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RIGHT HON. JAMES FITZGERALD,

THE INCORRUPTIBLE FRIEND

OF HIS COUNTRY;
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ADMIRE anp VENERATE;
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£ Untruth, as he is of Adulation;

By him, who, as incapable o
Has the Honour to remain,
With every refpeét,

His moft obedient,

And faithful, humble Servant,
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THE following Pages were not origi-
nally intended for public view, writtén at
different times, partly as relaxation  from
more ferious ftudy, and partly with the
intent of poflibly beholding the queftion of
Union in a new point of view, and then
retracting an opinion warmly fupported, as
perhaps -rafhly adopted ; but the reverfe
has been the refult—for the clofer the in-
veftigation, the more the fubject is deli-
berated ; the greater the oppofition of every

well wither to Ireland. I have now been

induced to change my intention, and to
prefent thefe ¢ CONSIDERATIONS” tO
the publics not from the vain prefump-
tive expeQation of difcufling the fubjet
with as much ability as has been already
difplayed by others, but from two cir-

B cumftances



cumftances, the unexpeéted refumption,
(which I learn’ from authority I cannot
doubt,) of the meafure in the enfuing
Seffion of Parliament, and the fond, per-

haps delufive hope, of proving the hum-
ble inftrument of aroufing the dormant op-
pofition of the genius and energies of my
Country. Here let not the Unjonift far-
caftically fmile, but remember while he
hugs himfelf in his confequence, how
often affiduity, and perfeverance have ac-
complithed, what power, and might have
defpifed—how humble, inintereft, and in
ftrength, and yet hovt{ final in fuccefs ! the
little means that broke the Lions toils, and
reftored the noble animal to freedom, and

his native woods ?

Impelled folely by thefe motives, and an
enthifiaftic love for my Country, I place
this Conftitutitional and Political Difcuf-
fion before the tribunal of the public,—a
Commercial difquifition is not here entered

mnto
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into, nor are -thof_c arguments that have
been already urged againft the meafure here

recapitulated (as far at leaft as could be
avoided) at being the fecond* to refift the
downfall of my County, as it is to'me 2
moft pleafing refleGtion, (though I lament
the caufe,) o it is my moft anxious with,
 to fee fo unwarrantable an attack, at length,
either prudently abandoned on the part from
whence it originated, or get an eternal

quietus from oppofition.

- Before I conclude thefe preliminary re-
marks, I will be permitted to obferve, that
although cuftomary, perhaps fathionable,
it has been to deprecate the profeffion of
the Law interfering in political difcuffions,
that however true this pofition may be in
the abftraQ, (which is by no means admit-
ed) yet that there are periods when the
{tate is in danger and it behoves every man
to protect as far as he can, the common weal.

#* Mr. Spencer had the honor to be the firlt.

B 2 When
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When this attack is made on the confti-
tution, how incumbent on thofe whofe
knowledge of the conftitution and the laws,
is fo clofely interwoven, the one emanating
the Lex Scripta, (or Statute Law,) at leaft
from the former, to ftep forth in defence
of both? Strange then indeed it would be,
were the profeffion to look on with indif-
ference (which they have not) at the ab-
rogation of the conftitution and the ap-
pellant jurifdiion fo nobly afferted and fo
glorioufly obtained in 1782, and I cannot
conclude without exprcﬂing the confoling
wifh, that as the bar of Ireland have ever
frepped forth in defence of their country,
and as the guardians of the conftitution,
and the laws, fo may their bright exam-
ple and exalted principlcs, ever animate
and aCtuate pofterity ! |

MOLESWORTH-STREET
Fanuary 1, 1800.
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CONSIDERATIONS, &.

Year has now revolved fince the pro-
pofition of a Union has been deliberated in
the Parliaments of Great Britain and Ire-
land ; brought forward in 2 feafon of Irifh
calamity, a rebeliion and foreign invafion,
in quick fucceflion, bad defolated ¢ a country,
almoft afraid to know itfelf ;» breathlefs from
inteftine divifions, and exhaufted from the
fatigues of war : But undifmayed by thefe dif-
couraging circumflances, the natives of Ireland

beat the proud and implacable encmy of Bri-

tain, and forced him to {urrender; thusincon-
teftibly proving their attachment and fidelity

to England. This was the moment, when as
it were to take the country by {furprile, and

the bafe and ungenerous propofal of Union,
was
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was ftolen into an addrefs of thanks to the
Viceroy:—The people on all fides firuck with
terror, beheld the meafure with aftonithment
and abhorrence.—— But the genius of the
conftitution interpofed, and the parricidal wea-
pon rebounded harmlefsly to the arm that
aimed the blow. One Hundred and Eleven
true to their delegated truft, with another
Miltiades at their head, defeated the haughty
and prefumptuous proje@. The friends of
Ireland then hoped the meafure for ever at reft,
for it is an efablifhed rule, that no meafure

will be purfued by the minifter, that has not-

at leaft two-thirds of the houfe to fan&ion it,
and it is alfo a principle in the conflitution,
that the third eftate, (or the reprefentative of
it,) fhall not directly or indiredily, interfere
or influence the free voting of the two other
eftates, (the Lords and Commons,) but in this
too, the country was difappointed, as the
feflion was unconftitutionally, through refpect,
I will not fay infultingly clofed, by the recom.

mendation of a meafure fo ftigmatized to the -

fame body that had oppofed it; in this more
refembling the di&tating manifefto of a con-
quering general, than the conftitutional ter-
mination* of a Parliamentary feflion. I now

proceed,

* % You are no longer 2 Parliament ; I tell you, you are
; x no
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proceed, as I have defigned to confider this
great queftion politically and conftitutionally,

which will naturally encircle fome fmall por-
tion of hiftory.

That in a queftion of fuch high moment
as the furrender and annihilation of the

Irith Parliament, all the people of Ireland
are materially concerned, is a propofition
fo true and fo felf.evident, I think, that it
will be freely and readily admitted” by all.—
But it may be replied ¢ although we admit
that in this queftion, the people of Ireland are
concerned, yet the people of England are
likewife equally concerned, for it is they that
are to admit deputies from Ireland in cafe of
Union into their houfes of Lords and Com-
mons.” I reply the people of England cannot
be equally concerned—all Ireland is concerned
and every thing dear to Irithmen—England
may be partially, but not equally concerned?
But all Ireland is more interefted in it, than
even all England, for it is Ireland that is de-

no longer a Parliament.”—exclaimed the Ufurper Cromwell,
juft before he gave the fignal for the foldiery to enter and
diffolve Parliament.

manded
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manded to facrifice as 2 Union peace-offering
that conftitution,

" Multos fervata per Aunos.

That we have been in pofleflion of upwards of
fix hundred years* fo that if the illuftrious
epoch of 1782 had never taken place, we have
a right from the agrecment of Henry IL and
the Charter of Henry IIL as well as from the
fundamental principles of true freedom, to 2
refident Patliament. The Magna Charta of
the Third Henry here alluded to, is more an-
tient by eight years, than the Great Charter
of Liberty, 1 granted by the fame fovereign
to the Englith nation. But here, perhaps, it
will be objeéted to me, « Of what avail are

Parliament

» So carly as Heary the Second’s time, it appears from
the anthority of the hifterian, Matthew Paris, as quoted in
Molineux’s Ireland, p. 23 and 33, that a Parliament or
Grand Council of the nation, held at Lifmore in Ireland,
anno 1172, it is agreed between Henry 1I. and the people
of Ireland, © that they fhould enjoy the like liberties and
immunities, and be governed by the fame mild laws, both
civil and ecclefiaftical, as the people of England,” and fur-
ther, *¢ the freedom of Parliaments to be held in Ireland, as
they are held in England.”

+ ¢ An antient COpy of this Magna Charta of Ireland, is
t0 be found in the Red Book of the Exchequer, Dublin.”
Molineux’s Ireland, p. 28
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Parl iament rolls, they cannot bind pofierity,
if the People, or if the Parliament without the
People ‘agree to a Union, every difliculty is
done away.” I reply, if the charters of anti-
quity are confidered in fuch a light, as being
revocable at pleafure or caprice, frail and ins
fecure indeed is the Britith conftitution ! and
the Britith laws are held by a perifhable te-
nure! in fuch a cafe no people can have a
guarantee for their rights and liberties ! nor
can thole who attempt to over-rule this ob-
jection, offer the fanction of fecurity and per-
manence for the fullillment of the articles of
that Union they {o ftrenuoufly fupport, (were
that abominable projet to fucceed,) the terms
of it may be violated, and confidered as fo
much mufty parchment ;—and here I muft
obferve, that to thofe very charters that fome
may affet to defpife, our cities and corporate
bodies are indebted for their rights and im-
munities, Liberty for her introdudtion into
Europe, and Learning for the difpelling the
darknefs of the middle ages.—To return ; it
is further anfwered,. although Parliament may
confent, it will not bind the People—and
although the people confent, that it will not
bind pofterity.——I will for a moment fup-

pofe the majority of the people (hould confent
L c and



[ 10 ]
and entir¢ly agree to the Union, yet the re-
mainder who do not agree to this innovation
and national degradation - are not aobliged to
follow their example, confequently they are
not bound when they do not give their con.
{fent, and éven were that obtained it would
not be binding, as fuch fubjeftion is fubver-
five of the law of nations, a breach of the fun-
damental compaét of {ociety, as it is violatory
of the law of God, who granted liberty alike
to the fons of men; hence it is evident, that
fince the prefent generation- would not be
bound by it, pofterity could not, nor be de-
prived of that liberty that is the right of all;
if the prefent generation do not revere and
fuftain the conftitution of their anceftors, how
can they fuppofe that their children and pof-
terity will fan&ion 2 Union, weakly advifed,
and wickedly adopted, when they will have
eltablithed ‘the dangerous precedent of over-
turning with the f{pirit of innovation,-that

which has been the work of ages? impofiible
to be ‘expelted.

I now come to confider the right of Parlia-
ment to enaé an Union.——Parliament have
no right to annihilate the Parliament? Have
the Lords Spiritual ? No The Lords 8pi-

ritual,
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ritual, or the Bifhops cannot refign, alien,
much lefs annihilate their rights and privileges
that muft be handed over unimpaired to their
fucceflors, the chief or principal of which is
fitting as Lords or Barons of Parliament in the

legiflature, for they are feverally confidered
by the laws as a corporation fole, the indif-

penfible eflence of which is perperuity.~The
Lords Temporal, have they the power? no,

they . are the hereditary counfellors of the

¢rown; and by virtue of the words of their
ereation, by writ or king’s letter, are {um-
moned to attend the Houfe of Peers, and it
is held not only te them, but their beirs ; and
as they cannot lofe their nobility but by death,
(when infanter it devolves to the heir) attaint,

or degradation, fo neither can they refign or
annul that right thatisin them inherent and
hereditary.

