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P R I N T E R

J  h a v e  feen a pamphlet, purporting to be w rit

ten on the U nion, and publiihed in the name o f  

the Earl o f Clare. T h e  fpeech o f  the Noble 

Earlv delivered in the H oufe o f Lords, I have 

nothing to fay to, but a publication is not a 

fpeech, and though it be the w ork o f  a member o f  

Parliament, has no privilege. W hether his Lord- 

ihip be the author, I have no authority, fave 

the aifumption o f the publication, to affirm ; 

but the pamphlet contains againil feveral, w ith 

w hom  I have atted, charges, the m oil diredt, 

and againil m yfelf, for the laft 20 years, charges 

the leail qualified and infinuations, the m oil 

deep. W hat is yet worfe it tends to lower

the
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the character o f the Country, and to tarniih the 

hrighteft paflages o f her hiftory, as well as the me

mories o f the perfons concerned in thofe tran- 

fadlions. M atter fo various and comprehenfive, 

could not be regularly difcufled in any debate that 

has come or is likely to come before the Houfe 

o f Commons: in the interval o f bufinefs, I there

fore refort to the only method o f defence, the 

Prefs.

H . G R A T T A N .

M r .  G r a t t a n  wil l  take no notice o f  any A n f w c r ,  ex

cept one coming from the A u th or  o f  the Pamphlet.
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A N

A N S W E R ,

&c .  &c«

Ü F  the w o r k  w h ic h  it is propofcd to anfw er  nearly  one 

third is the co m m o n  place o f  Irifh H i f to r y  : m u ch  o f  abridg

m ent, m u c h  o f  mifreprefentation, no n ew  difcovery, no n e w  

remark \ the termini or landmarks o f  hiftoric k n ow led ge ,  re

main precife ly  as they  w ere ,  in their old fober ftation. W h a t  

w a s  long k n o w n  before  b y  m an y  m en,  by  m any w o m e n ,  and 

b y  m a n y  children, the co m p en d iu m  o f  the itudies o f  y o u r  

childhood, this pamphlet  reports to you ,  for  the am ufem ent 

o f  your  age ,  w i th o u t  any other  novelty,  fave that o f  mif

reprefentation. T h e  idea is to make your  hiftory  a ca lum n y 

aga in i l  y o ur  ancei lors  in order to disfranchife  your  pofterity: 

the  execution is w ith o u t  the tem per  o f  a com m entator  or the 

k n o w le d g e  o f  an hiftorian.

W e  wil l  be g in  w i t h  this perform ance,  at the Iriih parlia

m e n t  o f  James i f t .  T h e  author is n o w  within  187 years o f

his
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his fubjeft .  Ireland, fays he, had no parliamentary conftitu- 

tion "till that time. H e re  his pages orriy deferve attention, 

in order to vindicate the lineage of  our liberties againil  

Hander. T h i s  ftatement is a tradu dion  of  the inheritance o f  

the realm, a ca lum n y againil  her antiquities and a falfifica- 

tion o f  her title. L o r d  Coke,  the judges o f  England, the 

records o f  Ireland, the modus tenendi parliamentum, the 

ftatute-book, the extent o f  a d s  o f  Parliament before the 

reign o f  James throughout the realm, and the a f t  o f  annex

ation among others, anfwer  him : from all thofe you find that 

Ireland had a Parliament from the beginning, and that the 

legiflature was not o f  the Pale,  but o f  the nation. *

T h e  boldnefs o f  this afiertion is rendered the more 

remarkable by the diftinguiihed feeblenefs o f  its reafoning. 

T h e  pamphlet attempts to prove that to be true in argu

ment w hich  is falfe in f a f t ,  and its argument is, that 

James i d  generalized Iriih reprefentation, by  forty  pri

vate boroughs, that is, that he rendered reprefentation 

general,  by making it particular. It teaches you to think, 

that it was James inftead o f  Eliz .  w ho created the 17 Coun

ties, and not the 40 boroughs, by him e r e â e d  to counteract 

that county reprefentation, in order to pack a Parliament; 

a traffic which this work feems difpofed to admire.'  It con

ceives that the legiflature was not general, becaufe the re- 

feprefentation was not fo; it ihould have faid, that the le- 

giilature being general,  the reprefentation ought to be fo. 

It  difcovers tw o  ideas o f  a n ew  and extraordinary nature on 

this fubjeft  that Parliament— is confined by the bounds o f  

reprefentation, and that national reprefentation is extended

by

* See the fpeech of the late fecretaty of State, M r. Hutchinfon, on the 
iubjedt of parliamentary reform, in the parliamantary debates x>f 93. It is a 

complete anfwer to the pamphlet on this part of the fubjelt. Sec extradl 
from it at the end.



by the création o f  private boroughs:  and for this paradoxical 

idea of  Parliament, and this paradoxical idea o f  reprefenta- 

tion, it offers you nothing like extent o f  erudition, or 

force o f  imagination : the art o f  modern w ar  fays the 

pamphlet,  is to traduce the houfe o f  Stewart;  the art o f  mo

dern court loyalty,  it might have added, is to praife the 

principle o f  the Stew art  and to plant it in the H o u fe  o f  H a 

nover.

T h e  pamphlet now comes to its o w n  times, and it is to 

be remarked, that as it dwelt  on the pail with  all the fury 

and prejudices o f  the prefent time, fo it expatiates on the 

prefent, w ith  as m u ch  error and mistake, as i f  it were  treat

in g  o f  the remoteft antiquity. It dates  the adjuftment o f  82, 

to be defcribed by its author as follows : <( that it emanated 

tf from the armed convention aflembled at D u n gan n o n ,  w as

approved at county meetings o f  the people,  armed and 

“  unarmed, and was fan& ioned and regiftered by the Iriih 

“  Parliament N o  fuch thing, nor any thing like it, did 

its author fay, nor fuggeft ,  nor hint *, and this ftatement o f  

the pamphlet is not inifreprefentation, nor mifinterpretation, 

but  palpable invention, did not the pamphlet aiTume 

the name o f  a ju dic ia l  cha\*a£ter, I would  fay,  d o w n 

right  fabrication -, I  re fpett  and admire the meeting 

at  D u n g a n n o n ,  but  the fubjects o f  82 did not emanate 

from thence -, tw o  years before were they difcufied in P a r 

l iament, they were difcufled on the 19th o f  A p r i l ,  1780, on 

a  motion made b y  myfelf ,  and in the courfe o f  that feflion^ 

and o f  the next  feflion, repeatedly and f u l l y ;  they were 

adopted by different counties, and various difcriptions o f  

m en ,  and they finally paiTed the Parliament. S u c h  is the 

hiftory*, the pamphlet  falfifiesthe hi ilory,  to blemiih a great 

tranfaft ion,  and attributes that fallifiçation to me in order 

to blemiíh an individual.
W e



W e  fol low the w o r k  where  it wil l  be perhaps more fortu

nate. It o b je & s  on the queftion o f  the claim o f  right to the 

declarations o f  the V olunteers ,  their chara&er n o w ,  it feems, 

it  profefles to admire; their c o n d u â  however (this was 

the moft leading part o f  the con d utt ,  o f  the old Volunteers ,)  

it  condemns; the inconfiftency o f  fetting up a character,  and 

putting down a c o n d u ft ,  is glaring, but in a work pregnant 

w i th  every thing w h i c h  is exceptionable,  hardly deferves 

aiotice. But wi l l  any man ferioufly fay,  that thofe bodies 

ihould not have come forward at that time with refolutions 

in favour o f  a claim o f  right ? does any man mean to affirm 

that w e  could have eftablifhed that claim without them ? 

I f  fo, he is a miftater o f  the truth. Does  3ny man mean to fay, 

that the claim did not deferve to be eftabliihed ? i f  fo, he is a 

Have; and in neither cafe does he deferve an anfwer. T o  

have countenanced refolutions effential to the eftabliihment 

o f  your  conftitution, and to have oppofed any further inter- 

’’ fereirce, w hen that conftitution was eftabiiihed, was the 

duty and the pride o f  them by  whom the bufinefs o f  82 was 

c o n d u & e d . ' B y  the firft ftep they procured the conilitution; 

b y  the fécond, they faved the government;  and in both they 

deferved well  o f  their country, and are placed far above the 

reach o f  the author o f  this little performance, its little cen- 

fure or its little praife. W e  thought that at that time, as in 

the period o f  tnagna charta, armed men might make declar 

rations to recover liberty,  and having recovered it, w e  

thought they fecured their glory as well  as their freedom, 

by retiring to cultivate thebleffings o f  peace.

T h e  pamphlet has further o b jeâ ion s  ; it condemns the 

expedition with which the claim o f  right was eftabliihed, it 

calls for difcuffion, and,delay-— to do what ? to debate w h e 

ther the Erigliíh Parliament had a righi to make laws for

Ireland
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Ireland ; whether  the privy councils in both countries ihould 

alter your bills, or whether  the mutiny bill ihould be perpe

tual ? why, for the t w o  preceding years, thefe f u b j e â s  had 

been, and little other than thefe fubjeits  had been,  debated. 

T h e  pamphlet has proved to you, however,  the neceflity o f  

expedition, by  its argument  for delay *, for it explains to 

you, that w e  w e re  to delay the queftion, in order to fell it, 

that is, in order to diminifh, c log, and condition your claim 

o f  right : you were  to delay, the pamphlet explains, in order 

to preferve to the Parliament o f  England, over this country, 

a (hare o f  Jegiflative power,  and the pamphlet adminiflers 

additional arguments againft its p roje f t  o f  delay, by {hewing 

you, that the viceroy o f  that time was intriguing againil  

your favourite meafures,  and it gives you ftill further argu

ments againil  delay, by fugge f l in g  that there were certain 

gentlemen at that time, w ho w ould  not with  their l ives 

have fupported their liberties -, it might have added, nor w ith  

their votes : p erfe& ly  well  do w e  underftand the author ; and 

this pamphlet might  have added, w ith  peculiar authority,  

that there were  certain y o u n g  gentlemen at that time, ready 

to barter honour for office, and liberty for chains. It was 

therefore, we did not l i i len to the idea o f  delay ; we did not 

chufe to fet up the inheritance o f  the people o f  Ireland to 

au£tion;  w e  were  applied to for delay, and w e  refufcd i t ;  

w e  thought  the 16th o f  A pri l  was the day o f  the Irifh Nation, 

and w e  w e re  determined not to ileep, until laying our heads 

on the pil low, w e  could fay,  this day Ireland has obtained 
a vi£lory.

S eeing  then, that the confiitution was eftabliihed without  

delay, or barter, or a u & io n ,  the pamphlet does not defpair, 

it has a cure,  viz.  corruption ; it does not indeed fet forth 

corruption in words,  but it does amply and broadly in idea.

