bis, Ma-
jefly, bis beirs ‘and [ucceffors, with any foreign  power, his
Majefty's Jubjects of Ireland Jhall bave the [ame privileges
end be on the fame footing as his Majefly's fubjecls of Great
Britain?” But does he forget that this' country not only
claimed but had its right acknowledged to a full par-
ticipation of foreign treaties before 1785 ?—He knows
the Methuen treaty in 1703, it admits into Portugal the
woollen cloths and the reft of the woollen manufactures of
the Britons—Lanas et lanificia Britannovum. But fome
time, previous to 1782, the Portuguefe: Court refufed to
admit Irifh Woollens, and this houfe voted an addrefs to his
‘Majefty on the fubjed, on 7th Feb. 1782* which pafled
Nem. Con. and his Majefty replied on the sth March, echo-

- ang

* Founding our claims upon the faith of treaties, and defirous
to promote all the reciprocal advantages of commerce between
this country and the fubjeéts of your Majefty’s ancient and faith-
ful ally the Q.tlcen of Portugal, we confidered that kingdom, in
our commercial regulations, as the moft favoured nation, and by
A&s of Parliament gave to the wines of Porrugal that advantage

“over the wines of France in the impofition of duties, which is de-
feribed in the treaty of 1703, expe@ting from the juftice of the
court of Portugal, that woollen manufactures fent from this king-
dom, would in confequence have the fame admiffion which is given
to thofe imported there from Great Britain.

We refted this moft reafonable expe@ation, not only on the
conflrudion of the treaty above mentioned, but on the letter and [pirit
of many ancient- treaties made between your Majefty’s royal pre-
deceffors and the Crown of Portugal, and we hoped for a common
participation with lis Majefty’s fubjeéts of Great Britain, in every
branch of commerce with Portugal, which till now has never been

" denied to us in that kingdom.

~ With much farprife therefore we have heard that the entry of
“Bur woollen manufaétures and printed linens had met with fome

Neverthelefs,
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ing back and acknowledging the right.+.. He was unable
however, to procure the acquiefcence of Portugal, till ‘
this Houfe by laying a prohibitory duty on their wine
brought that court to reafont. This feparate Irifh Parliament

thewed

a caule fo evidently reafonable and juft, would be attended with
fuccefs, we-have hitherto refraified from refenting the injury by
commercial regulations reftriGive of the trade of Portugal, and by

now to underftand that it is the determination of her moft faithful
Majefty to0 exclude your Majefty’s fubjecs of Ireland from the be-
nefits of the treaty of 1 7035 or to refule any relief in refpect of the
printed linens of this kingdom—it is become our duty to refort to
your Majeity’s prote@ion and powerful interpofition, that our ma.
nufaGures may not be excluded from the ports of one of your Ma-
jelty’s allies, which maft at all times be grievous, but peculiarly fo,
when the common calamity of war has prohibited our commercial
intercourfe with fo many other ftates,

We beg leave therefare to approach the Throne, earneftly re.
commending our caufe to your Majefty’s nnremitted attention, and

royal influence with the Court of Portugal in the moft effe@ual
manner that the obftru@ions of our trade may be removed, and
that we may be reftored s thofe commercial rights to which ape are
entitled.  Comm, Journals, v. 2o, p. 286.

T His Majetty is not {urprifed that his faithful Commons, al-
ways attentive to the true intereft of their country, fhould have
oblerved with alarm and concern the obftru&ions given in the
ports of Portugal to the importation of Irith woollen and print-
ed linen manufa@ures into that kingdom ; and the full fatisfaGion -
which the Houfe of Commons exprefs in his Majefty’s folicitude
upon this important fubje&, and in his unremitted endeavours to
open the eyes of Portugal, not only to the true Jenfe of the treatics,
Jubfifling between the 109 Crowns, - but to a jult underftanding of
her real interefts, is gracioufly accepted by his Majeity. Comm.
Journ. v, 20, P 324, - -

I “Refolved, That it is the opinion of this Committee,
that a further additional duty of 30l. a ton be laid upon all
wines of the growth of Portugal and Madeira, imported into
this kingdom during the time aforefaid, and fo in proportifc_m

or
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~ fhewed its power to vinhicatc the rights of Ireland to fo-
reign treaties 3 and it would have been idle in a commercial
arrangement between us and Britain only, to have inferted
I, a claim which Britain acknowledged, and, to fupport which,
we had proved ourfelves adequate. The Gentleman' is
certainly wife in inferting it now ; becaufe s his objet is to
take away the Irith Parliament, he takes away our {ecurity
for that right, and ought to offer us fome other,

Need I mention the treaty with France ; was there an
doubt we had a right to participate in it 2 Did he even in-
finuate a fufpicion we had not? but he adverts again fo
pointedly to 1785, and the fhare I took in the tranfactions
of that year, that I muft be excufed for going back to it,

and following him in his comparifon of the Propofitions
brought forward then and now.

I will begin with the fourth article of that year; it is in
the following words ; ¢ Refolued, ‘that it is the opinion of this
Committee, that in all cafes where the duties on articles of growth,
produét or mam{fbé?ureof either country, are different on the
umportation into the other, it would be expedient, that they fhould
be reduced in the kingdom, where they are bigheft, to the amount
payable in the other ; and that all Juch articles fbould be expor-
table from the kingdom into avhich they fball be imported as free

- from duty as the Similar commodities or bome manufallure of the
Jame kingdom.” - "The object of that fyftem was to arraange
the import of articles of the growth, produ& or manufac-
ture, of each kingdom into the other, on the duties as they
ftood in Ireland; {o that every prote@tion which thofe

duties

for any greater or leffer quantity., The faid further additional
duty 1o ceafe fo foon as the goods of Ireland fbaill be admitted into
Portugal agreeable 1o treaties ; and to be paid down in ready
money net, without any difcount or allowance,” Comm, Journ,'
Y. 22, p. 211. ’ v

C
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duties gave to Irifh manufalture was to remain ; and thofe
propofitions guarded againft future commercial hoftility,
by providing againft future prohibitions or encreafe of
duties on mutual import or export ¥,
. 5

Compare his Propofition now, ¢ That all articles of the
« growth, produce or manufacture of either kingdom (not
« hercin after enumerated as fubje& to fpecific duties)
¢¢ fhall from hence be imported into one country from the
« other, fiee of duty, other than the countervailing duty
¢ in fchedule 1, except the enumerated articles, wbhich
“ are to pay 10 per Cent. on the true walue, and woollen
¢« manufatture, falt, bops and coals, which are to pay
« the prefent duties in Ireland for ever.” It lowers every
duty which has operated as a proteéting one, if it be
above 10 per cent. to 10 per cent. and totally removes all
that are under that rate, and fome that are above it; it
leaves all the many articles of import from Britain duty free,
except the 18 which it enumerates.

