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TO THE

PRINTER.

I nave feen a pamphlet, purporting to be writ-
ten on the Union, and publifhed in the name of
the Earl of Clare. The fpeech of the Noble
Earl, delivered in the Houfe of Lords, I have
nothing to fay to, ‘but a publication is not a
fpeech, and though it be the work of a member of
Parliament, has no privilege. Whether his Lord-
fhip be the author, I have no authority, fave
the aflumption of the publication, to affirm ;
but the pamphlet contains againft feveral, with
whom I have afed, charges, the moft dire&,
and againft myfelf, for the laft 20 years, charges
the leaflt qualified and infinuations, the moft

deep. - 'What is yet worfe it tends to lower
W the
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. the chara&er of the Country, and to tarnith the
brighteft paflages of her hiftory, as well as the me-
mories of the perfons concerned in thofe tran-
{a&ions. Matter {o various and compreheniive,
could not be regularly difcuffed in any debate that
~ has come or is likely to come before the Houfe
of Commons: in the interval of bufinefs, I there-

fore' refort to the only method of defence, the

-

Preis.

H. GRATTAN.

Mg. GraTTAN will take no notice of any Anfwer, ex-
cept one coming from the Author of the Pamphlet.
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OF the work which it is'propofed to anfwer nearly one
third is the common place of Irith Hiftory : much of abridg-
ment, much of mifreprefentation, no new difcovery, no new
remark ; the termini or landmarks of hiftoric knowledge, re-
main precifely as theywere, in their old fober flation. What
was long known before by many men, by many women, and
by many children, the compendium of the ftudics of your
childhood, this pamphlet reports to you, for the amufement
of your age, without any other novelty, fave that of mif-
reprefentation. The idea is to make your hiftory a calumny
againft your anceftors in order to disfranchife your pofterity:
the execution is without the tem per of a commentator or the
knowledge of an hiftorian. '

We will begin with this performance, at the Irifh parlia-
ment of James 1&t. The author is now within 187 years of
his
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his fubje@. Ireland, fays he, had no parliamentary conftitu-
tion ’till that time. Here his pages only deferve attention,
. order to vindicate the lineage of our. liberties againit
(lander. This ftatement is a traduction of the inheritance of
the realm, a calumny againft her antiquities and a falfifica-
tion of her tidde.  Lord Coke, the judges of England, the
records of Ireland, the modus tenendi parliamentum, the
ftatute-hook, the extent of alts of Parliament before the
reign of James throughout the realm, and the a& of annex-
ation amony others, anfwer him : from all thofe you find that
Ircland had a-Parliament from the beginning, and that the
Jegiflature was not of the Pale, but of the nation. *

The boldnefs of this affertion is rendered the more
remarkable by the diftinguifhed feeblenefs of its reafoning.
The pamphlet attempts to prove that to be true in argu-
ment which is falfe in fad, and its argument is, that
James 1ft generalized Inmih reprefentation, by forty pri-
vate boroughs, that 1s, that he rendered reprefentation
general, by making it particular. It teaches you to think,
that it was James inftead of Eliz. who created the 17 Coun-
ties, and not the 40 boroughs, by him erected to counteract
that county reprefentation, in order to pack a Parliament;
2 traffic which this work feems difpofed to admire. It con-
ceives that the legiflature was not general, becaufe the re-
{eprefentation was not fos it fhould have faid, that the le-
giflature being general, the reprefentation ought to be fo.
It difcovers two ideas of a new and extraordinary nature on
this fubjeét that Parliament—is confined by the bounds of
reprefentation, and that national reprefentation is extended

i & - by

* See the {peech of the la:tc fecretary of State, Mr. Hutchinfon, on the

fubjeét of parliamentary reform, in the parliamentary debates of 93. It isa

complete anfwer to the pamphlct on this part of the fubje@. Sec extract
from it at the end. ?
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by the creation of private boroughs: and for this paradox:cal
1dca, ofrPathamcnt, and this paradoxxcal idea of reprefenta-

tion, it offers, you nothing like extent of eruditiony or . .
yo >

force of imagination : - the art of modern war fays the
pamphlet, is to traduce the houfe of Stewart; the art of mo.-
dern court” loyalty, it might have added, is to praife the
principle of the Stewart and to plantit in the Houfe of Ha-
nover. ;

The pamphlet now comes to its own times, and it is to
be rémarked that as it dwelt on the paft with all the fary
and pre_| judices of the prefent time, fo it €xpatiates on the
prefent, wuh as much error and mistake, as if it were treat-
ing of the remoteft antiquity. It ftates the adjufiment of 82,
to be defcr"bcd by its author as follows : ¢ that it emanated
¢ from the armed conyention affembled at Dungannon, was
¢ approved at 'cou,niy meetings of the people, armed and
¢ unarmed, and was fan&ioned and regiﬂered by the Irith
¢ Parliament :” No fuch thing, nor"any thing like it, did
its author fay, nor fuggeft, mor hint; and this ftatement of
the pamphlet is not mnifreprefentation, nor mifinterpretation,
but palpable invention, did not the pamphlet affume
the name of a judicial charaller, I would fay, down-
right fabrication; I rcf:pe& ~and  admire the meeting
at Dungannon, but the fubjets of 82 did not emanate
from thence ; two yearé before were tbeyrdifcuﬂ“cd in Par-
liament, they were difcuffed on the 19th of April, 1780, on
a motion made by myfelf, and in the courfe of that feflion,
and of the next feflion, repeatedly and fully; they Weie
adopted by different counties, and various difcriptions of
men, and they finally paffed the Parliament. Such is the
hiftory; the pamphlct falfifies the hiftory, to blemifh a great
tranfaltion, ‘and attributes that falfification to me in order

to blemith an individual.
; We
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We follow the work where it will be perhaps more fortu-"
nate. It objeéts on the queftion of the claim of right to the
declarations of the Volunteers; their charater now, it feems,
it profefles to admire; their conduét however (this was
the moft leading part of the conduét, of the old Volunteers,)
it condemns; the inconfiftency of fetting up a character, and
putting down a conduct, is glaring, but in a work pregnant
with every thing which is exceptionable, hardly deferves
notice, But will any man . ferioufly fay, that thofe bodies
fhould not have come forward at that time with refolutions
in favour of a claim of right ! does any man mean to affirm
that we could have eftablifhed that claim without them ?
1f fo, he is a miftater of the truth, Does any man mean to fay,
that the claim did not deferve to be eftablithed ? if fo, heis a
flave; and in neither cafe does he deferve an anfwer. To
have countenanced refolutions effential to the eftablifhment
of your conftitution, and to have oppofed any further inter-
ference, when that conflitution was eftablifhed, was the
duty and the pride of them by whom the bufinefs of 82 was
conduted. By the firft fiep they procured the conftitution;
by the fecond, they faved the government; and in both they
deferved well of their country, and are placed far above the
reach of the author of this little performance, its little cen-
fure or its little praife. We thought that at that time, as in
the period of magna charta, armed men might make decla-
rations to .recover liberty, and having recovered it, we
thought they fecured their glory as well as their freedom,
by retiring to cultivate the bleflings of peace.

The pamphlet has further objections ; it condemns the
expedition with which the claim of right was eftablifhed, it
calls for difcuffion, and delay—to do what ? to debate whe-

ther the Englith Parliament had a right to make laws for
Ireland
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Irelind ; whether the privy councils in both countries fhould
alter your bills, or whether the mutiny bill {hould be perpe-
tual ¢ why, for the two preceding years, thefe fubjedts had
been, and little other than thefe fubjc&s had been, debated.
The pamphlet has proved to you; however, the neceflity of
expedition, by its argument for delay; for it exphins to
you, that we were to delay the queftion, in order to fell it,
thatis, in order to diminifh, ‘clog, and condition your claim
of right : you were to delay, the pamphlet explains, in order
to preferve to the Parliament of England, over this country,
a fhare of legiflative power, and the‘pamphlet adminifters -
additional arguments againft its project of delay, by fhewing
you, that the viceroy of that time was intriguing againt
your favourite meafures, and it gives you ftill further argu-
ments againft delay, by fuggefting that there were certain
gentlemen at that time, who would not with their lives
have fupported their liberties ; it might have added, nor with
their votes : perfectly well do weunderftand the author ; and
this pamphlet might have added, with peculiar authority,
that there were certain young gentlemen at that time, ready
to. barter honour for office, and liberty for chains. It was
therefore, we did not liften to the idea of delay; we did not
chufe to fet up the inheritance of the people of Ireland to
auction ; we were applied to for delay, and we refufed it;
we thought the 16th of April was the day of the Irifh Nation,
and we were determined not to fleep, until laying our heads
on the pillow, we could fay, this day Ireland has obtained
a victory.

Seeing then, that the confiitution was eftablithed without
delay, or barter, or auion, the pamphlet does not defpair,
it hasa cure, viz. corruption ; it does not indeed fet forth
corruption in words, but it does amply and broadly in idea.