B  T U
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T h e  cxprtflions nre thefe:  cc the1 only fecurîty for  national 

u  concurrence is a permanent and commanding influence o f  

44 the Englilh  executive,  or rather Englifli cabinet in the 

“  councils o f  Ireland.”  B y  councils o f  Ireland it means, 

and profeflcs to mean, nothing lefs than the Parliament, fee 

page 45. H ere  is the neceflary fubftitute, it feems, for the 

Britii li  Parl iam ent— here is the half  million— here is the de

pendency o f  the lriil i Parliament avowed as a principle ; here 

breaks out o f  the taint and fere o f  that unfortunate fyftem, 

whoferanknefsthe pamphlet feemsto have deeply inhaled,and 

w ith  wliofe political incenfe it  now deigns to regale our nof- 

trils and its own ; here is acknowledged the truth o f  the 

complaint o f  the oppofition, namely, that the Britiih minif- 

ter fome years after the fettlement o f  1782,  wiihed, through 

Ills agents here, to filch back our Conftitution o f  1782, fo 

honourably and nobly obtained, and to refume by fraud 

w h at  had been obtained by treaty. In vain {hall a minifter 

com e forth in founding words, fuch as national concurrence 

or national connexion, and wrap himfelf  up in the thread

bare coat o f  zeal for empire, to ftab his country to the heart ; 

fuch arguments are not to be anfwered but punifhed, and 

when any man iliall avow that he has no idea of  governing 

in this country without rendering her Parliament by the 

means o f  influence, perfectly dependent on Great  Britain, 

he avows not his profligacy only,  but his incapacity alfo. 

Su ch  a miniiter could not govern without  corruption -, he 

could not govern with it \ he might indeed begin by attempts 

to pack a Parliament, but he will  conclude by an attempt 

to abolifh the legiflature.

T o  return to the pamphlet. O n  the fubje£t o f  the claim o f  

right, the author feems to have three parental ideas ; Firft,  

T h a t  the Volunteers  fhould have made no declaration on 

the fubjeci : Secondly,  T h a t  the queftion fliould have been

left



left  open to delay : and T h ird ly ,  T h a t  the Britifh cabinet 

fhould fucceed to the D o w e r  o f  the Britiih Parliament. B y* J
the firft plan the conilitution had been loft, by the fécond 

fold, and by the third corrupted. W e  follow the pam phlet;  

it dates,  that the adjuilment  o f  1782 was defçribed by the 

author o f  it as follows ; then he introduces a defcription 

w h ich  certainly was given by its author, but w h ich  was not 

a defcription o f  the adjuilment  o f  the parliament o f  1782, 

but  o f  a parliament that fat 187 years ago, and w h ich  was* 

aflembled by James I. in the year o f  our L o r d  1613 ,  

H e re  again is that o f  which  w e  have fo often reafon 

to complain in this work invention ; true it is, that 

the boroughs created by James I. have had their effett  

on poilerity,  and true it is, that ihofe boroughs continue to 

fend members to parliament ; fo far the parliament o f  1782 

and o f  1 6 1 3  had a fimilitude ; but  it is not true that the 

parliament o f  1782 was a packed parliament like that o f  1613  ; 

it is not true that the reprefentatives o f  the boroughs w e re  

either attornies clerks or the fervants o f  the Caftle as in 1 6 1 3 ;  

nor is it true that the boroughs o f  1782 refembled thofe 

created by James in 16 13  ; and fo far the tw o parliaments 

have no fimilitude. M r .  Burke, fpeaking to me o f  fome 

country that had profpered under a conditution confid ing 

o f  three edates,  but eftates defectively formed, obferved, 

“  that it was o f  the nature o f  a conilitution fo formed as 

ours, however c lumfy the conilituent  parts, w hen fet together 

ina£ l ion ,  ultimately to £̂1 w e l l , ”  f o o f  that in queition. T h e  

boroughs, in a courfe o f  time, ceafed to be under the in

fluence o f  the king, and the conilitution took root in the 

people ; the cro w n  became dependant for fupply on the 

parliament, and the parliament by the oftennial bill, be

came more intimately connefted  with  the country ; but 

h owever  altered, depurated, and naturalized, this borough

fyi lem
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fyi lem was an evil ftill ; in 1613 it was corruption— in 

1800 it may be U n i o n ,  T h e  author of  the pamphlet  has 

not thought  m uch on thefe fubjefts  -, ’ tis aftonilhing h o w  

ih allow is that little performance ; it charges my defcription 

o f  the parliament o f  1 6 1 3 ,  as m y defcription of  the parlia

ment o f  1782— that is, it makes a falfe inference, on its 

falfe inference,  it makes a falfe comparifon, and the folly 

o f  its own inference and the fallacioufnefs o f  its own com

parifon, it attributes to another perfon. W e  follow the 

w o rk .  It affirms that the rivals o f  M r .  Flood had agreed in 

1 7 8 2 to fupport a draft o f  a clandcftine bill or treaty for im

perial  legiflation which the pamphlet defcribes, and adds that 

they facrificed to flimfy and corrupt popularity the peace o f  

ages, & c .  & c .  H e re  are tw o aiTertions which I do affirm 

publicly,and in the m od  unqualified manner contain not one 

fyllable, or tittle, or ihadow o f  fadl ; the tw o  ailertions are 

v/holely and moil  abfolutely deilitute o f  foundation. T h e  

author o f  the pamphlet is called upon to fupport them—  

he has accefs to the D u k e  o f  Portland, to many o f  the 

cabinet o f  82, in both countries, and to the official and 

the un-official agents o f  that time.

W e  have feen with what liberality the pamphlet ailerts, we 

will  now fee with what ceconomy it reafons, and certainly its 

falter in f a d  mufl prejudice its authority in logic. It denies 

the fett lementof 82 to have been final; the words o f  the fettle- 

ment  are as follows : “  His  Majefty  recommends it to take 

into confideration the difcontents and jealoufies prevailing 

in Ireland, in order to come to fuch a fin a l  adjuflment as 

may give mutual fatisfa£lion to both kingdoms” — See 

his MefTage to the refpedlive Parliaments.— Parliament 

declares, “  that no body o f  men whatever has any right

to

✓



to make laws for Ireland, Cave only the K i n g ,  Lords,  and 

Com m ons thereof,  that this is the birth-right o f  the 

people in which the eilence o f  their l iberty exiits,  and 

w h ic h  w e  cannot furrendei but with our lives” — See Addrefs 

o f  the Iriih C o m m o n s  itfth o f  Apri l .— "  H is  A la jc i ly  Tias 

recommended the fubje<a to his Parliaments o f  both k ing

doms, truiling that their wifdom will  recommend meaCures 

3S may terminate in a fin a l adjuftment” — See his M ajei ly  s

anfw er._“  the Britifh legiilature has concurred in a refolu-

tion to remove the caufes o f  your difcontents and jealoufies

_the intention o f  the king, and willingnefs o f  the Britifh

Parliament come unaccompanied with  any Jlipulation or con- 

Jition whatever.9'— See the D u k e  o f  Port land’s fpeech, 27th

M a y __“  W e  conceive the refolution for  an unqualified,

unconditional repeal o f  the 6th o f  G e o .  I. to be a meafure 

o f  juftice and wifdom , w orthy  o f  the Britiih Parliament, 

and furniihing a perpetual pledge o f  mutual a m i t y -  

gratified in thefe particulars, vo confiitutional quejiion 

w ill exiji between the tw o countries to interrupt their har

m on y” — See Iriih C om m ons A n f w e r  27th  M a y . — u  W e  re

joice that the name o f  Portland will be handed down as 

blended w ith  a fu ll  and perfcB  eftabliihment o f  the conftitu- 

tion o f  Ireland” — See C o m m o n s  Addrefs  to his Excel lency 

fame day.— “  H is  M a jef ty  aflures his C om m ons o f  his affec

tionate acceptance o f  their acknowledgments o f  his M a -  

je f t y ’s and the Britiih Parl iament’s attention to their repre 

Tentation, and w h ich  they fo ju ft ly  confider as furniihing a 

perpetual pledge o f  mutual amity.— T h e  declaration that 

no conftiiutional quejiion between the tw o nations will  any 

longer exii l  that can interrupt their harmony,  are very 

pleating to h im ” — See the K i n g ’s A n f w e r  to Iriih Addrefs  o f  

27th  M a y .— “  W e  have feen this great national arrangement 

eiUbliihed on abafis  w h ich  fecures the tranquility o f  Ireland,

and
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a n d unites the affertions as well  as the întererts o f  both 

kingdoms” — See Com m ons Addrefs  at the clofe o f  the feiTion 

o f  1782, » Convince the people o f  your feveral counties that 

the tw o kingdoms are n o w  infeparably one, indiifolublv con-

nerted in unity o f  conftitution and unity o f  intereil_that

every juft  caufe o f  jealoufy  is removed— that the tw nations 

have pledged their faith, and their beft fecurity will  be an 

adherence to that compart .”  See the fécond fpeech o f  the 

L o r d  Lieutenant at the clofe o f  the feffiort and the ad- 
ju ft  ment.

Here  is the record ; the pamphlet  propofes to do away 

the force o f  record by the force o f  intrigue, and to fet 

up a private correfpondence o f  the then Lord  Lieutr- 

nant agami! a public art. It produces an intrigue carried 

on with  a v iew  to clog the fettlement, as fufficient not 

to condition or interpret, but to over-hawl and overfet it ; 

— it docs not make the covenant conclufive on the infin- 

cerity o f  the V icero y ,  but the infincerity o f  the V iceroy  

conclufive againft the c o v e n a n t - a s  i f  it were poffible 

to conftrue aw ay the obligation o f  a deed o f  truft by a 

private proteft o f  the truftee, or as i f  treaties between 

tw o  nations were to be fet afide by the private letter o f  the 

Envoy.  It goes further, it gives the private intrigue an ex

tent which the intrigue itfelf  never a f f e r t e d - i t  makes the 

torrefpor.dence, containing a wiih pending the adjuftment 

and before its conclufion, to condition the Irifh claim o f  

i.'ghr, tantamount to a public proteft purporting to render 

it final in nothing— T h e  pamphlet Hates, “  T h a t  all the 

“  parties looked on the adjuftment o f  1782 as leading 

“  to a future political treaty.” _ W o u l d  any one believe, 

would any one conceivc that the alledged author o f  that 

pamphlet fhould be ignorant o f  the parties to that treaty, 

íhat he iliould not know they were the K in g  and the re-

fpeûive
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fpective Parliaments o f  the tw o countries ; and that they 

were  not, as he imagines, the individuals concerned in 

bringing that treaty to a conclufion?

B u t  the author is ignorant o f  the fentiments o f  thofe in

dividuals, as w el l  as o f  the nature of  the treaty. T h u s  

M r .  Fox's  fentiments the pamphlet has mifreprefented ; he 

has declared that he wifhed to make the beil  terms he 

could for G re a t  Britain j b u t a s  Ireland would not condi

tion her  independence, he gave up the fécond propofition. 

I t  has miftated the lentiments o f  General  F itzpatr ick  ; he 

declares that he was totally ignorant o f  the difpatch o f  the 

D u k e  o f  Port land, and that he had at the very time allured 

the Irifh Parl iament, in the name o f  the G ove rn m en t  which 

he then reprefented, that no farther meafure was intended. 

