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A R G U M E N T , &c. &c.

T H O S E  who are convcriant with D r. D uigenan’s 
literary labours, will learn without iurprifc, 

that his w o rk , a crowded volum e o f  253 pages, has 
lain b y  me for fome weeks unopened. ~ There is no
th ing inviting in a ltudied mifreprefentation o f  fads, 
and an habitual coarfenefs o f  manner. Such has 
been the character o f  this gentlem an’s former per
formances, and the prefent proves his habits to be 
too inveterate for amendment. W ith  diftafte and 
reluctance I changed m y accuilomed ftudies for this 
book. A t  length this toilfome journey is accom- 
pliihed, over a dull, dreary, and barren waite, where 
no ray enlightens the gloom, except a tranfient and 
occafional glare, when m y author afpires to the 
praife of jocular malignity.

Curioiity, unmixed indeed w ith any fentiment o f  
reverence, has impelled me to examine this book, as 
it probably has m any others, equally removed beyond 
the attradtions o f  Dodror D uigenan’s reputation. O n e 
is folicitous to k n o w  by what means a man, w ho 
m ight have declined in years with refpect, or at leaffc 
w ith  decency, lhould prefs forward unbidden, to 
court the hatred of his fellow-citizens; w h y  he, on 
whom  fortune fmiles, ihould look around him w ith 
malignity ; o f  what materials the foul is formed, 
which a long courfe o f  prosperity has not warmed 
into benevolence. Perhaps Dr. D uigenan’s w ork is 
celebrated amidft the fanguinary orgies o f  the dim i
nutive faction among whom he afpires, with miferable 
vanity, to be eitecmed a leader. H e is hated or
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defpifed by every other man in Ireland ; by the Ca
tholics, whom he afperfes and reviles ; by the Pro- 
teftants, whofe favour he courts by working on their 
ápprehenílons. Hatred may appear a fentiment too 
elevated to exprefs the abhorrence entertained for a 
man who has defcribed the meaiure of his acquire
ments, and fought the level of his talents, when he 
minifters to the worft propenfiries o f  the meaneft 
faction in the univerfe.

From a difguíling perufal, I pafs to an indignant 
controverfy. Shall a people be fiandered, and the 
calumniator pafs without rebuke? Shall the vileit policy 
that ever difgraced civilized fociety be juftified ? Shall 
the ceffation of that rule be lamented, and an impious 
hope be expre-fled for the revival o f it, without dif- 
guife or ambiguity ? In a folemn appeal to that peo
ple, whofe good repute it ought to be the pride o f all 
mankind to cultivate, fhall fails be fallified and dis
torted ? Shall brutality be foftened and palliated, and 
rendered plaufible, and however clumfy the difguife, 
put forward in the garb o f wifdom ? Shall the hal
lowed duft of Burke be irreverently moved, and ihall 
not every man, however humble his rank, however 
limited his powers,-fly from his repofe to chacé the 
obfeene profaner ? Not fo : in retorting, the oblo
quies of Dr. Duigenan, there is no laurel to be gained. 
— His learning is what no man o f fenfe would wiih 
to retain.— His fafts, both ancient and modern, are 
detailed with a profligate difregard to truth.— His 
inferences are the feeble operations o f  a mind, either 
naturally,narrow, or pretending blindnefs from diffi- 
mulation.— Where he aims at farcafm, his wir, like 
the playfulnefs o f a fea monfter, even to perfons be
yond its gripe, creates animprelîion of horror.— His 
wifdom is the wafteful cunning o f a lavage, or the 
jealous precaution o f a tyrant. Is greatneis to be 
criticifed ? In the true fpirit of obfequioulnefs, he 
cringes with aukward apologies for diifenting ; whilft
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he ftruts forward againil leffer men w ith  arrogant in 
temperance.- Such is the adverfary, with whom I 
am impelled to grapple, in vindication o f  a people, 
<c more finned againft than finning,”  in whole ranks 
nature and education have aflignedlto m ea n  humble 
ftation. I cannot challenge merit in the conflict, or 
praife in the v iftory  ; and if, in the fervour o f  debate, 
I imitate my antagonift, by aharflinefs o f  expreilion, 
from which, on any other occafion, m yfen fe  o f  de
corum w ould recoil, let it be recolleóted, that when 
a favage beaft breaks in on focial life, you  are not 
bound by the fportfman’s ordinary rules, in driving 
him back to his faftnefs.