B The
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The expreflions are thefe: the only fecutity for national
¢ concurrence is a permanent and commanding influence of
“ the Englith executive, or rather Englifh cabinet in the
¢ councils of Ireland.”” DBy councils of Ireland it means,
and profefles to mean, noth'mg lefs than the Parliament, fee
page 45. Ilereis the neceffary fubftitute, it feems, for the
Britifl, Parliament—here is thé half million—here'is the de-
pendency of the lrith Parliament avowed as a principle 3 here
breaks out of the taint and fore of that unfortunate {yftem,
whofcranknefsthe pamphlet feemsto have deeplyinhaled,and
with whole political incenfe it now deigns to regale our nof-
trils and its own; herfe is acknowledged the truth of the
complaint of the oppofition, namely, that the Britith minif-
ter fome years after the fettlement of 1782, wifhed, through

his agents here, to filch back our Conftitution of 1782, fo
‘ honeurably and nobly obtained, and to refume by fraud
what had been obtained by treaty. In vain fhall a minifter
come forth in founding words, fuch as national concurrence
or national connexion, and wrap himfelf up in the thread-
bare coat of zeal for empire, to ftab his country to the heart ;
fuch arguments are not to be anfwered but punifhed, and
when any man fhall avow that he has no idea of governing
in this country without rendering her Parliament by the
means of influence, perfeétly dependent on Great Britain,
he avows not his profligacy only, but his incapacity alfo.
Such a minifter 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.

To return to the pamphlet. On the fubje of the ¢claim of
right, the author feems to have three parental ideas; Firft,
That the Volunteers fhould have made no declaration on

the {ubject : Secondly, That the queftion thould have been
' left
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left open to delay : and Thirdly, That the Britith cabinet
fhould fucceed to the power of -the Britith Parliament. By
the firft plan the conftitution had been loft, by the fecond
fold, and by the third corrupted. We follow the pamphlet ;
it ftates, that the adjuflment of 1782 was defcribed by the.
authorof it as follows ; then he introduces a defeription
which certainly was given by its author, but which was not
a defcription of the adjuftment of the parliament of 1782,
but of a parliament that fat 187 years ago, and which was
affembled by James I. in the year of our Lord 1613.
Here again is that of which we have fo often reafon
to complain in this work  invention; true it is, that
the boroughs created .by James I.'have had their effct
on pofterity, and true it is, that thofe boroughs continue to
fend members to parliament ; fo far the parliament of 1782
and of 1613 had a fimilitude ; but it is not true that the
parliament of 1782 was a packed parliament like that of 16 135
it is not true that the reprefentatives of the boroughs were
either attornies clerks or the fervants of the Cafltle as in 1613;
nor is it.true that the boroughs of 1782 refembled thofe
created by James in 1613 3 and {o far the two parliaments
have no fimilitude. Mr. Burke, fpeaking to me of fome
country that had profpered under a conftitution confifting
of three eitates, but eltates defetively formed, obfcrved,
¢ that it was of the nature of a conftitution fo formed as
ours, however clumf{y the conftituent parts, when {et together
in action, ultimatelyto act well,” fo of that in queftion. The
boroughs, in a courfe of time, ceafed to be under the in-

fluence of the king, and the conftitution took root in the

people ; the crown became dependant for fupply on the

paﬂiamc.-r;t, and the parhament by the oltennial bill, be-

came ;pdré-intimately .connected with the country; but

however altered, depurated, and naturalized, this borough.

{yftem
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fyftem was an evil ftill; in 1613 it was corruption—in
1800 it may be Union. The author of the pamphlet has
not thought much on thefe fubjets; ’tis aftonithing how
fhallow is that little performance j it charges my, defcription
of the parliament of 1613, as my defcription of the parlia-
ment of 1782—that is, it makes a falfe inference, on its
falfe inference, it makes a falfe comparifon, and the. folly
of its own inference and the fallacioufnefs of its own com-
parifon, it attributes to another perfon. . We: follow the
work. It affirms that the rivals of Mr. Flood had agreed in
1782 to fupport a draft of a clandefting bill or treaty for im-
perial legiflation which the pamphlet defcribes, and adds that
they facrificed to flimfy and corrupt popularity the peace of
ages, &c. &c. Here are two aflertions which I do affirm
publicly,and in the moft unqualified-manner contain not one
{yllable, or tittle, or thadow of fa& ; the two affertions are
wholely and moft abfolutely deftitute of foundation. The
author of the pamphlet is called upon to fupport them—
he -has accefs to the Duke of Portland, to many of the
cabinet of 82, in both countries, and to the official and
the un-official agents of ‘that time,

We have feen with what liberality the pamphlet afferts, we
will now fee with what ceconomy it reafons, and certainly its
falter in fact muft prejudice its authority in logic. It denies
the {fettlementof 82 to have been final; the words of the fettle-
ment are as follows: ¢ His Majefty recommends it to take
into confideration the difcontents and jealoufies prevailing
m Ireland; in order to cometo fuch a final adjuftment as
may <give mutual fatisfaCtion "to both kingdoms®—See
his. Meflage- to the refpective Parliaments.—Parliament
declares, ¢ that no body of men whatever has any right

to
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to make laws for Ireland, fave only the King, Lords, and
Commons thereof, that this is the birth-right of the
pcop]c in’ which the effence of their liberty exifts, and
which we cannot furrender but with our lives”—Sce Addrefs
of the Irith Commons 16th of April.—¢ His Majefty has
recommended the fubject to his Parliaments of both king-
doms, trufting that their wifdom will recommend meafures
as may terminate in a fina/ adjultment”—See his Majefty’s
anfwer.—¢ the Britith legiflature has concurred in a refolu-
tion to remove the caufes of your difcontents and jealoufies
—-the intention of the king, and willingnefs of the Briti(h
Parliament come unaccompanied with any fipulation or con-
dition whatever.”—See the Duke of Portland’s fpeech, 27th
May.—« We conceive the refolution for an unqualified,
unconditional repeal of the 6th of Geo. I. to be a meaflure
of juftice and wifdom, worthy of the Britith Parliament,
and furnithing a perpetual pledge of mutual amity—
gratified in thefe particulars, #0 conflitutional queftion
aill exift between the two countries to interrupt their har-
mony”’—See Irith Commons Anfwer 27th May.—¢ We re-
joice that the name of Portland will be handed down as
blended with a fu/l and perfe(? eftablifhment of the conftitu-
tion of Ireland”—See Commons Addrefs to his Excellency
fame day.—*¢ His Majefty aflures his Commons of his affec-
tionate acceptance of their acknowledgments’ of his Ma-
jefty’s and the Britifh Parliament’s attention to their repre -
fentation, and which they fo juftly confider as furnithing a .
perpetual pledge of mutual amity.—The declaration that
no conflitutional queflion between the two nations will any
longer exift that can interrupt their harmony, are very
pleafing to him”—See the King’s Anfwer to Irifh Addrefs of
27th May.—¢'We have feen this great national arrangement

eftablifhed on a bafis which fecures the tranquility of Ircland,
and
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and unites the affections as well as the interefts of bo;.h
kingdoms”—See Commons Addrefs atthe clofe of the fc{ﬁpn
of 1782, “ Convince the people of your fcveral counties ;hax
the two kingdoms are now infeparably one, indiffolubly con-
neéted in unity of conflitution and unity of intereft—that
every jult caufe of jealoufy is removed—that the two nations

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

adherence to that compact.” See the fecond fpeech of the
Lord Lieutenant at the clofe of the fefion and the ad-
jultment,

Tere is the record ; the pamphlet propofes to do away
the force of record by the force of iffrigue, and to fet
up a private correfpondence of the then Lord Lieutr-
nant againft a public a&t. It produces an intrigue carried
on with a view to clog the fettlement, as f{ufficient not
to condition or interpret, but to over-hawl and overfet it ;
—1t does not make the cox;cnanf conclufive on the infin-
cerity of the Viceroy, but the infincerity of the Viceroy
conclufive againft the cowenant—as if it were poflible
to conftrue away the cbligation of a deed of truft by a
private protelt of the' truftee, or as if treaties between
two nations werg to be fet afide by the private letter of the
Envoy. Tt goes further, it giyes the private intrigue an ex-

tent which the intrigue itfelf never affe@ed—it makes the

correfpondence, containing a with pending the adjuftment
and before it§ conclufion, to condition the Irith claim of
1l m*, tantamount to a public proteft purporting to render
it final"in nothing.—The pamphlet ftates, ¢ That all the
‘¢ parties looked on the adjultment of 1782 as leading
‘* to a3 future political treaty.” —Would any one believe,

would any one conceive that the alledged author of that

pamphlet fhould be ignorant of the parties to that treaty,
that he fhould not know they were the King and the re-

pective

-
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fpe&tive Parliaments of the two countries ; and that they

were not, as he imagines, the individuals concerned jn
bringing that treaty to a conclufion?

