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P R E F A C E .

T h e  fo llo w in g  Pages w ere not o r ig i

nally intended for p u blic  v ie w , w ritten  at 

different times, partly  as relaxation from  

m ore ferious itu d y, and partly w ith  the 

intent o f  poffibly beholding the queftion o f  

U n ion  in a n e w  point o f  v iew , and then 

r e tr a c in g  an opinion w a rm ly  fupported, as 

perhaps raih ly  adopted ; b u t  the reverfe 

has been the refult— for the clofer the in- 

veftigation, the more the fubjedt is d eli

berated ; the greater the oppofition o f  every

w e ll  w iih e r  to Ireland.-------1 have n o w  been

induced to change m y intention, and to 

prefent thefe “  C o n s i d e r a t i o n s ”  to 

the p u b lic ;  not from  the vain p refum p- 

tive  expectation o f  difcuffing the fubjefl: 

w ith  as m u ch  ability as has been already 

difplayed b y  others, b u t  from  tw o  cir-

« cum ftances



cum ftances, the unexpected refumption, 

(w hich  I learn from authority I cannot 

doubt,) o f  the meafure in the enfuing 

Seffion o f  Parliament, and the fond, per

haps delufive hope, o f  proving the h u m 

ble inftrument o f  aroufing the dormant o p - 

pofition o f  the genius and energies o f  m y 

C ou n try. Here let not the Unionift far- 

caftically fmile, but remember w hile he 

hugs h im felf in his confequence, how  

often affiduity, and perfeverance have ac- 

compliihed, w hat pow er, and m ight have 

defpifed— h ow  hum ble, in intereil, and in 

ftrength, and yet h o w  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 

cnthufiaftic love for m y Country, I place 

this Conftitutitional and Political D ifcu f-

fion before the tribunal o f  the public,_a

Commercial difquifition is not here entered

into



Into, nor are thofe argum ents that have 

been already urged againil the meafure here 

recapitulated (as far at leail as could  be 

avoided) a t  being the fécon d* to refill the 

dow nfall o f  m y  C o u n ty ,  as it is to m e a 

m o il  p leafin g  reflection, ( th o u g h  I lam ent 

t h e c a u fe ,)  fo it is m y  m o il  anxious vviih, 

to fee fo unwarrantable an atta ck , at len gth , 

either prudently  abandoned on the part from  

w h en ce it originated, or get  an eternal 

quietus from  oppofition.

Before I conclude thefe prelim inary re

m arks, I w il l  be perm itted to obferve, that 

a lth ough  cu ilo m a ry , perhaps faihionable, 

i t  has been to deprecate the profeffion o f  

the L a w  interfering in political difcuffions,
%

that h o w e v er  true this pofition m ay be in 

the a b i lr a d ,  (w h ic h  is b y  no means ad m it- 

ed) y e t  that there are periods w hen the 

ilate is in danger and it behoves every man 

to protedl as far as he can, the com m on weal.

*  M r . S p e n c e r  had the honor to b e  the firft.

b  2 W h e n



W h e n  this attack is made on the con fti-  

tution, h o w  incum bent on thofe whofe 

knowledge o f  the conftitution and the law s, 

is fo clofely interwoven, the one emanating 

the L e x  Scripta, (or Statute L a w ,)  at leail 

from the former, to ftep forth in defence 

o f  both ? Strange then indeed it would be, 

were the profeffion to look on w ith  indif

ference (w h ich  they have not) at the ab 

rogation o f  the conftitution and the ap

pellant jurifdidion fo nobly afferted and fo 

glorioufly obtained in 178 2, and I cannot 

conclude w ithout expreffing the confoling 

w iih , that as the bar o f  Ireland have ever 

ftepped forth in defence o f  their country, 

and as the guardians o f  the conilitution, 

and the laws, fo may their bright exam 

ple and exalted principles, ever animate 

and adluate pofterity !

M o l e s w o r t h - s t r e e t  ;
January i ,  1800.
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CONSIDERATIONS, See

Year has now  revolved fince the pro- 
pofition o f a Union has been deliberated in 
the Parliaments o f  Great Britain and Ire- 
land ; brought forward in a feafon of Inih 
calamity, a rebellion and foreign invafion, 
in quick fucceffion, had defolated “  a country, 
almoft afraid to know  itl'elf breathlefs from 
inteftine divifions, and exhaufted from the 
fatigues o f war : But undifmayed by thefe dif- 
couraging circumilances, the natives o f  Ireland 
beat the proud and implacable enemy o f Bri
tain, a n d  fo r c e d  him to furrender ; thusincon-
teftibly proving their attachment and fidelity 
to England. This was the moment, when as 
it were to take the country by furpriie, and
the bafe and ungenerous propofal o f  Union,

was
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was flolen into an addrefs o f  thanks to the 
Viceroy: I he people on all iides itruck with
terror, beheld the meafure with aftoniihment
and aohorrence.----- But the genius o f  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 
Miitiades at their head, defeated the haughty 
and prefumptuous projeót. The friends o f 
Ireland then hoped the meafure for ever at reft, 
for it is an eitabliihed rule, that no meafure 
will be purfued by the miniiter, that has not 
at leait two-thirds of the houfe to fandion it, 
and it is alfo a principle in the conilitution, 
that the third eftate, (or the reprefentative of 
it,) fliall not directly or indirectly, interfere 
or influence the free voting of the two other 
eftates, fthe 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 ib itigmatized to the 
fame body that had oppofed it ; in this more 
refembling the dictating manifeito o f a con
quering general, than the conflitutional ter
mination* of a Parliamentary feílion. I now

proceed,
*  “  Y ou  are no longer a Parliament : I  tell you, you are

no

*
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proceed, as I have defigned to coniider this 
great queftion politically and conftirutionally, 
which will naturally encircle fome ftnall por
tion o f  hiftory.

That in a queilion o f fuch high moment 
as the iurrender and annihilation o f  the 
Irifh Parliament, all the people o f  Ireland 
are materially concerned, is a propoiition 
fo true and fo felf-evident, I think, that it 
will be freely and readily admitted by all.—
B ut it may be replied “  although we admit 
that in this queilion, the people o f  Ireland arc 
concerned, yet the people o f England are 
likewife equally concerned, for it is they that 
are to admit deputies from Ireland in cafe o f  
Union into their houfes o f  Lords and Com 
mons.”  I reply the people o f England cannot 
be equally concerned— all Ireland is concerned 
and every thing dear to Iriihmen— England 
may be partially, but not equally concerned ?
But all Ireland is more intereiled in it, than 
even all England, for it is Ireland that is de-

no longer a Parliam ent.’’ — exclaim ed the Uiurper è ro m w e ll ,

ju lt  before he gave the fignal for the foldiery to enter and ^

cJiiTolve Parliament.

manded



manded to facrifice as a Union peace-offering 

that conftitution,

[ 8 ]

Multos fervata per Annos.

That we have been in poffeffion of upwards o f
fix hundred years * fo that if  the illuflrious
epoch of 1782 had never taken place, we have
a right from the agreement of Henry II. and
the Charter of Henry III as well as from the
fundamental principles of true freedom, to a
refident Parliament. The Magna  ̂Charta of
the Third Henry here alluded to, is more an-
tient by eight years, than the Great Charter
of Liberty, f  granted by the fame fovereign
to the Englifh nation. But here, perhaps, it
will be objeded to me, “  O f what avail are

Parliament

*  So early as H e n ry  the Second’s time, it appears from 

the authority o f  the hiftorian, Matthew Pans, as quoted in 

MoUneux’s Ireland, p. z 3 and 33>
Grand Council o f  the nation, held at L .fm ore in Ireland, 

anno ^ 2 ,  it is agreed between H enry H .  and the people 

o f  Ireland, “  that they fhould enjoy the like liberties and 

immunities, and be governed by the fame mild laws b o *  

civil and ecclefiaftical, as the people o f  England, and 
ther, “  the freedom o f Parliaments to be held in Ireland, as

they are held in England.”

+ “  A n  antient copy o f  this Magna Charta o f lr e la n d ,  is

to be found in the Red B ook o f  the Exchequer, Dublin.
M o lin e u xs  Ireland, p. 20.
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Par I iament rolls, they cannot bind poilerity, 
i f  the People, or if  the Parliament without the 
People agree to a XJaion, every difficulty is 
done away.”  I reply, i f  the charters o f  anti
quity are confidered in fuch a light, as being 
revocable at pleafure or caprice, frail and in- 
fecure indeed is the Britiih conftitution ! and 
the Britifh laws are held by a periihable 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 o f  fecurity and per
manence for the fulfillment o f the articles o f 
that Union they fo fh;cnuoufly fupport, (were 
that abominable project to fucceed,) the terms 
o f  it may be violated, and confidered as fo 
much mufly parchment ;— and here I muft 
obferve, that to thofe very charters that fome 
may affect to defpife, our cities and corporate 
bodies are indebted for their rights and im 
munities, Liberty for her introdu&ion into 
Europe, and Learning for the difpelling the 
darknefs o f the middle ages.— T o  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 poilerity.------1 will for a moment fup-
pofe the majority of the people fliould confent

c  , and
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and entirely agree to the Union, yet the re
mainder who do not agree to this innovation 
and national degradation, are not obliged to 
follow their example, confequently they are 
not bound when they do not give their con- 
fent, and even were that obtained it would 
not be binding, as fuch fubjeciion is fubver- 
iive of the law of nations, a breach of the fun
damental compact o f fociety, 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 prefen t 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 fandion a Union, weakly advifed, 
and wickedly adopted, when they will have 
eftablifhed the dangerous precedent of over
turning with the fpirit of innovation, that 
which has been the work of ages ? impoflible 
to be expected.

I now come to confider the right o f Parlia
ment to enact an Union.------Parliament have
no right to annihilate the Parliament ? Have 
the Lords Spiritual ? No------The Lords Spi

ritual,
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ritual, or the Biihops cannot reiign, alien, 
much Iefs annihilate their rights and privileges 
that muft be handed over unimpaired to their 
flicceflors, the chief or principal o f  which is 
fitting as Lords or Barons o f  Parliament in the 
legiflature, for they are feverally confidered 
by the laws as a corporation foie, the indif- 
penfible effence o f  which is perpetuity.— The 
Lords Temporal, have they the power ? no, 
they are the hereditary counlellors o f  the 
crown, and by virtue o f  the words o f  their 
creation, by writ or k in g ’s letter, are fum- 
moned to attend the Houfe o f  Peers, and it 
is held not Only to them, but their heirs ; and 
as they cannot lofe their nobility but by death, 
(when injlantcr it devolves to the heir) attaint, 
or degradation, fo neither Can they refign or 
annul that right that is in them inherent and 
hereditary.