--------- *----------------- Etfi nullum memorabile nomen.
--------------In poena eit, nec habet victoria laudem
E xt in x i f fe  nefas ramen, et fumfiíTe merentis 
L aud ab o r  poenas : animumque expleiTe ju vab it  
Ultr ic is  f lammæ, et cineres fatiaiie meorum.

•And certainly, it is not therefore unneceffary to de
tect the fallacies o f a w o rk , becaufe the talents o f  the 
author are mean, and the execution dilingenuous 
and contemptible. Even the malignant diligence of 
Sir Richard M ufgrave has been adequate to the end 
propofed. H e has perpetuated difcontent in minds 
iubfiding into harmony, and cxcited alarm, where 
every rational caufe o f anxiety had been rem oved. 
M oil people delight in the refearch o f marvellous 
anecdotes, and many who read, will admit, in indo
lence, the bias o f  their author. As a rational and 
authentic writer, the author o f  Valentine and O rfon 
is fuperior to Sir R . M u fgrave  ; in the fcale o f ufeful- 
nefs, I iliould be lorry to compare them. Y et fuch is 
the effect o f  bold aflumption at a little diilance, that 
I have feen this perfon, in a London periodical pub
lication, encouraged to perlcvere, and complimented 
w ith  the epithet refpeitable. W h at, it was exclaimed, 
can be the Prieft, when a monkey is the God !— W hat
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is the party* when M ufgrave and Duigenan are its 
oracles ?

W hen the Knight fallied forth in this adventure, 
armed with affidavits, fpurious confeffions o f  faith, 
and forgotten legends, no perfon thought his w ork 
o f  importance enough to deferve a reply ; the greater 
pare o f his ftatements were fnch, as to be prefumed to 
carry with them their antidote and refutation. It 
was allowable to defpife him. Here another writer 
engages in the fame career. Contemplate the due 
meed ofhisdeferts ; neverthelefs, experience proves, 
that it is right to fruftrate thedefign of thefe publica
tions, by expofing the fallacy of them in fait and ar
gument. 1 attribute without heiitation to the affi
chions circulation of Sir Richard M ufgrave’s book, 
the protraction o f difturbances in thofe parts where 
the rebellion raged, and the heart-burnings and jea- 
louiies, that appeared wThere that mifery never exiiled. 
Y e t  who could have fuppofed the appetite for non- 
fenfe to be fo voracious, as to require the pen o f de
tection to explain, what obvioufly appeared upon the 
face o f it to be the crudities o f a weak, or the reveries 
o f  a crazed imagination ?— T h at you iliould make 
the council o f Lateran your index, to difcover the 
character of men with whom you have habitually aflo- 
ciated. That in this fcience o f obfervation, in which 
almoft every man is verfed, and which is purely a 
matter of perfonal experience, you are to truft impli
citly to theory, and reject the evidence o f your fenfes* 
I have mixed with this brother foldier in the ranks. I 
k n o w  him brave, and he has betrayed no fymptôms 
o f  faithkflhefs. W ith  this friend I have long inter
changed kind offices ; I have joined him at the fef- 
tive board— I have feen his heart unguarded— I found 
him truft-worthy and confiding. T u t , reply thefe 
luminaries, it is all a vifion ; we can prove, by a 
book written feven hundred years back, and, for at 
leait live centuries forgotten, that he is under an irre-
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iiftible neceillty to deteft, and to deftroy you. But 
m y neighbour never heard of this book. N o matter ; 
the fpirit o f it paffes, like electricity, by contact; in 
fpite o f  all appearance he is your foe. The authors 
o f  this doctrine feel that their prediâion tends 
itrongly to realize itfelf; for if  men begin by diftruft 
and coldnefs, they will probably end in open enmity.