“But the author is ignorant of the fentiments of thofe in-
dividuals, as well as of the nature of the treaty. Thus
Mr. Fox’s fentiments the pamphlet has mifreprefented ; A
has declared that he wifhed to make the beft terms he
could for Great Britain; but as Ireland would not condi-
tion her independence, he gave up the fecond propofition.
It has miftated the fentiments of General Fitzpatrick ; 2e
declares that he was totally ignorant of the difpatch of the
Duke of Portland, and that he had at the very time affured
the Irith Parliament, in the name of the Government which
he then reprefented, that no farther meafure was intended,
He has miftated Mr. Grattan’s fentiments, who publickly
declares that every part of the affertion, as far as relates to
him, is totally unfounded, without a thadow of colour or
pretence ; and calls on the author to fupport his affertions’
But T think I could quote azother authority againft this
pamphlet ; it is another pamphlet in the name of the fame
-author publifhed in 1798; which charges the people of
Ireland and the oppofition'with a breach of faith in agitating
certain political and commercial queftions, after the king-
dom had come to a final fertlement with England, « A

“ fettlement {0 complete and fatisfattory as to render a
"% revival of political or conftitutional controverfies utterly
" 1mpo{ﬁble ¥

leat pamphlet accordmgly quotes the addrefs of 1782 ;
declaring that 21l conftitutional queftions between the two
countries thould ceafe, and it extends the word confizuti-
onalto mean all commercial queftions ; and it extends the
words between the- two nations to mean queftions beraween
the adminiflation and the country. 'This interpretation by
: the
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the pamphlet of 1798, was as extravagant as the opppa, ¢
interpretation by the pamphlet of 1800, in the name of the
{fame author. The author is there made to differ from
Mr.. Pitt, and to fay that the adjuftment went to every
thing ; the zuthor is Aere made to differ from himfelf, which
is much lefs furprifing, and to fay that the adjuftment ex-
tended to nothing. But here I muft obferye, that it is the
argument only that is inconfiftent, the fentiment is pe:fc&-
ly uniform ; it advanced covenant againft national redrefs,
and it now advances the will of the minifter againft cove-
nant. Thus has this pamphlet on the fubjeét of a national
treaty, expatiated with extraordinary vehemence and confi-
dence without knowing its purport, without knowing who
were the parties, without knowing who fhould be the par-
ties, without knowing what were the fentiments of the par-
-ties 3 in dire& contradiion to the fentiments of the prin-
cipal agents, and to the {poken, written and printed opini-
on of the alledged author of the publication, :

We follow the work ; having denied a covenant which did
exift, it fabricates a covenant which never had any exift-
ence whatfoever ; it afferts, page 47, that an alliance offen-
five and defenfive, was formed by certain parties in both
countries to play the independence of Ireland againft their
antagonifts; 2dly, it affirms the principal object of that al-
liance to be, to guard againft any fettlement which might
cut off the fources of jealoufy and difcontent between the
two nations. I do aver in the moft folemn, public and un-
qualified manner, that there is not the leaft foundation, co-
lour or pretence %or either of thofe affertions ; and it is with
great pain I feel myfelf forced to declare, that they are ab-
folutely and wholly deftitute of any foundation, in fact or
in truth 3 I refer to thefe falls— i
- Imme-
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Immediately after the fettlement of 1782, the Englifh
part of this pretended alliance went into oppofition ; the
Irifh part of this pretended alliance, till 1785, fupported
the government, and fome of them, for years after; the
Englifh part of this pretended alliance oppofed the French
treaty ; the Irifh part fupported it ; fome of the Englifh part
of this pretended alliance oppofed the war, the Irith pai‘t
fupported it. Here then is a publick proof of the falfehood
of the firft pofition. We are furnifhed with further means
of falfifying the fecond.

The original propofitions that pafled the Irith Parliament in
1785, were that very fettleme)it which the pamphlet defcribes;
that is, a fettlement purporting to cat off the fources of any
remaining difcontents and jealoufies between the two nati-
ons, and they had our warmeft fupport. So that the pam-
phlet has been fo indifcreet and ill advifed as to advance
and afirm two criminal charges pobtively and publickly,
having, within the reach of its author’s knowledge; certain
fafts, proving the falfehood of thofe very chatges, at thc
very time they were fo m]udmouﬂy advanced.

The author is called upon to fupport - them . he muft have
accefs to the Duke of Portland, to Mr. Pelham, and to many
of thofe who muft have been parties in this pretended alli-
anee. They are not our friends, they are his.

The work 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 muft create a preju-
dice againft its logic. The beft way of anfwering mifre-
prefentation is by reciting the fa&. The original ten.

_propofitions were formed with the confent of the Britifh

cabinet 3 {hcy were the work (at leaft the firlt ninc) as I
C underftand
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underftand of a gentleman of this country, and they thewed
in their ability and their compafs; the hand of a mafter.
A tenth was added, which ftipulated for revenue to be given
by tliis country to Great Britain; that r1oth was altered in
the cabinet in Ireland and divided into two refolutions, the
1ft declaring that no Irith revenue fhould be given to Eng-
land until all Itifli charges were previoudly fatisfied'; the 24,
that the Irifh revenue fhould be raifed to the Irifh expences.
The Irifh miniftry took the new revenue.and the Englifh
Parliament alteved the original propofition. Pending thefe
alterations, fome members of our houfe fpoke on the fub-
jet, and pledged themfelves that they fhould on the return
of the propofitions give them oppofition in cafe they fhould
be altered even in an iota. I recolle& Mr. Fofter {peaking
to that point, he did not fo pledge himfelf, but I perfectly
recolleét that the then attorneygeneral did; the pamphlet has
given reafons for the inconftaney of his fentiments, give me
leave to juftify the uniformity of mine. The bill founded
on the altered propolitions departed from the original ones
in the following particulars : it ftipulated for a perpetual re-
venue bill it ftipulated in certain leading and effential mat-
ters for a covenant of referential legiflation, it included in
that covenant four articles of American commerce, it ftipu-
Jated for the reduction of our duties of protection on cotton
among others, and it gave us nothing in fubftance but the
re-export trade which we have gotten without it. To the
public itis fufficient to fay fo much, to the pamphlet it is un-
neceflary to fay any thing 5 but when that pamphlet calls op-
pofition to thofe altered propofitions 2 breach with England
and.a {acrifice of the common intereft on the altar of facion,
the author fhould be reminded, that the perfon whofe name
it afflames had pledged himfelf to oppofe thofe al*ered pro~
pofitions 3 that is, dccordiﬁg'to the pamphlet, to caufe that
breach with England and to make that facrifice on the altar

of
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of fa&tion; and alfo that a great part of the prefent cabi-
net of England did altually execute what the pamphlet calls
abreach with England, and facrificed the common intereft
on the altar of fa&ion—Lord Auckland, the Duke of Port-
land and moft of his connexions. But we ftand in need of
no authorities ; did we, I thould quote Mr. Denis Daly, the
then mufter mafter, who declared he could not fupport the
_ altered propofitions. The truth is, the oppofition to the bill
which comprehended them, was no- breach with England,
however there might indeed mix in the debate an offenfive
difpoﬁtioh to contraft the two nations ; but we muft always
diftinguifh between the nature of the queftion itfelf and the
craft of the expe@ant flattering the courtof England by re-
viling his own country for his private advantage.

We follow the pamphlet to the regency, and here its
charge againft the country is not her condué& but her power.
The pamphlet reprobates the tight of Ireland to choofe a
regent 3 now, fhe is not refponfible for the right but the exer-
cife of it, and we have fhewn that fhe exercifed that right for
the prcfcrvatibn of the monarchy, and the conneétion. The
pamphlet ftates the power of choice to be tantamount to 2
power of feparation; but who gave that power ? it was the
law; and who difplayed that power ? the minifter ; it was
he who ftated that the two houfes of Parliament in cafe of
regal incapacity could fupply the deficiency exally as they
thought proper, whena fervant of Government here main-
tained that the houfes of the Britifh Parliament cculd do
more, and could provide for the deficiency in Ireland as well

" as in England, that is to fay, could republicanize both
countries.. He did not make our fitnation better, nor give
any, great fecurity to the monarchy or the conftitution.

The
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The pamphlet afferts, that if the proceedings of our Par.
liament could have any effect, we were feparated for fome
weeks from England. Now if we were feparated for an
hour, it was not by the proceedings of Parliament, that is
to fay, by the addrefs to the Prince, which never had effect,
but by the indifpofition of his Majefty, which had effeét; and
which alone had effe@ to fufpend the royal fun&ion and of
courfe the only conneéting power of the two countries.

The pamphlet having confounded the proceedings of Par-
liament with caufes which Parliament. found but did not .
produce, proceeds to a-grofs mifreprefentation of concomi-
tant circumftances. It charges on the Parliament the crime
of expedition, but it does not ftate the caufe of it ; one caufe
was the fedition of the Irifh minifter ;—that miniftry appre-
hended difmiffal and were forming an oppofition. The then
reprefentative of Majefty in Ireland was fuppofed to be em-
ployed at that time in capvafling for a party againft the fu-
ture Government with the king’s commiffion in his pocket.
Thus his Royal Highnefs would have been a regent in chains
with a court in mutiny. |

The pamphlet charges the commons at that time with
difrefpect to the king, marked by the limitation of the fupply.
The fact is true, but it is not true as the pamphlet ftates
it—the commons abridged the grant of the fupply becaufe
the King’s minifter in Ireland could not be trufted,
and he could not be trufted for the following reafons :—
becaufe he had declared he would make certain members of
Parliament viCims of their votes, becaufe he had cenfured
the Parliament and the Parliament had cenfured him, and
becaufc one of his fervants had pronounced in Parliament
the neceflity of reforting to the rankeft corruption. It was
for thefe reafons that Parliament did not think proper to
truft either with the revenues of the country.

The
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The pamphlet afferts, that the Irith Parliament proceeded
without a tittle of evidence ; it is not the fact. The pamph-
let, indeed, acknowledges that its own charge is not true, by
making another, namely, that the Houfe of Commons did
ot attend to the evidence. Here it is as deficient in candour
as before in fadt ; the cafe was, that the report of the phi-
fician regarding the ftate of his Majelty’s health, had ap-
peared before in every paper ; it wasa fubject too interefting
and too melancholy not to be perfectly known, and was read
in the Houfe, pro forma. On this part of the fubjeét, th
pamphlet is, in-an eminent degree, indecorous and licenci-
ous, when it fpeaks of the Houfe of Commons; nor is it
lefs fo when it fpeaks of the perfons concerned in the pro-
ceedings of that time, as of a fet of men who had accom-
plithed a breach between Great Britain and Ireland, and had
committed (I think the-words of the charge are), enormities,
The perfons guilty of thofe enormities were fome of the pre-
fent fervants of the crown, a majority of two Houfes of
Parliament, feveral bifhops, a great part of the prefent ca-
binet of England, the Duke of Partland and his party, Lord
Spencer, who was to have been Lord Lieutenant, and Mr.
Pelham, who was to have been his Secretary—were it not
prefumptious, I might afcend much higher.