The members of the Houfe of Commons ?—
“ They are the truftees of the nation, as they
cannot refigh their feats in the Commons
Houle;” fo neither can they betray or refign
that truft for which they were returned to
Parliament, if they do, ¢ they betray their
¢ conftituents and diffolve themfelves.” ——

t Price on Civil Liberty.
: ¢ 3 Thus
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Thus have I proved, that the Lords Spiritual
and Temporal, and Commons in Ireland, as
it were, ¢ maintain a perpetual fucceflion,
and enjoy a kind of legal immortality.” It
is true, however, atthe fame time, that they
have power—much power, although it does
not extend either to felf-deftruction, or the
overthrow of the rights and liberties of the
people.—For inftance, they make new, re-
voke, and revife old laws—but they cannot
deftroy their truft—they are the truftees of
the national liberties, nor can they, hence de
jure, annihilate themfelves. I fhall here quote
fome authorities to prove, that the omnipo-
tence of Parliament is oftentimes mifunder-
ftood and mifquoted——< The omnipotence
< of Parliament fignifies nothing more than
« the fupreme fovereign power of the flate,
« or a power of allion uncontrolled by any
« fuperior ; in this fenfe, the King in the
« exercife of his prerogatives, and‘the Houfe
<« of Lords in the interpretation of laws, are
«¢ 2]l omnipotent ; that is free from the con-
< troul of any fuperior provided by the con-
<t fitution ;”’ * than this nothing can be more
manifeft, the cuftom of Parliament, the ufage

# Blackftone’s Commentaries by E. Chriftian, Efq; bar-

sifter atlaw. Note 12. vol. 160. London edition.

of
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of the Lords and Commons, the Speakers of
both houfes, in recurfing to precedents, am-
ply proves that there are certain rules or laws
Parliament they muft conform to. But not
to reft this on my own authority, I fhall quote
the obfervation of a conftitutional oracle of the
law, Lord Chief Juftice Holt, fays, ¢ + That
¢ the authority of Parliament is from the law,
¢¢ and as it is circumfcribed by law, fo it may
‘¢ be-exceeded ; and if they do exceed thole
« legal bounds and authority, their acls are
“ qwrong ful and cannot be juftified, any more
< than the ad@s of private men.”” If then they
are obliged to conform to the laws of Parlia-
ment, of neceflity they cannot deftroy the
Parliament. -

I fhall now adduce another authority, the
celebrated Dr. Price. ¢ Nothing can be more
< abfurd, than the do&rine fome have taught
« with refpect to the omnipotence of Parlia-
< ment; they poflefs no power. beyond the li-
¢ mits of the tru/?, for the exccution of which
<« they were formed ; if they contradict this,
< they betray their conflituents and diffolve them-
“ felves 3 * and the celebrated Locke who

+ 1ft Salkfield’s Reports, 550.

* Price on Civil Liberty.
' wrote,
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wrotée on government, exprefled thie fame
words neatly 4 as Price, butas I have quoted
him on a former occalion, I fhall not now re-
peat it. From thefe authorities 1 am juftifi:
ed in pofitively denying the power of Parlia-

ment. Should they ena& a Union, it weuld

be; ab initio, nugatory-—~to fpeak legally, i
would not be low ; there are bounds beyond
which the Parliament cannot pafs. But 10 il-
luftrate this argument—inan was formed a free
agént—an intelle@ual being—with the faculties
of thought and reflection—theé powers of loco-
motiofi; &¢. and dominion given him over
all the animals that dwell on the earth or the
waters. But at the fame time bounds were
fet to this power, that faid * thus and no fur-
ther fhall you go,”—that command that ex-
prefles, ¢ thou fhalt do no murder,” alfo fays,
<¢ thou fhall not commit fuicide.” In the fame
manner when the Patliament or Grand Coun-
cil of the nation Wwas formed, it was endowed
with great powers and privileges, and formed
for the ddvantage of theé governors and the
governed ; but ftill it was found necefliry to
enforce the attendance of members of Patlia-
ment, by the fanction of that eftablifhed law,

§ Vide, Locke on Goverament, b. z. c.19.1. 216, 17,
18, 19, 20, ad finem.
that
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that declares, “ @ member of the Legiflature can-
not refign bis feat in Parliament,” was it the
fpirit of this law that, thatenormous power

which was denied feverally, fhould be given

collectively ? if then that power of felf an-
nihilation, and even the lefler power of
refigning a feat is denied to a part, it muft
appear felf evident, that it is implicitly denied
to the whole, for this would be annulling that
which is the fource of all written law, and
deftroying that very end, which to obtain, a
Parliament was inflituted.

Is there any lawyer that will take upon him-
felf to affert, that Parliament has a right (of
itfelf) to prolong ‘itfelf, as was the cafe in
1648, when the Houfe of Commons came
to the refolution, ¢ that whatever is enad-
“ ed, and declared law, by the Commons
“ of England, aflembled in Parliament, hath
¢ the force of law; and all the people of 1his
““ nation agre included thereby, dlthough the
¢ confent and concurrence of the 'King and
Houfe of Peers be not had thereunto.”*
Such was the vote of the long Parliament,

<

% January 4th, 1648, which was the laft of three Refolu- |

tions, that pafled the Houfe without a negative.~~Rapin’s Eng-
land, Vol, IT. p. 568,
that

PR v— g = A
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that prolonged itfelf, and afterwards fat on
the trial, and adjudged their unfortunate
Sovereign to death—but although that vote
and this prolongation were effetted, but by
the Commons, yet had they beén palt by the
three FEftates, I have no hefitation . in
pronouncing them, .in the words of the
Lord Chief Juflice Holt ¢ wrongful and
unjuftifiable,”—if then the Parliament  are
not empowered indeflinitely © to - prolong
themfelves or unjuftly to bind the peeple by
the Conftitution much lefs have they a right
to annihilate themfelves—that they have the
power is another queftion. But I deny the
right, unlefs it be force that conititutes right.
If the latter be admitted then we will be re-
duced to the neceflity of confefling all the Acts
of the long Parliament as juft and right, the
~execution of the firft Charles, as legal, and the.
Protectorate of Cromwell not to have been
an ufurpation—nothing is more dangerous
than arguing from matter of fat, to matter
of right, nor more erroncous than from mat-
ter of right, to matter of fa&t. An individual,
or a body may have the power to commit an
aét but it is not to be inferred they have the
right from baving the power : it is as great
an abfurdity to aflert, becaufe Cromwell:
trampled
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trampléd on the liberties of the three nations,
they were de jure his flaves and vaffals, as to

affert that they having a right to liberty undel‘
him, were neceflarly free.

If it be granted that the Parliament of Ire-
land has the right to overturn the conftituti-
on ? Indeed ethics have received no practical
improvement from the Proteétorate 'of Crom-
well to the Confulate of Buonaparte, and it
will neceflarily refult as a confequence, that the
Parliament ‘of - Great ' Britain have a fimilar
power to overthrow the Britith Conflitu-
‘tion, by annihilating themfelves, (when
the minifter o wills it) a refleion that
cannot fail to imprefs the people of England,
with - no pleafing feelings on the fubject,
dreadful and defpotic power! terrific prero-
gative indeed ! were a Parliament poflefled of
fuch a fatal gift; then the principi quod pla-
cuit, the will of the prince being equivalent to
law, would be prefumptuouily revived—and
the liberties of the people of the Sifier Coun-
tries would be infecure and unfubftantial ;
they would then depend on the capricious or
evanefcent will of the ruling prince—if he
acts the part of a defpot they are flaves—if he
prove pacific and humane, they may thank
his toleration for allowing them the permiflion

D : of
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of wearing their heads—had the Parliamens
the right of felf-annihilation, no doubt but
that difcovery would have been made in the
period of thofe arbitrary princes, whofe reigns
caft a ftigma on Englith hiftory. No doubt
but Henry VIIL. who was confefledly the moft
defpotic and abfolute prince in Europe, whofe
proclamations had the force of laws, would
have availed himfelf of this moft monftrous
and terrific prerogative.—~No doubt but that
the oppreflive fovereigns—Elizabeth—James 1.
—Charles I. who feverally imprifoned mem-
bers of the Englith Houfe of Commons, and
all of whom (except Elizabeth) raifed’ money
without the confent of Parliament, would
have exerted and enforced #his dreadful power
1o abrogate the parliament. Nor would they
have long delayed, the exfiin@ion of that
body, that even kept thefe tyrants, in awe,
and within fome bounds, and without which
(I fpeak of a refident conftitutional parlia-
ment) No people can be free, without it :
no people can ‘have a fecurity for life, proper-
ty, liberty and law; here in corroboration
of this argument, and further, to fhew that
the Commons of England have been intimi-
dated before now,—I will illufirate it by an
inftance from the hiftory of England, ¢ 4o
nian (faid Henry VI to Edward Montague,

a Mem-
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a Member of the Houfe of Commons) wil/
they nat fzg‘ér my bill to pafs? then laying his
hand on Montagues head, “ ger my biil: paffed
¢ by to morrow, or elfe to morrow this head
 of yours fball be off.”” There was fomething
fo convincing and impreffive in this that the bill
for fupplies paft the next day. Had this de-
{fpot faid ¢ by to-morrow get a bill paffed to
‘¢ annpihilate the parliament or before to-mor-

"« row night ‘yolu fhall all fwing !’ we very

poflibly might have no Conftitution at this
day to pride outfelves on. No rights or li-
berties in the power of any Parliament to de-
firoy (for there would be no parliament,) or
by one fatal Act for ever to confign irrevo-
cable and irremediable! a great and generous "
people and their pofterity to ignominy ! hence
it neceflarly refults, that was there no other
reafon, but that of the dreadful and dangerous
precedent* of -a Parliament being ‘endowed

D 2 © with

* Here let it not be faid that Scotland forms a precedent ;
her Parliament, {if Parliament it can be called and which
was corrupted by the treafurer of Queen Anne)—was totally
and radically, differently conftituted from the Parliaments
of England and Ireland, ¢ the king could put a negative on
Parliament before debate,”—It fat in one room for affembly.
See Robertfon’s hiftory of Scotland, page 44, 45, and 46.

and
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with the enormous right'of felf-immolation ;
this. confideration alone, were there 'not in-
numerable and irrefragable arguments befides
againft a Union—ibis, 1 fay, alone thould de-
ter the Parliament of Great Britain fanéion-
ing—how much more then the Parliament of
Ireland enforcing an Union ? But fhould the
reverfe unfortunately take place, in vain was
the genius of an Alfred exerted in raifing a
Conftitution from the ruins of German, and
Saxon Inftitutions; in wvain were the laws
Jof the Confeflor reftored, and idle the proud -
dcclaratlon of the Merton Parliament. How
eaﬁly then were this fulmen of annihilating
Parliament admitted—the deftruction of the
rights and liberties of a people accomplifhed,
for it is Parliament alone, that has fo long
preferved the Englifh, and Irith from flavery.
But to proceed, there is an axiom or prin-
ciple in the Conftitution that is mandatory,
and undeniable; it is this, that no antecedent
Act of Parliament, can bind the fucceeding Par-
liament, it follows from hence, as a neceffary
' ~ impli-

and it muft e farther remarked here—that the internal and
external fituations of Scotland were totally diftin@ and inap-
plicable to this Country, viz. the connexion of Scotland with
the crown of France—her feparate a@ of peace and of
war, &c. '
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implication, that the freedom or privileges
of Parliament, are the inherent, inalienable he-
reditary, right of the people, that no vote, no
_ad, nothing even with the concurrence of the
three eftates can invalidate, much lefs annihi-
_late,* that fuch an Act {o attempting it woul/d
not be law, nor would the people be bound by
it. . So fpeaks the teflimony of ages, fuch is
the Conftitution and {uch the concurrent
authorities of Magna Charta and the laws of
the land : if then the Parliament, cannot bind
the fucceeding Parliament, a fortiori, they
have not the right to vote away, nor can
they deftroy the immortality of Parliament.

The confideration of Union, and efpecially
of Parliament involves the ftate of reprefenta-
tion of the Englith Houfe of Commons.—
England does not, cannot fay,  come Ireland
and participate the fuperior bleflings of our
Reformed Conftitution,” (even if fhe could,

] ' Ireland

* In corroboration of what I have above ftated. T fhall
quote Sir George Mackenzie, who wrote upon the Scotch
Union—*¢ in all focieties and governments, where there is
o an-;ﬂ'ociation of powers as in our Parliaments, there are
“¢.certain fundamentals, which like the noble parts in the
¢¢ body, are abfolutely neceffary for its prefervation.”