H e  has miilated M r .  G rattan ’s fentiments,  w ho publickly 

declares that every part o f  the aflertion, as far as relates to 

h im, is totally unfounded^ without  a ihadow o f  colour or 

pretence ; and calls on the author to fupport his aflertions- 

B u t  I think I could quote another authority againft this 

pamphlet ; it is another pamphlet  in the name o f  the fame 

author publiihed in 1 7 9 8 ;  wrhich charges the people o f  

Ireland and the oppofition w ith  a breach o f  faith in agitating 

certain political and commercial queftions, after the king

dom had come to a final fettlement w ith  England,  “  A  

“  fettlement fo complete and fat isfa&ory as to render a 

“  revival o f  political or conftitutional controverses  utterly 

“  impoll'iblc.”

T h a t  pamphlet accordingly quotes the addrefs o f  1782 j 

declaring that all conftitutional queilions between the tw o  

countries fliould ceafe,  and it extends the word cotiflitnti- 

otial to mean all commercial queítions *, and it extends the 

.words between the two nations to mean queftions between 

the aamwjiation and the country. T h i s  interpretation by

the
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the pamphlet o f  1798, was as extravagant as the opppofttc 

interpretation by the pamphlet o f  1800, in the name o f  the 

fame author. T h e  author is there made to difler from 

M r .  Pitt ,  and to fay that the adjuftment went to every 

thing ; the r utlior is here made to differ from himfelf, which 

is m uch lefs furprifing, and to fay that the adjuftment ex

tended to nothing. B u t  here I m u d  obferve, that it is the 

argument only that is inconfiftent, the fentiment is perfect

ly  uniform \ it advanced covenant againft national redrefs, 

and it n o w  advances the wil l  o f  the minifter againft cove

nant. T h u s  has this pamphlet on the fubjeit  o f  a national 

treaty, expatiated with  extraordinary vchemence and confi

dence without knowing its purport, without knowing w ho 

were  the parties, without know ing w ho fhould he the par

ties, without knowing what were the fentiments o f  the par

ties ; in d ireft  contradi£tion to the fentiments o f  the prin

cipal agents, and to the fpoken, written and printed opini

on o f  the alledged author o f  the publication.

W e  follow the work \ having denied a covenant which did 

exifi:, it fabricates a covenant which  never had any exift- 

ence whatfoever -, it afferts, page 47 ,  that an alliance offcn- 

five and defenfive, was formed by certain parties in both 

countries to play the independence o f  Ireland againfl their 

antagonifts ; 2dly, it aflirms the principal obje£t o f  that al

liance to be, to guard againfl any fettlement which might 

cut off  the fources o f  jealoufy and difcontent between the 

tw o  nations. I do aver in the moil  folemn, public and un

qualified manner, that there is not the leaft foundation, co

lour or pretence for either o f  thofe affertions ; and it is with 

great pain I feel m yfelf  forced to declare, that they are ab- 

folutely and wholly  deftitute o f  any foundation, in faét or 

in truth ; I refer to thefe f a d s —

Jmme-
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Immediate ly  after the fett lement o f  178 2,  the E ngli ih  

part o f  this pretended alliance w e n t  into oppofition ; the 

]riih part o f  this pretended alliance, till 1 7 8 5 ,  fupported 

the government, and fome o f  them, for  years after ; the 

Englifh  part o f  this pretended alliance oppofed the F ren ch  

treaty ; the Iriih part fupported it ; fome o f  the Erigliih part 

o f  this pretended alliance oppofed the war, the Iriih part 

fupported it. H e re  then is a publick proof  o f  the fal fehood 

o f  the firít pofition. \\ e are furniihed with  further means 

o f  falfifying the fécond.

T h e  original propofitions that pafled the Irifh Parl iament in 

1 785, were  that very fettlement w hich  the pamphlet defcribes; 

that is, a fettlement purporting to cut o f f  the fources o f  any 

remaining difcontents and jealoufies between the tw o  nati

ons, and they had our w a r m e d  fupport.  S o  that the pam 

phlet has been fo indifcreet and ill advifed as to advance 

and affirm tw o  criminal charges pofitively and publickly,  

having, within  the reach o f  its author ’s knowledge, certain 

rafts,  proving the falfehood o f  thofe very  charges,  at the 

very time they w ere  fo injudicioufly advanced.

T h e  author is called upon to fupport them ; he m ull  have 

accefs to the D u k e  o f  Port land, to M r .  P e lh am , and to many 

o f  thofe w ho muft have been parties in this pretended alli

ance. T h e y  are not our friends, they are his.

T h e  w o rk  proceeds to ftate, but not to ftate fairly or 

fully,  the propofitions ; and I cannot but again obferve, 

that thefe frequent miftakes in fa£t m u d  create a preju

dice againft its logic. The beft w a y  o f  anfw ering mifre- 

prefentation is by  reciting the fa£t. T h e  original ten 

propofitions were formed w ith  the confent o f  the Britiih 

cabinet ; they were the w o r k  (at lead the firft nine) as I

C  underftand
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urulerftand o f  a gentleman o f  this country, and they (hewed 

in their ability and their com p afs ;  the hand o f  a mafter. 

A  tenth was added, w h ich  ftipulated for revenue to be given 

bv this country  to G reat  Britain-, that io th  was altered in 

the cabinet in Ireland and divided into tw o refolutions, the 

i ft declaring that no Irifli revenue fhould be given to E n g 

land until all Iriih charges were previoufly fatisfied > the 2d, 

that the Iriih revenue fhould be raifed to the Irifh expences. 

T h e  Irifh miniftry took the n ew  revenue and the Englifh 

Parl iament altered the original propofition. Pending thefe 

alterations, fome members o f  our houfe fpoke on the fub- 

jc a ,  and pledged themfelves that they fhould on the return 

o f  the proport ions give them oppofition in cafe they 'hould 

be altered even in an iota. I r e c o l k a  M r.  Fofter  fpeaking 

to that point, he did not fo pledge himfelf,  but I perfef t ly  

r e c o i le d  that the then attorneygeneral  did; the pamphlet has 

given reafons for the incor.ftancy of  his fentiments,  give me 

leave to juft i fy  the uniformity o f  mine. T h e  bill founded 

on the altered propofitions departed from the original ones 

in the fol lowing particulars : it ftipulated f o r  a perpetual re

venue bill it-ftipulated in certain leading and effential mat

ters for a covenant o f  referential legiflation, it included in 

that covenant four articles o f  American commerce, it ftipu- 

lated for the reduction o f  ot>r duties o f  prote&ion on cotton 

among others, and it gave us nothing in fubftance but the 

re-export trade which we have gctten without it. T o  the 

public it is fuftkient  to  fay fo much, to the pamphlet it \s un- 

neceflary to fay any thing ; but when that pamphlet calls op

pofition to thofe altered propofitions a breach with England 

and a facvifice o f  the common intereft on the altar of fa£hon, 

the author ihould be reminded, that the perfon whofe name 

it a flumes had pledged himfelf  to oppofe thofe altered pro

pofitions -, that is, according to the pamphlet, to caufe that

breach with  England and to make that facrifice on the altar
o f



o f  f a â i o n  ; and alfo that a great part o f  the prefent cabi

net o f  England did actual ly execute what the pamphlet calls 

a breach with E ngland,  and facrificed the common intereft 

on the altar o f  f a i l i o n — Lord  Auckland,  the D u k e  o f  P o r t 

land and m oil  o f  his connexions. But  w e  (land in need o f  

no authorities *, did w e,  I ihould quote M r .  D en is  D a l y ,  the 

then m ui ler  m ailer ,  w h o  declared he could not fupport the 

altered proportions. T h e ' t r u th  is, the oppofition to the bill 

w h ic h  comprehended them, was no breach with England, 

h o w eve r  there might indeed mix  in the debate an offenfive 

difpofition to contrail  the tw o  nations ; but we m u i l  always 

diil inguiih between the nature o f  the queftion itfelf  and the 

craft o f  theexpe£lant  flattering the court o f  England by re

viling his o w n  country  for his private advantage.

W e  fol low the pamphlet  to the regency, and here its 

charge againi l  the country  is not her c o n d u it  but her power.  

T h e  pamphlet  reprobates the right o f  Ireland to choofe a 

regent ; n o w ,  ihe is not refponfible for the right but the exer- 

cife o f  it, and w e  have ih e w n th a t  {he exercifed that right for 

the prefervation o f  the monarchy, and the c o n n e x i o n .  T h e  

pamphlet ilates the p o w e r  o f  choice to be tantamount to a 

p ow e r  of  feparation \ but  w h o  gave that power ? it was the 

la w  ; and w h o  difplayed that power ? the minifter \ it was 

he w h o  ilated that the tw o  houfes o f  Parl iament in cafe o f  

regal incapacity could fupply the deficiency exa£lly as they 

thought proper,  w h e n  a fervant o f  G ove rn m en t  here main

tained that the houfes o f  the Britiih Parl iament could do 

more, and could provide for the deficiency in Ireland as w e l l  

as in E ngland,  that is to fay,  could republicanize  both 

countries. H e  did not make our fitnation better,  nor give 

any great  fecuri ty to the monarchy or the cohftitution.

*5
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T h e  pamphlet aflerts, that i f  the proceedings o f  our P a r 

liament could have any eiTeft, w e  were feparated for  fome 

weeks from England. N o w  i f  we were feparated for an 

hour,  it was not by^the proceedings o f  Parliament, that is 

to fay, by  the addrefs to the P rince ,  which never had effeft ,  

but by  the indifpofition o f  his M ajeity ,  which  had efFett, and 

w h ic h  alone had efFeil to fufpend the royal funft io n  and o f  

courfe the only  connedling power o f  the two countries.

T h e  pamphlet having confounded the proceedings o f  Par** 

liament with  caufes w h ich  Parl iament found but did not 

produjce, proceeds to a grofs mifreprefentation o f  concomi

tant circumftances.  It charges on the Parliament the crime 

o f  expedition, but it does not date the caufe o f  it -, one caufe 

was the fedition o f  the Iriih miniiler ;— that miniftry appre

hended difmiiTal and were form ing an oppofition. T h e  then 

reprefentative o f  M a jef ty  in Ireland was fuppofed to be e m 

ployed at that time in canvafling for a party againit the fu

ture G o ve rn m en t  with  the king’ s commiflion in his pocket. 

T h u s  his R o y a l  Highnefs  would have been a regent  in chains 

with  a court in mutiny.

T h e  pamphlet charges the commons at that time with 

d i fre fped  to the king, marked by the limitation o f  the fupply. 