An alliance to play againft England the independency of
Ireland, whofe bafis was to prevent meafures of concord—
a breach made between the two countries in 85, and now
their enormities in the addrefs on the regency, are charges
againft the Duke of Portland’s party very unfounded and
very puerile, but made with great boldnefs by the author,
who feems to enjoy a genius for crimination, which in its
extent and extravagance, becomes harmlefs. The phamplet

charges on that period mueh indecorum. I do lament it.
“ You
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‘¢ You have fet up a little king of your own, faid a princi-
‘pal fervant of the crown, fpeaking to the Houfe of'Com'_-
mons, and talking of his Prince with the vulgar familiarity
with which one flave would falute his fellow.” ¢ Half a
‘¢ million or more was expended fome years ago, to break
““ an oppofition, the fame or a greater fun may be neceffary
“ now”; fo faid the principal fervant of the crown. The
Houfe heard him, I heard him, he faid it ftanding on his legs
to an aftonithed Houfe, and an indignant nation, and he
faid fo in the moft extenfive fenfe of bribery and corrup-
tion. The threat was procecded on, the peerage was fold, the
caitiffs of corruption were every where, in the lobby, in the
+ ftreet, on the fteps, and at the door of every parliamentary
leader whofe threfholds were worn by the members of, the
then adminiftration, offering titles to fome, amnefty to others,
and corruption to all. Hence arofe the difcontents of which
the pamphlet complains—againft fuch proceedings, and the
profiigate avowal of fuch proceedings, againft the confe-
quences that followed—they were many and bloody, we did
then, and we beg now to enter once more our folemn pro-

teft.

Could that nation, who had refufed to obey the legifla-
tive power of the Britith Parliament, whoe had armed for
‘her defence and her freedom, who had recovered her trade,
reinftated her conftitution, and acquired a great, and it fhall
not be my fault, if it be not an immortal name—could théy
who had taken a part for that nation, in all her glorious ac-
quifitions—could the nation or fuch men, could both for-
get themiclves, and fupport a rank inftrument of power, and
become its little comrade, and its copander in its dirty doings,

in_the fale of the peerage, confpiracies againft Parliament,
and its vile and vulgar abufe of the people.

A pamphlet
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A pamphlet of 98, publifhed in the name of the fame
author, is pleafed to mention, that the experiment of con-
ciliation had been fully and abundantly tried, and it parti-
cularly inftances, the acknowledgement of our Parliamentary
conftitution—it was an eXperiment, magnanimous on the
part of Great Britain, and her then minifter, and we ought
to take this public opportunity, of making acknowledge-
ments to both, but we muft lament, that their noble pur-
pofes were counterated, and their wife experiment  be-
trayed by a calamitous afcendency in the Irifh Cabinet,
from 8¢ of the above councils, at once fervile and infolent
who had oppofed the eftablifhment of the Irifh Conftitu-
tion, and fearce were they placed in power, when they
planned its overthrow, fet up a’ counter experiment, or
confpiracy, to undo what England thought fhe had recog-
nized, and Ireland thought fhe had fecured, that very parli-
amentary conftitution, our bond of connexion, and pledge
of peace, and took two methods to accomplith their crime,
both of which, they proclaimed with much public immo-
defty, but without danger; a proje&t to pack a Parliament
and a projett to abolifh it.

We follow the work,. it complains of the Whig Club, the
minifter was the author of it—his do&trine, and his half
million were the authors of it, but Clubs of this kind
are only preferved by violence, that violence did happen
—an attack was made on the rights of the city, a doc-
trine was promulgated, that the common council had
no right to put a negative on the Lord Mayor, chofen
by the board of Aldermen, except the board itfelf fhould
affent to the negative- put on its own choice, this doc-
trine. was advanced by the court, to fecure the ele&tion
of the mayor to itfelf ; in the courfe of the conteft,

a minifter involved himfelf in a perfonal altercation with
' ' the
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the citizens—with Mr. Tandy, he had carried on 2 long
war, and with various fuccefs—he was now involved in
an altercation more general, in the compafs of his wrath—
he paid his compliments to the Whig Club, and that club
advanced the fhield of afree people over the rights of the .
city, and humbled a minifter in the prefence of thofe citi-
zens whofe privileges he had invaded, and whofe perfons
he had calumniated. The pamphlet charges the club with
a crime on account of a publication on the {ubjet of the
poor, pending a probable invafion—idle charge. At this
time of a probable invafion, is a focicty formed for the
very purpofe of inveftigating  their. condition  with
fome of the officers of ftate,-and feveral clergy at ‘its
head.—At fuch a time did fome of the = Englifh clergy
publifh treatifes proving, that the peafantry could not
live by their labour—did the author read 'a very learn-
ed pamphlet in favor ofthe Union, publifhed by Mr.

Douglafs, at 2 time of apprehended invafion, recommend-

ing Uniont as the belt means of relieving the lower order

from the oppreffion of the rich, and then he quotes Adam

Smith—did the author read Mr. Pitt’s pamphlet, ‘publithed

pending an apprehended invafion and condoling with the

peafantry of Ireland; on the great praclical grievance of

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

work to its charge againft the propounders of the reform

plan of 97—the work fets forth two plans, that of thofe

gentlemen, and that of the United Irithmen—they differ in

the following effentials—the plan of the former left the

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

Parliament—the former rejeted the idea of perfonal repre-

fentation, theformer did not propofe to abolifh the oath taken

by the ele@or. = What then did the former do—=it deftroyed
boroughs, and it propofed to fupply their place by the prefent

freemen and freeholders, that is, by thofe whom the law
calls
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calls the Commons—it created no new conftituency, but it
did what every plan of reform profefles to emulate—it gave
reprefentation to the conftituency, that is, to the Com-
mons in the place of the monopolift—when I fay it made
no new conflituency—I beg to make an exception, it intro-
duced in the place of the potwalloper as he is termed, fub-
ftantial leafeholders and fubftantial houfeholders, that is,
it gave property more weight, and population diftin& from
property lefs weight—on the whole it took away thes mo-
nopolift and the potwalloping rabble, and communicated
the reprefentatation of the kingdom ‘to the proprietors
thereof, as conftituted its eleCtors by law, or as entitled to
become fuch by a property greater than the law had required.

The effet of this plan had been to prevent an Union;
if we are to advert to the evidence of the prifoner examined
by the Houfes of Parliament, it had been to prevent a
rebellion, and to break off a French conne&ion. When
the pamphlet fets forth that Mr. O’Connor, &e.* approved
of this plan it thould have ftated the whole truth, or have
ftated nothing ; it has done neither. Tt has fupprefled
their declaration which was, that had that plan taken place,
they would have broken off their connection with France.

Neither the hiftory of that reform, nor the hiftory of any
public meafure, does the writer fet forth. A plan ot reform
' ' D had

* The author is pleafed to term Mr. O’Connor our wnreferved friend—in
his ma.mfeﬂ.o fhewed to the Irith government for permiffion to publifh, Mr,
O*Connor fets forth that fave only on the queftion of reform, he had no
commaunication with us of any Kind whatever---that manifefto muft have
been read by the author of the pamphlet, who thus makes another charge be
fhould have known to be groumdlefs, and which he is now called on to
maintain. We do not call for legal evidence, but if the author has any evi-
dence at all, fuch as would convince an horieft man of the truth of any of

* thofe charges, or joftify an honefl man in making them, heis called vpon
and requefted to produce that evidence,
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.

had been propofed in 93, and debated in 94. It was obje&-
ed firflt, that the plan did not give fatisfaction ; in that the
moftvehementpartizans of parliamentaryreform hadﬁgmﬁcd
their difapprobation—{econdly, that the plan opened the
way to another plan or to the project of perfonal reprefen-
tation. It became highly expedient before any other plan
was fubmitted to the confideration of Parliament, to be able
to aflure that auguit body, that fuch plan would give ge-
nera! fatisfaction, and put an end to the project of perfonal
reprefentation.  The perfons concerned in the forming that
plan, did accordingly obtain from the north of Ireland, and
moreover from the advocates of perfonal reprefentation,
authority to declare in Parliament, that if the plan of 9%
fhould pafs, they would reft fatisfied. If a further anfwer
to the author be neceflary, it is his own avowal of his own
principle, viz. that no Irifh repref{entation at all is necefla-
ry, and that hefhould be fatisfied to be governed by the
Englifh Parliament, without a, fingle reprefentative.  With
fuch a perfon, I fhall no further difcufs the fubje& of repre-
fentation.