Need I fay more to fhew the difference of the two plans,
or to prove that I did then take care to preferve for the
manufaCtures

* Relolved, 6. That in order to give permanency to the fettle-
ments now intended to be eftablifhed, it is neceflary that no pro-
hibition or new additional duty fhould be hereafter impofed in
either kingdom on the importation of any article of the growth,
produce or manufature of the other, except fuch additional duties
as may be requifite to balance duties on internal confumption.

Refolved, 7. That for the fame purpofe, it is neceffary further
that no prohibition, or new additional duties fhould be hereafter
impofed in cither kingdom on the export of any article of
native growth, produét or manufacture to the other, except fuch
as either kingdom may deem expedient, from time to time, on
corn, meal, malt, flower, bifcuit, and except where there now
exifts any prohibition which is not reciprocal, or any duty which
is not equal in both kingdoms, in every which cafe the prohibi-
tion may be made reciprocal, or the dutics raifed fo as to make
them equal.  Comm. Journ. V. 22. P. 234.
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manufaltures of Ireland fuch prote@tion as the exifting

dutics then gave them, and that his refolution cither takes
them away or reduces them ?

But he fays, the bill (which was only once read, and not
twice, as he ftates) differs from the refolutions, and re-

‘duces all duties to 1o per cent.

The reading it is the beft anfwer :—¢ And be it declar-
¢ ed by the authority aforefaid, That it fhall be held and

, adjudged to be a fundamiental and eflential condition of

¢ the prefent fettlement, that in all cafes in which there is
% 2 difference between the duties on articles of the growth,
¢¢ produce or manufacture of Great Britain, when import-
s¢ ed into Ireland ; and the duties on the fame articles of
¢¢ the growth, produce or manufacture of Ireland, when
¢ imported into Great Britain, the duties on fuch articles
« 'fhould be reduced in the kingdom where they are higheft
¢ to an amount not exceeding the duties which were pay-

% able in the other on the 17th day of May 17823 fo that

% in every cafe in which any article was charged with a
¢ duty on importation into Ireland of 10l. 10s. pe{L cen~
“ tum or upwards on the 17th day of May 1782, the
¢ amount of the faid duties fo reduced /ball not be lfs than
“ the faid duty of 101 10s. per centum ; and that all arti-
« cles which are now importable duty free into either
¢ kingdom from the other, fhall hereafter be imported du-
¢ ty free into each kingdom from the other refpectively.”

Is there a line in it reducing duties to 10 or 103 per cent,
except #ot lefs than 10} per cent. means 107 per cent. ? and
I call on you to obferve that though he ftates there was a
poﬁt"we reduétion enacted in the bill, (the cafe is not fo) the
arrangement is left open, and no duty is enated ; limitations

~only are prefcribed, to fecure againit a lower fum than 10h

pet
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per cent. and there is no provifion to require the reducing it.
He knows the hiftory of that claufe in the billf; it was in-
ferted in England, on account of callico only, the duty
on which I always contended was chargeable, as it ftood
in 1785, by the old law ; though to put an end to doubt, I
had inferted it among the duties of 1783, and he knows that
1 never changed my mind on the fubjed ; but be it what i¢
may on Callico, he cannot forget that the duty inferted
in- 1783, on Muflins, was a very old one amounting. to
from 30 to 5e per cent. and that it would have continued
under the refolution and bill. How then ‘can the Right
Hon. Gentleman fay, the bill took away the muflin duties,
and if it-did not, why fhould he take them away now ?

He fays further, that the fyftem of 1785 did not fecure
to us articles of Britith Growth duty free, but he forgets
the 7th refolution, and that .Coals, Tin, Bark, Rockfalt
and Hops, were then duty free on export from Britain, and
of courfe were to continue fow. Raw wool I acknowledge
was not, but of that I fhall fay more prefently. *

[ will firlt go through a few of the imports affeéted by his
propofitions.  Beer is to'come in duty free; except {o far as
will countervail the charge on the malt and hops ufed in our
Drewery, but the duties now exifting on import of Britifh
.beer afford a protetion beyond what would be countervail-
ing, and of courfe for o much are an advantage to the Irifh
Brewers. We all know that the cncouraghment of the
Breweries has long been a favorite object with this Houfe,
and to fhew that they have thriven under its care, let
me tell you, that the average import of Beer for 5 years,
ending March 1794, was 106,119, Barrels, for g years to
March. 1799, 54,883, and for the year to March 1799,
255178 only, not one-half of the g years average in which

it is included. Here is 2 manifeft good effect, from our re-
' ‘ gulations
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gulations pm! duties, md is it fafe, withios prudent to tam-
per with them and ‘without any fufhicient commercial or
revenue confideration to interrupt theirfuture good effets,
by taking off whatever prote@ion their operation on import-
ed beer affords ? J
But thc Right Hon. Gentlemen fays, #bis article of the
Union is_beneficial 1o Ireland; who elfe will fay fo? Will
the Bookfeller, the Boak-bmder, the Printer, the Paper-maker,
the Stationer, acknowledge it to be fo when all the articles
which give to them profit and to their Irith workmens

- livelihood; are to be fupplied from Britain, freed from

the prefent duties? bound books are now fubje&t to 12l.
145, 1d. per cent. Can the Irith binder expe& employment,
when they are to be imported free of duty?

The duties on Copper wrought, Cutlery, Hofiery of Silk and
Cotton, Silk and Worfled, and in the piece are to fall from 121,
14s. 1d. to 10 per cent. So on Hardware, and will the many
manufacturers of thefe goods fay, this propofition is beneficial
20 Ireland ?  Floor Qil-cloth, which is almoft a new fabric,
here, is to be free, though now fubje to r12l. 14s. 1d.
per cent.  Quiltsfilk and Cotton mixed manufallurers, Silk
and Worfled Ditto, Soap, Upholflery-ware, Woed-ware, and
all fmall articles are to be alfo duty free, though now fubje&
to 12l 14s. 1d. per cent. Blankets pay 25. 4d. each, they
are. to be free, unlefs fhey are included as woollen manufac-
tory, Carpeting in like manner which is to be fubjeét to 121,
14s. 1d. per cent. and will be free unlefs it is included alfo.