T h e  fa£l is true, but it is not true as the pamphlet ftates 

it— the commons abridged the grant o f  the fupply becaufe 

the K in g ’ s miniiler in Ireland could not be trufted, 

and he could not be truiled for the following reafons 

becaufe he had declared he would make certain members o f  

Parliament vi£lims of  their votes, becaufe he had cenfured 

the Parliament and the Parliament had cenfured him, and 

becaufe one o f  his fervants had pronounced in Parliament 

the neceffity o f  reforting to the rankeft corruption. It was 

for thefe reafons that Parliament did not think proper to 

truíl  either with the revenues of  the country.
T h e



T h e  pamphlet aflerts, that the Iriih Parliament proceeded 

without  a tittle o f  evidence ; it is not the fact .  '1 he pamph

let,  indeed, acknowledges  that its qw n charge is not true, by 

making another,  namely,  that  the H oufe  o f  C o m m o n s  did 

not attend to the evidence. H ere  it is as deficient in candour 

as before in fa£t -, the cafe was, that the report o f  the phi- 

fician regarding the ilate o f  his Majefty  s health, had ap

peared before in every paper ; it was a fubjeft  too intereiling 

and too melancholy not to be perfe£tly know n,  and was rejid 

in the H o u fe ,  pro forma. O n  this part o f  the fu b je f t ,  the 

pamphlet is, in an eminent degree, indecorous and licenci- 

ous, w hen it fpeaks o f  the H o u fe  o f  C o m m o n s  ; nor is it 

lefs fo when it fpeaks o f  the perfons concerned in the pro

ceedings o f  that t ime, as o f  a fet o f  men w h o  had accom- 

pliihed a breach between G r e a t  Britain and Ireland, and had 

committed (I think the words o f  the charge are), enormities, 

T h e  perfons guilty o f  thofe enotmities were  fome of  the prc- 

fent fervants o f  the crow n ,  a majority o f  tw o H oufes  o f  

Parl iament, feveral biihops, a great part o f  the prefent ca

binet o f  England, the D u k e  o f  Part land and his party,  L o rd  

Spencer,  w h o  was to have been L ord  Lieutenant,  and M r .  

P e lh am , w h o  was to have been his Secretary— were it not 

prefumptious,  I might afcend m uch  higher.

A n  alliance to play againft E ngland the independency o f  

Ireland, whofe  bafis was to prevent meafures o f  concord—  

a breach made betw een  the tw o  countries in 85, and n o w  

their enormities in the addrefs on the regency, are charges 

againft the D u k e  o f  Port land’ s party very  unfounded and 

very  puerile,  but made with  great boldnefs by the author, 

w h o  feems to enjoy a genius for crimination, w h ic h  in its 

extent and extravagance, becomes harmlefs. T h e  phamplet 

charges on that period m uch indecorum. I do lament it.
«  Y o u
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“  Y o u  have fet up a little king o f  your o w n ,  faid a princi

pal fervant o f  the crown, fpeaking to the H o u f e  o f  C o m 

mons,  and talking o f  his Prince with the vulgar familiarity 

w ith  which  one ilave would  falute his fel low.’ ’ “  H a l f  a 

“  million or more was expended fome years ago, to break 

“  an oppofition, the fame or a greater fum may be neceffary 

“  n o w ” ; fo faid the principal fervant o f  the crown. T h e  

H o u fe  heard him, I  heard him, he faid it Handing on his legs 

to an aftonifhed H o u fe ,  and an indignant nation, and he 

faid fo in the m o d  extenfi?e fenfe o f  bribery and corrup

tion. T h e  threat was proceeded on, the peerage was fold, the 

caitiffs o f  corruption were  every where, in the lobby, in the 

ftreet, on the fteps, and at the door o f  every parliamentary 

leader whofe  threiholds were worn by the members o f  the 

then adminiftration, offering titles to fome, amnefty to others, 

and corruption to all. H e n ce  arofe the difcontents o f  which 

the pamphlet complains— againft fuch proceedings, and the 

profligate avowal o f  fuch proceedings, againft the confe- 

quences that fo l lowed— they were many and bloody, w e  did 

then, and w e  beg n ow  to enter once more our folemn pro- 
teft.

C ould  that nation, w ho had refufed to obey the legifla- 

tive power o f  the Britiih Parliament, who had armed for 

her defence and her freedom, w h o  had recovered her trade, 

reinftated her conftitution, and acquired a great, and it (hall 

not be my fault, i f  it be not an immortal name— could they 

w h o  had taken a part for that nation, in all her glorious ac- 

qùifuions— could the nation or fuch men, could both, for

get themfelves, and fupport a rank inftrument o f  power, and 

become its little tomrade,  and its copander in its dirty doings, 

in the fale o f  the peerage, confpiracies againft Parliament, 

and its vile and vulgar abufe o f  the people.

i8

A  pamphlet



A  pamphlet o f  98, publiihed in the name o f  the fame 

author, is pleafed to mention, that the experiment o f  con

ciliation had been fully and abundantly tried, and it parti

cularly inftances, the acknowledgement of  our Parl iamentary  

conftitution— it was an experiment,  magnanimous on the 

part o f  G reat  Britain, and her then minifter, and w e  ought 

to take this public opportunity,  o f  making acknow ledge

ments to both, but  w e  m u d  lament, that their noble pur-  

pofes w e re  counteracted, and their wife  experiment be

trayed by a calamitous afcendency in the Irifh Cabinet,  

from 89 o f  the above councils,  at once fervile and infolent 

w h o  had oppofed the eftabliihment o f  the Irifli C onft i tu-  

tion, and fcarce were they placed in power,  w h e n  they 

planned its overthrow ,  fet up a counter experiment,  or 

confpiracy, to undo w h at  England thought  (lie had recog

nized, and Ireland thought  ihe had fecured, that very  parli

amentary  conil itution, our bond o f  connexion,  and pledge 

o f  peace, and took tw o  methods to accomplifh their crime, 

both of  w hich,  they proclaimed w ith  m u ch  public immo- 

defty,  but withou t  danger \ a project  to pack a Parl iament 

and a project to aboliíh it.

W e  fo l low  the w ork,  it complains o f  the W h i g  C lu b ,  the 

minifter was the author o f  it— his doftr ine ,  and his  h a l f  

million were  the authors o f  it, but C lu b s  o f  this kind 

are only preferved by  violence,  that violence did happen 

— an attack was made on the rights o f  the c ity ,  a doc

trine w as  promulgated,  that the common council  had 

no right  to put  a negative on the L o rd  M a y o r ,  chofen 

by  the board o f  A lderm en ,  except the board itfelf  ihould 

aflent to the negative put  on its own choice,  this d o c 

trine was advanced by  the court,  to fecure the election 

o f  the mayor to it fel f  -, in the courfe o f  the conteft,  

a miniiter involved h im fe l f  in a perfonal altercation w i th
the
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the citizens— w ith  M r.  T a n d y ,  he had carried on a long 

w a r ,  and w ith  various fuccefs— he was n o w  involved in

an altercation more general,  in the compafs o f  his wrath__

he paid his compliments to the W h i g  Club, and that club 

advanced the iliield o f  a free people over the rights o f  the 

city,  and humbled a minifter in the prefence of  thofe citi

zens whofe  privileges he had invaded, and whofe perfons 

he had calumniated. T h e  pamphlet charges the club with  

a crime on account o f  a publication on the fubjeft  o f  the 

poor, pending a probable invafion— idle charge. A t  this 

time o f  a probable invafion, is a fociety formed for the 

very purpofe o f  inveftigating their condition with 

fome o f  the officers o f  ftate, and feveral clergy at its 

head— A t  fuch a time did fome o f  the Englifh c k r g y  

publifn treatifes proving, that the peafantry could not 

l ive by  their labour— did the author read a very learn

ed pamphlet in favor o f  the U n i o n ,  publifhed by M r.  

D ou gla fs ,  at a time o f  apprehended invaiion, recommend

ing U n io n  as the beft means o f  relieving the lower  order 

from the oppreflion of  the rich, and then he quotes A d a m  

Sm ith— did the author read M r .  P i t t ’s pamphlet,  publiihed 

pending an apprehended invaíion and condoling with the 

peafantry o f  Ireland, on the great practical grievance o f  

tythes ? But  to have done with  fuch triffling, w e  follow the 

w o rk  to its charge againfl  the propounders o f  the reform 

plan o f  9 7 — the work fets forth two plans, that o f  thofe 

gentlemen, and that o f  the U nited  Iriihmen— they differ in 

the following elTentials— the plan o f  the former left the 

counties as they are, the former did not propofe to annualize 

Parliament— the former reje&ed the idea o f  perfonal repre- 

fentation, theformer did not propofe to abolifh the oath taken 

by the ele&or.  W h a t  then did the former d o— it deitroyed 

boroughs, and it propofed to fupply their place by the prefent 

freemwi and freeholders, that is, by thofe whom  the law

* '  calls
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calls the C o m m o n s— it created no new conftituency, but it 

did what every plan o f  reform profeiTes to emulate— it gave 

reprefentation to the coni lituency,  that is, to the C o m 

mons in the place o f  the monopoliit— when 1 fay it made 

no n ew  coni l i tuency— I beg to make an exception, it intro

duced in the place o f  the potwalloper as he is termed, fub- 

i lantial leafeholders and fubilantial  houfeholders, that is, 

it gave property more weight,  and population diftinfft from 

property lefs weight— on the whole it took away the mo- 

nopolifl and the potwalloping rabble, and communicated 

the reprefentatation o f  the kingdom to the "proprietors 

thereof, as conilituted its electors by law, or as entitled to 

become fuch by a property greater than the law had required.

T h e  effe£l o f  this plan had been to prevent an U n i o n  ; 

i f  w e  are to advert to the evidence o f  I he prifoner examined 

by  the H oufes  o f  Parl iament,  it had been to prevent a 

rebellion, and to break o f f  a French c o n n e x io n .  \v^hen 

the pamphlet fets forth that M r.  O ’ Connor,  & c . *  approved 

o f  this plan it ihould have ilated the whole  truth, or have 

ilated nothing -, it has done neither.  Tt has fupprefled 

their declaration w h ich  was,  that had that plan taken place, 

they would  have broken off  their c o n n e d i o n  with France.

N either  the hiitory o f  that reform, nor the hiitory o f  any 

public meafure, does the writer fet forth. A  plan of reform

D  had

* T h e  author is pleafed to term M r. O ’ Connor our unrcfervcdfriend— in 

his manifefto, ftiewed to the Iriih government for permiffion to publifh, M r 

0‘Connor fets forth that fave only on the queftion of reform, he had no 

communication with us of any kind whatever— that manifefto muft have 

been read by the author of the pamphlet, who thus makes another charge he 

ihould have* known to be groundlefs, and which he is now called on to 

maintain. W e do not call for legal evidence, but if the author has any evi

dence at all, fuch as would convince an honeft man of the truth of any of 

thofe charges, or juftify an honeit man in making them, he is called upon 
and requeued to produce that evidence.
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had been propofed in 93, and debated in 94. It was object

ed firft, that the plan did not give fatisfa&ion ; in that the 

n iof tvehem entpart izans  ofparliamentaryreform hadfignified 

their difapprobation— fecondly, that the plan opened the 

w a y  to another plan or to the project o f  perfonal reprefen

tation. It became highly  expedient before any other plan 

was fubmitted to the confideration o f  Parliament, to be able 

to aiTure that auguit body, that fuch plan would give ge

neral fatisfaclion, and put  an end to the p r o j e â  o f  perfonal 

reprefentation. T h e  perfons concerned in the forming that 

plan, did accordingly obtain from the north o f  Ireland, and 

moreover from the advocates o f  perfonal reprefentation, 

authority to declare in Parliament, that i f  the plan o f  97 

ihould pafs, they would reft fatisfied. I f  a further anfwer  

to the author be neceflary, it is his own avowal o f  his ow n  

principle,  viz .  that no Iriih reprefentation at all is necefla- 

ry ,  and that heihould be fatisfied to be governed by the 

Engliih Parliament, without a fingle reprefentative. W i t h  

fuch a perfon, I fliall no further difcufs the fubjedt o f  repre

fentation.