The members o f  the Houfe o f Commons ?—
“  T h e y  are the truftees o f  the nation, as they 
cannot refigti their feats in the Commons 
Houfe,”  fo neither can they betray or refign 
that truft for which they were returned to 
Parliament, if  they do, “  they betray their 
“  condiments and diflolve themfelves.”  +___

Price on Civil Liberty.

C 2 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 fuccefiion, 
and enjoy a kind of legal immortality. It 
is true, however, at the 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 o f the 
people.— For infiance, 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 ihall here quotç 
fome authorities to prove, that the omnipo
tence of Parliament is oftentimes mifunder-
ftood and mifquoted------“ ‘The omnipotence
“  of Parliament lignifies nothing more than 
“  the fupreme fovereign power of the ftate, 
“  or a powier of a&ion 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 
“  all omnipotent ; that is free from the con- 
“  troul of any fuperior provided by the con- 
“  flitution * than this nothing can be more 
manifeft, the cuftom of Parliament, the ufage

*  Blackftone’s Commentaries by £ .  Chriftian, E fq ;  bar- 
liiler at law. Note 12. vol. 160. L o a d o n  edition.

of

C 12 )
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o f the Lords and Commons, the Speakers o f  
both houfes, in recurring to precedents, am 
ply proves that there are certain rules or laws 
Parliament they muft conform to. But not 
to red this on m y ow n authority, I ihall quote 
the obfervation o f  a conftitutional oracle o f the 
law, Lord Chief Juftice Holt, fays, “  f  That 
cc the authority o f  Parliament is from the law, 
“  and as it is circumfcribed by law, fo it may 
<c be exceeded ; and if  they do exceed thofe 
<c legal bounds and authority, their ads are 
“  wrongful and cannpt be juftified, any more 
w than the acts o f  private men.”  If then they 
are obliged to conform to the laws o f  Parlia
ment, o f  neceflity they cannot deftroy the 
Parliament, r

I ihall now adduce another authority, the 
celebrated D r. Price. “  Nothing can be more 
“  abfurd, than the doctrine fome have taught 
“  with rcfpect to the omnipotence of Parlia- 
“  ment ; they poffeis no power beyond the li- 
“  mits of the truft, for the execution o f  which 
4f they were formed > if-they contradid this, 
“  they betray their conjiituents and dijfolve them- 
“  felves >”  * and the celebrated Locke who

f  i f t  Salkfield’s R eports, 5 5 0 .

*  Price  on C iv i l  L ib e rty .
wrote,

[ >3 1
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wrote on government, eiprcfled the fame 
words nearly f  as Price, but as I have quoted 
him on a former occaíion, I ihall not now re-> 
peat it. From thefe authorities I amjuftifi- 
ed in pofitively denying the power of Parlia
ment» Should they enaft a Union, it would 
be, ab initio, nugatory-— to fpeak legally, it 
would not be law ; there are bounds beyond 
which the Parliament cannot pafs. But to il- 
luilrate this argument— man was formed a free 
agent— an intellectual being— with the faculties 
o f  thought and reflection— the powers of loco
motion* &c. 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 laid “  thus and no fur
ther ihall you go,” — that command that ex- 
prefles, “  thou ihalt do no murder,”  alfo fays, 
“  thou ihall not commit fuicidé.5' In the fame 
manner when the Parliament or Grand Coun
cil of the hation Was formed, it was endowed 
with great powers ahd privileges, and formed 
for the advantage o f the governors and the 
governed ; but itill it was found necêffary to 
enforce the attendance o f members of Parlia
ment, by the fanction of that eflabliihed law,

J  V id e ,  L o c k e  on Government, b. z .  c. 19. f. 2 16 ,  17 ,

1 8, 19, 20)Od jinem.

that
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that declares, "  a member of the Legiflature can
not refign his feat in Parliament”  was it the 
fpirit o f  this law that, that enormous power 
which was denied feverally, fhould be given 
colle&ively ? i f  then that power o f  felf an
nihilation, and even the lefler power o f  
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 o f  all written law, and 
deftroying that very end, which to obtain, a 
Parliament was inilituted.

Is there any lawyer that will take upon him- 
felf to affert, that Parliament has a right (o f  
itfelf) to prolong itfelf, as was the cafe in 
1648, when the Houfe o f  Commons came 
to the refolution, “  that whatever is enact- 
“  ed, and declared law, by the Commons 
“  o f  England, aflembled in Parliament, hath

the force o f  law ; and all the people of this 
“  nation are included thereby, although the 
“  confent and concurrence o f  the King and 
“  Houfe o f  Peers be not had thereunto.” * 
Such was the vote o f  the long Parliament,

*  January 4 th , 16 4 8 , w h ich  was the laft o f  three Refolu- 1 

tions, that parted the H oufe without a negative.— R a p in ’s E n g 

land, V o l ,  IT. p. 568.

that
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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 effected, but by 
the Commons, yet had they beën paft by the 
three Eftates, I have no hefitation in 
pronouncing them, in the words of the 
Lord Chief Juilice Holt “  wrongful and 
unjuftifiable,” — if then the Parliament are 
not empowered indeflinitely to prolong 
themfelves or unjuitly to bind the people 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 coniiitutes right. 
If the latter be admitted then we will be re
duced to the neceffity of confeffing all the Acts 
o f the long Parliament as juft and right, the 
execution of the fir it Charles, as legal, and the 
Protectorate of Cromwell not to have been 
an ufurpation— nothing is more dangerous 
than arguing from matter of fact, to matter 
of right, nor more erroneous than from mat
ter of right, to matter of fad. An individual, 
or a body may have the power to commit an 
act, but it is not to be inferred they have the 
right from having the power : it is as great 
an abfurdity to afiert, becaufe Cromwell

trampled



trampled 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 under 
him, were neceffirly free.

If  it be granted that the Parliament o f Ire
land has the right to overturn the conftituti- 
on ? Indeed ethics have received no practical 
improvement from the Protc&orate o f  Crom 
well to the Confulate of Buonaparte, and it 
will neceffarily refult as a confequence, that the 
Parliament of Great Britain have a fimilar 
power to overthrow the Britiih Conilitu- 
tion, by annihilating themfelves, (when 
the minifter fo  wills it) a reflection that 
cannot fail to imprefs the people o f England, 
with 110 pleafing feelings on the fubjecl:, 
dreadful and defpotic power! terrific prero
gative indeed ! were a Parliament poffeffed o f 
fuch a fatal gift ; then the principi quod pla- 
cuit, the will o f the prince being equivalent to 
law, would be prefumptuoufly revived— and 
the liberties o f the people o f the Sifter Coun
tries would be infecure and unfubftantial ; 
they would then depend on the capricious or 
evanefcent- will o f the ruling prince— if  he 
acts the part o f a defpot they are flaves— if he 
protfe pacific and humane, they may thank 
his toleration for allowing them the permiflion

d  ' . o f



of wearing their heads— had the Parliament 
the right of felfannihilation, no doubt but 
that difcovery would have been made in the 
peiiod of thofe arbitrary princes, whofe reigns 
caft a ftigma on Englifh hiftory. No doubt 
but Henry VIII. who was confeifedly the moil: 
defpotic and abfolute prince in Europe, whofe 
proclamations had the force of laws, would 
have availed himfelf of this mod monftrous 
and terrific prerogative.— No doubt but that 
the oppreffive fovereigns— Elizabeth— James I.
■ Charles I. who feveraliy imprifoned mem
bers o f the Englilh Houfe o f Commons, and 
all of whom (except Elizabeth) raifed money 
without the confent o f Parliament, would 
have exerted and enforced this dreadful power 
to abrogate the parliament. Nor would they 
have long delayed, the exftinclion of that 
body, that even kept thefe tyrants, in awe, 
and within fome bounds, and without which 
(I fpeak of a refident confiitutional parlia
ment } No peqpie 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 ihew that 
the Commons of England have been intimi
dated before now,— I will illuftrate it by an 
infiance from the hiftory of England, “  ho 
man (faid Henry VIII. to Edward Montague,

a Mem-

[ 'S ]
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a Member o f the Houfc o f  Commons) will 
they not fuffer my bill to pa/s ? then laying Ins 
hand on Montagues head, “  get my bill pajfed 
ic by to morrow, or elfe to morrow this head 
“  of yours Jhall be off ”  There was fomething 
fo convincing and imprejjive in this that the bill 
for fupplies paft the next day. Had this de- 
fpot faid “  by to-m orrow  get a bill paiTed to 
<c annihilate the parliament or before to-mor- 
ec row  night you ihall all fwing !”  we very 
poilibly might have no Con dilution at this 
day to pride ourfelves on. N o rights* or li- 
berties in the power o f any Parliament to de- 
ftroy (for there would be no parliament,) or 
by one fatal A ct for ever to confign irrevo
cable and irremediable ! a great and generous 
people and their pofterity to ignominy ! hence 
it neceflarly refults, that was tfyere no other 
reafon, but that o f the dreadful and dangerous 
precedent* o f  a Parliament being endowed

d  2 w i t h

*  H e re  let it not be ikid that Scotland forms a precedent ; 

her Parliament, { i f  Parliament it can be called and w h ich 

was corrupted by the treafurer o f  Q u een  A n n e ) — was totally 

and radically, differently c o n f l i c t e d  from the Parliaments 

o f  E ngland  and Ireland, “  the king could put a negative on 

Parliament before d e b a t e , — It  fat in one room for aiTembly* 

S ee  Robertfon ’ s hiilory o f  Scotland, page 4 4 , 4 5 ,  and 4 6.

and
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with the enormous right of felf-immolation ; 
this confideration alone, were there not in
numerable and irrefragable arguments beiides 
againft a Union— this, 1 fay, alone ihould de
ter the Parliament of Great Britain fanction- 
ing— how much more then the Parliament of 
Ireland enforcing an Union ? But ihould the 
reverfe unfortunately take place, in vain was 
the genius of an Alfred exeffed in railing a 
Conilitution from the ruins of German, and 
Saxon Inftitutions ; in vain were the laws 
o f the Confeffor reftored, and idle the proud 
declaration of the Merton Parliament. How 
eafily then were this fulmen o f annihilating 
Parliament admitted— the deftruction of the 
rights and liberties of a people accompliihed, 
for it is Parliament alone, that has fo long 
preferved the Engliih, and Irifh from ilavery.