Will the perfons concerned in working thofe fabrics here
fay, this article is beneficial 2

Hats ar¢ now fubjet to 2s. 4d. each, if made of wool,
and to 11s. 8d. if made of beaver—the 2s. 4d. is prohibitory
upon the cheap fort, and even operates on a 14s. hat as

13 per
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132 per cent. a duty very inefficient to extend the manu-
facture, as the import fhews, for the average of five years to
1794, was 6355, of five years to 1799, was 9577, and the
import of the laft year was 12,859—what thcn muﬂ; be the
effe&t of reducing the duty ? >

Sadlery ought peculiarly to be encoura_géd‘ in a country
which has more hides than can be manufactured —the ave-
rage of the firft five years import was 1,761l., of the laft
3,1471., and the value imported in the year 1799,was 5,3471.
—it is evident therefore, that the duty is not too high to
prevent import; and when the Right Hon. Gentleman
attributes the encreafe to the military accoutrements, he is
right, but he forgets it'is probable that the import would
have been much larger and thé*manufacture of courfe have
decreafed, had his charge theory of duties taken place.
Will the Hatters then, or will the Sadlers tell the gentle-
man that this article of bisis beneficial to Ireland ?

Glafs has been alteady explained, 32,000 dozen of green
bottles have found their way into Ireland. laft year, not-
withftanding the prefent duties, the evidence before the
committee fhews the difficulties the manufacture has to
ftruggle with, and that the duties, which you now are called
on to reduce, have alone kept it within your land. In
the window glafs on an accidental ftoppage of one or two
houfes for neceflary repairs, the Britifh glafs rofe, and it
fcll when they commenced work again, |

T won’t weary the Committee with going through the whole
mournful catalogue, but of all the manufaétures, to be af-
fected by this pernicious meafure, the Cotton is the one of
moft confequence,and fatally is the one moft injured; for the
reduction of the duty is tantamount to its annihilation, as it

has thriven only under the protetion of that duty. Itsannual
value
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value is fuppofed to be three-fourths of a million. Thirteen
millsfor fpinninig warp and manyfactories have beenbuilt,and
all this eftablithment which gives much wealth and employ-
ment, and promifes more, is to be deftroyed. 'Will the
owners of thofe mills, will the 100,600 fouls turned. out
of work by this article, fay iz is bencficial to Ireland ? But -,
fuppofing the Cotton manufature ought to be deftroyed,
¢an it not be done without the additional mifchief of Le- -
giflative Union? why make one evil wait for the other ?

The Right Hon. Gentleman himf{elf acknowledges the
injury of his propofition by altering it, {o as to give a refpite

" from the death fentence for a few years; this may ferve the
“perfons now in trade, by giving them leave gradually to

withdraw their capitals, but all others will be deterred
from entering into a manufa&ture which is doomed to linger

gradually.

If you wifh to fee the effet of Duties, you have it in
this article of Cotton—plain cottons, fuch as fuftians, &c.
are fubje@ only to 12l. 14s. 1d. per cent. from Britain,
and their import is great ftill—but mulflin, callico, and
printed goods, being fubjet to from 30 to 5o per cent.
very little of them is imported, and 700,000l worth is
made in the year, within the kingdom.

Cotton Stockings are in general ufe, and notwithftanding
the prefent duty of 12l. 14s. 1d. the average of the laft five
years import exceeds that of the preceding period, Sec.
328,242 pairin the latter, 222,778 in the former.

4

Asto O/d Drapery. Our import of it has increafed ex-
_ecedingly, fc. from an average of 690,737 yards in the
firlk five years, to one of 1,027,404 on the laft five,

; | ending
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ending 1799—and even in the year 1799, the - -i_ni;iént‘
was 1,269,857, exceeding the average a-fifth. It is
evident thercfore that our fupply of this manufature
from DBritain, has rifen moft rapidly, and as there is
to be no change of duty on it, the Britifh raw wool is
offered to us duty free, to check its increafe. '_I {hewed
you formerly, how ineffeCtual the offer muft be, for ex.
tending the manufaCture here; but the Right Hon. Gen-
tieman tells you, that notwi-thﬂ;anding its great bulk, the
freight of it will not be expenfive, becaufe fmugglers carry
it. He cannot mean, from England hither ; there is no
fuch pratice, and if he means from either country to
France, I fhould doubt the fact; let me however remind
him, that while one pack of Britith wool ferves to
work up two of French, it is worth the Frenchman’s
while 'to pay exceffive freight for it.

Sir, it has been of late a fathionable ftudy of gentlemen
on the oppofite fide, to ranfack all the fpeeches that ever
have been attributed: to me in print, and to hunt them for
inconfiftencies with my prefent opinions. They are wel-
come, they will find none; although if they did, they
ought to make anallowance for change -of ‘time, alteration
of circumftance in 15 years, or even the effe of my
having had fo many years additional experience ; but I
defire no fuch allowance. I never have feen a {peech
printed for me in 1985, which I would difclaim, and I
avow all that the Right Hon. Gentleman has now read;
If hefays T was fatisfied with fewer advantages in 1783,
than are now propofed, (the reverfe of which is the fact),
let him remember, that we gave up no Conflitution in
1785, we retained our Parliament, and now we are to ex-
port it; this is a difference between the two fyftems which
would at once deftroy all charge of inconfiftence.

One
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Ine remark prefles fo ftrongly here, that I muft urge it par-
ticularly to your attention. The gentleman fays the fyftem of
1785, if adopted, would not have anfwered, and would re-
quire alteration now, yet it was then the befl that the united
wifdom of the men employed in both kingdoms could de-
vife, and he fupported it warmly. Let him apply this ob-
fervation to the prefent one that he propofes; has he any
reafon to believe it more perfet or more lafting 2 or can
he fay it is made with more wifdom? and if not, this
fyftem of his will, by the fame reafoning, require altera-
tion hereafter, and yet it enalts an eternal bar to any
amendment, by deftroying one of the contralting patties ;
there is therefore this manifeft advantage in the one of
1785, that it kept the Parliament to revife and cure its
errors; and this one demolifhes the Parliament, and is
irrevocable, be its errors ever fo abundant !

But he charges me with fupporting a fyftem of proteét-
ing duties now, though I oppofed them formerly, and I
reply, it is an unfounded charge, I fupport no fyftem of
duties now, which I did not then.