W e  fol low the w ork  to the Catholic queftion : It is 

pleafed to quote me as follows, u  L e t  me advife you by 

iC no means to poftpone the confideration o f  your fortunes 

t( till after the war, your phyfical confequence exifts in a

ftate o f  feperation from  England, & c . ”  I am extremely 

forry to be obliged to declare again what I have been com

pelled to do fo often -, that this paragraph publiihed as mine 

by the author o f  the pamphlet,  is not mifinterpretation, 

not  mifreprefentation, but palpable fabrication. I never 

faid nor publiihed, that the phyfical confequence o f  any 

part o f  his M ajefty ’s fubjedts exiited in a ftàte o f  feperation 

from England, nor any thing that would warrant that in

terpretation \ but I did fay the reverfe— that as our do- 

meitic fecurity confiited in concord with another, fo our

fecurity



fecurity againil  an invader from abroad, depended on our 

connexion with G r e a t  Britain. O n  this expreilion then 

boldly attributed to me,  but which I never delivered, the 

author founds tw o  charges as deilitute o f  truth and unreal 

as the foundation on which  they reft— a charge o f  revolution 

and jacobinifm. T h e  author in a produ£tion fa n û io n e d  by 

his name, in one o f  the public papers, is made to fay that a 

certain party had reforted to the Catholic Bill as a new fub- 

je£t o f  difcontent,  after the P lace  and Penfion Bill  had 

been conceded : here again I am forced to lament the ne- 

ceflity o f  declaring that this aflertion alfo is totally and 

abfolutely deftitute o f  foundation— and I wil l  prove its 

departure from the f a d ,  by  the proceedings o f  Parlia

ment. T h e  firft Catholic  Bil l  after that o f  1782,  pafled

in 92 the fécond, early in the feffion o f  93— and the

place and penfion bill  did not pafs till the clofe o f  it, fo 

that the refutation o f  the charge,  appears on the rolls o f  

Parliament. A s  to the laft Catholic  B il l ,  they to w h o m  

he alludes, did not refort to it as a n ew  f u b j e d  o f  difcon

tent to annoy the government, being at that time them- 

felves the adminiftration— it fol lows,  there is an arith

metic  and moral impoflibility o f  the truth o f  this charge o f  

the author. I beg indulgence in addition, to ftate a f e w  

fa£ts— the Catholics were  not excited to come forward by 

an oppofition, they w e re  induced to com e forward by  

M r .  M it ford ’s Bil l  in 9 1 — they came at the latter end o f  the 

feiTion o f  that year to fome o f  our party,  m yfe l f  among 

others,  to k n o w  whether w e  fhould not advife them to 

petition Parliament for further indulgences m y anfwer  

w as ,  I am your friend, but go to the Secretary and confult 

him ; don’ t narrow your caufe to the fate o f  an oppo

fition and a minority.  I give this advice as a friend to 

your body— -in the winter  o f  9 1 ,  I was applied to M r .  

R .  Burke w ith  a requeft to k n o w  m y fentiments on the 

Catholic  fubje£t,  w h ich  I did not difclofe to him, declaring 

at the fame time, m y  good wifhes to the Catholic  body, and

D  2 on
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on the opening o f  the feflion, in January 92, I  gave the 

Catholic a decided fupport. Forgetting this, the pamphlet 

quotes a declaration, »  that the Catholics could not induce 

any one member o f  Parliament to patronize their petition. 

T h i s  declaration was publiihed, D ecem ber,  92, and the 

author charges from thence, that until the petition was 

recommended by minifters, we had been catholic perfe- 

* cutors.  T h a t  charge alfo is a departure from f a û ,  I remem

ber giving in iupport o f  the catholic petition, and claims a 
decided voice and vote in 1 792.

In January, 93,  their claims came recommended from 

the throne, and in fupporting their bill fo recommended ;

I obferved, that however,  I might think it were judicious 

to go farther,  I did think the bill communicated, moil  im

portant rights. In the feffion o f  94, the catholic fubjeft  was 

not mentioned, but in fummer, on a change being made in 

the B n ti ih  Cabinet, being informed by fome o f  the lead- 

in g  perfons therein, that the adminiftration o f  the Iriih de

partment was to belong to them, and that they had fent for 

us to adopt our meafures, I Hated the catholic emancipation, 

as one o f  them. T h u s  the charge that we were originally per

secutors o f  the catholics appears to be a departure from the

* ThuS the charSe ‘ hat we took up the catholics after 
the palling o f  the place and peniion bill, as Iriih matter o f  

oppofition, appears likewife to be a departure from fa ft.

Proofs are in the proceedings o f  Parliament.

T h e  pamphlet o f  98, in he authors name, has faid, that 

t e experiment o f  conciliation was abundantly tried. Here 

is the fécond experiment, and here it is but juft,  to acknow- 

e ge t le wifdom of  his Majefty,  and the benignity o f  his

intentions,
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intentions, w hen he w as  gracioufly  pleafcd to recommend the 

Catholics  in 1 7 9 3 ,  in his fpeech from the T h r o n e ,  fo that 

this body thus royally patronized, might be attached not 

only  to the conftitution, w h o fe  privileges they were  to par

ticipate,  but to the great  perfonage, alfo, at w hofe  fpecia[ 

interpofition, they w e re  thus parentally,  and majeftically  

recommended. B u t  as in the firft experiment,  the people o f  

E n g la n d ,  fo in the fécond, was his M a je f ty  betrayed, by  

thofe  infatuated, w e ak,  and pernicious counfels,  which  had 

been in 89, the inftruments o f  political corruption, and 

n o w  became the horn o f  religious difcord.

I wil l  give the learned author every advantage, and fup- 

pofe contrary to m y fixed and unalterable opinion, the po

l icy  o f  excluding the Catholics from the Confti tution ; yet 

íhould I neverthelefs condemn the hoftile, and outrageous 

manner in w h ic h  that exclufion, w as  defended, “  I f ,  fays 

he, the Catholics do not fubvert  the proteftant govern

ment, they muft refil l the ruling paffions, and propenfities 

o f  the h u n ftn  mind j they can never be cordially affedled 

to his M a jef ty ’ s G overnm ent.  I am confident,  the old 

roman fuperftition, is as rank in Ireland no w ,  as in 41 —  

the profound ignorance-of the lower order, the general abhor

rence o f  the proteftant religion, by the people, qualify them to 

receive any impreflion their pricfts can make, and i f  their 

minds be diverted o f  veneration for the prieft, fuch is the 

ignorance, and barbarity o f  they people,  that the would fall 

into a ftaje o f  rude nature— the popifh fuperftitition is not 

confined to the lower  order, it f lourifhes in full  vigour, 

amongft the higher order.”

T h i s  was the language, improper becaufe not founded 

in fa£t, and impolitic and indecent in a minifter,  though

the
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the facts could fupport it. T h e  beft w ay  to diftinguifh the 

indecorum o f  fuch fpeech, is to advert to a fpeech made 

on the fame fide o f  the queftion by a gentleman w h o  

faid every thing that could be urged againft their pretenfions, 

without  uttering a fingle fyllable w hich  could give offence 

to their perfons, fo that the Catholics might much more 

eafily forgive the latter his vote,  than the former his fpeech, 

and on a comparifon o f  the tw o productions, you will  fee 

the eminent fuperiority o f  fenfe with temper over talents 

without it. T h e r e  are tw o  fides in this queftion which men 

o f  principle might take, for the mcafure or againft t̂, but 

the miniftry that took both parts could be juftifi©d by neither ; 

the f a &  was, that the miniftry encouraged the Proteftants, 

and forfook them afterward ; they brought forward the 

grand juries, and left them alfo—-then to the Catholics— then 

to the Proteftants— then back again to'the Catholic,  and then 

to the Proteftants once more. T h is  was a great miftake,but 

there was a greater, and that was to be found in thofe 

fpceches and publications from a quarter in high confidence, 

w h ich  vilified the a£ts o f  conceflion in the moment o f  con

ferring them, and affe&ing to fupport the K in g ’ s Govern

ment, called the bill he had recommended an aft o f  infanity ; 

the incoherent plan was erroneous, but this was infatuation, 

it  was the petulance o f  power, it was the infolence o f  

wealth, it was the intoxication o f  fudden and giddy eleva

tion, breathing out on a great and ancient defcription o f  his 

M ajefty ’ s fu b j e â s ,  the phrenzy o f  his politics and the fury 

o f  his faith, with all the impoverifhed anger o f  a feveriih 

and diftempered intellect. It went  to deprive the Proteftant 

aicendancy of  the advantage o f  temper, and of  the graciouf- 

nefs o f  good manners which ihould always belong to the 

powerful  fe£t ; it went to deprive the ftate o f  a certain 

comelinefs o f  deportment and mild dignity which ihould 

always belong to Government $ it fought in the king’s co

lours



lours againít the king’ s benevolence,  it w e n t  to deprive his 

M ajefty  o f  the bleilings o f  gratitude and his people of  the 

bleflings o f  concord *, it went  to corrode where the cro w n  

had intended to heal, and it curdled with the temper o f  the 

minifter, the manna that was defcending from the throne.

T h e  argument that accompanied this in ve&ive  was o f  

l ittle moment ; a man in a fury can’t argue \ the weaknefs o f  

his reafoning wil l  be e x a & ly  in proportion to the ftrength 

o f  his paflîon.

Behold a melancholy example o f  the v ictory  o f  human 

paflîon over the human underftanding. T h e  prefent dan

ger o f  the papal power after the depofition o f  the P ope ,  the 

incompatibility o f  the real prefence, and the worihip o f  the 

V ir g i n  M a r y ,  w ith  the intereft o f  the H o u fe  o f  H an over  

and the incompetency o f  Parliament to alter the oaths o f  

its o w n  members,  fuch are the author’s the arguments.  

H o w e v e r ,  i f  the pamphlet o f  98 denies the competence o f  

Parl iament,  here comes the pamphlet  o f  1800 to confole 

yo u,  and as the one fets the law  above the law-maker, f o t h e  

other fets the law-maker  above the Conil i tut ion,  and both 

together w ou ld  prove that the legiilature is incompetent to 

admit a Catholic ,  but is perfect ly  competent to deftroy a 

Parliament.

W e  leave thefe arguments and the vehement fpirit w ith  

w h ic h  they are poured forth, and come to the clofe o f  the 

pamphlet and the beginning o f  the fubje£t, theU nion.  O f  101 

pages, 26  only  are devoted to the queilion, the re d  contain 

feelings,  battles, and fores from a perpetual encounter w i th  

all defcriptions o f  men and with  patriotifm in all ages. A s  

the author fcarcely argues the queftion o f  U n i o n  or indeed 

affefts it, here I (hall fay but little -, h ow eve rtw o  great points 

. .. , he
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h e  would cfbablîfh I beg to advert to. T h e y  contain pofiti- 

ons which arc not only glaringly unfounded but exceedingly 

dangerous : the i f t ,  that this country is unable to pay her 

edabiifhments,  2d, that her Conflitution is incompetent to 

provide for her fecurity. l i e  attempts to warrant his firft 

by  a ftatement a f f e â in g  to prove that in three years i f  ihe 

was to continue without an U n i o n ,  w e  ihall owe 50,000,000!. 