!
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Ireland would reply, that home was fweet,
and a refident Parliament neceflary.) She
cannot fay, ¢ behold a united people, one
voice, one will, and one arm firetched forth
againft our enemies, nor do we apprehend,
the flow, cowardly, but certain attack on.our
liberties from internal traitors—the Borough
{yltem is no more.”——No—people of Great
Britain, No—opeople of Ireland,—but it is
the minifter who fays, “ with every energy
the prefent fyftem muft be carried on, through
every difficulty,—come people of Ireland, you
are not fufliciently taxed as your wealth will

- admit of—come, or I will force your affiftance

to the empire, behold the Welfh have united
to England—Scotland has been forced to do
the fame, why then you Hottentot Nation
fhould you be fo prone to BarpariTy,* fo

' averfe

* See Mr. Pitt’s Speech on the Union—It is not undi-
verting in Dublin to read thofe little pleafantries of his, the
moxe efpecially fo, as fuch afperfions on the Irith Nation,
muft prove ¢fzfual in making Union Converts. Alfo, fee
a pamphlet, in favour of Union, which it profefles to be;
entitled, “ Confiderations on Public Affairs, 1799, Ireland”
in_order to induce us to Unite, it calls us ¢ Colony,”—
« Plantation,”—it  dont know what the word Ireland
“ means,’—* the perjurable fealty of Ireland,”—¢ the bar-
“ barous hordes of Ireland.” Who could refilt an Union

with fo liberal, and fo enlightened a partizan ! Who in the
, fubfequent
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avetfe to civilization, as not to throw your
conflitution into the common mafs,, thus con-
Solidating one great empire, unrivailed in honoy
and glory, the deliverer of mankind !!! the Jafety

 of nations!! thus adding wealth, péace, Jecurity,

Slability and permanence to the Britifh Empire.”’—
Such are the difgufling pompofitiés, in which
Mr. Pitt {peaks of the Union—one’s rifibility
is tempted to laugh at it from its fimilarity to
the exordium of a Mountebank—but that jts
fallity and infincerity calls forth our contempt,
But why are you fiill to be perfecuted with
Unior ?' (that forerunner of difunion and def.
truction) becaufe the minifler of England has
propofed it to his complacent Parliament, that
knows not but to acquiefce to his will, and in
evefy inftance adopts whatever the minifter af.
fumes right, or wréng with the fame facility,
whether it be the forcing a government on Hol-
land, or a Union on Ireland, his reafons are co-
gent,—O haften ! then Pazriot Hibernians to jis
virtuous Parliament, entering the facred threfh-
old of Weftminfter, delaynot to worfhipthe idol
Union, he has fet up, for if you have not
confidence. enough in the worth of your own

' ' Parliament

{ubfequent pages that follow, betrays his ignorance of Irith
aye, and of Englifh hiftory too—although the Addrefs of the
Pamphlet is  London,”
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Parliament and your love for your couptry, it
were dangerous to undergo the fiery ordeal,
quick! quick! then haften to minifterial idolatry.
_But look to your refident, national Paslia-
ment, that you are now haughtily fummoned
to furrender; reflect a while and anf_ﬁyef me,
will you people of Ireland, furrender it under '
whofe paternal care the Country has rapidly
improved ?~—That Parliament, that fince it be-
came the Parliament - of Ireland, (on the repeal
of -Poyning’s law) has progreflively, yet ra-
pidly drawn new features on the Country,
though what was yefterday an unwholefome
bog, or a dreary and lonely walte, to day the
fail of commerce gladly glides along—witnefs
in your Metropolis. within how fhort 2
term from the prorogation of the laft Sef-
fion, the hovels, that have  been levelled,
and the {plendid piles that have been rail-
ed. It is to your Parliament you are in-
debted, do you think an Englifh Parliament
would do the fame? No I will not, 1 could
not impofe fo on your credulity. What does
a Londoner know or care for your Country—
feated behind his counter, he defpifes all the
world befide—talk to him of your Linen
Trade, the Staple of the Country—< he
would prefer the Scotch' linens, were they

fuperior to yours—talk to him of your inter-
~ nal
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nal navigation—of the Drogheada, and Newry .
Canal, this collateral branch, “or that exten-
fion to the Scotch channel. It is.complete
Arabic—he knows more of Buonaparte’s ex-
pedition, or the Canal of Suez, than he does,
or cares for you or your ifland. Talk of the
propofed wet docks at Wapping, of the ex-
ports or imports of London, or the price of
Stocks, there he will comprehend you: But
he can fee no reafon in the world, why his
Parliament fhould grant away fums for another

Country, while his own ftands in need of

-them.””—Although there is great illiberality in

this yet there is a great deal of truth, and per-
haps what the generality of people will call
found fenfe—and believe me it is, and ever
will be the ifolated language of trade—and
yet thefe are the people to whom you are
invited,—no, with whom you are forced to
unite, and to make a furrender of your Par-
liament, ‘that you may become the petitioners
of theirs—to then afk as a boon what you now
can enforce as a right. Strange infatuation,
unaccountable love of flavery ! But to return
to the queflion of Union, as affe@ing the peo-
ple of Great Britain how would the people
of England relifh their Sovereign’s creating
inftantery one hundred Burgeﬂcs to ferve m
E their
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their Parliament, would they not juftly confi-
der it as an undue exertion of prerogative, and
would it not naturally aroufe that “ jealoufy
« of royal power, which is the very bafis of
¢ the Englith Conflitution, and the principle,
¢ to which the nation is beholden for all that
<¢ liberty which they enjoy above the fubjects
« of other Monarchies.” If their diflike to
this exertion of power, be great, (although
granted to their Countrymen,) how much
greater then ought their objection to be, one is
led to fuppofe to the admiffion of one hundred
ftrangers? if fo, they may account for our
feelings, at the fuppofition, however remote,
of having our conftitution “diffolved, and
being mocked with a {fmall minority in a foreign
legiflature! It mufl appear evident to whoever
reflets on the fubject, that a Union adding
one hundred members to the Britith Legifla-
ture, will have completely guoad England, the
fame effeét, as if one hundred burgefles were
created by Royal Charter, and indeed -will
operate on Ireland too, as effettually as if
theywere the reprefentatives of boroughs.—
One great probability, I had faid certainty,
however {eems to arife, that is their devotion
to the Minifter, for if ever they were inclined
to ferve their country, their efforts will prove

ineffectual
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ineffectual, and fo concluding, will make the
beft bargain they can. But it may be faid in
reply, that although antiently the King could
create boroughs, yet that prerogative has been

. long difufed,—I anfwer, that neverthelefs the
privilege ftill remains, but that in fuch cafe,
it would reft ‘with the commons of England,
whether they would receive the burgefles fo
created or not, in the fame mannér the com-
mons of England may reject the Union,—but
I contend that in both cafes, the effect pro-
duced on the Britifh Conftitution would be
the {ame, namely, the ¢ increafe of that
¢ power, that has increafed, is increafed,”
and that certainly ought not to be enlarged,—
equally fatal too the Union would prove to
both countries, they would too late repent the
deed when reflection would have fucceeded

~ calamity ; the government thus metamorphofed
into an abfolute monarchy,—Britain! then in
the bitternefs of thy forrow, thou mighteft
condole with Irithmen.

Adoreront Caefar avec moins de doleur,

Puifgiil fera ton Maitre auffi bien que le leur !

But T fhall be told the people of England ap-

prove of the meafiire of Union, and the great
E 2 oppofition
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oppofition to the meafure, has originated and.

been confined to Ireland. T anfwer, that it is

by no means certain, that the people of England

approve of the meafure, although their Parlia-

ment do—but [ know the contrary to be the
fadt—that they, I fpeak of the Lngh{h Nation,
behold with indignation, the foul means that
have been reforted to, and that with the re-
pugnant {pirit of Freemen, they difapprove of
the force and bribery that have been called in to
bring about the Union—for they well know,
that the annihilation of Englith liberty, muft
neceflorily fucceed the deftruction of it in
Ireland, and they muit be convinced, that the
Union will prove the curfew of freedom. And
in time, people of ‘Ireland, be perfuaded
before it be too late, that what the Wooden
Horfe of the Grecians was to Troy, an Union
will prove to Ireland——her deftruction!
But again it may beurged, * there will not be
{o many as one hundred, but perhaps fixty at
the moft; out of thefe, thirty-two would proba-
bly bereturned for the counties, (one for each)
one for Dublin, one for Cork, one for Water-

ford, one for Derry—that would give thirty--

five—{o that the remaining twenty-four would
be for the boroughs, as might be argreed”
Itis replled that the borough fyftem in Eng-
land

-



[ 29 ]

land is too confiderable to require any addition
—and it is here again urged, that the intire
of the Irith deputies would operate onthe con-
ftitution in a like degree as if created burgefles
by Royal Charter; then let it be feen how
the borough fyftem wiil fftand—England at this
moment has in her Parliament, for different
boroughs, three hundred and nineteen bur-
gefles—the fixteen Barons of the Cinque
Ports, (who are burgefles to every intent)
nine for Wales, fifteen for Scotland, and fixty
for Ireland, would make the round fum of
jour bundred and- nincteen burgefles, and let it
be remembered that at this prefent moment,

_the aggregate amount of reprefentatives, for -

the cities, counties, towns, and boroughs
of Great Britain inclufive, is five hundred and
fifty-eight.—Thus would the borough intereft
preponderate in the ratio of three to two, a
truly formidable majority, and a moft dan-
gerous engine in the hands of any minifter,
but the more tobe apprehended, when wielded
by one who is a Strafford in principle, 2 Wolle-

-ly im exécution, and a Pitt in fuccefs, active,

indefatigable, bearing down before him like
a torrent, all oppofition to the alarming and
rapid approaches towards arbitrary power.

' Having
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Having difcufled the competency of Parlia-
ment, which neceflarily involved a flight {ketch
or outline of the reprefentation in England, I
now recur to the people. 1t has been urged,
¢ although Parliament be incompetent, yet the
people are fully competent to agree toit, and
to inftruct their reprefentatives accordingly.”
If fo, (which is not admitted) it is replied, why
not collect the general fenfe of the people ? Let
the therifls of the different counties aflemble
their bailiwicks, and fairly and candidly argue
the point, and then inftruét their reprefenta-
tives accordingly. No rebellion, no invafion,
rage now to bar the general inquiry into the
operative expediency, or advantages that are
aflferted will refult from the Union.—But no ;
they dare not meet the population of Ireland on the
difcuffion, I pledge myfeif they dare not : they fhrink
back, confcious of the abhorrence and loath-
ing of the nation; while at the fame time |
they beg, threaten, influence, and * bribe for
Union addrefles. But it may be faid to me,
¢ See the addrefles that have been prefented,
look at the artillery of fignatures that arreft
the eye in tiie public prints, are not thefe de-

* This certainly thews that popular opinion is not defpifed,
at leaft by the Union party, ‘they will wade through every
filth like true courtiers to accomplifh it—* neck or nothing.”

monftrative
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monﬁratlve declarations for Union ?”—No ;
they carry no weight, no convidtion—it w1ll
be proved. “ But there have been addrefles
for Union,” it will be objected to me—I do
not contradiét it—I grant there have—but
people of Ireland, who are they that have af-
fixed their fignatures to thofe addrefles, do
you know them? Men, many of whom have
been adtive in the late rebellion, many of them
in durefs, and under the immediate terror of the
fufpended rope, that have been Mmerc1FULLY—
MosT MERCIFULLY! fnatched from execution
to fign or addrefs for Union; a momentary
{mile may arife from fuch contrarieties,
but it is reprefled by indignation and man-
ly honmefty that -abhor fuch duplicity, and
checks fuch levity. But I fhall here be cavi-
lierly anfwered to look at the high found.-
ing names that occupy the van, in the new
raifed recruits againft Ireland ;—do you know
them Irithmen? alas! in fome refpects you
know them too well. You know them from
their fignatures to be ABSENTEEs—you know
that they bafk in the funthine of a court in
another country ;—if you have any know-
ledge of them it is through the medium of an
agent or receiver of their rents;—men, who
although they have confiderable eftates in this

courntry,
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country, have all their lives lived in another
kingdom, yet that if they have come to Ireland
it is for the firft time, and that perhaps in a
military capacity. This for the purpole of
forcing or cajoling their tenants-to fign and
acquiefce in the Union addrefes, like the vai-
fals of a feudal lord, thefe the fole caufe of their
emigration to wncivilized "Ireland ; "and yet
thofe very worthy and right renowned abfen-
tees, now *unblufhingly come forward and
petition for the furrender of your conftitution,
(under which they are not refident )—that with
the ruins of it, and the plunder of your then
degraded province, they may found the retreat
to a more genial foil, exultingly crouch and
tell the minifter, It was they that did the
decd !