We follow the work to the Catholic queftion: It is
pleafed to quote me as follows, ¢ Let me advife you by
““ no means to poftpone the confideration of your fortunes
¢ till after the war, your phyfical confequence exifts in a
“ Rate of 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 publifhed as mine
by the author of the pamphlet, is not mifinterpretation,
not mifreprefentation, but palpable fabrication. 1 never -
faid nor publifhed, that the phyfical confequence of any
part of hls Majefty’s fubje€ls exifted in a ftate of feperation
from England, nor any thing that would warrant that in-
terpretation ; but I did fay the reverfe—that as our do- .
meftic fecurity confifted in concord with another, fo our

{ecurity
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fecurity againft an invader from abroad, depended on our
connexion with Great Britain. On this expreflion then
boldly attributed to me, but which I never delivered, the
author founds two charges as deftitute of truth and unreal
as the foundation on which they reft—a charge of revolution
and jacobinifm. The author in a prodution fanctioned by
his name, in one of the public papers, is made to fay that a
certain party had reforted to the Catholic Bill asa new fub-
je& of difcontent, after the Place and Penfion Bill had
been conceded : here again I am forced to lament the ne--
ceflity of declaring that this affertion alfo is totally and
abf6lutely deftitute of foundation—and I will prove its
departure from the fa&, by the proceedings of Parlia-
ment. The firft Catholic Bill after that of 1782, pafled
in ga—the fecond, early in the feflion of 93—and the
place and penfion bill did not pafs ull the clofe of it, fo
that the refutation of the charge, appears on the rolls of
Parliament. As to the laft Catholic Bill, they to whom
he alludes, did not refort'to it as a new fubjeét of difcon-
tent to annoy the government, being at that time them-
felves the adminiftration—it follows, there is an arith-
metic and moral impoflibility of the truth of this charge of
the author. I beg indulgence in addition, to ftate a few
. fa&ts—the Catholics were not excited to come forward by
an oppofition, they were induced to come forward by
Mr. Mitford’s Bill in g1—they came at the latter end of the
feflion of that year to fome of our party, mylelf among
others, to know whether we fhould not advife them to
petition Parliament for further indulgences—my anfwer
was, I am your friend, but go to the Secretary and confult
him ; _den’t narrow your caufe to the fate of an oppo-
fition and a minority. I give this advice as a friend to
your body—in the winter of 91, I was applied to Mr.
R. Burke with a requeft to know my fentiments on the
Catholic fubje&, which I did not difclofe to him, declaring
at the fame time, my good withes to the Catholic body, and

D2 on
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on the opening of the feffion, in January g2, I gave the
Catholie a decided fupport. Forgetting this, the pamphlet
quotes a declaration, ¢ that the Catholics could not induce
any one member of Parliament to patronize their petition,
This declaration was publithed, December, 92, and the
author charges from thence, that until the petitidn wa$
recommended by minifters, we had been catholic perfe-
cutors. 'That charge alfo is a departure from fa&, I'remem-

ber giving in {upport of the catholic petition, and claims a
decided voice and vote in 1792.

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, 1 did think the bill communicated, moft im-
portant rights. In the feffion of g4, the catholic’ fubject was
not mentioned, but in fummer, on a change being made in
the Britith Cabinet, being informed by fome of the lead-
ing perfons therein, that the adminiftration of the Irifh de-
partment was to belong to them, and that they had fent for
us to adopt our meafures, I ftated the catholic emancipation,
as one of them. Thus the charge that we were originally per-
fecutors of the catholics appears to be a departure from the
falt. Thus the charge that we took up the catholics after
the pafling of the place and penfion bill, as Irith matter of
oppofition,  appears likewife to be a departure from faét.
The proofs are in the proceedings of Parliament.

The pamphlet of 98, in he authors name, has faid, that
the experiment of conciliation was abundantly tried. Here
1s the fecond experiment, and here it is but juit, to acknow-
ledge the wifdom of his Majefty, and the benignity of his

intentions,
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intentions, when he was gracioufly pleafed to recommend the
Catholics in 1793, in his fpeech from the Throne, fo that
this body thus royally patronized, might be attached not
only to the conflitution, whofe privileges they were to par-
ticipate, but to the great perfonage, alfo, at whofe {pecia
interpofition, they were thus parentally, and majeftically
recommended. But as in the firft experiment, the people of
England, fo in the fecond, was his Majefty betrayed, by
thofe infatuated, weak, and pernicious' counfels, which had
. been in 8¢, the inftruments of political corruption, and
now became the horn of religious difcord.

T will give the learned author every advantage, and fup-
pofe contrary to my fixed and unalterable opinion, the po-
licy of excluding the Catholics from the Conftitution ; yet
thould I neverthelefs condemn the hoftile, and outrageous
manner in which that exclufion, was defended, ¢ If, fays
he, the Catholics do not fubvert the proteftant govern-
ment, they muft refift the ruling paflions, and propenfities
of the human mind ; they can never be cordially affeCted
to his Majefty’s Government. I am confident, the old
roman fuperftition, is as rank in Ireland now, as in 41—
the profound ignorance of the lower order, the general abhor-
rence of the proteftant religion, by the people, qualify them to
receive any impreflion their priefts can make, and if their
minds be divefted of veneration for the prieft, fuch is the
ignorance, and barbarity of they people, that the would fall
into 2 ftate of rude nature—the popith fuperftitition is not

confined to the lower order, it flourithes in full vigour,
-~amongft the higher order.”

This was the language, improper becaufe not founded
in fa&, and impolitic and indecent in a minifter, though
the
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~ the facts could fupport it. The beft way to diftinguith the
indecorum of fuch fpeech, is to advert to a {peech ma-dc
on the fame fide of the queftion by a gentleman \yho
faid every thing that could be urged againft their pretenfions,
without uttering a fingle fyllable which could give offence
to their perfons, fo that the Catholics might much more
eafily forgive the latter his vote, than the former his fp‘ccf:h,
and on a comparifon of the two productions, you will fee
the eminent fupergority of fenfe with temper over talents
without it. There are two fides in this queftion which men
of principle might take, for the meafure or againft it, but
the miniftry that took both parts could be juftified by neither;
the fack was, that the miniltry encouraged the Proteftants,
and forfook them afterward; they brought forward the
grand jurics, 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. This was a great miftake, but
there was a greater, and that was to be ,four'ld in thofe -
{peeches and publications from a quarterin high confidence,
which vilified the acks of concellion in the moment of come
ferring them, and affe@ing to fupport the King’s Govern-
ment, called the bill he had recommended a7 actof infanity ;
the incoherent plan was erroneous, but this was infatuation,
it was the petulance of power, it was the infolence of
wealth, it was the intoxication of fudden and giddy eleva-
tion, breathing out on a great and ancient defcription of his
Majefty’s fubjects, the phrenzy of his politics and the fury
of his faith, with all the impoverifhed anger of a feverifh
and diftempered intellect. It went to deprive the Proteftant
afcendancy of the advantage of temper, and of the graciouf-
nefs of good manners which fhould always belong ‘to the
powerful fect ; it went to deprive the ftate of a certain
comelinefs of deportment and mild dignity which fhould
always belong to Government ; it fought in the king’s co-

lours
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lours againft the king’s benevolence, it went to deprive Lis
Majefty of the bleflings of gratitude and his people of the
bleflings of concord ; it went to corrode where the crown
had intended to heal, and it curdled with the temper of the
minifter, the manna that was defcending from the throne.

The argument that accompanied this inveltive was of
little moment ; a man in a fury can’t argue ; the weaknefs of
his reafoning will be exaétly in proportion to the ftrength

“of his paffion.

Behold a melancholy example of the victory of human
paflion over the human underftanding. The prefent dan-
ger of the papal power after the depofition of the Pope, the
incompatibility of the real prefence, and the worfhip of the
Virgin Mary, with the interelt of the Houfe of Hanover
and the incompetency of Parliament to alter the oaths of
its own members, fuch are the author’s the arguments.
However, if the pamphlet of 98 denies' the competence of
Parliament, here comes the pamphlet of 1800 to confole
you, and as the one fets the law above the law-maker, {o the
other fets thc law-maker above the Conftitution, and both
together would prove that the legiflature is incompetent to
admit *a Catholic, but is perfeétly competent to deftroy a
Parliament.

We leave thefe arguments and the vehement {pirit with
which they arepoured forth, and come to the clofe of the
pamphlet and the beginning of the fubjeét, theUnion. Of 101
pages, 26 only are devoted to the queftion, the reft contain
feelings, battles, and fores from a perpetual encounter with
all defcriptions of men and with patriotifm in all ages. As
the author fcarcely argues the queftion of Union or indeed

affets it, here I fhall fay but little ; howevertwo great points
he -
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he would eftablith I beg to advert to. They contain pofiti-
ons which are not only glaringly unfounded but exceedingly
dangerous : the 1ft, that this country is unable to pay her
¢ltablifhments, 2d, that her Conftitution i'sinm;)ctent to
provide for her fecurity. He attempts to warrant his firft
by a ftatement affe€ting to prove that in three years if fhe
was to continue without an Union, we fhall owe §0,000,000).
He ftates that we borrow annually 8,000,000, he fhould have
ftated that we borrow but 4,000,000'; ‘whatever capital we
may create on_each loan, he fhould have ftated how much
lefs we fhould borrow on the adoption of an Union. He
fhould have ftated that the projectors of the Union only
proffered the payment of 1,000,000 of our war eftablifhment,
that the prefent year was provided for, that the faving in
the two following years of war will be, according to this
proffer, but 2,000,000, and the purchafe of boroughs will be
1,500,000. ‘He fhould have ftated further that our war
contribution was rated at 4,400,000, and that our prefent
war expence was only 4,652,000, fo that the proffer
appears fallacious, and if we be unable to fupport our pre-
fent war expence, we will be unable to fupport eur war
contribution, and the reader will obferve the prefent war ex-
pence is an occafional war eftablithment, prihcipal]y caufed
by infurreftion, 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 s¥gument
in 1798 which is as follows : ¢¢ Firft, as to the adequacy of

the Conftitution for the purpofe of fecurity aud connexion,
then for that of wealth and profperity. '