One great object in 1785, was to prevent new duttes on
the intercourfe between the kingdoms, and at the fame time

to preferve all which exifted at the time jn Ireland, under

the faith of which manufaltures had been eftablifhed here,
and capitals vefted; their continuance agreed perfetly
with the fpirit of the whole arrangement, which was to
leave all the manufactures of Ireland and all the imports
into it from Britain in fatu quo, as to duties and their ope-

ration. =
There is a confideration, and a ver;ﬁffﬁiqus one on
this part of the fubje&, which I rcqugﬁ't’hc"pﬁrticular at-
tention of the committee to ; and whi¢ch makes the en-
D couragement
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couragement of manufa&uxes_mort'neccﬂ'ary in  this

Kingdom than m any other, md moft Pa_rticularly fQ a_{;f
_ the prefent time. ' : &

We have large drains of money which require a large
balanee of trade to fupply them. The annual one of ab-
fentees was computed by Mr. Pitt at a million, by others
with more probability at two millions. There is alfo another
ablentee lately created, one, whom we can neither tax . nowe
bring kome ; the intereft and charges on the publick loans
from England amounting already to 725,000 a-year. Thefe
two drains make 2,725,000 a-year, and to countervail them,
we can only look to the general ballance of trade on our
favour, which no account makes 2,000,00e, and I believe
800,000 1s much nearer the truth; but be it what it may,
it undoubtedly is very inadequate, for though it has been
aflifted by loans from England of 3 millions laft year and 31
millions in the two preceding years, exchange has been
uniformly and highly againft us, varying from 4 to 6 per
cent above par.

Gentlemen more converfant in the abftrufe fubject of ex-
change may explain whether any other caufes have contri-
buted to produce this high rate ; I won’t prefume to fay they
have not, perhaps the power, which the Britifh Loans gave
to public offices to interfere with the ufual effet of mer-

cantile tranfactions, may have been one; but be the caufes

many or few, thefe ferious refleCtions naturally fuggeft
themfelves ; what would have been ‘the diftrefsful fituation
of our monied intecrcourfe with Britain, and whether the
neceflary remirtances could have been made to her, if thofe
Britifh Loans had not come in aid ? How are they to-be made
hereafter, if Britilh Loans fhall ceafe ? And whether the
reforting regularly to {fuch Loans, though it gives a tempo-

rary aid to remittance, will not in the end prove ruinous, by
annually

e o ALl
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amually incréafing the evil, in encreafing the fum to be re-
mitted ? To me, the profpect feems very alarming, and the
propofed Unjon, by increafing Abfentees, and fupplying
thofe who g&“_to-Eng}and for a time only, with Britifh
¢loathing, Britifh furniture’ and Britith manufacare ;
makes that profpe ftill more gloomy. :

But, if by difcouraging our ewn manafaQures, as the
propofed change of duties certainly will do, we are to add
a further drain of three quarters of a million for Britilh cot-
ton goods, and perhaps a quarter of a miillien more for
other articles, which we now manufacture, the remittances

" will become more and more embarraficd; fo as to be foon

impracticable; and the abfentees will fee too late, that in
negle&ting to fupport the Irifh manufactuures, they are tax-
ing their own rents; and undermining their own property
the minifter alfo will {ee too late, that he is demolifhing
the fources of revenue; and the Englith ‘manufacturers
who now fupply a large fhare of ‘the confumption of this
kingdom, will find that confumption fail them, for
want of @ means in us to pay.

.~ Of all countries therefore, it is moft the intereft of Ire-

- land, from its peculiar drain through abfentees and public

debt, to prevent a further encreafe of drain, through im-
ported manufalture, and to encourage every fabrick at home
which can fave import ; further, it is particularly {o at this
inftant, when the meafure propofed muft increafe the ab-
fentee drains, 'gnd’tge neceflity of borrotving in England
muft add ftill more t l_ithem. '

No Union, no paper agreement will cyre the evil, or
change the balance ; remitting lefs is the only means, and
that muft be effe@ed by the return of abfentees or by increa-

_ing the home manufacture. But the abfentee won’t return,

and therefore our enly refource is in the home mnaufae
_ture. >
In
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In commerce then we clearly gain.nothing, and lpfe much P
let us now examine Revenue; the offer. of one million a
lycar in war and half a million in peace is toq grofs an im-
pofition on our underftanding to be believed ; the attcmpt:
to delude us with the advantage of our contributing to ge-
neral expences in the proportionof only 1 to 7 one-half,which
I have expofed fully, was cloaked with fome "degrc‘c of
plauflibility, but this is brought forward withoutany cover-
ing to conceal its impofture; can any man, who appeals
to his own reafon, think it poflible, a Union can give Great
Britain the means of paying it, or that fhe would make fuch
a facrifice without a fcheme of renumeration ? Does the
noble Lord’s condu& juftify his aflertion? look at the fup-
plies of this year ; England, as I have ftated, raifes twenty-
one million by loan, and 350,0001. new taxes, Ireland four
and a half million by loan, and 299,0001l. new taxes. If the
abilities of the two countries are in his favourite ratio of 1 to
7 and a half, why does he call on us, to exceed the proportion
of our abilities ? is it for England to fave fo much of her
proportion ? or does he mean to 'avow, that England is
not equally interefted now, as fhe has ever been, in pre-
ferving us to the Empire; whether our Parliament be fur-
rendered to her or not ? '

Let us examine our expences, their great ipcreafe is in
the military. If our i)rcfent immenfe military eftablifh-
ment be for 1nperial purpefes only, it muft continue after
the Union, and there is no reafon why Great Britain fhould
not pay us the million now as well asthen. If jt be kept to
prevent invafion of this kingdom, and thereby fecure Great
Britain in the ‘point where the minifter fays the is moft
vunlnerable, why doa’t fhe come forward now with the
money, and acknowledge her neceflity for the forces which
aie. fo fave her from being wounded through our fides?
Inceither cafe fhe has no occafion to wait, nor is there
any jultice in her waiting for a Union.

‘But
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But if this extended military {yftem, is folely continued
for its only other avowed purpofe, to guard our internal
JSate, 1 would fay to the Noble Lord, refore tranquillity to
usy and then your army avill be unneceffary 5 he fays his
Union will do it, but has he any reafon to think fo ? does he
find the country grow fatisfied with the meafure? does he
fce a love of the Union gain grounﬂ? or does he find any
fpecies of tranquillity enfue from the difcuflion? on the
contrary, does he not know, it is daily more nd more re-
probated, from one end of the kingdom to the other ? that a
general difcontent at its being renewed and propofed againft
the fenfe of the nation, is agitating the whole kingdom ?
that thefe difcontents are increafed by the deftru@ion it
forebodes to many manufadtures, which now employ thou-
fands of our inhabitants, and thoufands of capital; all which

‘inhabitants muft be fet adrift, and all which capital muft be

loft to the proprietors, if the meafure be perfevered in.