Had any individual two years ago, or when
the rebellion raged, prefumed to hint at Union,
I know the reception he would have met,
and the furmife would have been fet down by
the. government nemenclators, as little fhort
of treafon; and yet they, even they, now
obflinately perfift in that meafure fo ob-
noxious to the people. Is it not extraordi-
nary, and to be wondered at, that in a reve-
lutionary age, the propofition and project of

- Ievo-

> e
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revolution fhould originate with them! Have
they caught the Gallic infection, to pull down
the Irith confitution, not to rebuild; to de-
firoy, not to reform ; annihilation the fole end
and the means? But to return to the fubject
of Union addrefles, in illuftration of which 1
fhall relate the following circumftance that
took place in the city of Limerick, the gentry
there, thould they throw their eye over this
pamphlet, will promptly recalle it——a thop-
keeper who was violently averfe to a2 Union
with Great Britain, whofe name is Sullivan,
was called on by the ‘Anti-unionifts of that
city to fign a declaration againft it, to
which he readily acquiefced, and ¢ declared
his heart and foul were in the addrefs, that
he was folely adtuated by principle, and knew
too well the ruinous and calamitous circum-
ftances it would bring on the country not to
oppofe it”’—however, the day following fome
Unionifts of confideration waited on him toafk
him for his « fweet voice,” hLis fignature to
this addrefs for a Union—he hemmed—ftam-
mered—they were perfons of confequence, one
- perfonage in particular, a very excellent cufto-
mer—he hemmed again—tock up the pen and
wrote his name—well, on the following day he
- was reproached for figning both addrefles as a

Judas, an apoftate for his direlition from the
F caufe
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caufe of his country—do not (faid he) condemn
mé too rafhly, or unheard ; I am and ever fhall”
be an oppofer of a Union—it will be the ruin,
as it will prove the degradation of my country.
—<« Why then (faid they) were you fucha
blockhead as to fign for it ?”” Peoh—fays he,
don’t you know very well they are all good
cuftomers to me, and asIam a poor man! why
I would not difoblidge either fide,” ex uno difce
omnes.  From this fpecimen (for the truth of
which I call upon the gentlemen of Limerick
~ to contradi® me if I am wrong) one may
forma tolerable guels how the other addrefles
and eleemofynary declaratibpns have béen
granted to the gallant- conqueror of India.—
‘While on this topic of enforcing the people to
addrefs for 2 Union, and return thanks, &c. I
will relateone anecdote more (which I met with~
in, I believe;an Englith newfpaper) it is fo ana-
logous to the point— A child, who by the
force of difcipline had been made to belie her
{fentiments, and to return thanks for her mor-
tifications, had a medicine adminiftered to her;
and after every bitter fup, fhe made a curtefy,
and returned thanks ; unfortunately, however,
one lucklefs night there was a miftake in the
medicine, and the child, after fuffering great
mifery, died next morning, to the inconfola--
ble

#
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ble grief of her parents,” whofe forrow was
heightened at the recollection of the rhanks
which had been extorted for the draught of
death I’ Let Ireland apply the moral, and trea-
fure it-up in her recolleétion.

That there thould be found in Ireland, fome
prompt to ftep forth in the caufe of Union (or
any other proje&t) when we recolle® ¢ that
falfehood and fraud {pring up inevery foil,”
and reflet on the diverfity and contrariety of
human opinion, and the powerful and influ-
ential fuccefs of corruption, {fuperadded to thefe,
our fuprize will ceafe—nay, we are altonithed
that the feduction has been {o confined and fo
partial, and we feel proud of being Irithmen !
-1t is an ungrateful but neceflary tafk to call to
mind, the various other artifices to hunt down
and brow-beat popular opinion, which is ftrong
and indignant againft the fatal project.—Bri-
bery—the preventing thofe who were confef-
fedly againft the Union, and whe were under
the neceflity of attending their military duty
at quarters, from acceptiug an efcheatorfhip
to enable them to vacate their feats in favour
of thofe’who would have purfued a fimilar
courfe—intimidation—by cafhiering the old
and faithful fervants of the crown, becaufe they

i & could
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could not brock to. fell their country~=and
namely, branding every man in the purlieus of

the Caftle, and in their journals, as a febel, ja-
cobin, fire-brand, incendiary, that dared to

ftand by his country and oppofe Union.

Such are the pitiful arts, the advocates of
Union, avail themfelves of, while at the fame
time, the confcioufnefs of a bad caufe, makes
them bitterly complain of oppofition—they
are outrageouily impatient of being contradict-
ed in their favourite fpeculations, it is all
clamour on the part of thofe that oppofe their
tactics, boifterous and premature; none op-
pofe a Union who are not rebels, jacobins and
a long &c.—thus on their part prematurely
and inconfiftently endeavouring to filence all
public difcuflion. But why this imperious
haftine(s on their part—if itis a good meafure,
propofe it to the country at large, if advan-
tageous it will foon be pointed out, the Irith
are not flow to comprehend,~but fhould it
prove to be a bad meafure, why urge it at
all? but the Unionifts reply, * it will tend to
the peace and be advantageous to the coun-
try !” O yes, it has already had #hat pacific
effect, by raifing up two parties in the ftate,
thofe that are for it, and thofe that are againit

it,

"'T"'m-w"
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it, and as to advantages they are incalculable—
for in fhort a Union is endowed with the gift
of Padtolus, every thing that it will touch
will be turned into gold, warchoufes will
involuntary ftart up, and merchantmen {pon-
taneoufly ride at anchor in our harbours,
floating manufadtories will arive from Brr MiNG-
Ham! by every tide, and all through the Mi-
nifter who, wonderful to relate, like another
Gulliver, is to drag the commerce, fhipping
and all of even our enemies to our fhores!
and ftill more aftonithing, this omniprefent,
all potent Union, (to which by the bye if we
don’t acquiefce to, the minifter threatens to
take away our commerce,) is endued with an
attradtive and repulfive power, is one time t0
charm the commerce of the Indies to Cork
and Waterford, and nearly at the fame mo-
ment to London, and all as it were, by the
power of magic, and the minifter !

Irritat_Mulcet, falfis terroribus implet
Ut Magus ; et modo me Thebis, modo Ponit Atbenis.

Such ‘are the prepofterous, ridiculous lures
held out to entrap a nation with—fuch the
Arabian tales, a great ftatefman, the words
coldly dropping from his lips, ¢ Chafte as the

ificle
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ificle that depends from Diana’s fane,” con-

defcends to divert the Irith people with—fuch

little {ubtleties are unworthy the minifter of a-

great people—let him be convinced, ftrong and
energetic as language can convey it, that the
acquiefcence of a people fo obtained, is not
popular confent, but a delufive and infecure
permiflion, and as it is founded in mfecurlty,
muft terminate in diffolution ;—for the corro-
boration of this, look to the nations that have
been forced or opprefled into Union 5 caft your
eye on the facred volume—behold how fhort
and how tranfitory the, K domination of terror
and infolent oppreflion ? Look to the Zgyp-
tians and Ifraelites—fo longas the former al.
lowed the latter their religion, liberty, and laws
the Union was by them cemented.—But ‘when
the tyrant Pharoah, from a protector, was
changed into an oppreflor—his power was no
more, and {foon were the chains of the enflav-
ed broken over the heads of their oppreflors
by the act of the Moft High—the Ifraelites re-
ftored to freedom by the ftretched out arm of
the Almighty were led forth ; ¢ from the land
of AZgypt and out of the houfe of bondage.’
Recur; | entreat you, to the hiftoric page,

and behold nations for ever fhaking off thofe |

fhackles which were forged to enflave them.
—Look

‘.v Rand M B Lasoge
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—Look to the revolt of the United Pro.
vinces from Spain, caufed by the bigotry of
the Spanith- monarch, and the tyranny carried
into execution by the Duke of Ah;a,f they
fhook off the ‘Spanifh yoke, and aflerted their
ancient liberties and laws. '} Look to the .
Swedes breaking the Union of Calmar, when
they thook off the haughty yoke of Denmark,
and when their liberties were reftored by the
illuftrious Guftava Vaffa, juftly called ¢ the

deliverer of his country.”” . Look further back
“into hiflory, look to the diflolution of the
‘unions of Arragon with Caftile and Spain, of
Pifa with Florence. Recal to mind in ; 308
when Duke- Albert opprefled the then inconfi-
derable Canton of Switz, it revolted, and was
the firft of the Cantons that aflerted its liberty,
and that afterwards gave the name of Switzer-
land to the country.—Look to a later period,

+ Robertfon’s Charles V. vol. 3. 470.

f The cruel Duke of Alva was repulfed at Alkmaer—
that very place that witnefled the weak capitulation and de-
feat of miniftegial vifionary fpeculations.—1do not defpair, that
very foon they will be again defeated by the Commons of Ire.
land—and peace reftored to this country by the final abandon-

ment. of Union, which defeat muft give pleafure to every
friend of Ireland.

to
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to the revolt of the people of Tranfylvania §,
Moldavia, and Wallachia from the Turksi—
Now penetrate into claflic hiftory. Go fo far
back as the Grecian and Roman republics,
look to the diffolution of union between the
Romans and Latins, and the feparation Of
Sparta Athens, and Lacedemon from their con-
federates—Now come lower down to ourown

times, behold the ftate of Venice rifing at the

bottom of the Adriatic Gulf, raifing itfelf to
greatnefls from the humble origin of fea-weed
and a few fifhermens’ cots—and behold her in-
dignantly (haking off the yoke of Padua, when
that ftate attempted to refiri& her in her com-
merce.—Witnefs too the Corficans under the
brave Paoli, {haking off « the infupportable
yoke of Genocefe tyranny and flavery.””—Look
to Naples—look to Bgypt—the recent in-
fance of America is frefh in the remembrance
of all, I fhall not dwell on it—are not thefe
inftances from antient and modern hiftory,
Britons fufficient to teach you the impolicy and
infecurity of Union! If not, I will bring it
more home.—Look, I entreat you, to the pe-

riod when your Ifland was under the yoke

of Rome—let it not be called freedom, for

forced by the love of conqueft and the defire

§ The firft of thefe countries is at prefent under the Crown

of Hungary, and the latter principalities now acknowledge

the fupremacy of the Ottoman Porte.
' of
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of wealth,* the Romans were induced to
invade your country under the emperors Clau-
dius Nero and Domitian, but they were not
long in pofleflion, until your brave anceftors
indignantly repelled Roman {lavery, and final-
ly fhook it off under Honorius the emperor of
the Weft.+ Are not thefe inftances fufficient ?
—furely they hold forth a warning to mini.
fters and a prudential maxim to the rulers of
the world? It was by force Roman ufurpation
was upheld, when that was withdrawn the
perifhable fabric crumbled into duft, not leav-
ing “a wreck behind,” and. fuch will ever
prove the ultimate fate of oppreflion.