W hen Virgil wiihed to paint the mercilefs horrors 
o f  a tempeftuous ocean, he takes the fury of an ungo
verned rabble as an appropriate objeft of comparifon ; 
y e t  according to thefe perfons, in the atrocious 
phrenzy o f  an Iriih mob, there enters no ingredient 
but popery. In the hideous ebullition of a rabble 
they fee nothing lefs than the fettled policy of 
a people. Doctor Duigenan afferts that home is 
to the Irifh peafant that place of cheerlefs wretched- 
nefs, that the waites of America, and the fervice of 
many ftates, are crowded by emigrants from this 
order : now which is the more probable conjecture, 
that penury and ignorance debafed the religion o f a 
great portion o f the poiifhed world ; or that beggary 
was inftigated by religion, and difcipiined to infur- 
reftion. The confpirators were perfectly innocent. 
Ordinary men conceived that thofe perfons, feniible 
that the tranfltion from beggary to turbulence was 
not difficult, cajoled, and fet every paffion into mo
tion. B ut this was the mere delufion o f a vulgar 
mind ; the bufinefs was done to their hands in the 
twelfth century by the council of Lateran. O mi- 
fcrable condition o f this devoted land, in which the 
rudiments o f common feníé are thcfubject of invefti- 
gation and difpute, and the Ample intercourfe of 
kindnefs an effort and teitimonial of philofophy !

Nunquamne reponam, vexatus tot'ies ! * Will this 
perturbed fpirit never be at reft ? W e may determine 
when we ihall know  what has vexed him into this

*  T h e  motto o f  Dr.  D . ’s work.
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controverfy. W ho conflituted Doctor Duigenan 
the watchman of the holy City? M uft the zealous 
grave-digger prefs into the parochial charge before the 
Reclor? In the eyes o f the Primate *  is the Church 
fecure* whilil pious zealot Duigenan frets in ileeplefs 
anxiety for its fafety ? Have fo many reverend prelates, 
the honour of the age and nation, eloquent and ac
complished men, all fhrunk into inglorious repofe, 
and left a goofe to cackle on the capitol f .  Fervent 
and zealous, like Peter the Hermit, his prototype, 
but not alike perfuaiive, Doclor Duigenan preaches 
a crufade againft the Catholics of Ireland. He in- 
vokes againil them a combination o f all the energies 
o f  the ftate. He charges crimes fo foul, that if  his 
allegations are founded, the juftice of the country 
ilecps over the guilty  race. H e offers eternal mo
tives for ftrife, eternal arguments againfl peace, re
conciliation, and forgiveneis. Did any adverfary, 
could any adverfary call down that awful interdict?

Stirpem invifam, et fatis contraiía noflris,
Fata Phrygum.— -
------ iVledias acies, mediofque per ignes
Invenere viam ; at credo mea numina tandem 
FeiTa jacent,  odiis aut exfaturata quievi.

%

And engaging in this hopeful enterprize, he re- 
prefents himfelf provoked. Indeed, Sir, you might 
have chofen a more appropriate motto. I will fuggeft 
one to you, in cafe you fhould think of returning to 
thefe hopeful lucubrations : <c And Haman faid to 
“  King Afuerus, there is a certain people fcattered
<c abroad and dilperfed among all the provinces o f

/

*  See the fentiments o f  this excellent Prelate, Dr.  Newcomen,  in 
the debate on the Union in the laft feffion o f  Parliament.

t  T h e  reader is  requefted to compare with Dr.  Duigenan’s notions, 
the eloquent and chriitian fermon preached by the Bifhop o f  Killaloe 
before his Excellency the Lord Lieutenant, on the thankfgiving for 
Lord Nelfon's victory.



“  thy kingdom  ; and their laws are diverfe from the 
« people, neither keep they the K in g ’s laws ; there- 
« fore it is not for the K in g ’s profit" to fuffer them. 
“  I f  it pleafe the King, let it be written that they
“  may be deftroyed : and the K ing took his ring
“  from his hand, and he gave it to Human, theA«-a-
“  gite, the J e w ’s enemy. A n d  the K ing faid, the
"  people are given unto thee, to do with them, as it 
«  feemeth good to thee!”  It will be recollected 
that the K in g  changed his purpofe, and Haman, the 
D uigenan of tnat time and circumitance, was hanged 
for his propofal. W hatever may be my opinion o f  
m y adverfary’s defert, I have more charity than to 
with his career to terminate by thatcataftrophe. L e t  
him hear daggers, but not feel them ; let the repro
bation o f all who love their country, the fcorn and 
ridicule o f  thofe he has peculiarly offended} avenge 
his criminality. °