Let the Noble Lord put thefe queftions ferioufly to him-
felf in private, and let him obey the anfwer which his own
heart and his underftanding will give them. When [ bid
the Noble Lord reftore tranquillity, I do it, becaufe he has
the means of tranquillity in his power; let him withdraw
the meafure, and tranquillity avill follow; it is bis mecafure,
that wounds the feelings and alarms the fpirit of the coun-
try. Let him 1 fay again, withdraw it, and he will even
find the means in his power more ample, from his having
propofed it; for it has created fuch a union of fenti-
ment, and called forth fuch a fpirit of true patriotifm
as he could ‘not thave forefeens and all this union
and all this fpirit" will inftantly join in gratitude to the
Government, and in attachment to Great Britain, for
removing the " threatened mifchief. Its efforts will be
direted with all the energy of a people faved from the
moft vital alarm, to promote content, induftry and fatis-
faltion; to cultivate Britith connexion, and fix it on its

only firm bafis, mutual intereft and mutual affeGtion.
On
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On the {ubject of tranquillizing the country, T wifly the
Committee to recolle&t the clofe of Lord Camden’s ad-
minifiration,” when the rebellion was cruthed, But- not
extinguifhed; and how the fudden _changc of fyftem ﬁOP-PG&
its extinguithment. - I am not an advocate for feverity 5 and
I know the value of lenity. ¢ Parcere fubje@is et de-
bellare fuperbos,” is the rule I would follow. ' Had the
fudden change of fyftem not taken place, even Had it taken
place lefs rapidly, we {hould. long fince have ceafed to
hear of rebellion continuing. * There - was a ‘want of judg-
ment in the mode too—when rebels were pardoned by
hundreds, and got proteétions in their thkets; fome
means of honeft livelibood fhould have been opened in-
ftantly to them—their houfes had been demolifhed ; their
former employers unable, if willing, to take them back
again ; their own counfy could ‘give no work, and other
counties would not reccive them.  What ought to have
been the conduct.then ? to have accompanied the pardon:
with the means of livelihood---to have furnifhed habitations
—-and repaired inftantly the ravages of the rebellion---to
have undertaken great and extended works of canals, drain-
ing bogs, recliiming mountains, rebuilding villages, and:
promoting manufactures; fo-as while you furnifhed work
to the wretched numbers who had folicited pardon; the
country might at the fame time be reftored again to vigor and
indufiry, after the depreflion of both by the rebellion. Par-
don faved the lives from the {entence of the law ; but it was
an empty faving ; it gave no food ; and when the miferable
men, whofe repentance, if followed up, might have made
them good and ufeful fubjeéts, returned to the country they
had defolated, they retired into the rocks and faftnefles
of the mountains till hunger drove them down to feek for
fubﬁi‘:ence-'by plunder—hence all your gangs of robbers
and murderers ; and hence-all thofe enormities which gave

the appearance of a continued rebellion. Even now it is
' not
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not too late to do much; the expence will foon be repaid
by the?bqn-cﬁtss improve thofe mountains which gave the
rebels fhelter, carry roads through them ; add to your agri=
culture and pafture the thoufands of acres which prefent
themfelves for the purpofe in all your wide extended bogs ;.
explore your lands for the mines they are fuppofed to con-
tain, and you will thew your wifdom.

The Right Hon. Gentleman next the Noble Lord feems
to with to fay fomething, T acknowledge a Kberal grant
has been moved for by him to the Dublin Society—and I
acknowledge it the more becaafe it was at . my inftance—
but 10,000l can go a very little way=its object” muft
-be confined to fuggefting the proper modes, or procuring
knowledge in the pradical execution—as to fpeedy effett it
will do little. T fay again, give employment to the home-
lefs wandering obje&s of your pardon, and you will re-
claim them to induftry and quiet—fome few abandoned men
May remain and continue their life of plunder and out-
rage, till the law fhall overtake them ; but I never can
believe that a man who is not loft to all hope, will refufe
the fair price of labour, and prefer a life of alarm and the

ritk of ignominious death, to the fweets of an honeft livel;.
hood. , %4

-

Sir, thefe are means to reftore the country, but the- Union
cannot do it; it is not only a ruinous, but impraticable
meafure—and T'am not afraid of being called prefump-
tuous if T foretell that it will be found to be fo before the final
law takes place.” The very tetms fhew fuch a diftin@nefs of
intereft that it has no femblance of a real Unionof Nations, it
is but a Uni"on;of the Parliaments, the Nations will remain
feparate and ditin®. 'What is your whole ftring of twenty
or thirty refolutions or articles that are now the objects of

debate,
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debate, but fo many inftances of ‘the neceflity arifing from
diftinét intereft, to fetter and tie down the United Parlia-
ment ? to limit its functions as to Ireland, left it might
mifunderftand or mis-judge our interefts, becaufe they are
diftin&—it is no way reftrained as to Britain, it is to conti-
nue a free Parliament for that kingdom, becaufe it refides
there, it is to be limited as to Ireland, becaufe it does not
refide here. 'The framers of the meafure are convinced that
4 1-half millions of people require a refident Parliament,
and they endeavour by reftrictive regulation to make the
United Parliament a fubftitute ; as if human wifdom could
forefee throughout futurity, all the events and all the
changes, to which a refident one 1is alone adequate. I fay
" again, the meafure will be found impracticable ; I have
faid {o often, and 4 1-half million in a feparate ifland re-
quire a refident legiflature and of courfe a feparate
one.

The noble Loxd talks.of twenty years, and feven years,
and twenty years, and foon, for new alterations. What a
farce is it for us to think we can frame adequate and
irrevocable provifions for the events of diftant times? Our
anceftors did not attempt it for us, and are we fo much
wifer than they ? The noble Lord fhould at leaft wait with
his projeé till thofe times arrive—He and the Right Hon.
Gentleman next him have propofed in the courfe of this
committee not lefs than ten alterations towards abating or coz-
recting the injuries which their articles concerning the com-
merce would have infliCted on this country, all unforefeen,
and unintended by them, on Calicoes, Muflins, on Cotton-
twifly on Tinplates, on wrought Iron, on DBullion and
materials of Lace, on Steel-manufaéture, on Salt, Hops,
and Coals—are not thefe fo many glaring inftances of the
miferable defects of this Union fcheme, and of its incapi-
bility to regulate the affairs of Ireland ? What has fuggefted

and
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thefe alterations, but the examination of witneflcs here,
which has given them the information ? Information which

they did not know was wanting, while they were in Eng-

land ; which they did not look for, and could not have re-
ceived there. And do you need a ftronger proof of the

neceflity of a refident Legiflature, and of the infufficiency

of any other. ? The mifchiefs and ruinous confequences
of the whole meafure occur fo faft to me, that I could
go on another hour in detailing them, but I will ‘refrain
and only add, that great as the objections are to this mea-
fure, numerousand irrevocable as are its injuries, ‘they are
all rendered ftill more obnoxious by the mode in which
it*has been introduced and fupported.