Of all the arguments that have been
adopted by the fupporters of Union, I fhall

* Gibbon, the celébrated hiftorian, in his Decline and
Fall of the Roman Empire, mentions that exclufive of the
contiguity of Britain to. Gaul, the Romans were attra@ted
and induced through avarice, at the pleafing though doubtful
intelligence of the Pearl Fithery, to iavade Britain, which
he corroborates by quotations from Suetoniusand Tacitus.—
The minifter too has long thrown an ardent and wifhful eye
at this country, in order to gratify his avarice by obtaining the
mvaluable pear]l ¢ Richer than all his tribe,” and the bright-
eft too in the Trith diadem, * ihe right and power of the
peaple taxing themfelves in a refident Parliament.” ‘

t The independence 6f Britain, &c. was foon confirmed
by Honorivs himfelf.—Gibbon, vol. v. p. 337.
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only confider a few, the two moft fpecious
and prominent, are the pretences, that,
“ Union will in future, reftore harmony to
the country, put down rebellion and clofe up
the inlet to the enemies of the Empire.”—
the fecond, ¢ that the Legiflature of the two
countries may happen to differ on' fome great
queftion, as they did on the different powers
granted by the different Legiflatures on the
Regency queftion.”’—To the firft I reply, that
however plaufible it may appear at firft view,
1t 15 only problematical, not certain—we know
it had not that effe¢t on Wales, which was
United to the Englifh in-the r1th of Edward
the Firft—fo far from giving harmony to the
Welfh, or preventing rebellion, t hey rofe
in arms under their leader Griffin Loitis, in
the reign of Edward the Second, and again
in the reign of Henry the Fourth, under Owen
Glendower,—and with refpect to the Scotch,
we know it did not reftore harmony, or pre-
vent rebellion—that country was United to
England in the Fifth of Anne, and yet in A.
D. 1713, they rebelled, and again in 1745.—
And we alfo know that the Ufurper Cromwell
(from whom Mr. Pitt feems to have borrowed
his favourite theme Union!) United the three
Kingdoms in his mongrel Parliament.—But it
was fhort lived, written in charaéters of Irifh

blood ;



[ 43 3

blood ; the effects of it in this country, ire
ftill apparent to this day in the defolation of
caftles, palaces, and towns, the monuments
of opprefiion !—Mr. Pitt then and paft expe-
rience are at variance—much as has been faid
of the late rebellion, much of the late in-
vafion, the Union as endangering the connec-
tion is more to be apprehended—with ref-
pe&t to Union clofing up the inlet to the
enemies of the Empire, common fenfe revolts
at the pofition—hear what a great and able
ftatefman (Sir Francis Bacon) has faid on the
fubject, he confefled, ¢ that by the annexation
¢ of Scotland to England, Scotland was fhut
““ up, and by that means Ireland, by the conve-
¢ pient fituation of the Weft of Scotland
¢ towards the North of Ireland, where the
« Sore was.”* I muft here obferve, that it
ftrikes me, an Union would unavoidably create
jealoufy between the countries—the fufpicion
of the treachery of the Reprefentatives on the
part of the electors (and juftly too)—the dif-
cord and diftruft between thofe who profefs to
vote for the Union, and thofe who are againft

* Speech of Sir Francis Bacon in the Commons of Eng-
land, 164r1.

G 2 it
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it. Would this fufpicion cherifh confidence,
or this difcord call forth harmony ?

Blefled Rewolution that creates
Diwvided bearts; United States !
Whoever yet an Uniov faw,
Of Kingdoms without Faith or Law ?*

I come now to confider the fecond fpecious
argument ¢ that the countries through their
feperate legiflatures might happen to differ on
fome great queftion as they did on the diffe-
rent powers conferred on the regent,”—it is
replied that is very unlikely and very im-
probable, for on that great queftion ¢ the
regency,” even then Ireland fhewed an un-
bounded confidence in England, and mani-
fefted her cordiality towards her, by throw-
ing unreftriGted, unlimited power into the
hands, of the common regent of both coun-
tries, and yet Ireland is now infultingly told
that from this circumftance, fhe may happen
to differ, (which if we are to judge from palt
experience, proves the contrary,) in future,
from England—we are averfe exclaim the
population of Ireland, to a Legiflative Union.
—¢¢ What you contemptible Colony” (exclaims

* Verfes of Dean Swift on the Scotch Union.

the
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the minifter, retreating behind his armed le-
gion,)  you barbarous, uncivilized ftate dare
“ you refufe >—it is a meafure I defire, " no
¢ party cabal, no temporary clamour, no lofs
“of popularity, nothing fhort of the laft ex-
¢ tremity fhall prevent me to accomplith it,
“and all the remainder of my life (hall be de-
¢ voted to effect it.”—like Drawcanfir in the
Rehearfal-—¢ and all this I can do, becaufe 1
. darel®

'

Sic jubeo, fic wolo flet pra ratione voluntas

But to return, fo long fince as the period,
when the prefent illuftrious family were invi-
ted to the throne of England, Ireland recog-
nized them by a folemn a& diftinét from Eng-
land, why was not this objecion, of the coun-
tries differing in opinion, then urged as a caufe
for Union,—~but no, William IIl. was a Pa-
triot, and would not overturn, what he had
fworn to defend.—This proves in corrobora-
tion of the Regency bufinefs, that there is no
danger to be apprehended from this excufe,
¢ difference of opinion,” and that it is but a

fraudulent pretence.*—But now to prove the
falfity

* Mr. Pitt, fpeaking of the Irith Regency, fays, ¢ fuch
% an aét would have been politically and practically the caufe

“ of
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falfity of the pofition, I will_admit for ar-
gument, ¢ the countries may differ in fome
Great Queftion,”—where is the mighty dan-
ger to be apprehended—to allow the Unionifts
the utmoft latitude, fuppofe the Irith Parlia-
ment (which they never have dore) pafs fome
vote, contradi¢tory to the interefts of Great
Britain, or the connexion between the coun-
tries—this cannot be pafled into law, without
the Royal Affent, or the crown may exert the
royal prerogative of proroguing or diflolving
the Parliament fo alting.—Thus I truft the
abfurdity of the objection is pointed out.
But to confider this queftion of ¢ feparation
enfuing from the countries differing in opini-
on’ in a more enlarged point of view.—It is
for the prefent aflumed: that the Union has

« of difeord and feparation, and muft have impaired the fe-
¢ curity of the Empire,”—and yet the Right Honourable
Gentleman, with all his fubtlety, anfwers himfelf—{peaking
a little further on in the fame flowing {peech, of the commer-
cial advamtages Ireland at prefent enjoys, he fays, ¢ their
“ exiftence for a moment is almoft in every branch, dependant
“ upon the generous difcretion of the Legiflature of Great
¢ Britain,”—for an inftant now prefuming that feparation was
to be apprehended, would not this dependance on that generous
diferetion! added to felf-intereft, prove an antidote and pre-
vent the tremenduous effe@ of thofe ftate bugbears, * Re-
gency and Separation "

irrevocably
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irrevocably pafled! Suppofe then fome future
Monarch to appoint his fon viceroy or king
of Ireland, as was the cafe of the fecond Henry
who contftituted his fon John, king of Ireland :
if the perfon fo appointed fhould aim.at the de-
pofition of the ruling monarch of England,
where is there any longer an Irith Parliament to
check fuch an attempt, or as they have done
before now, (althougha foreign force backed by
James the fecond was in this éountry,) to pre-
ferve the connexion between the countries;
would this {fecure the unity of the empire, and
prevent feparation ? ¢ O yes!” exclaim the fup-
porters of Union, it would prevent the two
countries differing on the queftion of Regen-
cy’!!!! So long then as Ireland is blefled with
a feparate and refident Legiflature, we may
confidently pronounce, this cannot be appre-
hended, and it is through the medium of
your Parliament alone, that good faith and
an amicable underftanding can be communi-
cated to, and fubfift between the countries.

Before Poyning’s act was -pafled into law,
the Parliament of Ireland had the great and
unbounded power, without the king’s being con-
fulted, (‘rege inconfults,) to enat laws, &c.

if during that memorable and eventful period,
o when
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when Richard duke of York, was licutenant
of Ireland, armed with royal power, &c.
(and who had a title to the crown of England,)
at the time that the York and Lancaftrian fics
tors nearly rent England in twain—and yet
the Irifh were not feparated from England,
although their Parliament was armed with
fuch unlimited power, and the third eftate of
it had fuch a dangerous title to the throne of
England! if I fay the Parliament armed with
fuch powers, when it was unneceffary to obtain
the king’s confent to any af, and yet they did
not {eparate from England, how is it poffible,
when the prefent Irifh Parliament has no fuch
power, and no law can be enaced without the
Sanction of ‘the common fivereign of the two coun-
tries ; how is it poflible I repeat for the Parlia-
ments of the two countries to differ, ‘or how
can their unity be endangered >—there are two
other arguments that have much been infifted
on, and ignorantly held forth by the partizans
of Union, namely,  that the two Legiflatures
of Great Britain and Ireland may happen to
differ on the point of making peace or de-
claring war, and further, that the two king-
doms may be committed through their Parlia-
ments  differing as to commercial treaties,
leagues, or alliances with foreign ftates, prin-

ces,
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ces, &c.”—But how ignorant are they of the

laws apd conftitution who affume fo frivolous

and fuch weak pretences—that great luminary.

of the law and of the conftitution, Judge
Blackftone, exprefsly declares, that < the
king has the fole prerogative of making war
or peace.”—It is true the Britith Houfe of
Commons has the power of impeaching the
minifter “ for improper or inglorious conduét
in beginning, conduding, or concluding a
national war,”’—but beyond this, the Britifh
has no more power, than the Irith Houfe of
Qommons, that power of making peace or
war, being exprefsly ¢ the fole prerogative”
of the fovereign,—and with refpe& to making
leagues, treaties, &ec. with foreign powers,
the Parliament of Great Dritain has no more
power than the Parliament of Ireland, for the
fame learned judge moft exprefsly and unequi-
vocally recognizes, * the king’s prerogative to
make treaties, leagues and alliances with fo.
reign ftates and princes; and it is by the law
of Nations, eféntial to the goodnefs of a league,
that it be made by the fovereign power, anp
THEN IT IS BINDING UPON THE WHOLE COM-
MUNITY ; and in England, the fovereign pow-
er, quoad hoc, is. vefted in the perfon of the -
king;” how then is it poffible for the Parlia-

H ments
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ments of either country to differ on that fub-
ject, over which neither have a power (fave
minifterial impeachment in the Parliament of
Great Britain,) much lefs a controul ; it would
be equally as rational an argument for Union,
to aflert, that the Britifh and Irith Parliaments
may differ, becaufe the countries are iflands
. in juxta pofition, and not oné continent!
fuch are the petty quibbles, through defici-
ency of folid argument; the Union parti-
zans are driven to; and fuch the defpicable
fophifms held forth to cajole and betray the .
Trith people. While on the fubject of thoke
pitiful {fubterfuges that are reforted to, in or-
der to cover the enormity of this forced Union,
there are 2 few more I fhall confider ; I with
at the fame time to avoid thofe arguments that
have been urged by others, and to endeavour
to be as brief, as the importance of the difcuf-
cuflion and explicitnefs will admit of,

Some have vociferated, as if they held forth
the Gorgons head while they exprefled it,
¢ That two legiflatures under one monarchy
were as abfurd as having two heads.”—I will
not queftion that thofe who ftart the objettion
have heads, but I will lament with the fox in
the fable, that it is ¢ pizy they want brains !’