✓

But to proceed, there is an axiom or prin-. 
ciple in the Conilitution that is mandatory, 
and undeniable; it is this, that no antecedent 
A d  of Parliament, can bind the fucceeding Par
liament, it follows from hence, as a neceflary

impli-

and it muft be farther remarked here— that the internal an4 

external fituations o f  Scotland were totally diftintf and inap

plicable to this Country, viz. the connexion o f  Scotland with 

the crown o f  France— her feparate a& o f  peace and o f  

war, Scc.
\

\
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implication, that the freedom or privileges 
o f  Parliament, are the inherent, inalienable he
reditary, light o f the people, that no vote, no 
act, nothing even with the concurrence o f the 
three eftates can invalidate, much lefs annihi
late,* that fuch an Act fo attempting it would 
not be law, nor would the people be bound by 
it. So fpealcs the teftimony o f  ages, fuch is 
the Conftitution and fuch the concurrent 
authorities o f Magna Charta and the laws o f 
the land : i f  then the Parliament, cannot bind 
the fucceeding Parliament, a fortiori, they 
have not the right to vote away, nor can 
they deftroy the immortality o f  Parliament.

The confideration o f  Union, and efpecially 
o f  Parliament involves the ftate of reprefenta- 
tion o f the Engliih Houfe o f  Commons.—  
England does not, cannot fay, “  come Ireland 
and participate the fuperior bleilings o f  our 
Reformed Conftitution,”  (even i f  ihe could,

Ireland

# In corroboration o f  what I  have above ftated. I  fliall 

quote Sir G eo rg e  M acken zie , w ho wrote upon the Scotch 

U n io n — “  in all focieties and governments, where there is 

«  an aiTociation o f  powers as in our Parliaments, there arc 

“  certain fundamentals, w hich like the noble parts in the 

c‘ body, are abfolutely neceiTary for its prefervation.,,  r

X
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Ireland would reply, that home, was fweet, 
and a reiident Parliament neceffary.) She 
cannot fay, “  behold a united people, one 
voice, one will, and one arm ftretched forth 
againft our enemies, nor do we apprehend, 
the flow, cowardly, bat certain attack on our 
liberties from internal traitors— the Borough
fyftem is no more.” ------No— people of Great
Britain,------- No— people of Ireland,— but it is
the minifter who fays, “  with every energy 
the prefent fyftem muft be carried on, through 
every difficulty,— come people o f Ireland, you 
are not fufficiently taxed as your wealth will 
admit of— come, or I will force your affiftance 
to the empire, behold the Welih have united 
to England— Scotland has been forced to do 
the fame, why then you Hottentot Nation 
Iliould you be fo prone to B a rb a rity ,-*  fo

averfe

*  See M r .  Pitt’ s Speech on the Union— It is not undi- 

verting in Dublin to read thofe little pleafantries o f  his, the 

more efpecially fo, as fuch afperfions on the Iriih Nation, 

muft prove ejfeBual in making Union Converts. A l fo ,  fee 

a pamphlet, in favour o f  Union, which it profefTes to be ; 

entitled, “  Coniiderations on Public Affairs, 1799» Ireland”  

in order to induce us to Unite, it calls us “  Colony,” —  

iC Plantation,” — it u dont know what the word Ireland 

“  means,” — “  the perjurable fealty o f  Ireland,” — “  the bar- 

“  barous hordes o f  Ireland.”  W h o  could refift an Union 

with fo  liberal, and fo  enlightened a partisan ? W h o  in the

fubfequent

[ 22 ]

V



C 23 ]

averfe to civilization, as not to throw your 
conilitution into the common mafs, thus con- 
folidating ojie great empire, unrivalled in honor 
and glory, the deliverer of mankind!!! the fafety 
o f  nations!! thus adding wealth, peace, fecurity,

flability and permanence to the Britijh E m p ir e_
Such are the difguiling pompofities, in which 
Mr. Pitt fpeaks o f  the Union— one’s riiibility 
is tempted to laugh at it from its fimilarity to 
the exordium o f  a Mountebank— but that its 
falfity and infincerity calls forth our contempt. 
B ut why are you flill to be perfecuted with 
Union ? (that forerunner o f  difunion and def
i n i t io n )  becaufe the minifler o f  England has 
propofed it to his complacent Parliament, that 
know s not but to acquiefce to his will, and in 
every inftance adopts whatever the miniiler af- 
fumes right, or wrong with the fame facility, 
whether it be the forcing a government on Hoi- 
land, or a Union on Ireland, his reafons are co
gent,— O haiten ! then Patriot Hibernians to his 
virtuous Parliament, entering the facred threih- 
° ld  of Weftminfter, delay not to worihipthe idol 
U nion, he has fet up, for i f  you have not 
confidence enough in the -worth o f  your own

Parliament

fubfequent pages that fo llow , betrays his ignorance o f  Iriih 

aye , and o f  Englifh hirtory to o — although the A d d refs  o f  the 
Pam phlet is “  London
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Parliament and your love for your couptry, it 
were dangerous to undergo the fiery ordeal, 
quick! quick! thenhaften to minifterial idolatry. 
____ But look to your refidcnt, national Parlia
ment, that you are now haughtily fummoned 
to furrender ; reflect a while and anfwer me, 
will you people of Ireland, furrender it  under 
whole paternal care the Country has rapidly 
improved ?— 'That Parliament, that fince it be
came the Parliament of Ireland, fon the repeal 
o f Poyning’s law) has progreffively, yet ra
pidly drawn new features on the Country, 
though what was yefterday an unwholefome 
bog, or a dreary and lonely wafte, to day the 
fail of commerce gladly glides along— witnefs 
in your Metropolis within how fhort a 
term from the prorogation o f the laft Sef- 
fion, the hovels, that have teen levelled, 
and the fplendid piles that have been raif- 
ed. It is to your Parliament you are in
debted, do you think an Engliih Parliament 
would do the fame ? No 1 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— o f  the Drogheada, an dN ew ry 
Canal, this collateral branch, or that exten- 
fion to the Scotch channel. It i s . complété 
Arabic— he knows more o f Buonaparte’s e x 
pedition, or the Canal o f Suezv, than he does, 
or cafes for you or your iiland. Talk o f the 
propofed wet docks at W apping, of the ex
ports or imports o f  London, or the price o f 
Stocks, there he will comprehend you : But 
he can fee no reafon in the world, w hy his 
Parliament ihould grant away fums for another 
Country, while his own ftands in need o f 
them.” — Although there is great illiberally in 
this yet there is a great deal o f  truth, and per
haps what the generality o f  people will call 
found fenfe— and believe me it is, and ever 
will be the ifolated language o f  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 o f your Par
liament, that you may become the petitioners 
o f theirs— to then aikas a boon what you now 
can enforce as a right. Strange infatuation, 
unaccountable love o f ilavery ! But to return 
to the queflion o f Union, as affecting the peo
ple of Great Britain------ how would the people
o f  England relifh their Sovereign’s creating 
injlanter, one hundred Burgeffes to ferve in

* e their



their Parliament, would they not juilly confi- 
der it as an undue exertion of prerogative, and 
would it not naturally aroufe that “  jealoufy 
ic of royal power, which is the very bails of 
6C the Engliih Conftitution, and the principle, 
<c 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 admiffionof one hundred 
iirangers? 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 muft appear evident to whoever 
reflects on the fubject, that a Union adding 
one hundred members to the Britiih Legifla
ture, will have completely quoad England, the 
lame effect, as if  one hundred burgeffes were 
created by Royal Charter, and indeed will 
operate on Ireland too, as effectually as if  
theywere the reprefentatives of boroughs.—  
One great probability, I had faid certainty, 
however feems to arife, that is their devotion 
to the Minifter, for if ever they were inclined 
to lèrve their country, their efforts will prove

ineffectual
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ineffectual, and ib concluding, will make the 
left bargain they can. But it may be faid in 
reply, that although antiently the King could 
create boroughs, yet that prerogative has been 
long difuftd,— I anfwer, that neverthelefs the 
privilege ftill remains, but that in luch cafe, 
it would reft with the commons of England, 
whether they would receive the burgefles fo 
created or not, in the fame manner the com
mons o f England may reject the Union,— but 
I contend that in both cafes, the effect pro
duced on the Britifh Conftitution would be 
the fame, namely, the “  increafe o f that 
cc power, that has increafed, is inci'eared,’* 
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,— BritainJ then in 
the bitternefs o f thy forrow, thou mighteil 
condole with Irifhmen.

Adoreront Caefar avec moins de do leur,

P u ifq u 'il fera ton M aître  aujft bien que le leur !

But I {hall be told the people o f England ap
prove of the meafure o f Union, a n d  the great

e 2 oppolition
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oppoiition to the meafure, has originated and 
been confined to Ireland. I anfwer, that it is 
by no means certain, that the people of England 
approve of the meafure, although their Parlia- '  
ment do— but I know the Contrary to be the 
fact— that they, I fpeak o f the Engliih Nation, 
behold with indignation, the foul means thatw /

have been reforted to, and that with the re
pugnant fpirit 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 o f Engliih liberty, mu f t

neceffarilv fucceed the deftruclion o f it in é
Ireland; and they muft be convinced, that the 
Union will prove the curfew o f 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 deftruclion ! 
But again it may be urged, “  there will not be 
fo many as one hundred, but perhaps fixty at 
the moil; out of thefe, thirty^two would proba
bly be returned for the counties, (one for each) 
one for Dublin, one for Cork, one for Water
ford, one for Derry— that would give thirty- 
five— fo that the remaining twenty-four would
be for the boroughs, as might be argreed” ------
It is replied, that the borough fyilem in Eng

land

I *



land is too confiderabie to require any addition 
— and it is here again urged, that the intire 
o f  the Irifli deputies would operate on the con- 
flitution in a like degree as if created burgefles 
by Royal Charter ; then let it be feen how 
the borough fyftem will ftand— England at this 
moment has in her Parliament, for different 
boroughs, three hundred and nineteen bur- 
geifes— the fixteen Barons o f the Cinque 
Ports, (who are burgeiTes to every intent) 
nine for W ales, fifteen for Scotland, and fixty 
for Ireland, would make the round fum o f 

four hundred and nineteen burgeiies, and let it 
be remembered that at this preient moment, 
the aggregate amount o f reprefentatives, for 
the cities, counties, towns, and boroughs 
o f  Great Britain incluilve, is five hundred and 
fifty-eight.— Thus would the borough intereft 
preponderate in the ratio o f three to two, a 
truly formidable majority, and a moft dan
gerous engine in the hands o f any minifter, 
but the more tobe apprehended, when wielded 
by one who is a Strafford in principles a Wolie-