Suppofe an hiftorian at a future day writing an account
of thefe times, and that not having our information, he
were to judge from appearances onl)lr, he might fay the fen-
timents of the nation revolted at the meafure, and the Com-
mons rejected it ; the Minifter hbwever perfevered ; that
the Place Bill, which was intended ‘to fecure the freedom
of Parliament he mifapplied, and perverted to the purpofe
of drawing that Parliament over to his opinion. Up-
wards of forty Members were changed by it in the courfe
of two months the Parliament remained nominally the {ame,
but the Members svere fo altered by the unconftitutional '
operation of that bill, as to convert the minority into a
majority ; that the old rule, divide and conquer,was thoroughly
put in practice ; that even religion was not held too facred
to be made an engine of. 'The Proteftant was fet againit
the Catholic ; the Catholic againft the Vroteftant. " Parlia-
ment againft the People, and the Peopl® againft the
Parliament 3 when he was beaten in the former, he appeal-
ed to thc people, and when the people failed him, he re-
curred back to the Parliament. The Abfentee was encou-
raged, and led forth againft the Re(dent; the Confumecr

.
E againit
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againft the ManufaQurer; the ‘duties which were acqui-

efced i for years, to encourage the home fubrics, were
fuddenly announced as fo many oppreflive taxes on the ¢on-

{umers ; and the Loyalift who fu: ported, was fct in array
againit. the Loyalitt who oppofed, and who was vilified
with the opprobrium of connecting himfelf with the rcbel

and the traitor. R

The Peerage too, which ought in reafon to have had its
numbersclofed as they {tood at the day of his Majeﬂy’s mef-
fage, was kept open for eleven months #ill January 1801, in
order to allow the Minifter to ufe his Majefty’s preroga-
tive of conferring honours, to influence the Commons ;
that the loyal zeal of the kingdom was worked on to
grant fupplies far beyond ity due proportion ; and this
at of liberality was turned into an argument for embra-
cing the Union, in order to fave bankruptcy. That the
- country was covered with unufual military force, far
beyond any thing ever known ; and tho’ the rebellion was
put down, and difturbances appeared only in a few diftriéts,
martial law awas enafled and ve-enaled uni verfally throughout
the kingdom without any apparent occafion to require it;
that under.its operation the reprobated meafure was urged
by the whole weight; influence and power of Government;
that Members who voted againft the Union were difmiff~
ed from office, fo as not to leave a placeman in the minoi‘ity,
and all the offices of honour or profit were confined to the
majority. That the voice of the people was fo far ftifled,
that many fheriffs appointed by Government refufed to con-
vene the counties tf petition Parliament. - '

Such might be the account of the hiftorian, who could
judge. from appearances only ; we who live at the time
would to be fure, ftate it otherwife, were we to write.

As
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As tomartial l]aw, I wifh not to be miftakens I was al-
ways for {trong and vigorous meafures againft rebellion.
"The noble Lord knows I was fo ; and he knows that Lord
Camden did proclaim martial law while Parliament was (it-
ting, by the advice of thofe whom he honcured with his
confidence ; among whom I fhall ever be proud to have a
right to rank myfelf. He never applied to Parliament for a
law to enact it ; his regard for the conflitution was too
great. 'When it was afterwards ena&ed, I mean  alter he
left the kingdom, Ilamented the councils that advifed it;
not that I thought its powers unneceffary, but I confidered
~ thofe powers to reft in the executive ; that if the Lord Licu-
tenant exercifed it, and took the refponbility, Parliament
would indemnify him, and the conftitution would remain
whole ; His a& would be a fort of extraordinary exertion,

to which the conftitution being no party, would of courfe be
no way weakened ; but the making itthe law of the land has
a different effect 5 without adding afingle grain of power or
energy, it makes the conftitution guilty as it were of fui-
eide; and while it takes the femblance of law, fufpends all
law. It records the breach on the ftatute bbok, and leaves
a precedent for other breaches and future repetitions, on
occafions lefs adequate, and under monarchs who may be lefs

attached than our prefent gracious fovereign is to the Confti-
tution.

Thefe are my fentiments ftill, and I implore the noble
Lord to refle&t ferioufly on the confequence if he is deter-
mined to proceed, and try to force this fatal meafure on the
nation ;—let him endeavour at leaft to give it ftability, let
him repeal the martial law bill, which he has juft reviv-
ed, and let him not fupply to the {pirit of difcontent which
he muft expet to follow, the argument, that the Union was
made under the influence of that bill, that Parliament firft
{ufpended, ‘and while it was fo fufpended, furrendered the

Conftitution.
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Confitution. - In faying this, I talk not of the competence
of Parliament, but of martial law, the éna&ing of whichy
15 fo novel, fo contradiCtory'to every idea hitherto entertained,
unreforted to, I believe, in England, through all its rebel-
lions, civil wars and infurreftions, that one istat a lofs to
know where the Conftitution is, while it exifts, or what is
the power of Parliament if that law comes in contaét with it.

Neither do I mean in faying this, to difcourage or objc& to
the full exeecife of all its power, but I fay, the executive is
of itfelf adequate to that exercife, when neceflity calls, and
may get it factioned with the approbation of both houfes for
his indemnity, without injuring the Conftitution.

Could I offer advice further to the noble Lord, I would
bid him ftate the following queftion fairly to himfelf, ab-
firated from all arts or influence. .Are the fentiments of the
people for the meafure ?—he muft know they are not, they
are moft cordially againf} it, and if fo, is there wifdom or
common fenfe in not deferring it, till the nation, through
wholc co-operation only, it can be beneficial, fhall declare
their uninfluenced wifhes to receive it 2 For me, I oppofe
it from a firm conviction of its ruinous tendency, and under

that conviction I fhall now give a decided negative to your
reporting the articles,

In Anfwoer to a Reply made by Lord Caftlereagh,
the Speaker rofe again,

HE faid his voice was much opprefled by cold and
hoarlenefs, butif it were much more fo, his aftonithment
at.the noble Lord’s language and' his unprovoked attack,
would give him power of exertion to make himfelf heard.

He proceeded,

The noble Lord has faid, it was his dutyto refcue the king-

dom
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dom from me and my fyftem, as he waspleafed to exprefs
himfelf; that T was joined with a party in this Houfe to carry

that fyftem ; and that of all ftatefmen, I was the laft that
Government fhould confult on the affairs of Ireland.