i How
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- How ignorant too muft they be of that conftitus

tion they are fo ftudious to overturn, elfe they
would know that it is compofed of three
eftates, (or to fpeak in the farrago of their -
jargon, confifts of three heads,) fo thofe Unior
philofophers of the eighteenth century, who
ftand forth the champions of unity. of power
and confolidation of empire, and enforce
the neceflity. of the overthrow of the Irifh
conftitution of 1782; would ‘equally ar-
gue for the demolition of the conftitution of
England for their two Houfes of Lords and
Commons, may as well differ on a regency
quettion, as ours did from theirs ; and if from
this difference of opinion ia regency, &ec. &c.
a neceflity of unity and confolidation arifes, it
proves. this, that you fhould at once deftroy
the legtﬂatures of both kingdoms, eret a def-
potifm one and indivi ifible, and let the will of
the prince be your rule of a&ion, * habet legis
vigorem P’ See then the abfurdity a doétrine
fo abfurd leads to. But it may be replied,
“ all this granted, flill things cannot go on as
¢ they have done latterly, martial law cannot
““ always: continue, and without the wntried
 projeét, Union, the connexion between the
“ countries is imperfe&t!” No doubt things
cannot go on for ever as they have done, (it is
H 2 rephed)
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replied) putting Ireland, and confequently
Union out of the difcuflion.—But now, put-
ting Ireland in queflion, where at prefent exifts
the neceflity of martial law, but to filence the

country and enforce Union ? But that *¢ the
connexion between the countries is imperfect,”
has already been proved untrue. - But I afk (fo
far from forming @ perfect Union by. the incor-
poration of the Britith and Irith legiflatures)
if with the prefent free and-friendly connexion
of the people, theidentity of the crown of both
nations, and the perpetual annexation of this
kingdom to Britain, yet that an invafion
was not deterred or prevented thereby—would
not (allow me to put the queftion) an incorpo-
rating Union, difgufting to, and abhorred by
the people of Ireland, yet ftili-enforced by bri-
bery, and carried by fraud and violence, prove
but an additional ftimulus to invéﬁon, and
hold out the flag of invitation to fome modern

<« deliverer of Europe ?’ if this is admitted,
and it cannot be denied ; this a// perfec Union,
inftead of  clofing up  the fore” would open
a wide inlet to the eneiies of thefe kingdoms.
—But it may be further urged againft me,
¢ Ireland, in cafe of Union, will beome part
of Britain, and no country was ever known to
opprefs itfelf.”—My anfwer is this, that phy-
J 4 . fically
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fically fpeaking Ireland, never was, nor ever
can be part of Great Britain, (unlefs an earth-
quake or fome convulfion of nature throw up
an ifthmus between the countries) but ftill we
are firmly annexed already, and form'a very
important part of the Britifh empire, and that
no reafon can exift for forcing the Union on
“us now, that would not neceflarily afterwards
continue to render that oppreflion permanent !
But to exemplify the falfity of the pofition
“ that a country never opprefled a part of it-
felf,” Cork is a prefent inftance, arecent proof
of the inftability and the weaknefs of the po-
fition 5 although cheered by the blefed confila-
tion, that a Union would ruin Dublin, yet as
if it was to follow hence as a neceflary confe.
- quence, that Cork from this calamity was to be
benefited ! it weakly and foolithly addreflied
for Union, although that mercantile city knew
a Urion to be ruinous to the kingdom at large!
and deftructive to Dublin; yet becaufe it was
told “ it would be advantageous to it’—adopt-
ed it,'and fuch will ever be the narrow, illi-
beral policy of felf and fordid intereft,.—What
then can you expe from England in cafe of
Union—can you look for her preferment of
your interefts, thould merchandize or profit
come in collifion ?—~Can you expeét more—

could



[ 52 ]

vould you expect lefs, but that like Cork, ¢ the
bone of your bone, and fleth of your flefh,”
that {he thould- prefer herfelf. So much for
the #ruth of that pofition, “ that a country
never opprefled itfelf.*—~But the Union depu-
ties « ftrongly armed” in patriotic virtuey will
“iflue forth to the cbnﬂi&'—l doubt not ‘the
valour of Irithmen ; but in this cafe I fhould
not only fufpect their ftrength but their virtue;
From the experience of the influence of go-
vernment in the laft feflion (I am fully juftified
in this obfervation) obtaining fo many to vote
for a Union,which theywere inftructed was the
wifh of the minifter, but the ruin of the coun-
try ; you may hence augur,and it is but natu-
ral to infer, how much greater this influence -
wouldbe over a then minority in the proportion’
of one to five majority, fubfequent to a Union
ina Houfe of Communs.of the empire, not only by
previous electioneering and minifterial convic-
tion, but by how much inferior in number the
Irith deputies, by fo much the greater mini-
fterial fuccefs,~Why. then fhould we be un-
juftly deprived of our conftitution—the peo-
ple of England well know the advantage of
their conflitution, thcy“arc well aware of the
value of the checks on arbitrary power (as they

are called by Judge Blackftone and D’Lolme)
—why
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. —why then deprive us of our onl); fecurity by

our reprefentatives in Parliament ?—they can-
not anfwer—and yet they know and feel that
it is the fame minifter who has attempted by
force and bloodfhed to prefs a government on
Batavia ; that now by arms attempts to force
Ireland to Union ! Why ufe the unworthy arts
of artifice and fraud fo Ireland, why fhall that
minifter fay to this country, your adjuftment is
final, and Proteus like in 1799, affert it was
not.—Surely this is not the method to inftill
conviction to this minifterial defideratum—for
it is faying to that people, fome of whom are

- now bribed, and others influenced, and forced

to unite to-England ¢ there is one law for
“ you, and another for England, what I have
“{faid in approbation of the paft and final
¢ adjuftment in 1782, I have recanted in 179q.
¢ Martial law fhall compel Ireland to call for
¢ Union as terms of capitulation and mercy !!!
¢ there fhall be one fyftem of government for
¢ Ireland and another for us, until I frighten
 and fczrce that kingdom to a Union ! !”

It has been well remarked by writers on le-
giflation, that when a fociety is in a primitive
ftate of nature or of fimplicity, their laws are
few and fimple, but when a people emerge

from
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from fuch a-fituation, and approach to im-
provement and civilization, their laws necel-

farily increafe in progreflive proportion—than
this nothing can be more obvious, as agricul-
ture, nawgatlon, commerce, inventions, arts,
{ciences, luxury, &c. increafe, a neceflity will
arife of new regulations and new laws—then
let me afk, would it not be the extreme, the
very acme of folly for Ireland, an, infant ftate,
progreflively improving, rapidly, as the moft
zealous advocate for her welfare could wifh,
to give up the right of making laws, at the pe-
riod of all others, when the greateft ‘neceflity
exifts for the enacting them? The humbleft
comprehenfion can only anfwer in the nega-
tive.—No, never ! as time advances, fofhould
the oppofition of Irithmen encreafe. — What-
ever arguments were “perfuafive in 1782 for
re-aflerting our conflitution and againft Union,
apply now with fifty fold force. Whatever re-
pugnance you had laft year to Union, thould be
three fold now—and year after year fhould en-
creafe that difinclination, and leave pure and
undiminithed, yau;- Jupport of your [eparate and
refident legiflature. - Herelet it be examined, the
powers, arguments, ftrength, numbers, and
influence of thofe who are advocates for the

Union, and the refources we are poflefled of
who

b AR b
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who fupport the conftitution of 1782, glori-
ouily obtained by 2 Grattan! we have paft
experience and prefent enjoyment on our part,

of the indifpenfible neceflity of a refident

Parliament. 'They hold forth a vague theory
of improbabilities and idle fpeculation as to

future times. We have the majority and'the.

hearts of the nation, (fave only a few feduced,

terrified, and bribed.) They have the ill will

of an influenced minority, who would equally

~fupport any meafure however deftrudive to

Ireland. We have force of experience, argu.
ment, and of reafon—-they, fpecious pretences,
illufory jargon, blandithing fubterfuges, and
the force of terror and of power. We have
the prayers of all, the fecret hopes, and anxi-
ous wifhes for our fuccefs, even of thofe who
have deferted their country. They have the

~ execration of all—even of thofe very wretches
their prodigality feeds—and whofe penitential

tears, as they fall on their daily bread, while
they call oa Heaven for our fuccefs—curfe the
authors of their apoftacy and their infamy !
Defpair not then people of Ircland, our caufe
is good, it is that of our country—we will
fucceed! The meafure of Union will fail—it
will crumble into atoms before a nation deter-
mined to fupport its freedom and a feparate le-
gidlature,

f I , But
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But I haflen to the confideration of fuch
other arguments as may be objeéted to ‘me.
Perhaps, here may be urged, the example of
«¢ all the countries that have united other ftates
to them, that it was the policy of antient
Rome, &c. and why fhould not England then
adopt a fimilar policy ?”” In anfwer to the firft,
1 thall obferve, I well know many empires
added ftates, colonies, &c. through Union, but
that none of them deprived the fubordinate or leffer
State [o uniting of their conflitution or Parliament,
(precedents of which truths 1 fhall hereafter
adduce. But that if the greater {tate has de-
prived the lefler of her conftifution, that ftate
has revolted and fhaken off fuch tyranny,
(which has been already proved) and that with
refpeét to antient Rome, although fome affect
to fay, “ fhe fent liberty to the flates the had
conquered, or united to her,” yet that it was
not the cafe ; no, it was not an equal diftri- .
bution to all, of that_ freedom that the was not
in pofleflion of to beftow on one, but a gene-
ral participation of flavery the miftrefs of the
globe -dealt out to a conquered world. And
here let me afk that nation that fo unconcern-

edly looks on at our meditated fubjection,
how fhe would have relifhed the removal of
‘the feat of government and her Parliament

to
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to the capital of Normandy, (Caen) when
William Duke of that Province was her fove-
reign >—How would the free born . fpirit of
England have beat, had the treaty of Troyes
been carried into effe@, which was that France
and England would be for ever united under
HenryV.? France being the larger country and
more populous, how and with what patience
would you have borne the idea of the feat of

» government being removed to Paris, and your

Parliament modelled to the old regimen of the
French! I know how you would have felt
and how you would have acted—then feel for
us, for be aflured, certain as darknefs fucceeds
the light of the day, that your liberties are irre.
vocably gone if a Union is pafl.

An eloquent hiftorian, fpeaking of the treaty
and articles of Troyes, obferves, ¢ It is hard
« to fay whether its confequences, had it taken
¢ place, would have proved more pernicious
¢ to England or to France, it muft have re-
¢ duced the former kingdom (England) to the
“ rank of a province, and it would have in-
« tirely disjointed the fucceflion of the lat-
¢ ter.””* In the fame manner might I urge to
you, -how you would approved the removal of

* Hume’s England.
5. 18 _ your
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your Parliament to Madrid, had Mary L Eng-

land, the queen of Philip the Spanifh monarch -

united your country to Spain? I confefs in
however an alarmiig a point of view, and
however ferioufly an Union is to be appre-
hended and rejected ; yet at times it ftrikes me
in a ludicrous light, and often calls to mind
the buriefque ceremony of the Arch:Duke,
(now Doge) of Venice wedding. the Adriatic
—what a {pectacle to behold the nuptials of twa
JSifter countries? The olympic games or gym-
naftic exercifes of Rome in her datage, would
be nothing compared to this confolidating fight.
—What  a fcene of pageantry and of tri-

umph ! to behold on fome propitious halcyon

day, “ When every lake is peace, and every grove
melody,” the gala barges of the London alder-
men, floating between the fireights of Portpa-
trick and Donaghadee. The noblefle of each
iland, the London and Dublin corporations to
meet, balf feas over, to witnefs the portentous
nuptials! while the premier of England, his
brow with ivy crowned, fhould prefide as high
prieft at the nuptial confummation of this
“ happy, happy, happy pair.” Zerxes lathing
the fea, Cleopatra failing down the Cydnus in

her decorated galley, or the Adriatic engulph-
ing the bridal ring, would fall fhort when

> compared
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compared to thlS raree-thew, this new- fangled,‘

amphibious exhibition !