I he partifans o f  the perfon whom  I thus prefent to 
the public cenfure, will not be w anting in the at
tempt to make common caufe between the eftablilh- 
ment and its officious votary. 1 am not a member o f  
the Proteftant Church ; I affeft no zeal for its exclu- 
five inftitutions ; but I underftand its relation to the 
Iriih ftate, and I eitimate its utility. I ihall have oc
cafion m the courfe o f  this undertaking to exprefs 
more at large m y fentiments on this fubject. The 
Proteftantifm o f  D r. Duigenan, and o f  men like D r. 
Duigenan, is not piety, but tiction. l i e  does not 
think he cxitfs, unlef’s he feels him felf to be opprei- 
five. God forbid [ fhould blame any man for an 
honeit adherence, even to the temporal welfare o f 
that valuable portion o f the chriftian commonwealth, 
the Proteihntifm  o f  thefe iílands. N othing is more 
common than that the belt intentioned men, fixino- 
their eyes upon the fame objeft, ihall receive totally 
different impreihons o f  it ; and I would preferve to 
every man the difcipline in which his habits of life

( 7 )
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have been faihioned. But if  I was to form m y 
judgm ent by his writings, I might fay, that in my 
opinion they have a tendency to draw an eternal and 
an unnecelTary line o f feparation between the two 
leading denominations of this country ; and more
over, that they feem to mamfeft an atiocious 
purpofe to promote ftrife, feud, and civil difcord, 
inftead of innocent rivalihip. Treating o f the ca
lamities o f this country, he gives the effect for 
the caufe, and feeks to immortalize the evil, by 
perpetuating the promoting principle. That furely 
is not Proteftantifm. I refpedl the Proteftant Reli
gion ; Iw iih  it fecure in its honours and property; 
in the actual circumftances o f the clafs of Chriftians, 
to whom by preference I join myfelf, I feel that the 
endowments o f an affluent eftabliihment in this king
dom would be mifplaced by being beitowed upon 
them ; but I am not the lefs fenfible to the propriety 
o f referving a Jtation amidft the great and eminent 
o f the world, for profeffed fervants and miniilers o f 
the GofpeL My objection lies to the government o f
Ireland on party principles.

I am fure the favourers of this party government 
are, generally fpeaking, among the .moft loofe  ̂ men 
in Ireland in religious obfervances. T h ey  are indif
ferent to religion, as a fanction o f morals, as an ema
nation from God, or even as an inilrument of po
licy. In their eyes the eftablifhment is but a cor
poration, of which to be a member is a preferable 
title to the patronage of the Crown in the diftribution 
o f offices, or confers at leaft a plaufible pretenfion to 
dominion. Hence the Union and the repeal of the 
Popery laws are alike the objeéls of their abhorrence. 
T h e  latter as it may tend to throw open competition ; 
the former as it refcues the government from their 
combination, and terminates o f courfe, whatever in 
their fuperiority is forced, unjuft, and unnatural. 
A  conftitution of abufes would fuit them beft, foi it
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would occafionally irritate the people into a£ls o f  
partial and defultory intemperance, which the powers 
o f  G overnm ent are fu lly  adequate to reprefs. Then 
comes their harveft. In the application o f  its powers, 
Governm ent may call in their aid, and in the inter
val o f  fuch commotions, i f  they can keep the G o 
vernment in a ilate o f  alarm,' they are fure to in -  
creafe their confequence. O f  this knot or cabal D r. 
Duigenan has long been the tool, and prefumes him - 
felf to be a leader. O f  this fadtion, not o f  the inte- 
reft o f  Britiih Proteftantifm, he is the champion. 
B u t  in this late inftance he takes a middle courfe. 
Adm iniflration, tired o f  the impracticable enterprife 
o f  conducting a feeble ilate to any degree o f  order, or 
Comfort or profperity, propofes an U nion. T h e  
cabal wiihes to protract its golden harveit o f  m ifgo- 
vernm ent. O ur fapient patriot w ill gratify both. 
L e t  there be an Union, he fays, on the wretched pro
vincial fyftem that has deprefled and enfeebled Ire
land. One cannot fmile ; folly, which is w icked in 
its craft and combination, excites other fenfations.