• ly in execution, and a Pitt in fuccefs, active, 
indefatigable, bearing down before him like 
a torrent, all oppoiition to the alarming and 

rapid approaches towards arbitrary power.
Having

[ 29 ]
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Having difcuffed the competency of Parlia
ment, which neceflarily involved a flight fketch 
01* outline of the reprefentation in England, I 
now recur to the people. It has been urged, 
“  although Parliament be incompetent, yet the 
people are fully competent to agree to it, and 
to inltruct their reprefentatives accordingly.”  
If fo, (which is not admitted) it is replied, why 
not collect the general fenfe of the people ? Let 
the iherifls of the different counties affemble 
their bailiwicks, and fairly and candidly argue 
the point, and then inftruct their reprefenta
tives accordingly. No rebellion, no invafion, 
rage now to bar the general inquiry into the 
operative expediency, or advantages that are 
afferted will refult from the Union.— But no ; 
they dare not meet the population of Ireland on the 
difcujfion, I  pledge myfelf they dare not : they ihrink 
back, confcious of the abhorrence and loath
ing of the nation ; while at the fame time 
they beg, threaten, influence, and * bribe for 
Union addreffes. But it may be faid to me, 
“  See the addrefles that have been prefented, 
look at the artillery of iignatures that arreft 
the eye in the public prints, are not thefe de-

*  T his  certainly fliews that popular opinion is not defpifed, 

at leaft by the Union party, they will wade through every 

filth like true courtiers to accompliih it— “  neck or nothing.

monftrative



monftrative declarations for Union ?” — No ; 
they carry no weight, no conviction— it will 
be proved. “  But there have been addreffes 
for Union,”  it will be objected to me— I do 
not contradict it— I grant there have— but 
people o f Ireland, who are they that have af
fixed their fignatures to thofe addrefies, do 
you know  them ? Men, many o f whom have 
been active in the late rebellion, many o f  them 
in durefs, andunde'r the immediate terror of the
fufpended rope, that have been m e r c i f u l l y __

m o s t  m e r c i f u l l y  ! fnatched from execution 
to fign or addrefs for Union ; a momentary 
fmile may arife from fuch contrarieties, 
but it is repreffed by indignation and man
ly honefty that abhor fuch duplicity, and 
checks fuch levity. But I ihall 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 Iriihmen ? alas L in fome refpects you 
k n o w  them too well. Y o u  know  them from 
their fignatures to be a b s e n t e e s — you know  
that they baik in the funihine o f a court in 
another country ;— if  you have any know 
ledge o f  them it is through the medium o f an 
agent or receiver o f  their rents ;— men, who 
although they have coniiderable eitates in this

country,

t 3 1 3
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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 purpofe of 
forcing or cajoling their tenants to fign and 
acquiefce in the Union addreffes, like the vaf- 
fals of a feudal lord, thefe the foie caufe of their 
emigration to uncivilized 'Ireland ; and yet 
thofe very worthy and right renowned abfen- 
tees, now ' unbluihingly come forward and 
petition for the furrender of your conftitution, 
funder 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, exuhingly crouch and 
tell the minifter, It was they that did the 
deed !

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 nom end at or5, as little ihort 
of treafon ; and yet they, even they, now 
obftinately perfift in that meafure fo ob
noxious to the people. Is it not extraordi
nary, and to be wondered at, that in a revo
lutionary age, the propofition and projeót of

revo-
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revolution ihould originate with them ! Have 
they caught the Gallic infedion, to pull down 
the Iriih conftitution, not to rebuild; to de- 
ftroy, not to reform ; annihilation the foie end 
and the means ? But to return to the fubjecl 
o f  Union addrefles, in illuftration o f which I 
lhall re la te . the following circumftance that 
took place in the city of Limerick, the gentry 
there, ihould they throw their eye over this
pamphlet, will promptly recollect it------:a ihop-
keeper who was violently averfe to a Union 
w ith Great Britain, whofe name is Sullivan, 
was called on by the Anti-unionifts o f  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 actuated by principle, and knew  
too well the ruinous and calamitous circum- 
iiances it would bring on the country not to 
oppofe it '’— however, the day following fome 
Unionifts o f  confideration Waited on him to a ik  
him for his a fweet voice,”  his lignature to 
this addrefs for a U nion— he hemmed— Ham
mered— they were perfons o f confequence, one 
perfonage in particular, a very excellent cufto- 
m er— he hemmed again— took up the pen and 
wrote his name— well, on the following day he 
was reproached for figning both addreifes as a 
Judas, an apoilate for his direliction from the

F caufe
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caufe of his country— do not (faid he) condemn 
me too rafhly, or unheard ; I am and ever ihall 
be an oppofer of a Union— it will be the ruin, 
as it will prove the degradation of my country. 
— “  W hy then (faid they) were you füch a 
blockhead as to fign for it ?”  Pooh— fays he, 
don’t you know very well they are all good 
cuftomers to me, and as I am 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 contradict me if  I am wrong) one may 
form a tolerable guefs how the other addreffes 
and elcemofynary declarations have been 
eranted to the gallant conqueror of India.—  
While on this topic of enforcing the people to 
addrefs for a Union, and return thanks, &c. I 
will relate one anecdote more (which I met with 
in, I believe, an Englifh 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, ihe made a curtefy, 
and returned thanks ; unfortunately, however, 
one luckleis night there was a miftake in the 
medicine, and the child, after fuiFering great 
mifery, died nex* morning, to the inconfola-

ble

I



blc grief o f her parents, whofe forrow was 
heightened at the recollection o f  the thanks 
which had been extorted for the draught o f 
death !”  Let Ireland apply the moral, and trea- 
fure it up in her recollection.

That there ihould be found in Ireland, fome 
prompt to ftep forth in the caufe of Union (or 
any other project) when we recolleft “  that 
falfehood and fraud fpring up in every foil,5* 
and reflect on the diverfity and contrariety o f 
human opinion, and the powerful and influ
ential fuccefs of corruption, luperadded to thefe, 
our fuprize will ceafe— nay, we are ailonifhed 
that the feduction has been fo confined and fo 
partial, and we feel proud of being Iriihmen !

^ It is an ungrateful but neccfiary tafk to call to 
mind, the various other artifices to hunt down 
and brow-beat popular opinion, which isftrong 
and indignant againft the fatal project.— Bri
bery— the preventing thofe who were confef- 
fedly againft the Union, and who were under 
the neceflity o f attending their military duty 
at quarters, from acceptiug an efcheatorihip 
to enable them to vacate their feats in favour 
o f  thofe who would have purfued a fimilar 
courfe— intimidation— by cafhiering the old 
and faithful fervants o f  the crown, becaufe they

' '  . U  could
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could not brook to fell their country— and
namely, branding every man in the purlieus of
the Caftle, and in their journals, as a rebel, ja
cobin, fire-brand, incendiary, that dared to
ftand by his country and oppofe Union.

Such are the pitiful arts, the advocates o f 
Union, avail themfelves of, while at the fame 
time, the confcioufnefs of a bad caufe, makes 
them bitterly complain of oppofition— they 
are outrageoufly impatient of being contradift- 
ed in their favourite fpeculations, it is all 
clamour on the part o f 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 difcuffion. But why this imperious 
haftinefs on their part— if it is a good meafure, 
propofe it to the country at large, if  advan
tageous it will foon be pointed out, the Iriih 
are not flow to comprehend,— but ihould 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 that pacific 
effect, by railing up two parties in the ftate, 
thofe that are for it, and thofe that are againft

it,

I
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it, and as to advantages they are incalculable— * 
for in ihort a Union is endowed with the gift 
o f  Paétolus, every thing that it will touch 
will be turned into gold,, warehoufes will 
involuntary itart up, and merchantmen fpon- 
taneoufly ride at anchor in our harbours, 
floating manufactories will arive from B i r m i n g 

h a m  ! by every tide, and all through the Mi- 
nifter who, wonderful to relate, like another 
Gulliver, is to drag « the commerce, ihipping 
and all o f even our enemies to our fliores ! 
and ftill more aftonifhing, this omniprefent, 
all potent Union, (to which by the bye i f  we 
don’ t acquiefce to, the minifter threatens to 
take away our commerce,) is endued with an 
attractive and repulfive power, is one time to 
charm the commerce o f  the Indies to Cork 
and W aterford, and nearly at the fame mo
ment to London, and all as it were, by the 
power o f  magic, and the miniiter !

Irritât Mule et > fa lfis  terroribus implet

Ut Magus ; et mo Jo me Thebis, modo Ponit A  them s.

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

iiicle
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ificle that depends from Diana’s fane,”  con- 
defcends to divert the Irifli people with— fuch 
little fubtleties are unworthy the miniiier of a 
great people— let him be convinced, ftrongand 
energetic as language can convey it, that the 
acquiefcence o f a people fo obtained, is not 
popular confent, but a delufive and infecure 
permiflion, and as it is founded in infecurity, 
muft terminate in diffolution ;— for the corro
boration of this, look to the nations that have 
been forced or oppreffed into Union ; caft your 
eye on the facred volume— behold how ihort 
and how tranfitory the domination o f terror 
and infolent oppreflion ? Look to the Ægyp- 
tians and Ifraelites— fo long as 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 opprefTor— his power was no 
more, and foon were the chains of the enilav- 
ed broken over the heads of their oppreffors 
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 Ægypt and out of the houfe of bondage.’ ’ 
Recur, I entreat you, to the hiftoric page, 
and behold nations for ever ihaking off thoie 
{hackles which were forged to enilave them.