H e  dates that w e  borrow annually 8,000,000, he fhould have 

dated that we borrow but 4,000,000 ; whatever capital we 

may create on each loan, he fhould have dated h o w  much 

lefs we fhould borrow on the adoption o f  an U nion.  H e  

fhould have dated that the projectors o f  the U n ion  only 

proffered the payment o f  1,000,000 o f  our war edablifhment, 

that the prefent year was provided for,  that the faving in 

the two fol lowing years of  war will be, according to this 

proffer, but 2,000,000, and the purchafe o f  boroughs will be 

1 , 500,000. H e  fhould have dated further that our war 

contribution was rated at 4,400,000, and that our prefent 

w a r  expence was only 4,652,000, fo that the proffer 

appears fallacious, and i f  we be unable to fupport our pre

fent w ar  expence, we will  be unable to fupport our war 

contribution, and the reader will obferve the prefent war ex

pence  is an occafional war edabliihment, principally caufed 

by infurre&ion, whereas the war contribution will  in all 

probability be a permanent war contribution, except as far 

as it may be augmented *. But  there is an anfwer to his 

argument which is more decifive, it is his own argument 

in 1798 which is as follows 1 ** F ird ,  as to the adequacy of  

the Conft itution for the purpofe o f  fecurity aud connexion, 

then for that o f  wealth and profperity.
_ »

A  Parliament

* See Lord Farnham’ s moil excellent pamphlet, and likewife his moil ju« 
dicious fpeech on thç fubjett of Union.



u  A  Parliament, perfeftly  diilinCt from, and independent 

o f  -rhc other Parliament, forms a fy i lem  the moll  criti

cal and complicated ; to a common obferver,  utterly im

practicable ; but experience has proved, that in the midft 

o f  popular turbulence, and in the cc-nvulfion o f  ranco

rous and violent party conteils,  the Irifh Parliament, as it 

is now conftituted, is fully competent to all political and 

beneficial purpofes o f  G o v e r n m e n t ;  that it is fully c o m 

petent to prote£t this,' which is the weaker C o u n try ,  againil  

encroachment, and to fave the Empire from diiTolution, 

by maintaining the C o n i l i ’ utional connexion o f  Ireland 

with the Britifh C r o w n .” — Here is the refutation o f  his fé

cond great argument publiihed by himfelf. Hear him c o n 

quer himfelf  in his pamphlet o f  98 — here (page 5) he writes 

as follows “  there is n o t a  N ation in the habitable globe, 

t( which has advanced in cultivation and commerce, in 

“  agriculture and manufactures, with the fame rapidity in 

“  the fame period,” — fpeaking o f  Ireland fince the C o r i l i -  

tution o f  82 viz.  for the lail 20 years*

Here we add nothing, but that the author has been, b y  

his own account,  recommending an Union for thefc eight 

years;  he has been, according to hi own account,  betray-* 

ing the Conilitution in the very moments ofhis  panegyric.

O n  this important difcovery let others expatiate;  to us 

it is more material  to obferve on his work, where it fets 

tip our Hiilory againil  our Conil i tution, and the annals o f  

the Parliament againil its legiflative capacity. T o  eflablilh 

this, he has thought it prudent to advert to four periods, in 

which the greateil legiilative queftions were fuccefsfully 

difcufled, and the greateil  legiflative abilities were tri

umphantly difplayed.

*9

T h i s  pamphlet quotes the period o f  1753* anc  ̂ relates, 

that a queftion regarding a furplus in the treafury was

E  then



then ftarfed, to try the ftrength o f  (wo fa&ións ; w hich,  

in its confequence, tranfmitted afpirit,  that afterwards de

graded the Parliament ; what,  when, or where, this Parlia

mentary degradation appeared, we are at a lofs to difcover; 

this is not hiftory, nor comment, nor faf f ,  but it is a 

garbling o f  hiftory to eftabliih a conclufion the oppofite o f  

that which the hiftory itfelf would adminifter;  the principle 

then determined, the importance o f  that principle, the 

abilities difplayed ón the difcuffion o f  it, the real effe£t o f  

both on the public mind, have efcaped the pen o f  the 

hiftorian ; from that pen you would c o l l e â ,  that M r .  

M a lo n e  and M r .  P e ry  were nothing more than two prize

fighters, embattled in the caufe o f  faótíon, under two 

great ftate criminals, the Primate and Lord Shannon ; that 

they agitated a matter o f  no moment, but that they pro

pagated fedition o f  great moment, and fatal confequences 

Sq the next  generation.

H a v i n g  thus difpofed o f  the Parliament, and the cha

racters o f  53, without the vexation o f  any  ̂ ftudy, or 

Sordid obligation to fa£l, the pamphlet proceeds to difpofe 

o f  the chara£her o f  the 'Houfe o f  Commons and the 

principal G entlem en o f  the country for 15 years longer. 

It had before reprefented them as incendiaries, it here 

reprefents them as plunderers ; it fets forth, that under the 

pretext o f  public improvement, the Commons plundered 

the country ; and that their Parliament, to pay their Par

liamentary following, plundered the treafury, until they 

inapofed on the crown, the neceflity o f  reforting for fup- 

ply to Parliament ; which the author moil  pathetically 

bemoans, and which he feems to think the only great grie

vance o f  the country.

Having given this Hiftory o f  Parliament, from (53) to 

(68) it advances to the adminiftration o f  Lord T o w n -
ihend ;
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fiiend, in which it feems to reeol lea  nothing but the noife 

o f  oppofition.

%
T h e  pamphlet o f  98, in the name o f  the author, had ob- 

ferved, that from the revolution o f  82, the fyftem adopted by 

thofe in w h om  the power refided (they were thofe, among 

others, w h om  he had juft been pleafed to reprobate, as incen

diaries and plunderers) was to cement the ponnexion which 

had fo lon^fubiifted between G r e a t  Britain and Ireland, to 

fheir mutual advantage ; the pamphlet o f  1800 is pleafed to 

obferve, that the precedent o f  their government, was fatal ; 

and that a fyftem was formed on it, that w'ould beat down 

any nation on earth; accordingly,  it ftates, that the E n g -  

liih G o v e rn m e n t  opened their eyes,  (hook indeed the 

ariftocracy, but generated a race o f  political adventurers,  

full o f  noife and indecorum. I think I have heard fpruce 

authority as petulant and indecorous as y o u n g  am bi

tion. T h e  attempts o f  the court to pack a Parliament at 

that period, the encreafe o f  the eftabliihment, for that 

purpofe, the great abilities difplayed, the altered m o 

ney-bill ,  protefts, prorogation, in f h o r t ,  the hiftory o f  the 

period, once more efcapes this hi ftorian.The learned author 

no w  approaches the year 79— the expedition o f  hi$ 

jnarch is very great, and very liberally does he leave un

touched every thing behind him ; he is a r r i v e d ;  and here 

Jie fc a reel y is f t r i c k e n  with any thing worthy his hiftory? 

f a v e  only the weaknefs o f  L ord  BuckingharpihiFe, in ar

raying the Volunteers ,  and the illiberality o f  the nation, 

in demanding a free trade ; the pamphlet commends th® 

Volunteers  o f  that period ; and yet  I think I remember a 

y o u n g  Barriiler going forth in his cock-boat,  and fcolding

the waves  o f  that ocean, and the y/aves regarded him not. 

Certainly  theVolunteers did take a m o d  decifive part in the 

political and commercial queftion o f  that day. W e l l ,  he has 

done with ths year 79 ; whatever he had to fay on

E z the
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the great queftions then difcuiTed, a n d o n t h a t  moil  preg

nant period, in a few lines he has faid it'; hiftory is nothing 

in his hands ; in his account o f  the Parliament o f  Ireland 

for  30 years, the learned authorh^s five ideas, and thofe

are all ; faction if, 53 ; plunder till 68 ; then the noife o f  

oppofition ; then the weaknefs o f  government ; then the 

ungenerous proceedings o f  Parliament ; and as he before 

condemned your efforts to recover your trade, with 

oblique cenfure, fo now he condemns your efforts to reco

v e r  your conftitution, with d ireû  animadverfion ; he calls 

the fettlement o f  82, the feperation of a colony from 

G r e a t  Britain ; bold adulation o f  England, this ; the al

ledged author o f  the pamphlet, was in P a r l i a m e n t . the 

Ï 6th o f  April,  S a ;  he made no obje£tion to this repara

t io n ;  he was in Parliament, the 27th o f  M a y ,  82 ; he 

made no obje£tion to the feparation ; he wrote me a let

ter o f  congratulation at that time, on the fuccefs o f  that 

fettlement ; he did not there mention this feparation. 

Reading this publication now, and in the foçiety o f  the 

tw o other pamphlets o f  the fame name, every Iriftiman 

feels himfelf  Içfg a gentlerpan, and more a flavf. T h e  

pamphlet in its oblique cenfure , and in its direfl  ani

madverfion, difparages every great aft,  and every dif-, 

íinguifhed charaóler in this country, for the laft 5P years.

M r .  M alone,  Lord Pery,  late Lord Shannon, D u k e  

o fL e i n f t e r ,  the M r.  Ponfonbys, M r.  Brownlow, Sir W i l 

liam Ofborne, M r. Burgh,  M r  D a ly ,  M r .  Y e lverton,  

M r .  O g le ,  M r.  Flood, M r. Forbes, Lord Charlemont, 

and m y f e l f ;  I follow the author through the graves o f  

thefe honourable dead men, for moft o f  them are fo ; and 

I beg to raife up their tombftones, as he threws tfierrç 

d o w n ;  I feel it more inftrufHve to conver/e with their 

aihes, than with his compofitions.
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M r .  M alone,  one o f  the chara£ters o f  53, was a man 

o f  the fined: intellect that any country ever produced—

T h e  three abled men I have ever heard, were M r .  Pit 

“  (the Father) M r . M u r r a y  and M r.  M a lo n e ;  for a popular 

“  adembly I would chufe M r .  P i t t ;  for a Pr ivy  C o u n ci l ,  

<c M u r r a y ;  for twelve wife men, M a lon e .”  T h i s  was 

the opinion which Lord Sackvil le,  the fecretary o f  53, gave, 

o f  M r.  M alone to a Gentlem an from whom I heard it. 

“  H e  is a great fea in a calm”  faid M r .  Gerrard H am il

ton, another great judge o f  men and talents;  “  a ye ,”  

it was replied, “  but had you feen him when he was 

young, you would have faid he was a great fea in a dorm 

and like the fea whether in ca lm  or d orm ,  he was a great 

production o f  Nature.

L ord  Pe ry ,  he is not yet  canonized by death ; but he, 

like the reft, has been canonized by ilander. H e  was 

more or lefs a party in all thofe meafures, which the pam

phlet condemns ; and indeed in every great ftatute and! 

meafure that took place in Ireland the lad 50 years ; a man 

o f  the moil  legidative capacity I ever k n e w ,  and the m oil  

comprehenfive reach o f  underftanding I e v e r f a w ;  with 

a deep engraven impredion o f  public care,  accompanied 

b y  a temper w hich was tranquillity itfelf, and a perfonal 

firmnefs that was adamant ; in his train, is every private 

virtue that can adorn human Nature.