But I may be told it is ufelefs to argue againft
it—vain to attempt to oppofe Union; and I
may be directed to look at the unalterable de-
termination, the power, weight, and infu-

ence of government; and further to look.

around on all fides at the military force with
unbounded controul.—Yes I do fee—but they
carry no terror : although at the fame time I
will freely acknowledge that, a ftanding army
is and ever has been juftly confidered as an
ochc't of conftitutional jealoufy ; and expe-
rience in all ages and in all countries, unerring-
ly proves, how dangerous, yet infecure, mili-
tary power is, what a ftrong yet fallible auxilia-
ry to defpotifm, an overgrown ftanding army !
The Pretorian bands have executed RomanEm-
perors, and elevated monarchs from the pri-
vate ranKs of the foldiery; they fold the Roman
Empire,* and were the caufe of its decline.
The military have before now given a fovereign
to Imperial Ruflia,t they dethroned a king of

* The Pretorian Bands fold the Empire to Didius Julianus,
A.D. 193.—Gibbon.
1 Catharine I. who was the wife of a common foldier.

: England
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England, they reftored the Second Charles,
and aflifted the depofition of the Second James,
—put not then your confidence in force, or
vauntingly threaten us with itif we do notac-
quiefce to Union : force may endure for a time,
but rely on it, it never has been, is not, or
ever will prove permanent. How f{pecious and
frivolous are all thefe pretences for Union,
how thin and tranfparent that cloak, that
can fcarcely obfcure the proffered degrada-
tion? ¢ There is no period,* when real and
« enlightened patriots ought to watch with more
« wigilance over the rights of the people, than in
« times of danger from joreign enemies, for the
« public in general, are then  fo much engroffed by
« the dangers jfrom without that ‘they overlook the
<< encroachments which are more apt at thofe times,

< than any other to be made on their conftitution

“ from within ; and. it is of fmall importance that
< men defend their country from foreign foes, un-
“ Jefs they retain fuch a Thare of internal free-

<< dom, as renders a country, worth the defend-

« jng.”—How true, and how prophetic, how
cagle fighted into futurity? I will prefently
~-prove from authorities, ancient and modern,

that the various nations that have united other

# Moore’s View of Society and Manners, vol. 3. p- §5.

ftates
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ftates to them, haveinvariably permitted them
to retain their feparate conftitutions, why
then wreft our conftitution from us; the only
inftances you can point out where countries
feparated, where when caufed by the oppref-
fion of the mother country, or the defeat of
their people not being naturalized : but thefe

apply not to us, pathetically exclaims, Ire-
land !

Quid me preferre patique,

indignum coges ?

Why do you force this unneceffary indigni-
ty on me—our Union with England is perfe&
and'complgte, who ever is king of England,
is de jure & de facto, king of Ireland.—What
more can be defired—do you think that the
alienation of the affeétions of the people, by
Union, would more firmly eftablith it? O
weak and miftaken ftatefmen indeed, were
you to fuppofe it !

I now come to confider, if even Parliament
have the power, (which I do not admit, and
the contrary of which has been proved,) yet

that the fantaftic meafure of Union is unnecef-
- fary ;- nor has the abrogation or furrender
of the conflitution of the ftates united been

adopted



[ L6471

adopted by the ftate that united them—I am

aware the enquiry will prove a barren and dry -

fubje, but it is eflential and indifpenfible.—

Alexander the lord of the Grecian Empire, -

allowed the Jews the exercife of their religious
cuftoms, and conftitution in Paleftine—and in

the fame manner were that nation permitted
to retain their conftitution, &c. at Alexan-

dria. The Carthaginians, even when fub.
dued, were allowed by the Roman Senate,
to live free under their conftitution and laws,
~ and the free pofleffion of their territory. The
feven provinces likewife were allowed the annu-
al affembling of the ftates,* by the Romans un-:

der the Emperors Honorius and Theodofius If. -

Likewife when the Kingdoms of Navarre and
Arragon were united to the crown of Caflile,
their ancient conftitutions were all retained by
them—and in the fame manner, on the Union
with the three northern crowns, Denmark,
Sweden and Norway, under John L it was
exprefsly provided, that they fhould retain
their cuftoms, laws, and confiitutions; and
yet the minifter has the prefumption to fay,
“ your Union is not perfect, I demand the
Irifh conftitution, you did not afk my confent:
for your conftitution of 1782, I was not then
minifter, therefore I demand the furrender of

* Gibbon, vol. v, p. 343.
%,
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it, as a preliminary ratification of a proje
that I am emamoured with.””—The next in-
flance I fhall prefent, is the Union of Poland
and Lithuania in 1386, under one monarch,
when it was ftipulated, that one and the fame
perfon fhould be the fovereign of both, with
the provifo, that the Lithuanians fhould fill
retain their own laws and cufioms; and that
no appeal fbould be from the Dutchy to the king-
dom; and further, that each fhould exprefsly
retain its [upreme. fenate.—~When Philip I1. king
of Spain, demanded the crown of Portugal,
through right of fucceflion, amongft the arti-
cles concluded on in the ratification, it was ex-
prefsly ftated, that ¢ no Parliament or trea.
ty of ftate, concerning Portugal, fhould be
holden out of that kingdom;”* and further
fome of the mercantile part was even more
favourable to Portugal, than.to Spain,—
When Normandy was annexed to the crown
of France under Lewis X. that Dutchy was
allowed to retain all its ancient cuftoms, laws,
privileges; &c. in corroboration of the above
fats, the treaty of Troyes will perhaps come
more home than any of the other authorities
cited.—This has been before mentioned in
thefe confiderations—but here it is neceffary
to obferve, that fill by the Union then agreed

K upon,
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upon, it was ftipulated, ¢ that all the rights,
« privileges, dignities, and liberties, and
¢« that the Parliament of France was never-
¢ thelefs to remain, although united ‘.tt')
¢ Fngland.” But 1 haften to difpatch thefé
authorities—When Brittany was united: to
France, the Bretons ftill retained t'h_cir Ap-
pellant Juaifdiction and their Parliament; even
in the fubjugated Roman Empire, they are al-
lowed their feparate fovereignty’s and diets.—
And alfo in defpotic Spain, feveral of the va-
rious monarchies, and principalities that com-
pofe it, are allowed their own cortes or diets;
and in the fame manner, the Saxons, Bava-
rians, &c. in Germany. Likewife, look to
republican, modern France, from whofe ex-
ample we are told by authority, minifters
have borrowed the plan of confolidation.—But
has France annulled the feparate aflembly, or
Parliament of Batavia? No, that republic has
her feparate legiflature although united to
France—the latter country juftly conceiving
(in this refpect) has not thought it a neceflary
preliminary to deprive the Hollanders of a
feparate and diftinét legiflature,—they {till
retain’ their diftinét republic, and retaining,
bave, (as the majority of "the people of Ire-
land hitherto have done,) when invaded, op-

pofed the cnemies of the parent flate. But
' had

e T K
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Had they been deprived of a refident legifla-
ture, ““it needs no gholt” to tell it, they

would like the Americans, have availed them-:

ftlves of foreign afliltance and for ever have
fhaken off a yoke tyrannical and oppreffive ! if them
it be lawful to be inftructed by an enemy, (and
a reputed fecretorial pamphlet fays it is,) let

not Great Britain or England, which ever term
the is vaineft of, copy the oppreflion of a neigh-
bour and an enemy; if fhe does copy, let not
the type refemble the tyrannical, while fhe

forgets the only unexceptionable part of the

example.

Thus do thefe various precedents, ancient
and modern, hold outan example to the licen-
tious rmmﬁer of 1800, that the wifdom of
his forefathers (who' had at /eaft not lefs than
he has) as well as recent example prove, it
was neither thought neceflary, right, or juft,
to overthrow the liberties and conftitutions of
nations, of whom 7b¢y wifhed to make friends,
and only to retain them, united to them in the
bonds of amity; NOT THOSE OF TERROR, FORCE,
or corruPTION! the laft word, makes me
paufe with horror,—yes, alas! I do remember

that even in Ireland, there are a clafs of’

beings falling under this general head, with
K 2 whom

-------
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whom 1 will fay a word ;j—ye placemen, ye
penfioners, and ye fycophants, who now im-
plicitly bend your neck to flavery, and fupport
the degradation of that country, to which
many of you, nay the majority, owe your
birth; and to which you are all indebted for
your fupport—allow me in uncourtly terms to
obferve, you will find, when too late, if we are
fo unfortunate as to experience an Union, the
real caufe that buoyed you up to confequence ;
—that taken away, you fhall fink to the level of
original obicurity; andthofe f{ituations, places,
penficns, employments, &c. which men now
fill who refide in the country, will on that
event, be greedily given away to thofe that
are Non-refidents,-the Britith /atraps, and long
the needy expectants of the Union obligarchy :
then you will find you have been the filly dupes
of an ambitious faction, endeavouring on the
fmoking ruins of a country they will have
deftroyed, to raife themfelves to confequence;

- feeking titles, feats, &c, in the imperial Par-

liament, as the rewards of their perfidy—
thus become the felf-infiruments of your def-
truction, difcarded from office, and defpifed ;
your fervices will be unrequired and unnecef-
{ary—for the bafe aét would then be com-
mitted, which you long have been expected

to
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to perpetrate. But remember the employer,
aflociates not with the murderer he has hired,
confcious of internal bafenefs, he fhuns the
partner of his guilt.—The Neapolitan difclaims
the acquaintance of the very Lazzaroni, he has
in pay for affaflination! for once then let a
fpark of public virtue animate you; for once
let felf intereft ftimulate you to defert the mi-
* nifter—fly to the fide of your country, and
let the furure hiftorian mention in the record-
ing page, * when this daring attack, under
¢ the pretext of Union; was made on Irifh
¢ freedom, fo great was Hibernian virtue,
““and fuch the public {pirit of that ifland,
“ that the very placemen and penfioners rofe
‘“in a body, deferting the minifter, who was
“left the folitary fupporter of the meafure,
“ they having joined the ranks of their coun-
“try!!—if you dare not, haften to the wages
of your proftitution—the very paracide is
worthy of his bribe! go ye fervile tribe, go
now and terminate your inglorious career;
confirming your own deftruction and that of
Ireland, by Union! this laft deed of perfidy and
treafon, againft your country: then go, and
if fuch an injuftice can be attoned, become
your own executioners, and let this laft guilty
aét clofe, the ruin of your country, the pe-

riod
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riod of your dlﬂzonour, and the catalogue of
your crimes. \

But to return from this long digreﬂ"lon,' the
example of paft ages and recent experience,,
uncontradictibly prove, that a conflitution is
much eafier deftroyed than rebuilt; how
ftrange that in an innovating age, a revolu-
tionary xra, the minifter fhould force, with
fuch perfeverance and bigotry, his enflav-
ing Union on the Irith people ? If unfortu-
nately that was to fucceed, in vain might the
dupes who have been feduced and cajoled to
add their marks for Union repent their folly.
The groans of an opprefled and indignafit
country would then be vainly and ineffectual-
Iy heard—too late, for they would be treafon-
able, and the commiferating tear of the Irith
{flave muft be referved for the pillow or the
clofet! I now come to the confideration of a
country whofe fate, I truft, we fhall never fuf-
fer, although many of the fatal circumftances
that enflaved that ftate, too nearly aflimilate
thofe bafe attempts that have been made on
the freedom and conftitution of ouf own coun-
try. I allude to Poland, difmembered through
the court intrigues of the cabinets of Berlin,

St. Peterfburgh, and Vienna.* Troops were
marched

* See the account of this infamous ftate fwindling, in Coxe”s
Travels —under the head Poland.
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marched into the Polifh territorics, under the
ipecions pretence of thefe magnanimous courts
being deeply interefied in the pacification of
Poland, and the re-eftablithment of tranquili-
ty; (the very pretence, the difinter¢ffed Union
advocates now hold forth as a mafque for
their anxiety for that deep laid project)
another pretence too for the introduction of the
troops, was to guard the line of the territo-
ries to keep off the plague! but they brought
a greater plague with them than they pretend-
ed to prevent, defpotifm! and haplefs Poland,
foon partitioned by the three allied fovereigns,
geafed to be a nation! Thus proving the fatal
effects of internal faétion and difcord. Thole
anarchical diftraétions from within, and more

_elpecially the unhappy irreligious diflenfions

between the Polifh Diflidents and Polith Ca-
tholics, was one of the primary caufes of her
reduction to a province, had long marked her
out as weak and vulnerable, and upheld her
an objet of ealy plunder to the allied powers ;
and yet even this nation was great, and to be
lamented in her fall—virtue did not, even to
the laft ftruggle, forfake her, notwithftanding
open, unblufbing bribery, with paracidal front,
impudently frowning, ftalked over the victim

of immolation ! Noththﬁandmg bribery, un-
feduced

P i o
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feduced and unawed by hopes, fears, promifes,
and threats; the virtue and patriotifm of the
nation was great—* in the fenate or upper.
« houfe, there was a majority of only fix ; in
< the lower houfe or aflembly of the nuntios,
“ but one_fingle wote in favour of the meafure,””*
(i. e. the partition of Poland) and yet this
ever to be lamented nation fell—great and ho-
nourable‘even in that downfall, not inferior to
the intrepid patriotifm of the Spartans and
Athenians, when led on by Leconidas, they
fell covered with wounds in defence of their

country !