— Look
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— Look to the revolt o f  the United Pro
vinces from Spain, cauled by the bigotry o f 
the Spaniih monarch, and the tyranny carried 
into execution by the D uke o f Alva, f  they 
ihook off the Spaniih yoke, and afferted their
ancient liberties and laws. J------ Look to the
Swedes breaking the Union o f Calmar, when 
they ihook off the haughty yoke o f 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 diffolution o f  the 
unions o f  Arragon with Caftile and Spain, o f  
Pifa with Florence. Recal to mind in i?o8 
when D uke Albert oppreffed the then inconfi- 
derable Canton o f  S w itz , it revolted, and was 
the firft o f the Cantons that afferted its liberty, 
and that afterwards gave the name o f  Switzer
land to the country.— L ook to a later period,

f  Robertfon ’ s Charles V .  vol. 3. 4 7 0 .

j: T h e  cruel D u k e  o f  A l v a  was repulfed at A lk m a e r__

that very  place that witneiTed the w eak capitulation and d e

feat o f  m iniíleúal vifionary fpeculations. —  I do not defpair, that 

veryfoon  they w ill  be again defeated by the Com m ons o f  Ire 

land— and peace reftored to this country by the final abandon

ment o f  U nion, which defeat muit give pleafure to every 

friend o f  Ireland.
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to the revolt of the people o f Tranfylvania 
Moldavia, and Wallachia from the Turks.—  
N ow  penetrate into claffic 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 our own
times, behold the ftate of Venice rifing at the 
bottom of the Adriatic Gulf, raifing itfelf to 
greatnefs from the humble origin of fea-weed 
and a few fiihermens’ cots— and behold her in
dignantly lhaking off the yoke of Padua, when 
that ftate attempted to reftricl her in her com
m e r c e . — Witnefs too the Corficans under the 
b r a v e  Paoli, ihaking off “ the infupportable 
yoke of Genoefe tyranny and ilavery.” — Look 
to Naples— look to Æ gypt— the recent m- 
ftance of America is freih in the remembrance 
of all, I ihall not dwell on it— are not thefe 
inftances from antient and modern hiitory, 
Britons fufficient to teach you the impolicy and 
infecurity of Union ! If not, I will bring it
m o r e  h o m e . - L o o k ,  I e n t r e a t  you, to the pe

riod when your I i h n d  was u n d e r  the y o k e  

of Rome— let it n o t  be c a l le d  f r e e d o m ,  for 
forced by the love of c o n q u e f t  a n d  t h e  d e f i r e

y T h e  firft o f  thefe countries is at prefent under the Crown 

o f  Hungary, and the latter principalities now acknowledge 

the fupremacy o f  the Ottoman Porte.



o f  wealth,* the Romans were induced to 
invade your country under the emperors Clau
dius Nero and Dom itian, but they were not 
long in pofleffion, until your brave anceftors 
indignantly repelled Rom an ilavery, and final- 
ly  ihook it oft under Honorius the emperor o f  
the W e ft .f  A re not thefe inftances fufficient? 
— furely they hold forth a warning to mini- 
fters and a prudential maxim to the rulers o f  
the world ? It was by force Roman ufurpation 
was upheld, when that was withdrawn the 
periihable fabric crumbled into duft, not leav
ing « a w reck behind,”  and- fuch will ever 
prove the ultimate fate o f  opprellion.

O f  all the arguments that have been 
adopted by the fupporters o f  Union, I fhall

*  G ibbon , the celebrated hiftorian, in his D e c l in e  and 

F a ll  o f  the R om an E m pire, mentions that exclu iive  o f  the 

contiguity o f  Britain to  G a u l ,  the Rom ans w ere attrafled 

and induced through avarice, at the pleafing though doubtful 

intelligence o f  the P earl F ifh ery , to invade B ritain, w h ich

he corroborates by quotations from Suetonius and T acitu s.__

T h e  minifter too has long thrown an ardent and wiihful e y e  

at this country, in order to gratify his avarice by obtaining the 

invaluable pearl “  R ich er  than all his tribe,”  and the bright- 

eit too in the In ili  diadem, <c the right and power o f  the 

people taxing ihtrnfelvet in a reft dent Parliam ent”

f  1 he independence o f  B rita in , See. was foon confirmed 

by H o  norms himfeli.—  G ibbon, vol. v. p. 3 3 7 .

g  , only
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only conlider a few , the tw o  moft fpecious 

and prominent, are the pretences, that, 

“  U nion will in future, reilore harmony to 
the country, put down rebellion and clofe up 

the inlet to the enemies o f  the Em pire.” —  

the fécond, “  that the Legiilature o f  the tw o  

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.” — T o  the firft I reply, that 

however plaufible it may appear at firft view, 

it is only problematical, not certain— we k n o w  
it had not that effect on Wales, which was 
U nited to the Engliih in the n t h  o f E dw ard 
the Firft— fo far from giving harmony to the 
W elfh, or preventing rebellion, t hey rofe 

in arms under their leader Griffin Loitis, in 

the reign o f  Edward the Second, and again 
in the reign o f  Henry the Fourth, under Owen 

Glendower,— and w ith 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 . 17 15 , they rebelled, and again in 1745.—  
A n d  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 characters o f Irifh

blood ;

j
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blood ; the effects o f  it in this country, are 
ftill apparent to this day in the defolation of 
cailles, palaces, and towns, the monuments 
o f  oppreffion !— Mr. Pitt then and pad expe
rience are at variance— much as has been laid 
o f  the late rebellion, much o f the late in- 
vafion, the Union as endangering the connec
tion is more to be apprehended— with ref- 
p e d  to Union cloiing up the inlet to the 
enemies o f  the Empire, common fenfe revolts 
at the pofition— hear what a great and able 
ftatefman (Sir Francis Bacon) has faid on the 
fubject, he confefTed, “  that by the annexation 
“  o f  Scotland to England, Scotland was ihut 
cc up, and by that means Ireland, by the conve- 
cc nient fituation o f  the W eft o f  Scotland 
“  towards the N orth o f  Ireland, where the 
“  Sore was.” * I muft here obferve, that it 
ftrikes me, an Union would unavoidably create 
jealoufy between the countries— the fufpicion 
o f  the treachery o f  the Reprefentatives on the 
part o f  the eleftors fand juftly too)— the dif- 
cord and diftruft between thofe who profefs to 
vote for the Union, and thofe who are againft

*  Speech o f  S ir  Francis B acon  in the Com m ons o f  E n g 

land, 1 6 4 1 .

it
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it. W ou ld  this fufpicion cheriih confidence, 

or this difcord call forth harm ony ?

Blejfed Revolution that creates 

D ivid ed  hearts, United States !

Whoever yet an U nion fa w 9 

O f Kingdoms without Faith or L a w  P*

I come now  to coniider the fécond fpecious 
argument “  that the countries through their 
ieperate legiflatures might iiappen 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 ihewed an un

bounded confidence in England, and mani- 
fefted her cordiality towards her, by throw 

ing unreftriiled, unlimited power into the 
hands, o f  the common regent o f  both coun
tries, and yet Ireland is now infultingly told 

that from this circumftance, ihe may happen 
to differ, (which i f  we are to judge from pail 
experience, proves the contrary,) in future, 
from England— we are averfe exclaim the 
population o f Ireland, to a Legiilative Union, 
— “  W hat you contemptible Colony”  (exclaims

*  Verfes o f  D ea n  Sw ift on the S cotch  U nion.

the
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the minifter, retreating behind his armed le- 
gion,) cc you barbarous, uncivilized ftate dare 
“  you refufe ?— it is a meafure I deiire, no 
cc party cabal, no temporary clamour, no lofs 
“  o f  popularity, nothing fhort o f  the laft ex- 
<c tremity ihali prevent me to accomplifli it, 
16 and all the remainder o f  my life ihall be de- 
“  voted to effect it.” — like Drawcanfir in the 
Rehearfal— “  and all this I can do, becaufe 1
“  dare!”

1 :
Sic ju leo , f i c  voJo Jîet pro rationc voluntas

But to return, fo long fince as the period, 
when the prefent illuftrious family were invi
ted to the throne o f  England, Ireland recog
nized them by a folemn act diftinct from Eng
land, w h y  was not this objeclion, o f  the coun
tries differing in opinion, then urged as a caufe 
for U nion,— but no, W illiam  III. was a Pa
triot, and would not overturn, what he had 
fworn to defend.— This proves in corrobora
tion o f  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

*  M r. P itt ,  fpeaking o f  the Iriih R e g e n c y ,  fays, “  fuch 

an a i l  would have been politically and prafticalJy the caufe

‘ ‘ of
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faliity 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 Iriih Parlia
ment (which they never have done) pafs fome 
vote, contradictory to the interefts of Great 
Britain, or the connexion between the coun
tries— this cannot be pafled into law, without 
the Royal Aflfent, or the crown may exert the 
royal prerogative of proroguing or diffolving 
the Parliament fo acting.— Thus I truft the 
abfurdity of the objection is pointed out. 
But to confider this queftion of c reparation 
enfuing from the countries differing in opini
on’ in a more enlarged point of view.—-It is 
for the prefent affumed that the Union has

«  o f  difcord and feparation, and muil have impaired the fe- 

“  enrity o f  the E m p ire/ ’— and yet the R ight Honourable 

Gentleman, with all his fubtlety, anfwers himfelf— fpeaking 

a  little further on in the fame flowing fpeech, o f  the commer

cial advantages Ireland at prefent enjoys, he fays, “  their 

“  exigence fo r  a moment is almoft in every branch, dependant 

ic upon the generous difcretion o f  the Legiilature o f  G reat 

“  Britain,” — for an inftant now prefuming that feparation was 

to be apprehended, would not this dépendance on that generous 

difcretion! added to felf-intereíl, prove an antidote and pre

vent the tremenduous effeft o f  thofe ilate bugbears, u  R e 

gency and Separation ?”