Sir, Tknow of no fyftem, Iknow no party but the noble
Lord’s rath and ruinous {yftem and the party he has formed
‘to fupportit. I ftand here alone, unconneéted with party,
and I fay without fear of contradition that there is not
on this fide of the Houfe a man who oppofes this mea-
fure from any other caufe or under any other tic than the
“conviétien of his own mind. Our bond of Union, call it
party or whatever name you pleafe, is a deteftation of this
deftru@tive meafure, and a common wifh and a common en-
deavour to fave our country from its baneful confequences.

The noble Lord’s attack will make no change in'me, it
won’t difturb my temper, nor aroufe a feeling, but that of
aftonithment at his ftrong and perfonal declaration againft
me on the part of Government, and at his'puny attempt
to fix on me the name of aleader of party. My condutt is
dire€ted by the convi€tion of my own judgment, and while
that convi&tion continues, and that mace remains within
thefe walls, to give me ‘power of utterance, I will continue
to oppofe his Legiflative Union throughout all its {tages.
No, fir, T am of no party ; I am proud to hold the fame opi-
nion with fuch a mafs of talents, property and independence
as oppofe this meafnre, and oppofe it with a fteadinefs which
no party motives could infpire, and which nothing but con-
vition could enfure ; but fhould their opinion change, and

mine remain, I will continue to raife my voice againft it,
though I were to ftand alone.

3ir, the noble Lord isa political projetor, and he has
rafhly hazarded the peace and profperity of this kingdom by

introducing
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introducing a project which he will find at laft imprafticas
ble. It is from bim and his fyﬂm that I rife to refcué the
conntry. Isthere a man in thig Haufc, I am fure there js _
none out- of it, who will believe that I propofe a meafure to
injure Ireland ? and if there be fome men wxghm thefe
walls, I may afk how many are there out of them, who be-
licve that he is propofing one to ferve it. - You all fee, and
cevery man out of the Houfe knows, that I {tand up rfolcly in
detence .of the Conftitution againft his iangvating fyftem.
He is the mover, he is the aggrefior, Iam only on the de-
fence, I.am trying 1o retain our Parliament, onr Freedom and
Conflitutign, all - which ke is endeavouring to carry awith bim to
Britain, and deliver to the Bratifh minifler. 2

Where o what then is the fyftem he calls mine ? I have
propofed none ; I have had no communication fince Lord
Camden left -us with the miniftry or the cabinet, and you
know I neither have propoied, nor can propofe any thing
here; thefituation you have honoured me with, precludes me ;
What then does he mean by my fyftem ? by my party ?
nothing, but my refufiug to yield my own firong convic-
. tion to his theoretie, vifionary, and deftruétive fpeculations.
fu every other point, Government has had my fupport.

He fays, I have the peculiar art of concealing my politi-
cal relentments. I claim no fuch merit; I cannot conceal
them, becaufe I have them not, I entertain none. But has
the noble Lord that art ? He has juft given ample proof of
the contrary,: for the whole of his attack has thewn the vifi-
ble workings of his political refentment.

"The noble Lord is a young man, and he fhould not attack
me. He will find it beyond his ftrength to perfuade the
people that I would injure Ireland perhaps there -are who

think, that he may find it equally beyond his ftrength to per-
perfuade

~
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fuade the p‘e{)ple that he is ferving it; of that I fay nothing,
[ {peak of myfelf only. ' I have fpent a long active life in
endeavours to promote the welfare of Ireland, and itis not
for me to make a comparifon, let the nation make it between

A

The noble Lord acknowledges that the contributive pro-
portion between the kingdoms may ceafe in three years. - He
congratulates himfelf on my having proved it, and éxults in
the profpect that the feparate interelt of the “nations art
to be identified fo foon. He adds emphatically, #e fioner
the taxes are equal the better, and avows his: hope that the

~ burden is to fall on us in 3 years. I'give him credit for this

declaration, for I am fure he withes {0; but fee the cafuiftry
of hisargument. ~When the feparate debts are extinguifhed,
the diftinct interefts which they ereate will certainly ceafe,
and we are then to commence equal taxes ; but the propo-
fition fays alfo, that' when the feparate debts come to the
proportion of contribution 74 to 1, we are to commence
equal taxes, and therefore fays the noble Lord, when
we commence equal taxes, the feparate interefls created
by the debts, will ceafe, aPp]ying' the refult of the one alter-
native to the other. No, Sir, as long as England owes -7
times and a half as much as we do, fo long do our feparate
interefts.in the debt continue, -and fo long thould the pay 7
times and a half as much as we do, and it would be the
height of injuftice that we fhould pay equal with her. Until
then, the very propbftion which he fays identifies intereft, is
founded on the diftinQnefs of intereft, elfe equality, and
not proportion would be the meafure ; and therefore, if the
framers of hisarticles have artfully or inadvertently declared
that on a certain proportion, which isa child of their own
brain, taking place between the refpective debts, our refpec-
pective interefts in thofe debts fhall be deemed equal, though
the very proportion declares them inequal, their faying

it,
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it, may fhew their folly, but never ean make thé debts nor
the interefts arifing from them equal, nor deftroy the dif-
tinénefls they create. 1

There is an abfurdity in arguing on a debt as if it were
wealth, and that when -we attain the given proportion by
becoming poorer, or doubling our debt from 25 to 50 mil-
lion, and England attains the fame propertion by leflening
her’s; we grow wealthy thereby, and are able to pay fhare
for fhare, inftead of paying only one fhare for every feven
and a half.

The Noble Lord fays, that ‘in comparing the additional
burdens laid on the two kingdoms, during the prefent fef-
fion, T omit the income tax of Britain ; certainly T do, be-
caufe it was laid on in the feflions of 1%7¢8, not in the pre-
fent {efion, the burdens impofed on which were the ‘objet

of my ftatement.

He fays, the truc comparifon would be in the expendi-
ture ; but even that was not my object : becaufe the expen-
diture in part is defrayed by means created in preceding fel-
fions. However, 'T will take it fo ; in the great article of
of our expence this year, the military, which, if I recol-
le& right, is 4,200,000 here, and about 12 or 13 millions
in England, farabove 1to 77

The Noble Lord charges me with a general fyltem of
proteting duties 3 and fays he founds his charge on my
queftions to the gentlemen at your bar, that they all went
to fhew the advantage of protetting duties. This is like
* many other charges he has made ; taking an acknowledged
fa&t like that of my examining and then drawing inferences
not warranted by it, and blending the inferences with the
fact to give them the colour of truth.