A Parliament

* Sce Lord Farnham’s moft-excellent pamphlet, and likewife his moft ju-
dicious fpeech on the fubje@ of Union.
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“ A Parliament, perfe@ly diftin€t from, and independent
of the other Parliament, forms afyftem the moft eriti-
cal and complicated ; to a common obferver, utterly im-
practicable ; but experience has proved, that in the midft
of popular turbulence, and in the convulfion of ranco-
rous and violent party contefts, - the Irith Parliament, as it
is now canftituted, is fully competent to all political and
beneficial purpofes of Government ; that it is fully com-
petent to proteét this, which is the weaker Country, againit
encroachment, and to fave the Empire from diflolution,
by maintaining the Conftitutional connexion of Ireland
with the Britifh Crown.”—=Here .is the refutation of his fe-
cond great argument publithed. by himfelf. Hear him con-
quer himfelf in his pamphlet of g8~—here (page 5) he writes
as follows “ there is nota Nation in the habitable globe,
“ which has advanced in culuvauon and commerce, in
2 agnculture and manufadtures, with the fame rapidity in
“ the fame period,”—f{peaking of Ireland fince the Corfti-
tution of 82 viz. for the laft 20 years.

Here we add nothing, but that the author has been, by
his own account, recommending an Union for thefe eight
years; he has been, according to his own account, betray-
ing the Conftitutionia the very moments of his panegyric,

~ On this important difcovery let others expatiate; to us
it is more material to obferve on his work, where it fets
up our Hiftory againt enr Conftitution, and the annals of
the Parliament againftits legiflative capacity. To eftablifh
this, he has thought it prudent to advert to four periods, in
which: the  greatelt legiflative queftions were fuccefsfully
difeuffed, and the greatefl legiflative abilities were tri-
umphantly difplayed. :

This pamphlet quotes the period of 1753, and relates,

that a queftion regarding a furplus in the frealury was
L then
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. ‘then ftarted, to try the firength of two fa&tions ; which,
in its confequente, tranfmitted a fpirit, that afterwards de-
graded the Parliament ; what, when, or where, this Parlia-
mentary degradation appeared, weare at 2 lofs to difcover;
this is mot hiftery, nor comment, nor faét, but itisa
garbling of hiftory to eftablifh a conclufion the oppofite of
that which the hiftory itfelf would adminifter; the principle
then determined; the importance of that principle, the
abilities difplayed on the difcuffion of it, the real effe@ of
both on the public mind, have efcaped the pen of the
hiftorian ; from that pen you would colleét, that Mr.
Malone and Mr, Pery were nothing more than two prize=
fighters, embattled in the caufe of fation, under two
great ftate criminals, the Primate and Lord Shannon ; that
they agitated a matter of no moment, but that they pro-
pagated fedition of great moment, and fatal confequenees
to the next generation. ' Rl

g

Having thus difpofed of the Parliament, and the chaa
rafters of §3, without the vexation of any ftudy, or
fordid obligation to . faét, the pamphlet proceeds to difpofe
of the charalter of the Houfe of Commons and the
principal Gentlemen of the country for 135 years longer.
It bad before reprefented them as incendiaries, it here
reprefents them as plunderers ; it fets forth, that under the
pretext of publicimprovement, the Commons plundered
the country ; and that their Parliament, to pay their Par-
liamentary following, plundered the. treafury, until they
impofed on the crown, the neceflity of reforting for fup-
. ply to-Parliament ; which the author moft pathetically
bemoans, and which he feems to think the only great grie-
wance of the country. -

Having given this Hiflory o‘f"Parliament, from (33) to
(68) it advances to the adminiftration of lL.ord Town-
fhend ;



3t
fhend, in which it feems torecolleét nothing but the noife
of oppofition. :

The pamphlet of 98, in the name of the author, had ob-
ferved, that from the revolution of 82, the fyftem adopted by
thofe in whom the power refided (they were thofe, among
others, whom he had juft been pleafed to reprobate, as incen-
diaries and plunderers) was to cement the connexion which
had fo long fubfifted between Great Britain and Ireland, to
their mutual advantage ; the pamphlet of 1800 is pleafed to
obferve, that the precedent of their government, was fatal;
and that a fyftem was formed on it, that would beat down
any nation on earth; accordingly, it ftates, that the Eng-
lith Government opened their eyes, fthook indced the
ariftocracy, but generated 8 race of political adventurers,
full of noife and indecorum, ~Ithink I have heard fpruce
authority as petulant and indecorous as young ambi-
tion. ‘The attempts of the court to pack a Parliament at
that period, the encreafe of the eftablifhment, for that
purpofe, the great abilities difplayed, the altered mo-
ney-bill, protefts, prorogation, in fhort, the hiftory of the
period, once more efcapes this hiftorian.The learned author
now approaches the year 79—the expedition of his
march is very great, and velly liberally does he leave un-
touched every thing behind him; heisarrived and here
he, fearcely _is ftricken with any thing worthy his hiftory,

" fave only the weaknefs of Lord Buckinghamfthire, in ar-
raying the Volunteers, and the illiberality of the nation,
in demacding a free trade ; the pamphlet commends the
Volunteers of that period ; and yet [ think I remember a
young Barrifter going forth in his cock-boat, and fcolding
the wavesof that ocean, and the waves regarded him not.
Certainly theVolunteers did take a moit decifive part in the
political and commercial queftion of that day. Weli, he has
done with the year 79; whatever he bad to fay on

} the
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the great queftions then difcuffed, and on that moft - preg-
nant period, ina few lines he has faid it ; hiftory is nothing
in his hands ; in his account of. the Parliament of Ireland
for 30 years, the learned author has five ideas, and thofe
are all ; fa&tion in §3 ; plunder till 68 ; then the noife of
oppofition 3 then the weaknefs of government ; then the
ungenerous proceedings of ~ Parliament ; ‘and as he before
¢ondemned your efforts to recover your trade, with
oblique cenfure, fo now he condemns your efforts to reco-
ver your conftitution, with dire€t animadverfion ; he calls
the fettlement of 82, the feperation of a colony from
Great Britain j bold adulation of England, this; the al-
ledged author of the pamphlet, was in Parliament the
16th of April, 82 ; he madeno objetion to this fepara-
tion; he was in Parliament, the 29th of May, 82 ; he
made no objection to the feparation ; he wrote me a let-
terof congratulation at that timg, onthe fuccefs of that
fettlement ; he did not there mention this feparation,
Reading this publication new, and inthe fociety of the
two other pamphlets of the fame name, every Irifhman
feels himfelf lefs a gentleman, and more a flave. The
pamphlet in its eblique cenfure, and in its dire ani-
madverfion, difparages every great adl, and every difs
tinguifhed chara&er in this country, for the lalt 50 yéars,

Mr. Malone, Lord Pery, late Lofd Shannon, Duke
of Leiniter, the Mr. Ponfonbys, Mr. Brownlow, Sir Wil-
liam Ofborne, Mr. Burgh, Mr. Daly, Mr. Yelverton,
Mr. Ogle, Mr. Flood, Mr. Forbes, Lord Charlemont,
and myfelf; T follow the author through the graves of
thefe honourable dead men, for moft of them are fo ; and
I beg to raife up their tombftones, as hethrows them
down; [feel it more inftruive to conveife with their
athes, than with his compofitions,

Mr. Malone,_.
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Mr. Malone, one of the charaéters of g3, was 4 man /
of the finelt intelle& that any country ever produced.——
“ The three ableft men [ have ever heard, were Mr. Pitt,
< (the Father) Mr.Murray and Mr. Malone; for a popular
« affembly I would chufe Mr. Pitt; fora Privy Council,
« Murray ; for twelve wife men, Malone.” This was
the opinion which Lord Sackville, the fecretary of §3, gave,
of Mr. Malone to a Gentleman from whom I heard it.
* He is a great fea in a'calm” faid Mr. Gerrard Hamil-
ton, another great judge of mes and talents; ¢ aye,”
it was replied, ¢ but had you feen him when he was
young, you would have faid he was a great fea in a ftorm ;"
and like the fea whether in calm or ftorm, he was a great
producion of Nature, h

Lord Pery, he is not yet carioniged by death; but he,
like the reft, hasbeen canonized ‘by- flander.- He 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 phace in Treland the laft 50 years; a man
of the moft legiflative capacity I ever knew, and the moft
comprehenﬁve reach of underftanding I ever faw; with
a deep engraven impreffion of public care, accompanted
by a temper which was tranquillity itfelf, anda perfonal
firmnefs that was adamant in his train, is gvery pnvatc
virtue that can adorn human Nature.