[ 46 ]
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irrevocably paíTed ! Suppofe then fome future 
Monarch to appoint his fon viceroy or k in g  
o f  Ireland, as was the cafe o f  the fécond Henry 
w ho conftituted his fon John, king o f  Ireland; 
i f  the perfon fo appointed ihould aim at the de- 
pofition o f  the ruling monarch o f  England, 
where is there any longer an Iriih Parliament to  
check fuch an attempt, or as they have done 
before now , (although a foreign force backed by 
James the fécond was in this io u n try ,)  to pre- 
ferve the connexion between the countries ; 
would this fecure the unity o f  the empire, and 
prevent reparation ? 6 O  yes!’ exclaim the fup- 
porters o f  Union, it would prevent the tw o 
countries differing on the queftion o f  Regen
c y 5!!!! So long then as Ireland is bleffed w ith 
a feparate and reiident Legiflature, w e may 
confidently pronounce, this cannot be appre
hended, and it is through the medium o f  
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 paffed into law, 
the Parliament o f  Ireland had the great and 
unbounded power, without the king's being con- 
fulted , ( rege inconfulto9J  to enact laws, &c. 
if  during that memorable and eventful period,

# - when



when Richard duke of Y ork , was lieutenant 
o f  Ireland, armed with royal power, &c. 
(and who had a title to the crown o f England,) 
at the time that the Y o rk  and Lancaftrian fac
tors nearly rent England in twain— and yet 
the Iriih 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 o f 
England ! if  I fay the Parliament armed with 
fuch powers, when it was unnecejfary to obtain 
the king's confent to any afl, and yet they did 
not feparate from England, how is it poifible, 
when the prefent Iriih Parliament has no fuch 
power, and no law can be enacted without the 

fanftion of the common fovereign of the two coun
tries ; how is it poffible I repeat for the Parlia
ments o f  the two countries to differ, or how 
can their unity be endangered ?— there are two 
other arguments that have much been infilled 
on, 'and ignorantly held forth by the partizans 
o f  Union, namely, “  that the two Legiflatures 
o f Great Britain and Ireland may happen to 
differ on the point o f 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 fiâtes, prin

ces,

/
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ces, k c .” — But how ignorant are they o f the 
laws açd conftitution who aflume fo frivolous 
and fuch weak pretences— that great luminary 
o f  the law and o f the conftitution, Judge 
Blaekftone, exprefsly declares, that “  the 
king has the foie prerogative o f  making war 
or peace.” — It is true the Britiih Houfe o f  
Commons has the power o f impeaching the 
minifter “  for improper or inglorious conduct 
in beginning, conducting, or concluding a 
national war,” — but beyond this, the Britifh 
has no more power, than the Iriih Houfe o f 
Çpmmons, that power o f  making peace or 
war, being exprefsly “  the foie prerogative”  
ô f  the fovereign,— and with refpeft to making 
leagues, treaties, k c . with foreign powers, 
the Parliament of Great Britain has no more 
power than the Parliament of Ireland, for the 
fame learned judge moft exprefsly and unequi
vocally recognizes, “  the k in g ’s prerogative to 
make treaties, leagues and alliances with fo- 
reign ftates and princes ; and it is by the law 
o f  Nations, effential to the goodnefs o f  a league, 
that it be made by the fovereign power, a n d  

T H E N  I T  IS B INDI NG UPON T H E  WHOLE COM

M U N I T Y  ; and in England, the fovereign pow
er, quoad hoc, is. velted in the perfon o f the 
k in g ; ”  how then is it poffible for the Parlia-

h  ments



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 affert, that the Britiih and Iriih Parliaments 
may differ, becaufe the countries are iflands 
in juxta pofition, and not one continent Î 
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 
Iriih people. While on the fubject o f  thofe 
pitiful fubterfuges that are reforted to, in or
der to cover the enormity of this forced Union, 
there are a few more I ihall confider ; I wiih 
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- 
cuffion and explicitnefs will admit of.

Some have vociferated, as if  they held forth 
the Gorgons head while they expreffed it, 
“  That two legiilatures under one monarchy 
were as abfurd as having two heads.” — I will 
not queflion that thofe who ftart the obje&ion 
have heads, but I will lament with the fox in 
the fable, that it is “  pity they want brains !”

How



H o w  ignorant too muft they be o f  that conftitu- 
tion they are fo ftudious to overturn, elfe they 
would kn ow  that it is compofed o f  three 
eiiates, (or to fpeak in the farrago o f  their 
jargon, conflits o f  three heads,) fo thofe Union 
philofophers o f  the eighteenth century, who 
Hand forth the champions o f  unity of power 
and confolidation o f empire, and enforce 
the neceflity of the overthrow o f  the Irifh 
conflitution of 17 82$ would equally ar
gue for the demolition o f  the conflitution o f 
England : for their tw o Houfes o f  Lords and 
Commons, may as well differ on a regency 
queftion, as ours did from theirs ; and if  from 
this difference o f  opinion in regency, &c. &c. 
a neceflity o f unity and confolidation arifes, it 
proves this, that you fhould at once deflroy 
the legiflatures o f both kingdoms, erect a def- 
potifm one *and indivifible, and let the will of 
the prince be your rule o f afrion, “  habet legis 
vigorem ! ”  See then the abfurdity a doctrine 
fo abfurd leads to. But it may be replied, 
6C all this granted, ftill things cannot go on as 
“  they have done latterly, martial law cannot 
56 always continue, and without the untried 
<c project, Union, the connexion between the 

countries is imperfect !”  No doubt things 
cannot go on for ever as they have done, (it is

h 2 \  v replied^
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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 neccflity 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 a perfect Union by the incor
poration of the Britiih and Iriih legiilatures) 
if  with the prefent free and friendly connexion 
o f the people, the identity 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 ftill enforced by bri
bery, and carried by fraud and violence, prove 
but an additional fliinulus to invafion, and 
hold out the flag of invitation to fome modern 
“  deliverer of Europe ?”  if  this is admitted, 
and it cannot be denied ; this allperfed Union, 
inftead of clofing up “  the fore”  would open 
a wide inlet to the enemies of thefe kingdoms, 
r—But it may be further urged againft me, 
“  Ireland, in cafe of Union, will become part 
of Britain, and no country was ever known to 
opprefs itfelf.” — My anfwer is this, that phy- 

 ̂ fically
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iically fpeaking Ireland, never was, nor ever 
can be part of Great Britain, (unlefs an earth- 
quake or fome convulfion o f  nature throw up 
an ifthmus between the countries) but ilill we 
are firmly annexed already, and form a very 

important part o f  the Britilh empire, and that 
no reafon can exift for forcing the Union on 
us now , that would not neceflarily afterward» 
continue to render that oppreihon permanent Î 
But to exemplify the falfity o f the pofition 
“  that a country never oppreifed a part o f  it
felf,”  Cork is a prefent infiance, a recent proof 
of the inftability and the weaknefs o f  the po. 
fition ; although cheered by the blejjed confola- 
lion, that a Union would ruin Dublin, yet as 
if  it was to follow hence as a necefiary confe- 
quence, that Cork from this calamity was to be 
benefited ! it weakly and fooliihly addreiTed 
for Union, although that mercantile city knew 
a Union to be ruinous to the kingdom at large! 
and defiructive to Dublin ; yet becaufe it was 
told “  it would be advantageous to it” — adopt
ed it, and fuch will ever be the narrow, illi-

I 9

beral policy o f  i'elf and fordid intereit.— What 
then can you expect from England in cafe of 
Union— can you look for her preferment o f 
your interefts, ihould merchandize or profit 
come in collifion r— Can you expect more—

could

ê
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could you expect Iefs, but that like Cork, “  the 
bone of your bone, and fleih of your fleih,”  
that ihe ihould prefer herfelf. So much for 
the truth of that pofition, “  that a country 
never opprefl’ed itfelf.’1— But the Union depu
ties “  ftrongly armed”  in patriotic virtue, will 
iffue forth to the conflict— I doubt not the 
valour of Iriihmen ; but in this cafe I ihoutd 
not only fufpect their ftrength but their virtue; 
From the experience of the influence of go
vernment in the laft fefiion (I am fully juftified 
in this obfervation) obtaining fo many to vote 
for a Union, which they were inftrucled was the 
with 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 
in a Houfe of Commons of the empire, not only by 
previous electioneering and minijierial convic
tion, but by how much inferior in number the 
Iriih deputies, by fo much the greater mini- 
fterial fuccefs,— W hy then ihould we be un- 
juilly deprived of our conftitution— the peo
ple of England well know the advantage of 
their conftitution, they are 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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— w h y then deprive us o f  our only 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 n o w  by arms attempts to force 
Ireland to Union ! W h y  ufe the unworthy arts 
o f  artifice and fraud to Ireland, why ihall that 
minifter fay to this country, your adjuftment is 
final, and Proteus like in 1799, aflert 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 o f  the paft and final 
“  adjuftment in 1782, I have recanted in 1799. 
“  Martial law ihall compel Ireland to call for 
“  Union as terms o f capitulation and mercy!!! 
“  there ihall be one fyftem o f  government for 
“  Ireland and another for us, until I frighten 
“  and force that kingdom to a Union ! !”

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

from



from fuch a fituation, and approach to im
provement and civilization, their laws necef- 
farily increafe in progreflive proportion— than 
this nothing can be more obvious, as agricul
ture, navigation, commerce, inventions, arts, 
fciences, luxury, &c. increafe, a neceflity will 
arife of new regulations and new laws— then 
let me aik, would it not be the extreme, the 
very acme of folly for Ireland, an infant ftate, 
progreffively improving, rapidly, as the moil 
zealous advocate for her welfare could wifli, 
to give up the right of making laws, at the pe
riod of all others, when the greateft neceffity 
exiils for the enacting them ? The humbleit 
comprehenfion can onîy anfwer in the nega
tive.— No, never ! as time advances, fo ihould 
the oppofition of Iriihmen encreafe.— What
ever arguments were perfuafive in 1782 for 
re-afferting our conftitution and againft Union, 
apply now with fifty fold force. Whatever re
pugnance you had lait year to Union, ihould be 

three fold now— and year after year ihould en
creafe that difinclination, and leave pure and 
undiminiihed, your Jupport cf your feparate and 
refident legiflature. Here let it be examined, the 
powers, arguments, itrength, numbers, and 
influence of thofe who are advocates for the 
Union, and the refources we are poifefled of

who
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who fupport the conftitution o f  1782, glori- 
oufly obtained by a G rattan! we have paît 
experience and prefent enjoyment on our part, 
o f  the indifpenfible neceffity o f a refident 
Parliament. 1 hey hold forth a vague theory 
o f  improbabilities and idle fpeculation as to 
future times. W e have the majority and the 
hearts o f  the nation, (fave only a few feduced, 
terrified, and bribed.) They have the ill wilt 
o f  an influenced minority, who would equally 
fupport any meafure however deiiru&ive to 
Ireland. W e have force o f  experience, argu
ment, and o f  reafon-7-they, fpecious pretences, 
illufory jargon, blandiihing fubterfugcs, and 
the foice o f  terror and o f power. W e have 
the prayers o f all, the fecret hopes, and anxi
ous wiihes for our fuccefs, even o f thoiè who 
have deferted their country. They have the 
execration o f  all— even o f thofe very wretches 
their prodigality feeds— and whofe penitential 
tears, as they fall on their daily bread, while 
they call on Heaven for our fuccefs— curfe the 
authors of their apoftacy and their infamy ! 
Defpair not then people o f Ireland, our caufe 
is good, it is that o f  our country— we will
fucceed ! The meafure o f  Union will fail_it
will crumble into atoms before a nation deter
mined to fupport its freedom and a feparate Ie- 
giflature.