The late unhappy differences, religious and
political in Ireland, have long pointed out her
weak fide to the Britifh minifter, and it was
not his intereft to terminate, however it might
have been his inclination to have encouraged and
fomented them: thefeafon of rebellion and fo-
reign invafion feemed to point out irrefiftibly to
him, the propitious epoch for enforcing Union !
when thefe were put down, and the neceflity
for a military reinforcement was eflentially
done away, every tide brought in troops, am.
* munition, &c. but the enigma on the enfuing
{eflion was (hortly unriddled by the fpeech from

* See Cox on the partition of Poland, &e.
- the
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the throne, when Union was at laft difclofed
to the Parliament !—I know that in the Ame-
rican war, this country was left to proteét it-
{elf, when it was nobly defended by the illuftri-
ous volunteers, that fome perfons prefumptu-
oufly have dared to calumniate ; and I remem-
ber in the Weftmoreland adminiitration the
country was left to providence and itfelf ! ¢ fe-
paration, regency,” as pretences for this oppref-.
five Union were not then held forth to de-
ceive and entrap a brave and patriotic nation.
At the latter period alluded to, Mr. Pitt had
not, as he has now the power to play off one
part of the nation, or one kingdom againit the
other ; he could not then deceive you as now,
he attempts by holding forth golden vifions
to both countries ; England he aflures will be
reimburfed the expences of a long and calami-
tous war, by this {fyftem of finance, &c. tax-
ing the Irifh after Union, ad /lbitum, and to
the merchants of Cork and Waterford he al-
fures, an Union will open the commerce of
the world, they are to become the emporiums
of the empirey in exclufion even of London,
Briftol, and Liverpool!!!!—while the premier
infidionfly whifpers the merchants, traders,
and manufacturers of England, « Make not
¢ yourfelves unealy or difcontented, thofe
%, ‘“ dreams
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« dreams of gain and commercial advantages
< are held forth to cajole Ireland, and induce
¢« her to accede to Union,—foftly don’t
¢ murmur or waken her from thofe vilions
« of blifs fhe never can enjoy. The Union
¢ accomplithed, fear not !—you ever have been
« and are my firlt confideration—be not then
« under any apprehenfions—if commercial ad-
« yantages arc promiled, or even conceded to
« Ireland, be not alarmed, the inftant the
« Union obtained, before Ireland could enjoy
¢ the advantages held out, (and fhe cannot
« enjoy more than fhe has at prefent). Send
¢ petitions from all the different manufadur-
« ing towns, &c. to the Commons Houfe of
¢ the empire, (if there fhould happen to be one
¢ after Union) and I will promptly and cheer-
« fully acquiefce to the prayer of your peti-
« tion, by a majority of five againft one! the
¢ proportion of Britifh members againit the
“ deputies of the Irith province.” ot

As I have fpoken of the unhappy irreligious
diffenfions in the country, I think it not un-
neceffary to remark, that the Scotch Union,
(although different in every other feature and
circum(tauce of time, conflitution, &c.) was
in a great degree brought about by means

of
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of the population of Scotland, unhappily differ-
ing in religion, which fo weakened Scotland
by the diflenfions, jealoufies, attendant there-
on, that the nation was unable to reiift col-
le@ively, what individually they difapproved
and detefted, Union !—this in corroboration
of the example of Poland proves the imperious
neceflity of unanimity in a ftate. lg THE PEO-
PLE OF IRELAND WERE UNANIMOUS, THEIR
VOICE MUST PROVE DECIS1VE. INO MINISTER
HOWEVSER HARDY, OR HOWEVER POWERFUL,
DARE OPPOSE THE WILL OF FIVE MILLIONS OF
PEOPLE,

Before I conclude this topic, I will be per-
mitted to obferve, that at this very moment
the minifter is playing.off his old game of
¢ divide and govern,” divide et empera. Can
“any circumftance more ftrongly prove the du-
plicity of that minifter whom duplicity has
long marked as her own, than the detail
of the articles of Union prefented to the
Britith Houfe of Commons in January laft ? In
one part (refolution v.} he obferves, the church
of Ireland, &c. is to remain as at prelent by
law eftablifhed, and yet in another place he
promifes as a kind of bribe in futuros, that they
are in a few centuries to become a great people !
—from forfooth the pofiibility of the fourth

$: 3 or
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or fifth generation being emancipated !!?—
‘What is this but faying to the Proteftant, <1
“ will by artifice and deception bring you over
“ as the advocates for Union, holding out baits
“ to enfnare you, and affuming that as certain,
“ that would be revocable by the imperial,mon-
« grelParliament” and to the Catholics it is fay-
ing, “ Keep yourfelves quiet, three millions
““ of people do not be uneafy ; do not dare to

“ oppofe me in my prefent ruling paffior, and

“ very poflibly, if you forbear, Hl another
““ king's reign when a few centuries thall have
“ palt, AS 1 REALLY DO NOT KNOW WHAT RE-
““ LIGION * THERE OUGHT TO BE IN IRELAND,
“ when I ihall no longer be minifter and « qui-
“ etly inurned” as which of you all will not
“You may then confole yourfelves in your
“ graves, by the refle®ion, that fome of your
“great, great, grand children are enjoying
“ that emancipation in the Imperial Parlia.
“ ment, to which the Britith Parliamentary
“ Teft Oaths, of Supremacy and Abjuration,

i -~

and the King’s Coronation Oath are a bar ;

* The words of Mr. Pitt, in his never to be forgotten
fpeech in February laft, printed in Dublin by his Majefty’s
printer, and gratuitoufly diftributed through all the counties,

cities, towns, and hamlets in the kingdom, for the fole purpofe, '

no doubt, of taming the avild Ivifh ?
| “ but

W m———
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 but wherewith I deceived, betrayed, and
“cajoled you!ll™ oh were ever fallehood,

deceit, flattery, and duplicity fo combined, fo
apparent, or fo audacious ?

Mouflrum nulla viriute redemptum,

How, allow me to afk, can you rely, or
after an Union conceive that your inclina-
tion, much lefs your intereft, will be attend-
ed to by the Britith Parliament,.that very
Parliament that on the 12th February, 1779,
although it was infiructed of the determined
antipathy and decided oppofition of the people
of Ireland, and of theirreprefentatives again(t
Union, yet ftill perfeveged and went thereon
nto a committee, which was carried againft
the people of Ireland by a majority of one
hundred and twelve! Can you expedt lefs

than you have experienced antecedent to the
Union? A majority againft you!

After this difclofure of trcachery, what pal-
lation have the Union terrorilts now ? - do they
think with imperial Cxfar < that if good faith
*¢ and juflice are to be violated, let them be
* violated for the glory of conqueft, and of
¢ empire.” Wicked and malignant affump-
tion !—but reft affured my countrymen (be
neither deceived, cajoled, or intimidated,) that
you can place no reliance, much lefs confidence,

were
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were the wicked meafure of Union to fucceed,

on a nation that by that very propofition, vio-
lates the articles of the Scottifh Union, andcom-

mits, in limine, abreach of her plighted faith,

folemnly eftablifhed by the king, the Houfes
of Lords and Commons, in both countries,
in 1782.—Can Ireland then be fo loft to reafon,
refle@ion, or common fenfe, as to credit the
foolith affertion that this proffered violation of
honour, on the part of England, is done to
ferve Ireland? oh! too credulous, and eafily
duped nation—No—no-—latet anguis in herba——
a deep and bafe project lies hid beneath this
fame Union '—Remain" not then unfeeling or
unconfcious of this daring and infolent attack
on your liberties, in the manly tone of Irifh-
men however diffonant to minifterial organs,
undaunted by the force and powers wherewith
he is armed, firmly tell the minifter, who now
attempts to enthrone himfelf in irrefiftible
power, by means of Union, that though bar-
barous and uncivilized, you know not how to
crouch as flaves! that though by terror, force,
and bribery, he may perhaps for a fhort in-
terval, enforce a Union, yet that by con-
tinued force and bloodfhed, it muift be per-
petuated—that a Union, compleated under
the ~aufpices of 106,000 bayonets, while
it refle&ts indelible difgrace on the ftate en-

forcing
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forcing it, cannot prove permanent, but will
neceflarily carry with it, filence not acqui-
efcence, terror not conviction. It behoves
you then, vigilantly, nay inceflantly to watch
over your conftitution—for the bafe project
may be brought forward, and the unwary blow
may be ftruck, when it was unforefeen and
unexpected.

As you Jove your country, never fuffer it
to be enflaved—inculcate thefe maxims into
the youthful ideas of your children, and let
them be handed down to pofterity; place
Carthage fallen by internal bafenels and cor-
ruption ; Poland deftroyed by bribery, fraud,
and force of arms; Switzerland by ungene-
rous conqueft-and thirft of Empire; before
their virtuous minds: and let thefe melancholy
inftances of the abufe of power, of human
perfidy and injuftice, ftand forth to the pre-
fent and to future ages, thelaft awful moments
of nations degraded and enflaved! preferve
then your country from the vortex of Union ;
oh ! ‘preferve it as you regard its peace, and
revere its future deftiny—Ilet no confideration
induce you by wilful perjury to abandon that
conftitution, that you have {fworn on the al-
- ‘tars of your country, to defend—rejet and
refilt an Union—accede not to terms—any

terms
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terms are bafe—all terms are bafe—they are
infamous—they are dithonourable—they are
unjufl—you canuot accede to them! let-not
then the example of apoftacy corrupt you, if
in the caufe of their country any can prove
apoftates! let not intreaty—the bonds of love,
rclation, or friendfhip induce you—power,
controul—bribery, overcome—force or threats,
intimidate—or hopes or fears, perfuade you
to acquiefce. It has been proved to you, the
Parliament of Ireland has no right—the Par.
liament of Great Britain has no right—the
Parliaments in conjunétion have no right—
the majority of the Irith people, no right—
even that all the people of Ireland have no
right to enat Union or bind themfelves,
much lefs pofterity! it is your duty to
oppofe it—you owe it to your anceftors, from
whom you received your conflitution, (* the
price of fo mugch blood”) pure and undimi-
nifhed !—you owe it to your country, to whom
you are accountahle—to yourfelves, who have
but a life intereft in it—to your children for
whom you are the guardians of it—to. pofte-
rity for whom you are the truftees—and to
your ‘Ged, from whom you received your
libertics,w WHICH YOU CAN NEITHER ABANDON
KOR RELINQUISH !

E N D.