Mr. B'rownléw, Sir Wm. Ofborne, I with we had
more of thefe criminals ;=—tie former feconded the addrefs
of 82—and in the latter and in both, there was a ftation
of rnmd that would have become the proudeft fenate in

Europe

Mr. Flood, my rival, as the pamphlet - calls him=-and
[ thouldbe unworthy the chara&er of his rival, if in his
grave



34

grave I did not do him juﬁice-:-he had his faults; but
he had great powersy great public effeCt; he perfuaded
the old, he infpired the young; the Caftle vanifhed before
him; on a fmall fubjeét he was miferable; put into -
his hand, a diftaff, and, like Hercules, he made fad wotk of
it; but give him the thunder-bolt, and he had the arm of
a Jupiter; he misjudged when he transferred himfelfto the

Englith Parliament; he forgot that he was a tree of the

foreft, too old, and too great to be tranfplanted at 50

and his feat in the Britifh Parliament, is.a caution to the

friends of Union to ftay at home, and make the country of

their birth the feat of their a&ion,

M. Burgh, another great perfon in thofe fcenes, which
itisnot in the liftle quill of this author to depreciate.—He
was a man fingularly gifted—with great talent ; great vari-
ty ; wit, oratory, and logic; he too had his weaknefs =
but he had the pride of genius alfo; and ftrove to raife his
country along with himfelf ; and never fought to build his
elevation on the degradation of Ireland.

I'moved an amendment for'a free export; he moved
a better amendment, and he loft his place; I moved a
declaration of 'right; “ with my laft breath will I fup- -

“¢ port the right of the Irifh Parliament,” was his note to
me, when I applied to him for  his fuppart ; he loft
the chance of  recovering his place, and his way tothe feals,
for which he might have bartered. ‘The gates of promo-
tion were fhut on him, as thofe of glory opcned

Mr. Daly, my beloved friend—he, in a great mea-
fure, drew the addrefs of 49, in favour of our trade 3
that ¢ ungracious meafure ;” and he faw, read, and ap-
proved of the addrefs of 82, in favour of Conttitution ;
that addrefs of * feparation ;” he vifited me in my illnefs, at

that
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that motnent, and I had communication on thofe fubje&s, _

with that man, whofe powers of oratory were next to
perfeétion; and whofe powers of underftanding, I might
fay, from what has lately happened, bordered on the fpi-
rit of prophecy.

Mr. Forbes, a name I fhall ever regard, and a death
I thall ever deplore—cnlightened, fenfible, laborious and
ufeful—proud in poverty, and patriotic, he preferred ex-
ile to apoftacy, and met his death, I fpeak of the dead,
[ fay nothing of the living, butthat[ attribute to this con-
ftellation of men, in a great meafure, the privileges of
your country ; and I attribute fuch a generation of men,
te the refidence of your Pailiament.

-

The Minifters of the Crown, who, in the times rela-
ted by the pampblet, did the King’s bufinefs, were reipect-
able and able men ; ; they fupported fometimes alls of pow-
er, but they never, by any fhocking declaration, outraged
the Conflitution; they adjufted themfelves to the idea of
liberty, even when they might have offended againft the
principle, and always kept on terms of decency with the
People and their privileges; leaft of all, did they indulge
in a termagant vulgarity, debafing, to a plebeian level,
courts and fenatés,. and mortgaging Irifh infamy on a {pe-
culation of Britifh promotion.

In the liftof injured charallers I beg leave to fay a few
words for the good and gracious Larl of Charlemont; an
attack.not only on his meafures, but on his reprefentative,
makes his vindication feafonable ; formed to unite ariftocra-
cy and the People, with the manners of a court and the
principles of a patriot,with the flame of liberty, and the love
of order, unaffailable to the approaches of power, of profit,
or of titles, he annexed te the love of freedom, a vene-

ration
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ration for order; and caft on the crowd that followed him,
the graéious fhade of his own accomplithments ; fo that the
very rabble grew civilized, as it approached his perforn;
for years did he prefide over a great army, without pay or
reward; and he helped to accomplith a great revolation,
without a drop of blood. ).

Let flaves utter, their flander, and bark at elory which
1s conferred by the People; his name will ftand ;—and
when their clay thall be gathered to the dirt to which they
belong, his monument, whether in' marble, or in ‘the
hearts of his Countrymen, fhall be confulted as a fubject
of forrow, and a fource of virtue. '

Should the author of the pamphlet pray, he could not
afk for his fon, a greater blefling, than to refemble the
good Earl of Charlemont; nor could that fon repay that
blefling by any a& of gratitude more filial, than by com-
mitting to the flames his Fathe:s publications.

I have attempted to vindicate the dead, let us now vindi-
cate the Parlament. The queftion of 53, was the
beginning, in this country, of that Conftitutional {pirit
which aflerted ‘afterwards the privilege of the Commons,
and guarded and hufbanded the effential right of a free Con-
ftitution ; the queftion was of its very cflence; but the
eficct fpread beyond the queftion, and the ability of the
debate, inftructed the Nation, and made her not only tena-
ctous of her rights, but proud of her underftanding. There
might have been party—there might have been fation,
mixing with a great public principle; fo it was in the time
of Ship Money ;—fo it was in the revolution ;=in thefe
mftances the private motive mixed with the public caufe ;
but ftill it was the caufe of the public and the canfe of li-
berty; in great moral operations as well as in the great
operations of Nature, there is always a degree of wafte

and
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and overflow } fo it 1s with the fea ; fhall we therefore pro-
hounce the ocean a nuifance ? thus; afterward, in the time
which the pamphlet defcribes as the period of plunder, there
was a l'pmt of private jobbing, mixing with the {pirit of
public improvement; but that fpirit of public improve-
mént and the commencement and birth of public eafe, was
there alfo and {o contidued, from the time df' the pro-
foundly. fag"CIous Lord Pery, to the time of Mr. Fofter
and his wife regulations.

In the hiftory of Parliament, I obfervethe learned hifto-
fian emits her lawe=-the corn law==the oftennial biﬂ—-t'he
tenantry bill==he  has not only forgotten our hiftory but Ais
own, 'afld maft impartially contradiéts what is written by
hi_mf'elf-as well. as others,  “° No Nation in the habitable

globe, in cultivation, in comnderce; in agriculture, in

anufa&ure, has adi'anced in the fame rapidity within
“ the fame period,” fays the pamphlet of 98, in the name
of our authior (page 5)3 * a fettlement fo compleat and
¢ fatisfallory, as torender trlﬂa"'reviyai of political or Con-
¥ ftitutional queftionsutterly impoffible,”—fo faid the fame
pamphlet, (page 9); ‘fpeaking of the fettlement of 82
%.4 Parliament, (fpedking of the Irifh Parliament) fu]ly
““ competent to all praticil and beneficial purpofes of Go-
‘€ verriment; fully.competent to preferve this Country,
% which is the weaker, againft encroachment, and to fave
€ the Eq'lpire;ﬁbm diffolution, by maintaining the Con=
€ flitutional .connexion with Great Britain;”’—={o faid the
fame pamphlet, fpeaking of the Conftitution of 82 thus
have theferdifferent works furnithed their own anfwers, and
like oppofite poifon adminiftered their cureand their contra-
di€ion #=1In preparing that Conftituion, and that trade, the
Frith Parliamenit had great merit, ‘and the fervants of the
Crown had great merit ;==as the author has eenfured the
proceedings of both; <let me be their vindicator;

thofe fervants of the Crown proved themfelves to be Irifl
¥ mean,
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fiten, and foorned to barter their honour for their office §
that Parliament, whofe conduét the pamphlet reprobates,
had feen the Country, by reftrictions on commerce, and
by an 1llegal embargo on her provxﬁon trade;, brbught in
979, toa ftate of bankruptey ; that Parliament had repofed
in the llberahty of the Britith Parliament an incxorable
confidence ; that Parliament waited and waltcd, till the
found, after the anhfh Seffion of 78, nothmg could be
expedted; andthen, that Parliament (and here behold the
recuperative principles of our Conlftitution, and contem-
plate Parliament, as the true fource oflegltlmate hope, tho’
fometimes the juff obje& of pablic dlfapprobatlon), that
Parliament at length preferred a demand ; 1 fay a demand;
for a free trade, exprefled in a fentence, the grievances of d
Country ; they thorten the Money Bill, affert the fpirit of thé
Country, 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 of Govern-
ment and of Empire, ds ample as was their fupport of their
Country and her commerce, bold and irrefiftible, and do
fmore to deter and intimidate the common enemy, than all
your prefent loans, and all your eftablifhments.

I come to the fecond peried 3 and here they fall back 3
here they a& relu@antly ; but here you fee again the ral-
lying prineiple of our Conftitution; thar very Parlia=
meat, whom the pamphlet villifies, whom the Minifter
thought he had at his feet, thofe very Gentlemen, whom
the pamplhlet difparages; whom the then Sceretary relied
on, as a rank majority, made a common caufe with the
People; made a common ¢aufe with their liberties ; and
aflifted and backed by the voice of  that people, prefervedy
catried; and eftablithed, the elaim,- inheritanee, and li-
berties of the realm; and fent the Secretary poft to
Fngland, to recant his political errors in his own
country, and to regifter that reeantation in the rolls of his

owrt
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own Parliament.  Thefe atchievements we are 10
eftimate, not by the difficulties of the day, but by the
difficulties refulting from the depreflion and degradation
of ages. If we confider that the People and Parliament,
who Had thus affociated for the defence of the realm,
and had added to the objeés of their - affociation, the
caufe of tradeand liberty, withont which that realm did
not deferve to be defended ; had been in a great meafure
excluded from all the reft of the woyld, had been deprefs-
ed for 100 years, by commercial and political oppreflion,
and torn by religious divifions ; that their Minifiershad not
feldlom applied themfelves to taint the integrity of the
higher order, and very feldom (except as far as they con-
curred in the bounties of the legiflature) applied themfelves
to relieve the condition of the lower order; that fucha people
and fuch a parliament thould, fpo_ntaneouﬂy affociate, unite,
arm, array, defend, illuftrate, and free their country ; over-
‘awe bigotry, fupprefs riot, prevent invafion, and produce,
as the offspring of their own head armed cap-a-pee,
like the Goddefs of Wifdem iffuing from the Thunder-
er, Commerce and Conflitutiou ; what fhall we fay of
fuch a People, and fuch a Parliament ? let the author of
the pamphlet retire to his clofet, and aik pardon of his
God, forwhat he hag writiez1 againft his country !