i But
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But I hailen to the confideration o f fuch 
other arguments as may be objected to me. 
Perhaps, here may be urged, the example o f 
“  all the countries that have united other dates 
to them, that it was the policy o f antient 
Rome, &c. and why ihould not England then 
adopt a ftmilar policy ?”  In anfwcr to the firft,
1 íhall obferve, I well know many empires 
added ilates, colonics, &c. through Union, but 
that none of them deprived the fubordinate or leffer 
Jiate fo uniting of their confiitution or Parliament, 
(precedents of which truths I ihall hereafter 
adduce. But that if  the greater ftate has de
prived the leffer of her conftitution, that ftate 
has revolted and ihaken off fuch tyranny, 
(which has been already proved) and that with 
refpecl to antient Rome, although fome affeft 
to fay, “  ihe fent liberty to the ilates fhe 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 ihe was not

V
in poffeifion of to bcftow on one, but a gene-* 
ral participation of flavery the mijlrefs of the 
globe «dealt out to a conquered world. And 
here let me aik that nation that fo unconccrn- 
ccUy looks on at our meditated fubjection, 
how ihe would have relifhed the removal of 
the feat of government and her Parliament

to
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to the capital o f Normandy, (Caen) when 
William D uke o f that Province was her fove
reign ?— H ow  would the free born . fpirit of 
England have beat, had the treaty of Troyes 
been carried into effect, which was that France 
and England would be for ever united under 
Henry V.? France being the larger country and 
more populous, how and with what patience 
would you have borne the idea o f the feat of 
government being removed to Paris, and your 
Parliament modelled to the old regimen o f  the 
French ! I know  how you would have felt 
and how you would have acted— then feel for  
us, for be affured, certain as darknefs fucceeds 
the light o f  the day, that your liberties are irre
vocably gone i f  a Union is pail.

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

* Hume’s England.
your
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your Parliament to Madrid, had Mary I. Eng
land, the queen of Philip the Spaniih monarch 
united your country to Spain ? I confefs in 
however an alarming a point of view, and 
however feriouily an Union is to be appre
hended and rejeóted ; 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 fpeciacle to behold the nuptials o f two 

fifter countries ? 1 he Olympic games or gym- 
naftic exercifes of Rome in her dotage, 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 
m e lo d y the gala barges of the London alder
men, floating between the ftreights o f Portpa- 
trick and Donaghadee. The nobleffe of each 
ifland, the London and Dublin corporations to 
meet, half feas over, to witnefs the portentous 
nuptials ! while the premier of England, his 
brow with ivy crowned, Ihould prefide as high 
prieft at the nuptial confummation of this 
« happy, happy, happy pair/’ Zerxes laihing 
the fea, Cleopatra failing down the Cydnus in 
her decorated galley, or the Adriatic engulph- 
ing the bridal ring, would fall fhort when

compared

I



[ 6 i ]

compared to this raree-ihew, this new-fangled 
amphibious exhibition !

But I may be told it is ufelefs to argue againit 
it— vain to attempt to oppofe Union ; and I 
may be directed to look at the unalterable de
termination, the power, weight, and influ
ence o f  governm ent; 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 
object o f  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 itrong yet fallible auxilia
ry  to defpotifm, an overgrown (landing army Î 
The Pretorian bands have executed RomanEm- 
perors, and elevated monarchs from the pri
vate ranks o f the foldiery; they fold the Roman 
Empire,* and were the caufe o f its decline- 
The military have before now given a fovereign 
to Imperial Ruffia,f they dethroned a king o f

*  T h e  Pretorian Bands fold the E m pire to D id iu s  Julianus, 

A .  D .  19 3 -— Gibbon.

f  Catharine I .  who was the wife o f  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 it if 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 fpecious and 
frivolous are all thde 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 
“  vigilance over the rights of the people, than in 
“  times of danger from foreign enemies, for the 
“  public in general, are then fo much engroffed by 
“  the dangers from 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- 
“  lefs they retain fuch a fliare of internal free- 
“  dom, as renders a country, worth the defend- 
“  ing.” — How true, and how prophetic, how 
eagle fighted into futurity ? I will prefently 
prove from authorities, ancient and modern, 
that the various nations that have united other

*  Moore’s V iew  of Society and Manners, vol. 3. p. 55.

ihtes
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ftates to them, have invariably permitted them 
to retain their feparate conftitutions, w h y 
then wreft our conftitution from us ; the only 
inftances you can point out where countries 
ieparated, where when caufed by the oppref- 
iion o f the mother country, or the defeat o f  
their people not being naturalized : but thefe 
apply not to us, pathetically exclaims, Ire
land ! ' / ■ : 1

-------Q u id  me preferre patiqtie,

indignum cages P

W h y  do you force this unneceffary indigni
ty oa me— our Union with England is perfect 
and complete, who ever is king o f  England, 

is de jure &  de fafto, king o f  Ireland.— W hat 
more can be defired— do you think that the 
alienation o f  the affections o f the people, by 
Union, would more firmly eitabliih it? O 
weak and miftaken ftatefmen indeed, wereV *
you to fuppofe it !

\

I now come to cônfider, i f  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 conftitution o f the ftates united been

adopted
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adopted by the ftate that united them— I am 
aware the enquiry will prove a barren and dry 

fubjeft, but it is effential and indifpenfible.—  
Alexander the lord of the Grecian Empire, 
allowed the Jews the exercife of their religious 
cuftoms, and conftitution in Paleiline— 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 poffeffion 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 Theodoíius II. 
Likewife when the Kingdoms of Navarre and 
Arragon were united to the crown of Caftile, 
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 I. it was 
exprefsly provided, that they ihould retain 
their cuftoms, laws, and conftitutions ; and 
yet the minifter has the prefumption to fay, 
“  your Union is not perfect, I demand the 
Iriih conftitution, you did not aik my confent 
for your conftitution of 1782, I was not then 
minifter, therefore I demand the furrender of

* Gibbon, vol. V . p. 343.

it,
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it, as a preliminary ratification o f  a projeft 
that I am enamoured w ith .” — The next in- 
flance I ihall prefent, is the Union o f  Poland 
and Lithuania in 1386, under one monarch, 
when it was ftipulated, that one and the fame 
perfon ihould be the fovereign o f  both, with 
the provifo, that the Lithuanians ihould ftill 
retain their ow n laws and cuiloms ; and that 
no appeal Jhould be from the Dutchy to the king
dom ; and further , that each ihould exprefsly 
retain its fupreme fenate.— When Philip II. king 
o f  Spain, demanded the crown o f  Portugal, 
through right o f  fucceffion, amongft the arti
cles concluded on in the ratification, it was ex
prefsly ftated, that “  no Parliament or trea
ty  o f  ftate, concerning Portugal, ihould be 
holden out o f  that kingdom and further 
fome o f  the mercantile part was even more
favourable to Portugal, than to Spain._
W hen Normandy was annexed to the crown 
o f  France under Lewis X. that D utchy was 
allowed to retain all its ancient cuftoms, laws, 
privileges, &c. in corroboration o f the above 
facts, the treaty of Troyes will perhaps come 
more home than any o f  the other authorities 
cited.— This has been before mentioned in 
thefe confiderations— but here it is neceffary 
to obferve, that ftill by the Union then agreed

k  upon,



upon, it  was ftipulated, “  that all the rights, 

“  privileges, dignities, and liberties, and 

“  that the Parliam ent o f  France w as never- 

«  thelefs to  rem ain, although u n ited  to  

“  En glan d.”  B u t  I haften to difpatch thefë 

authorities— W h e n  B rittan y  was united  to  

F rance, the Bretons ftill retained their A p 

pellant J u jifd id io n  and their Parliam ent ; even 

in the fubjugated R o m an  E m pire, they are a l

low ed  their feparate fov'ereignty’s and diets. 

A n d  alfo in defpotic Spain, feveral o f  the va

rious m onarchies, and principalities that com- 

pofe it, are allowed their o w n  cortes or diets ; 

and in the fame m anner, the Saxons, B a v a 

rians, &c. in G e rm a n y . L ik e w ife , lo o k  to 

republican, modern France, from  w hofe e x 

ample we are told b y  au th ority , mimfters 

h ave borrow ed  the plan o f  confolidation.— B u t 

has France annulled the feparate affembly, or 

Parliament o f  Batavia ? N o , that republic has 

her feparate lcgiilature although united to  

France— the latter country ju ftly  conceiving 

(in this refpect) has not thought it a neceffary 

preliminary to  deprive the Hollanders o f  a 

feparate and diftinft legiflature,— they ftill 

retain their diftinct republic, and retaining, 

have, (as the m ajority o f  the people o f  Ire

land hitherto have done,) when invaded, op- 

Dofed the enemies o f  the parent ftate. B u t

[ 66 ]
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had they been deprived o f  a refident legifla- 
ture, “  it needs no ghoil”  to tell it, they 
would like the Americans, have availed them- 
fèlves o f  foreign afliilance and for ever have 

fhaken off a yoke tyrannical and opprejjive !  it then 
it be lawful to be inftructed by an enemy, (and 
a reputed fecretorial pamphlet fays it is3) let 
not Great Britain or England, which ever term 
ihe is vaineft of, copy the oppreffion of a neigh
bour and an enemy; if  ihe does copy, let not 
the type refemble the tyrannical, while ihe 
forgets the only unexceptionable part o f the 
example*

Thus do thefe various precedents, ancient 
and modern, hold out an example to the licen
tious minifter o f  1800, that the wifdom o f  
his forefathers (w ho had at leaft not lefs than 
he has) as well as recent example prove, it 
was neither thought neceifary, right, or juft, 
to overthrow the liberties and conftitutions o f  
nations* of whom they wiihed to make friends, 
and only to retain them, united to them in the 
bonds of amity9 n o t  t h o s e  o f  t e r r o r ,  f o r c e ,  

or c o r r u p t i o n  ! the laft word, makes me 
paufe with horror,— yes, alas ! I do remember 
that even in Ireland, there are a clafs o f 
heings falling under this general bead, with

k 2 whom
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whom I will fay a word ;— ye placemen, yc 
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 ihall fink to the level of 
original obfcurityj and thofe fituations, 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 Britiih fatraps, and long 
the needy expectants of the Union obligarchy : 
then you will find you have been the filly dupes 
o f an ambitious faction, endeavouring on the 
fmoking ruins of a country they will have 
deitroyed, to raife themfelves to confequence ; 
feeking titles, feats, &c, in the imperial Par
liament, as the rewards of their perfidy—  
thus become the felf-inftruments of your def- 
truction, difcarded from office, anddefpifed; 
your fervices will be unrequired and unnecef- 
fary— for the bafe act would then be com
mitted, which you long have been expe&ed

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

riod

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

But to return from this long digreííion, the 
example of paft ages and recent experience, 
uncontradiclibly prove, that a conilitution is 
much eafier deilroyed than rebuilt ; how 
firange that in an innovating age, a revolu
tionary æra, the miniiler ihould force, with 
fuch perfeverance and bigotry, his enilav- 
ing Union on the Iriih 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 oppreffed and indignaAt 
country would then be vainly and ineffectual
ly heard— too late, for they would be treafon- 
able, and the commiferating tear of the Iriih 
Have muft be referved for the pillow or the 
clofet ! I now come to the confederation of a 
country whofe fate, I truft, we ihall never fuf- 
fer, although many of the fatal circumilances 
that enflaved that ilate, too nearly affimilate 
thofe bafe attempts that have been made on 
the freedom and conilitution of our 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 o f  this infamous ftate fwindling, in Coxe 's  

T ravels— undef the head Poland.