M r .  B ro w n lo w ,  Sir W m .  O íb o rn e ,  I wifh w e  had 

more o f  thefe cr im inals;— the former feconded the addrefs 

o f  82— and in the latter ançi in both, there was a dation 

o f  mind,  that would have become the prouded fenate i(i 

Europe.

M r .  Flood, m y  rival, as the pamphlet calls him— and 

Ï ihould be unworthy the character o f  his rival,  i f  in his

grave
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grave I did not do him juftice— he had his faults;  but 

he had great powers ; great public ef fe ft ;  he pc.rfuaded 

the old, he infpired the y o u n g ;  the Cail le vaniíhed before 

him ; on a fmall futyjeQ: he was miferable ; put intq 

his hand, a diftaff, and, like Hercules, he made fad work o f  

i t ;  but give him the thunder-bolt, and lie had the arm o f  

a Jupiter ; he misjudged when he transferred himfelf  to the 

Engfi fh  Parliament * he forgot that he was a tree o f  the 

foreft, too old, and too great to be tranfplanted at 50 ; 

and hvs feat in the Britiih Parliament, is a caution to the 

fri-ends o f  Union to ftay at home, and make the country o f

their birth the feat o f  their action..

M r .  Burgh, another great perfon in thofe fcenes, which 

it is npt in the little quill o f  this autherr to depreciate.— He 

w a 3 a mai) fingtilurly gifted— withgre?,t talent; great vari- 

ty  > vv >̂ Qratoiy, and logic ; he too had his weaknefs 

{>ut he had the pride o f  genius alfo ; and ftrove to raife his 

country along with himfelf ; and never fopght to build hi? 

elevation 011 the degradation of  Ireland,

Î moved an amendment for a free export;  he moved 

a  better amendment, and he Jofl: his place ; I moved 4 

declaration o f  r ight;  “  with m y lail breath will I fup- 

éÇ port the right o f  the Iriih Parliament,”  was his note to 

m e, when I applied to him for his fupporf ; hé lofl 

the chance o f  recovering his place, and his way tothefeals,  

for which he might have bartered. T h e  gates o f  promo

tion were ihut on him, as thofe o f  glory opened.

M r .  D a l y ,  my beloved fiiend— he, in a great mea- 

fure, drew the addrefs o f  79, in favour o f  our trade ;\ 

that “  ungracious meafure and he faw, read, and ap

proved o f  the addrefs o f  82, in favour of Conftitution ; 

that addrefs o f "  reparation he vifited mein my illnefs, at

tlmt
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that moment, and I had communication on thofe fut je i fe ,1 

with that man, whofe  powers o f  oratory were next to 

perfection; and whofe 'powers o f  underftanding, I might 

fay* from what has lately happened, bordered oil the fpi- 

rit o f  prophecy.

M r .  F orb es ,  a name I fhall ever regard, 2nd a death 

I (hall ever deplore— enlightened, fenfible, laborious end 

úfeful— proud in poverty,  and patriotic, he preferred e x 

ile to apoftacy, and met his death. Ï fpeak o f  the dead,

I fay nothing o f  the living, but that I attribute to this con- 

ftellation o f  men, in a great meafure, the privileges o f  

your cou n try ;  and I attribute fuch a generation ot men> 

fo the refidence o f  your Parliament.

T h e  Minifters o f  the C r o w n ,  w ho,  in the times rela

ted by the pamphlet,  did the K i n g ’ s bufinefs, were refpect- 

able and able men ; they fupported fometimes a3 s o f  pow

er, but they never,  by any fhocking declaration, outraged 

the Conftituiion ; they adjufted themfelves^o the idea of  

l iberty,  even when they might have offended sgairift the 

principle, and always kept on terms o f  decency with the 

People and theif privileges ; leaf} o f  all, did they indulge 

in a termagant vulgarity,  debafing, to a plebeian level, 

courts and fenates, and mortgaging Iriih infamy on a fpe- 

eulation o f  Britiíh promotion.

In the lift o f  injured characters I beg leave to fay  a few 

words for the good and gracious Earl o f  C h ar le m o n t;  an 

attack not only on his meafures, but on his representative, 

makes his vindication feafonable ; formed to unite ariftocra- 

c y  and the People,  with the manners o f  a court and the 

principles o f  a patriot,with the flame o f  l iberty, and the love 

Of order, unaffailabie to the approaches o f  power, o f  profit, 

or o f  titles, he annexed to the love *>f freedom, a vene

ration
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ration for order; andcaft  on the crowd that followed him, 

the gracious fhade o f  his own accompliihments ; fo that the 

very rabble grew civilized, as it approached his perfo/i ; 

for years did he prefide over  a great army, without pav or 

reward ; and he helped to accompliih a great revolution, 
without a drop o f  blood.

L e t  (laves utter their (lander, and bark at glory which, 

is conferred bv the People ; his name will ftand and 

■when their clay {hall be gathered to the dirt to which they 

Belong, his monument, whether in marble, or in the 

hearts o f  his C ountrym en,  ihall be confulted as a f u b je â  

o f  forrow, and a fburce o f  virtue.

Should the author o f  the pamphlet pray, fie could not 

aik for his fon, a greater bleflîng, than to refemble the 

good Earl o f  Charlernont ; nor could that fon repay that 

bleflîng by any a£t o f  gratitude more filial, than by com 

mitting to the flames his Father ’ s publications.

I have attempted to vindicate the dead, let us now vindi

cate the Parliament. T h e  queftion o f  53, was the 

beginning, in this country, o f  that Conftitutional fpirit 

which aiTerted afterwards the privilege o f  the Commons, 

and guarded and huibanded the eflential righf o f  a free Con- 

ftiturion ; the queftion was o f  its very efTence; but the 

e f f e â  fpread beyond the queftion, and the ability o f  the 

debate, inftru&ed the Nation, and made her not only tena

cious o f  her rights, but proud o f  her underftanding. T h e r e  

might have been party— there might have been fa&ion, 

m ixing with a great public principle; fo it was in the time 

o f  Ship M o n e y  ;— fo it was in the revolution;— in thefe 

inftances the private motive mixed with the public caufe; 

but (till it was the caufe of the public and the caufe o f  li

berty ; in great moral operations as well as in the great 

operations o f  Nature, there is always a degree o f  wafte

and
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and overflow ; fo it is with the fea ; fhall we therefore pro

nounce the ocean a nuifance ? thus, afterward, in the time 

which the pamphlet t.’efcribes as the period of plunder, there â 

was a fpirit o f  ptivate jobbing, mixing with the fpirit o f  

public im provem ent;  but that fpirit o f  public im prove

ment and the com m encement and birth o f  public eafe, was 

there alfo, and fo continued, from the time o f  the pro* 

fouridly fugacious Lord Pe ry ,  to the time o f  M r .  Foi ler  

and his wife regüarions.

In the hiitory o f  Parliament, I obfervethe learned hifto- 

rian omits her law?— the corn law— the oCtennial bill— the 

tenantry bill— he has not only  forgotten our hiitqry but Ms 

own, and mcft impartially contradicts what is wiitten b y  

himfelf  as well as others. “  N o  Nation in the habitable 

“  globe, in cultivation, in com m erce,  in agriculture, in 

“  manufacture, has advanced in the fame rapiditv within 

“  the fame period,”  fays the pamphlet o f  9R, in the name 

o f  our author (page 5) ; “  a fettlement fo com pilât  and 

fatisfaCtory, as to render the revival o f  political or C o n -  

ts ftitutional queilions utterly impoiTible,” — fo faid the fpme 

pamphlc-t, (page 9),  fpeaking o f  the fettlcment o f  82 ;

€t a Parliament, (fpeaking o f  the Iriih Parliament) ful ly 

“  competent to all practical and beneficial purpofes o f  G o -  

l i  vernment, fully competent to prtferve this C o u n tr y ,  

tc which is the weaker,  againfl: encroachment, '  and to fave 

“  the E m pire  from diffolutirn, by  maintaining the C o n *

“  ílitutional connexion with G r e a t  Britain,” — fo faid the 

fame pamphlet,  fpeaking o f  the Conilitution o f  82 ; thus 

have thefe different works furniihed their own anfwers, and 

like onpofite poifon adminiilered their cure and their contra

diction :—-In preparing thai Conil i tuion, and that ‘ rade, the 

Irith Parliament had great merit, and the fervanrs o f  the 

C:ov» n had great m e r i t ;— as the author has cenfured the 

proceedings o f  both, let me be their \ indicator;  

thefe fervants o f  the C r o w n  proved themfelves to be ïriïïi-

F  m en,
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m en ,  and fcorned to barter their honour for  their office ; 

that Parl iament,  vvhofe c o n d u â  the pamphlet reprobates, 

had feen the C ou n try ,  by reftri&ions on com m erce,  and 

b y  an illegal embargo on her provifion trade, brought in 

7 9 ,  to a ilate o f  bankruptcy ; that Parliament had repofed 

in the liberality o f  the Britiih Parliament an inexorable 

confidence ; that Parliament waited and waited, till fhe 

found, after the Engli fh Seffion o f  78, nothing could be 

e x p e f te d ;  and then, that Parliament (and here behold the 

recuperative principles o f  our Conftitution, and contem

plate Parliament, as the true fource o f  legitimate hope, tho’ 

fometimes the juft obje£t o f  public difapprobation), that 

Parliament at length preferred a demand -, I fay a demand ; 

for a free trade, exprefled in a fentence, the grievances o f  á 

C o u n t r y  ; they (liorten the M o n e y  Bill, aiTert the fpirit o f  the 

C o u n t r y ,  and fupported as they were by the whole Nation, 

break in one hour, that chain, which had blocked up your 

harbours for ages;  they follow this by a fupport o f  G o v e r n 

m ent and o f  Empire,  as ample as was their fupport o f  their 

C o u n tr y  and her commerce, bold and irrefiitible, and do 

more to deter and intimidate the common enemy,  than all 

y o u r  prefent loans, and all your cftablifnments.