I ftate thefe things, becaufe thefe things have been call-
ed clamour ; T ftare thefe faéts, in oppofition to flander, as
“the defence'of mycountry ; to reftore from calumny, the
-charaéter of her Conttitution ; and to refcue from obli-
yion, the decaying evidences of herglory.

1 think T know mycountry—I think T have a right to
know her; fhe has her weakneffes ; were fhe perfect one
would admire her more, but love her lefs. ' The Gentle-
men ef Ireland a& on fudden impulle 5 but that impulie

' iy
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18 the refult of 2 warm heart, a ffrong head,. and greap
perfonal determination 3 the errors, incidental to. fuch 3
principle of a&tion, muft be their errors; but then, the
virtues belonging to that principle, muft be their virtues
alfo ; fuch errorsmay give a- pretence to: their enemies,
but fuch virtues afford falvation to their country 3 the Mi-
nifter thould therefore fay, what I fay to my country—I,
who am no bett_er than one of yourfelves, butfar fupe=
rior to your tyrant, who probably partake of your defedls,
and fhall be fatisfied if I have any portion gither of your fpie
rit, orof your fire—‘* Come—come to this heart, with
% all your infirmities, and all your religion.”

We return tothe publication ; we look for fomething to
build or plant in the immenfe wafte, the huge moral devai~
tation this writing has left, of the talents, ability, and credit
of the country, Three pamphlets of this author lie open
before me, a publication of g3, another of 98, and the
prefent of 1800, allin the fame name. Here we are to look,
I fuppofe, for whatever is by him fuffered to remain unle-
velled, of profound wifdom, liberal policy, comprehen-
five fyftem ; the true principle of Government and of 2
free Conftitution 3 leaf after leaf, and period after period,
have 1turned them over; the author will fhew in what
part thefe great maxims are to be difcovered ; tomere
mortal eyes,. thefe publications feem to be a fyftem of poli-
tical, moral and intelleCtual levelling 3 | they feem torun 3
crazy race through all ages, with a native, genuine -horror
of any thing like genius, liberty, or the people ; great ge-
nerofity of aflertion, great thrift of argument, a turn to
be offenfive, without a power to be {evere, fury in the
temper, and famine in the phrafe. ¥ £8

I' find, and lament to find, in thofe leyelling pﬁblica-_
thens, ‘tho fpﬂpwing femiments : T hat Ireland i¢ a Britith
Colony,



41

Colony, andthatto demand a free Conflitution, was; to
feparate from Britain; that Ircland may prudently fubmit
to legiflation without reprefentation ; that Ircland had
no Parliamentary Conftitation till the time of JamesT. ;
that thecreation of the dependency of the crown for fuP-
ply on the Commons, was a pernicious prccedent that
the remedy for our prefent free Conftitution, and the on-
ly fecurity for the connexion, was to put in_the place of
the Britith Parliament the commanding influence of the
Britifh Cabinet over the Irith Legiflature, Couple this
with a declaration, that half a million had becn reforted to
fome yéars back, tobuy the Commons of Ireland : couple
that with the declarations continued in this pamphlet, that
for the laft feyen years, anoble Minifter of the Crown had
perfeveringly recommended the abolition of the Irifh Par-
liament, and an Unien in its plage ; couple all this toge-
ther, and therefult of the pamphlet will be the moft com-
plete and ample juftification and panegyric of “that oppo-
fition, who, for a courfe.of years haye, with honét per-
{everance, reprobated that Minifter’s adminiftration ; I
will notfay it is a juftification of rebellion, but it isthe
beft defence I have feeny it amounts to a direét charge, for
thofe laft g0 years, on the ariftocracy, and on the com-
mons, of fa&ion, of plunder, of breaches with Eng-
Jand, andof adsof feparation; and it particularly con-
demns the Parllament for thole very meafures on which
fhe muit reﬂf her credit and authority withthe people ;
and furthervit charges, that before any rebel wasin the
country, a leading Minifter in the cabinet, was, himfelf,
and Fmgbeen for 8 years, a fecret advifer againft the Par-
hamentary Conftitution of Ireland, of coutfe againft the
fundamental laws of the land; to fuch a wark, contgin-
ing three fabrications, four capital departures from matter
of fa, together with the difparagement of his country,
and of almoft every-honeft public charaler for the laft 50
years, I don’t think it neceffary to fay more,

| I conclude
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¥ conclude, therefore, by repeatmg what I have alrcady
folemnly declared—that

It is not fack, that we excited the Catholics. '
1t is not fad, that we perfecuted the Catholics..

It is not fadt, that we adopted the Catholic meafures
after the place-bil] and. penfion bill had paffed, and in queft
of new matter of oppofition,

It is not fa&, that I ever deglared or wrote that the ad-
juftment of 82 emanated from Dungannon, '

It 1s not fa&, that 1 ever compared the Parliament that
accomplifhed that adjuftment, tothe Parliament of ‘1613,

It is not fa&, that I ever declared that the Catl{oli_c
would be moft powerful, if thefc Nations were feparated.

It is not facl, that I ever abandoned to popularity the
draft of a bill for vefting in the Parliament of England a
power of Imperial legrﬂature.

It is not fa&, that I ever faw, agreed to, or heard, of
any {uch drgft,

It is not faét, that I ever agreed to an alliance with any
Enghfh party, to oppofe any plan of National concord.

It is not fagt, that I ever entered into any alliance, of-
fenfive and defenfive, with them, however I might eiteem
their perfons, and prefer their principles,

Here
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Here are twelve affertions made by the author—/e if
sublicly called upon to eftablifb them. :

I have faid thus much to defend my cousitry and miyfelf,
in oppofition to this publication, that takesthe nante of =
Miniffer who has the fupport of the Governments of both
countries; and with refpect to whom [ have no advantage,
except the canfe, my own perfonal fuperiority, amdanother
advantage, which I poffefs in common with almoft every ho-
neft fubje in Ireland, and with the Irith nation herfelf, the
advantage which the calumniated has over the calumniator.
F might avail myfelf of 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 confign him tojudges more
fevere than 1 could be—and to him the moft awful, and,
on this fide the grave, the moft tremendous~HIS
COUNTRY AND HIS CONSCIENCE! ;

APPENDIX

EXTRACT FROM THE SECRETARY OF STATE (MR(
HUTCHINSON's) SPEECH, IN 1793.

o BUT what was the hiftory of the reprefentation in
this country ? . He could inform gentlemen with fome ac-
curacy, havipg thought it his duty, when he took a more
aftive part in public bufinefs, toextratt from all the bo-
rough chartersat the Rolls Office their material contents.
The number of reprefentatives in the thirty-fourth year of
Henry VIII. was one hundred ; to this nymber Mary. and
Elizabeth added about forty=eight, but of thefe there were
nineteen counties, of which Elizabeth had eftablifhed fe-
venteen, 2 mode of reprefentation worthy the charalter
of that great princefs. [n the firft Parliament of James L.
held in 1613, the members of the Houlc of Commons
were 232 ; the laftcreationof a borough was by Queen

Anne, who ereated oné only. For the difference between
v 4 the
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the number of reprefentatives at the ateeffion of James;
and the prefcnt number ofy 300, the Honfe of Stuartcis
refponfible. One halt of the reprefentatives were made
by them, and made by the exertion of prerogative 3 of thofe
James made 40 at one firoke ; moft of them at the eve of
a Parliament, and fome after the writs of fummons had if-
fued. The Commons in that Parliament exprefled their
doubts whether thole boroughs had the power of seturning
members to fit in Parliament, ‘and referved that fubje& for
future confideration. Complaints were made to James of
thofe grants, but what was his anfwer? ¢ I have made 40
boroughs ; fuppefe I had made 400--the more the merrier.”
Charles I. followed the examiple of his father in exercifing
this prerogative, but not to {o greatan extent: Complaints
were alfo made to him, and he gave affugances that the new
corporations fhould be reviewed by Parliament. The
grants made by thefe two monarchs appear, by the Hhiftos
ries and correfpondences of thofe times, to have been ‘for
the purpofe of giving the Proteftants a majority over the
Roman Catholics.  The grants by  Charles II, James 1L
and Queen Anne, proceeded from motives of perfonal fa-
vour ; thus it would appear, if the fafls were invefti-
gated, that one half of the reprefentation of* Ireland had
arifen from the exertions of prerogative, influenced by oc=
cafional motives, difputss among religionifts; and induces

ents of perfonal favour, but had not been derived from
any of thofe fources which had produeed the Englifh Cons
ftitution.  Had he the honour of being a member of the
Britith Houfe of Commons, he would never touch the ve=
nerable fabric of their réprefentation 3 but in this king-
dom, the partof the reprefentation univerfally 'complain-
ed of, had originated in party or private motives, and he
did not believe there was one  prefcriptive borough in the
whole kingdom. He believed lfome boronghs were called
fo, but be believed unjuftly ; eleven of the grants which
had been-mentioned, did not dppear at the Rolls Office, but
moft of thefe were modern in the time of the Houfe of Stuars.”

FINIS,