[ 10 ]
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marched into the Poliih territories, under the 
fpecions pretence o f  thefe magnanimous courts 
being deeply intereiled in the pacification of 
Poland, and the re-eftablifhment o f tranquili
ty ;  (the very pretence, the difinterejled Union 
advocates now hold forth as a mafque for 
their anxiety for that deep laid project) 
another pretence too for the introduction o f 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 haplcfs Poland, 
foon partitioned by the three allied fovcreigns, 
çeafed to be a nation ! Thus proving the fatal 
effects o f internal faction and difcord. Thofe 
anarchical diltractions from within, and more 
efpecially the unhappy irreligious difienlions 
between the Poliih Difîidents and Poliih Ca
tholics, was one of the primary caufes o f her 
reduction to a province, had long marked her 
out as weak and vulnerable, and upheld her 
an objeót o f  eafy 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, unblufhing bribery, with paracidal front, 
impudently frowning, italked over the victim 
of immolation ! Notwithftanding bribery, un

reduced
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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 lo w er houfe or affembly of the nuntios, 
“  but one fingle vote 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 
A thenians, when led on by Leonidas, 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 Britifli minifter, and it was 
not his intereft to terminate, however it might 
have been his inclination to have encouraged and 
fomented them: the feafon 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 neceffity 
for a military reinforcement was effentially 
done away, every tide brought in troops, am- 
munition, &c. but the enigma on the enfuing 
feflion was lhortly unriddled by the fpeech from

*  See C o x  on the partition o f  Poland, &c.
the
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the throne, when Union was at lad difclofed 
to the Parliament !— I know that in the Am e
rican war, this country was left to protect it- 
felf, when it was nobly defended by the illuitri- 
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 itfeîf ! “  re
paration, regency,55 as pretences for thisoppref-' 
live Union were not then held forth to de-  ̂
ceive and entrap a brave and patriotic nation. 
A t  the latter period alluded to, Mr. Pitt had 
not, as he has now the power to play off one 
part o f  the nation, or one kingdom againil the 
other ; he could not then deceive you as now, 
he attempts by holding forth golden viiions 
to both countries ; England he allures will be 

reimburfed the expences of a long and calami
tous war, b y  this fy f ie m  oi finance, & c. tax
ing the Iriili after Union, ad libitum, and to 
the merchants of Cork and W a te r fo rd  he af

iures, an Union will open the commerce of 
the world, they are to become the emporiums 
o f the empire, in exclufion even o f London, 
Briftol, and Liverpool ! ! ! !— while the p rem ier 

infidioufjy whifpers the merchants, traders, 

and m an ufacturers of E n g la n d , “  M a k e  not 

“  yourfelves uneafy or d ifco n te n te d , thofe
l  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 vifions 
“  of blifs ihe never can enjoy. The Union 
“  accompliihed, fear not !— you ever have been 
“  and are my firit confideration— be not then 
“  under any apprehenfions— if commercial ad- 
“  vantages are promifed, or even conceded to 
“  Ireland, be not alarmed, the inftant the 
« Union obtained, before Ireland could enjoy

the advantages held out, (and ihe cannot 
“  enjoy more than ihe has at prefent). Send 
“  petitions from all the different manufactur- 
“  ing towns, &c. to the Commons Houfe of 
“  the empire, (if there ihould 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 Britiih members againft the 
“  deputies of the lriih province.”

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 
circumitauce of time, conüitution, &c.) was 
in a great degree brought about by means

of
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o f the population o f Scotland, unhappily differ
ing in religion, which fo weakened Scotland 
by the diffenfions, jealoufies, attendant there
on, that the nation was unable to refill col
lectively, what individually they difapproved 
and detefted, Union !— this in corroboration 
oi the example of Poland proves the imperious 
neceffity of unanimity in a ftate. If t h e  p e o -  

p l e  o f  I r e l a n d  w e r e  u n a n î m o u s ,  t h e i r

V O I C E  MUST PR OVE D E C I S I V E .  N o  M INIS TER  

H O W E V E R  H A R D Y ,  OR HOWEVER P O W E R F U L ,  

D A R E  OPPOSE T H E  W IL L  OF FIVE M I L L I O N S  OF

p e o p l e .

Before I conclude this topic, I will be per
mitted to obferve, that at this very moment 
the miniiter is playing off his old game o f 
“  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 
o f  the articles of Union prefented to the 
Britiih Houfe o f Commons in January laft ? In 
one part (refolution v.) he obferves, the church 
o f Ireland, &c. is to remain as at prefent by 
law eftablifhed, and yet in another place he 
promifes as a kind of bribe in futuro, that they 
are in a few centuries to become a great people ! 
— from forfooth the pofiibility o f the fourth

l  2 or
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or fifth generation being emancipated ! ! ?—  
What is this but faying to the Proteftant, “  I 
“  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 paffion, and 
“  very poffibly, if  yQU forbear, in another 
“  king’s reign when a few centuries {hall have
“  paft ,  AS I R E A L L Y  D O  NOT KNOW W H A T  RE- 

“  LIGION *  THERE OUGHT TO BE IN IRELAND,

“  when I lhall 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 reflexion, that fome of your 

gieat, great, grand children are enjoying 
“  that emancipation in the Imperial Parlia- 

ment, to which the Britiih Parliamentary 
left Oaths, of Supremacy and Abjuration, 

“  and the King’s Coronation Oath are a bar ;

T h e  word» o f  Mr. Pitt, in his never to be forgotten 

fpeech in February laft, printed in Dublin by his Majefty’s 

punter, and gratuitoujly diitribnted through all the counties, 

cities, towns, and hamlets in the kingdom, for the foie purpoft, 
no doubt, o f taming the wild Irijh  !
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“  but wherewith I deceived, betrayed, and 
“  cajoled you ! ! ! !”  oh were ever falfehood, 
deceit, flattery, and duplicity fo combined, fo 
apparent, or fo audacious ?

Monjlrum nulla vlrlule rtihmplum.

H ow , allow me to aik, can you rely, or- 
after an Union conceive that your inclina- 
tion, much lefs your intereft, will he attend
ed to by the Britiih Parliament, that very 
Parliament that on the 12th February, 1779, 
although it was inftruâed of the determined 
antipathy and decided oppofition o f the people 
o f  Ireland, and c f  their repreibntatives again ft 
Union, yet ftill perfeverçd and went thereon 
into a committee, which was carried againft 
the people o f Ireland by a majority o f one 
hundred and twelve ! Can you expect lefs 
than you have experienced antecedent to the 
Union ? A  majority againft you !

After this difclofure o f  treachery, what pal- 
lation have the Union terrorifts now ? do they 
think with imperial Cæfar “  that if  good faith 

and juflice are to be violated, let tLem be 
“  violated for the glory o f conqueft, and o f  
“  empire/* W icked and malignant affump- 
tion !— but reft aflured 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 Scottiih Union, and com
mits, in limine, a breach of her plighted faith, 
folemnly eftablifhed by the king, the Houfes 
of Lords and Commons, in both countries, 
jn , y g 2.— Can Ireland then be fo loft to reafon, 
reflection, or common fenfe, as to credit the 
foolifh affertion that this proffered violation o f  
honour, on the part of England, is done to 
ferve Ireland ? oh ! too credulous, and eafily 
duped nation— No— no— latei 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 bloodihed, it muit be per
petuated— that a Union, compleated under 
the aufpices of 100,000 bayonets, while 
it reflects indelible difgrace on the ftate en

forcing
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forcing it, cannot prove permanent, but will 
neceffarily carry with it, filence not acqui- 
efcence, terror not conviction. It behoves 
you then, vigilantly, nay inceflantly to watch 
over your conilitution— for the bafe project 

may be brought forward, and the unwary blow 
may be (truck, when it was unforefeen and 

unexpected.

As you love your country, never fuiFer it 
to be .enflaved— inculcate thefe maxims into 
the youthful ideas o f your children, and let 
them be handed down to porterity; place 
Carthage fallen by internal bafenefs and cor- 
ruption ; Poland deftroyed by bribery, fraud, 
and force o f arms ; Switzerland by ungene
rous conqueft and thirft o f Empire ; before 
their virtuous minds : and let thefe melancholy 
inilances o f  the abufe of power, o f  human 
perfidy and injuftice, {land forth to the pre
fent and to future ages, the laft awful moments 
o f 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— let no confideration 
induce you by wilful perjury to abandon that 
conilitution, that you have fworn on the al
tars of your country, to defend— reject and 
refill an Union— accede not to terms— any

terms
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terms are bafe— all terms axe bafe— they arc 
infamous— they are diihonourable— they are 
unjuil— you cannot accede to them ! let not 
then the example of apoftacy corrupt you, if  
in the cauie of their country any can prove 
apoilates ! let not intreaty— the bonds of love, 
relation, or friendihip induce you— power, 
controu!— 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 conjunction have no right— > 
the majority of the Iriih people, no right—  
even that all the people of Ireland have no 
right to enact Union or bind themfelves, 
much lefs poilerity ! it is your duty to 
oppofe it— you owe it to your anceflors, from 
whom you received your conftitution, ( “  the 
price of fo much blood”  J pure and undimi- 
niihed !— you owe it to your country, to whom 
you are accountable— to yourielves, who have 
but a life intereil in it— to your children for 
whom you are the guardians of it— to poile
rity for whom you are the truflees— and to 
your God, from whom you received your 
l ib e r t ie s ,  w h i c h  y o u  c a n  n e i t h e r  a b a n d o n

NOR RELINQUISH !

E D.