In
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In 1785 I was aw advocate for keeping the duties which
then exifted, and did tend to protect our manufactures ;

- thofe duties had not been laid on in hoftility, nor were they

deemed hoftile by Britain ; but I was a ftil] ftronger advo-
cate for fhutting the door againft .others, as adts of hofti-
lity, and the propoficions of that year did fhut the door.

My fentiments are the fame now. I wifh to retain thofe
that now exift, as I then withed to retain what then exift-
ed. I have not propofed, nor do I propofe to add any now.
There is a great difference between retaining thofe we have,
and impofing new ones ; in retaining them we preferve our
faith with the individuals who have expended their money,
educated their children » or devoted themfelves to particular
trades on the ftrength of their continwance.

But gentlemen fay they ought not to be continued, be-
caufe they raife the value on the confumer ; and that w
facrifice the confumer to the manufatturer.
the fugar duties to prove it

e
They quote

5 and they have unfortunately
chofen an inftance in which the proof wholly fails them.

It has appeared in evidence that the protecting duty on re-
fined fugar, is now only gs. 5d. the hundred weight, that is, a
halfpenny and a fmall fraion a pound; yet fugar is 3d.
to 6d. the pound dearer here than in England. They muft
look then to fome other caufe in the importers or retailers ;
and they would do well to confider how much higher the

price might be raifed by the fame perfons, if we had no re-
fineries here to keep it down.

Callico and muflins are another inftan

ce which they bring
forward, and becaufe our duties

on the import of them are
from 30 to 50 per cent. they fay the Irith goods are to be

from 30 to 5o per cent. dearer to the Irith confumer than

the like Britifh goods would be. The fa& is ftated in evi-

F dence
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dence to be otherwife ; and the manufa&ure being of the
value of 750,000l. a-year, gives a clear proof that the work
is extenfive enough for competition to keep down' the
price. But there is another anfwer arifing from the
nature of this particular manufacture; the Britith mar-
ket is often glutted with it; and the overflow muft be
{old, even at a lofs of 20 per cent. or more; at fuch
times the import of it into Ireland would be fo great, as
to prevent our manufaéturers getting the real value of their
scods, the market would be filled with the Britith overflow,
and our people muft retire from the bufinefs. But there is
alfo a more general anfwer : fome manufadtures do require
a protetion 3 and the price of that proteGion muft be paid,
if you with to nurfe the undertaking ; whatever therefore
additional the confumer pays, is like a bounty, and that
bounty is raifed in the moft ceconomical manner ; only on
thofe, who decline to ufe the Irith fabric. Look to Britifh
policy in almoft every article, particularly in the very arti-
cle of fugar ; how highly does the confumer pay in the mo-
nopoly to the Weft Indies, when fereign fugar iflands, and
even our own Eaft Indies, could fupply him cheaper. How-
ever, I will not go into the general queftion ; it has ever
been my principle to promote mutual affection, and not
mutual hoftility with Great Britain ; nor didIin 1785, nor
do I now, deem the retaining the duties we are in pofleflion
of, tg be hoftility.

The Noble Lord fays, that the Cotton maana&ure will
be affected more than any other by this meafure; I agree
with him : but I did not expeét from him fo diftin&t an
avowal, that it was nat worthy of preferving, and that it muft
be put down. 1 faw his detail tended to it; but I did not
think he could really entertain the idea, until he declared
it. His calculation of our lofing 350,000l. a-year, by en-
coliraring it, is too theoretic, too fine drawn for me to take

up
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up time in rEfuting it nor do I believe, if he could Prove

it, that he could find means to turn the money tq any
other good purpofe ; it would trayel with the other 350,000).
a year out of the country, never to return ;. and of courfe
would add another to the many impovcriﬂuing,drains from
this kingdom. But is it poflible he can really hold fuch

fentiments towards a manufacture, while he admits it works :

up goods to the value of 700,000l yearly ; and with the evi-
dence before his eyes, thaf it employs 25,000 hands in fthe
neighbourhood of Belfaft only, and perhaps 100,000 altoge-
ther in the kingdom ? yes ! he avows the melancholy truth.

~ Another reafon he afligns for deftroying it, is a Very cu-
rious one, to ferve the linen trade, that it may not take the
linen weavers away ; why was this-never found out by any

of the trade ? On the contrary, I {hould fuppofe the linen
manufa@ure would be benefitted,

themfelves to the linen looms, when the cotton bufinefs may
be overdone,as the witnefles tell you, has often been the cafe.

The next pofitien is ftill more extraordinary, for this very
manufa&ure which he fays ought to be put down, he tells
you almoft in the fame breath, that we may hope in time
to have a profitable export of to Britain, and he reads
fome words of mine fpoken in 1 785- I won’t tire the Com-
mons with explaining them; had I expected- him to quote
them, I-would have brought Mr. Pitt and Lord Grenville
as I did laft year, to anfwer him for me,

But to put an end to aJj this talk againft thefe manufac-
tures;, let me afk if they are unprofitable, unworthy of en-
couragement, or impolitic, what has Union to fay to
them ? Why does he not proceed to put them down without
a Union. I always faw.the obje@ of (he meafure was to

I'dkt.‘
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take away our Contftigution and our Parliament, but a fur-
ther object is now avowed to take away thefe manufa&ures
alfo.

The Noble Lord alludes to a fentiment exprefled formeﬂy
by me,  that we are well as we are,” when I compared the
Conftitution under his proje&, to the man who was well,
would be better, took phyfic and died. I applied the phrafe
to our Conftitution only, and againit the infane or rafh theo-
ries of political quacks. He applies it unfairly for me to
the inteftine difturbances. I never ufed it to them, nor to
the temporary calamities arifing from rebellion or invafion ;
I argued there was no more reafon to alter a Contftitution
under which we had enjoyed political liberty and national
profperity on account of rebellion, than there was on account
of invafion, nor would the alteration prevent the one more
than the other ; on the contrary, Targued that the havinga
happy Conftitution, and knowing how, to value it, which is
the cafe with all the loyal men of Ireland, is a furer means to
guard againft rebellion and invafion, than admitting fuch an

innovating fyf’cem to deftroy 1t.

I {aid our Conftitution was we// and found, and wanted
none of his amending 3 I fay fo ftill, nor will I ever advife
to change it on account of the paft infurrection, rebellion
or invafion, all which it has been adequate to over power,
which are temporary calamities, to be cured by temporary

exertions, and for which a permanent change is neither ne-
ceflary nor defirable.

When I faid the Conftitution was well, I could not be fo
filly as to fay there was nothing in Ireland capable of amend-
ment, but I fay the Noble Lord’s Union awill not amend any
thing, but will make every thing worfe, and I repeat again,

that
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