I come to the fécond period ; and here they fall back ; 

here they a£t relu&antly ; but here you fee again the ral- 

ly ing  principle o f  our Conftitution ; that very  Parlia

ment,  whom the pamphlet villifies, whom the Minifter 

thought he had at his feet, thofe very  G en tlem en ,  whom 

the pamphlet difparages, whom the then Secretary relied 

on, as a rank majority,  made a common caufe with the 

P e o p le ;  made a common caufe with their liberties; and 

affifted and backed by the voice o f  that people, preferved, 

carried, and eitablifhed, the claim, inheritance, and li

berties o f  the realm, and ,fent the Secretary port to 

England, to recant his political errors in his own 

country, and to regiiler that recantation in the rolls o f  his

own



own Parliament. T h e f e  a ch ie v em en ts  w e  are to 

eftimate, not by the difficulties o f  the day,  but b y  the 

difficulties refulting from the depreffion and degradation 

o f  ages. I f  w e  ponfider that the People and Parliament, 

w h o  had thus ailociated for the defence o f  the realm, 

and had added to the obje&s o f  their affociation, the 

caufe o f  trade and liberty, without which that realm did 

not deferve to be defended ; had been in a great meafuie  

e x c l u d e d  from all the reft o f  the world, had been deprefs- 

ed for i o o  years, by commercial and political oppreilion, 

and torn by religious divifions ; that their M in i  (1er s had not 

feldom applied themfelves to taint the integrity o f  the 

higher order, and very fcldom (exceptas  far as they con

curred in the bounties o f  the legiflature) applied themfelves 

to relieve the condition o f  the lower order; that fuch a people 

and fuch a parliament fhould, fpontaneoufly aiTociate, unite,  

arm, array, defend, illuftrate, and free their country ; o ver

awe bigotry,  fupprefs riot, prevent invafion, and produce, 

as the offspring o f  their own head armed cap-a-pee, 

like the Goddefs  o f  W if d o m  iffuing from the T h u n d e r 

er,  Commerce and Conjiitutiou ; what (hall w e  fay o f  

fuch a People,  and fuch a Parliament ? let the author o f  

the pamphlet retire to his clofet, and aik pardon o f  his 

G o d ,  for what he has written againft his country I

I ftate thefe things, becaufe thefe things have been call

ed clamour ; I ftate thefe fafts, in oppofition to (lander, as 

the defence o f  m y c o u n t r y ;  to reftore from ca lum ny,  the 

character o f  her Conftitution ; and to refcue from o b l i

v ion ,  the decaying evidences o f  herglory ,

I  think I k n o w  m y  country— I think I have a right to

k n o w  her ; (lie has her weakneffes ; were fhe perfect one 

would admire her more,  but love her lefs. T  he G e n t le 

men o f  Ireland a d  on fudden impulfe ; but that impulfs
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is (he reluit o f  a warm hearf, a ftrong head, anci great 

perfona! determination ; the errors, incidental to fuch a 

principle o f  a& ion,  mufl be their errors ; but then, the

virtues belonging to that principle, mi.il be their virtues

alfo ; fuch error s may give a pretence to their enemies, 

but fuch virtues afford falvation to their country ; the M i 

nifter fliould therefore fay,  what I fay to m y  country_I,

w h o  am no better than one o f  yourfelves, b u t fa r fu p e -  

rior to your tyrant,  who probably partake o f  y o u r d e f e â s ,  

andfliall  be fat isfiedif l  have any portion either o f  yourfpi-  

rit , o r o f  your fire— “  C o m e — come to this heart, with 

ct all your infirmities, and all your religion.”

W e  return to the publication ; w e  look for fomething tq 

build or plant in the immenfe wafte, the huge moral devas

tation this writing has left, o f  the talents, ability, and crcdit 

o f  the country. T h r e e  pamphlets o f  this author lie open 

before me,  a publication o f  93,  another o f  98, and the 

prefent o f  1800, all in the fame name. Here we are to look,

I fuppofe, for whatever is by him fuffered to remain unle- 

velled, o f  profound wifdom, liberal policy,  comprehen- 

f ive fvifcem ; the true principle o f  G overnm ent  and o f  a 

free Conftitution ; leaf after leaf, and period after period, 

have 1 turned them o v e r ;  the author will ihew in what 

part thefe great maxims are to be difcovered ; to mere 

mortal eyes, thefe publications feem to be a fyftem o f  poli

tical, moral and inteljeólual levelling ; they feem to run 4 

crazy  race through a|l ages, with a native, genuine horror 
of any thing like genius, liberty, or the people ; great ge- 

nerofity o f  aflertion, great thrift o f  argument, a turn to 

be oftenfive, without a power to be fevere, fury in the 
•jumper, and famine in the phrafe.

I f  nd, and lament to find, in thofe levelling publica

tions, the following fentiments : T h a t  Ireland is á Britiíh

C o lon y ,
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C o lo n y ,  and fhat to demand a free Conftitution, was to 

feparate from Britain ; that Ireland may prudently fubmit 

to legiflation without reprefentation ; that Ireland had 

n o  Parliamentary Conftitution till the time o f  James I. ; 

that thecreation o f  the dependency o f  the crown for fup- 

p!y on the C o m m o n s,  was a pernicious precedent ; that 

the remedy for our prefent free Confti tution, and the on

ly fecurity for the connexion, was to put in the place o f  

the Britiih Parliament the commanding influence o f  the 

Britiih Cabinet  over the Iriih Legislature. C o u p le  this 

with a declaration, that ha l f  a million had been reforted to 

fome years back, to buy the C o m m o n s  o f  Ireland : couple 

that with the declarations continued in this pamphlet,  that 

for  the laft feven years, a noble Minifter o f  the C r o w n  had 

perfeveringly recommended the abolition o f  the Iriih Par

liament, and an Union in its place ; couple all this tocre-* & 
ther, and tnerefult o f  the pamphlet will  be the moft c o m 

plete and ample juftification and panegyric  o f  that oppo- 

fition, who, for a courte o f  years have, with honeft per- 

feverançe, reprobated that Minifter’s adminiftration ; I 

will not fay it is a juftification o f  rebellion, but it is the 

beft defence I have feen ; it amounts to a dire£ charge, for 

thofe laft 50 years,  on the ariftocracy, and on the c o m 

mons, o f  fa& io n ,  o f  plunder, o f  breaches with E n g 

land, and o f  a £ tsof  reparation ; and it particularly con

demns the Parliament for thofe very  meafures on which 

ih e  muft reft her credit aqd authority with the people ; 

and further it charges, thqt before any rebel was in the 

country, a leading Minifter in the cabinet,  was, himfelf ,  

and has been for 8 years,  a fecret advifer againft the Par-' * O
l iamentary Conftitution o f  Ireland, o f  courfe againft the 

fundamental laws o f  the land ; to fuch a w ork,  contain

ing three fabrications, four capital departures from matter 

o f  fa£t, together with the difparagement o f  his cou ntry ,  

and o f  almoft every honeft public chara&er for the laft 50 

years,  I don’ t think itneceffarv  to fay more.

I conclude
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Ï conclude, therefore, by repeating what I have already 

foJemnly declared— that

It is not fa£t, that we excited the Catholics,

It is not fa£t, that we perfeçuted the Catholics,.

It is not fa& ,  that we adopted the Catholic  mcafure* 

after the place-bill and penfion bill had parted, and in queft 

o f  new matter o f  oppofition.

It is not fa & ,  that I ever declared or wrote that the ad

juftment o f  82 emanated from Dungannon.

It is not fa£l, that I ever compared the Parliament that 

accompliflied that adjuftment, to the Parliament o f  1613 .

It is -not fa& ,  that I ever  declared that the Catholic 

would be moft powerful, i f  thefe Nations were feparated.

It is not fa i l ,  that I ever abandoned to popularity the 

draft o f  a bill for veiling in the Parliament o f  England, a 

power o f  Imperial legiflature.

It  is not fa& ,  that I ever faw, agreed to, or heard, o f  

any fuch draft.

It is not f a a ,  that Ï ever agreed to an alliance with any 

Engliih party, to oppofe any plan o f  National concord.

It is not f a a ,  that I ever entered into any alliance, of- 

fenfive and defenfive, with them, however Í might eftcem 

their periUns, and prefer their principles.

Here



Here are ten aflertions m ^ e  by  the a uthor— he is

publicly called upon to ejlablijh them.

I have faid thus much to defend m y  Country and myfelfyv 

in oppofition to this publication, that takes the name o f  a 

M ini i ler  who has thefupport o f  the Governm ents  o f  both 

countries, and with refpeól to whom I have no advantage, 

except  thecaufe ,  m y own perfonal fuperiority,  and another 

advantage, which I poflefs in common with almoíí  every ho- 

rreil f u b j ë â  in Ireland, and with the Irifii nation herfelf, the 

advantage which the calumniated has over the calumniator,

I might avail m y f e l f  o f  many more vulnerable parts in thofe 

publications, and prefs the fuppofed author perfonally, as 

he has prefled others ; but confidering his fituation more 

than he has done himfelf, I con fig n him to judges more 

fevere than I could be— and to him the moil  awful,  and, •

oîi this fide the grave, the moil  tremendous— H IS  

C O U N T R Y  A N D  H IS C O N S C I E N C E  !
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E X T R A C T  F R O M  T H E  S E C R E T A R Y  O F  S T A T E  ( M R . 

H U T C H I N S O N ' S ) S P E E C H , I N  I 793.

1R
<c i O U T  what was the hiilory o f  the reprefentation in 
this country ? H e  could inform gentlemen with fome ac
curacy ,  having thought it his duty,  when he took a more 
a£live p a r t i n  public bufinefs, to exiraiSl from all the bo
rough charter? at the Rolls Office their material contents. 
T h e  number o f  reprefenjatives in the thirty-fourth year o f  
H e n r y  VIII .  was one hundred ; to this number M a r y  and 
E l izabeth  added about forty -eight, but o f  thefe there were 
nineteen counties,  o f  which Elizabeth had eilablifhed fe- 
venteen, a mode o f  reprefentation worthy the charaóler 
o f  that great princefs. In the firil Parliament o f  James {. 
held in 1 6 1 3 ,  the members o f  the Houfe o f  C o m m o n s  
were 232 ; the fail creation o f  a borough was b y  Queen. 
A n n e ,  who created one only.  F o r  the difference between

the



the number o f  reprefentatives at the acceifion o f  James, 
and the preftnt-num ber o f  300, the Honfe o f  Stuart is 
refponfible. O n e  h alf  o f  the reprefentatives were made 
by them, and made by the exertion o f  prerogative -, o f  thofe 
James made 40 at one ftroke;  moil  o f  them at the eve o f  
a Parliament, and fome after the w r i t á ó f  fummons had if- 
iued. T h e  C o m m o n s  in that Parliament cxpieflt-d their 
doubts whether thofe boroughs had the power o f  returning 
members to fit in Parliament, and referved that fubjeót for 
future confideration. Complaints were made to James o f  
thofe grants, but what was his anfwer? “  I have made 40 
boroughs ; fuppofe I had made 400— the more the merrier.”  
Charles I. followed the example o f  his father in exercifing 
this prerogative, but not to fo great an extent : Complaints
v  ere aifo made to him, and he gaveaiTurances that the new 
corporations fhould be reviewed by Parliament. T h e  
grants made by thefe tw o mcnarchs appear, by the hiito- 
ries and correfpondencesof  thofe times, to have been tor 
the purpofe o f  giving the Proteftants a majority over  the 
R o m a n  Catholics. T h e  grants by Charles II. James IL 
and Queen  A n n e ,  proceeded frorri motives o f  perfonal fa
v o u r  ; thus it would appear, i f  the facts were invefti- 
gated, that one h alf  o f  the repreferitation o f  Ireland had 
arifen from the exertions o f  prerogative, influenced by oc- 
caiîonaî motives,  difputes among religioniib,  and induce
ments o f  perfonal favour, but had not been derived from 
any o f  thofe fources which had producpd the Engliih C o n 
ilitution. Had he the honour o f  being a member o f  the 
Britifh Houfe o f  C o m m o n . ,  he would never touch the ve
nerable fabric o f  theii 1 epreTentation ; but in this king
dom, the part o f  the rcprefentjtion univerfaljv complain
ed of,  had originated in party or private motives, and he 
did not believe then- was one prefcriptive borough in the 
whole kingdom. l i e  believed Tome boroughs were called 
fo,  but he believed unjuilly ; eleven o f  the grants which 
had been mentioned, did not appear at the Rolls Office, but 
molt o f  thefe were modern in the time o f  the Houje oj Stuart
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