D o fto r  D uigenan did not always hold thefe fenti- 
ments. In a book, which was noticed in England, 
not, furely, from  its merit, but from the affiduity o f  
the D o ito f ’s party, and from the unfortunate intem
perance o f  a man o f  genius, which occaiioned the 
publication, he recommends an U nion, as the means 
o f  reconciling the intereit o f  the eftabliihment, w ith  
a liberal treatment o f the popular religion. A t  that 
tim e, no man looked to the union o f legidatures, 
otherwife than as to ameafure o f  remote and uncertain 
fpeculation. T h e  Doctor was liberal, on the event 
o f  an improbable contingency. But a concurrence o f  
circumftances has opened the eyes o f  moil difpaffion- 
ate and well ju d g in g  perfons to the true interefts o f 
the country. W e  are like to be relieved, b y  an in
corporation o f  Parliaments, from the mifchiefs o f  an 
inconvenient and ill aiforted conilitution. T h e  pe
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riod of retribution approaches, which he fondly 
hoped he had with great difplay o f  prudence and o f 
iuflice poftponed to the Greek calends; and lo, he 
comes to ltultify his own act with a contradictory 
averment !

Was Dr. D. two years back that raw youth, that 
he haftily determined what he now feels it ex
pedient to retract ? Nearly all the fads upon which 
he grounds his actual doctrines, were made ufe o f 
by him on that occafion. And this Council o f  La- 
teran, in which by the way he is more verfed than 
any Catholic I know, had, with all its accompani
ments o f oaths and decrees, formed the materials of 
a controverfy in which he was engaged about twelve 
years fince with M r. O ’ Leary. And every circum- 
itance he now relies on, was at that period fatisfac- 
torily explained by that refpe&able divine, and by the 
late pious and eminent Dr. Butler.

Thus, if  his opinion at any time deferved notice, 
we may to the Duigenan o f 1790 oppofe the Duige- 
nan of 1797. Upon that occauon he ranted, as he 
does now, about Romanifts, and Conventions, and 
Francis ílreet. I ufe his words as the admiffion 
o f  an adverfary, in the fame caufe, and between 
the fame parties. A fter fome loofe recommen
dation o f  an Union, he fays, “  I f  w e were one 
(( people with the Britiih nation, the preponder- 
tc ance o f the Proteitant body in the whole empire 
“  would be fo great, that all rivalfhips and jealoufies 
“  between Proteftant? and Romanifts would ceafe for 
<c ever ; and it would not be ntceilary, for the 
“  fafety o f  the empire at large, to curb Romaniits 
‘ f by any exchifive laws ivhatfoever?' (Dr. Duigenan’s 
Letter to Mr. Grattan, p. 57.) M y  adverfary will 
not refufe to me the benefit o f this teftimony. On 
two or three occafions, he quotes his book himfelf 
with a ridiculous folemnity, as if  it were a Canon o f 
the Conftitution, o f undilputed authority, and ac-
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knowledged wildom. I recolleft one o f  our country
men, who imagined his family affairs o f  fo much 
notoriety at the poft-oifice, as to expeft that his let
ter fupericribed, “  T o  m y fon, the Doctor in Paris,”  
would reach its deftination. D r. D uigenan’s pom
pous reference to him felf appeared to me not dif- 
iimilar.

T he books, which he allegdes as immediate pro
vocation o f his attack, fell into my hands, as into 
thofe o f  every other perfon who fuffered his mind to 
enter into the great conftitutional queftion that now  
engages us. T o  fpeak o f  thefe, as overt-acls o f  a 
confpiracy againft the Church o f  Ireland, hatchcd 
and matured by the Catholics, and to make them the 
pretence o f  a war-hoop againft that people, is refin
in g  on abfurdity. D r. Duigenan knows, and fo 
does every man who has read the book, that “  T he 
Considerations on the State o f  Ireland,”  were written 
neither by a Catholic nor an Iriihman, nor by any 
one in the habits o f  intercourfe with any individual 
o f  the Catholic people. W ith  great fpirit and elo
quence, but not always accurately inftrufted as to the 
ftate o f  this country, this writer reproves the Pro- 
teftants (am ong whom  unqueilionably exifts the op- 
polition to the U nion) for lukewarm  nefs to the caufe 
of the empire ; and for the extravagant hope, not 
general, but fomewhat prevalent, that they are to be 
upheld by the power o f  Britain in thefe arrogant pre- 
teniions that D r. Duigenan urges. “  T he Cafe o f  
Ireland re-coniidered,”  D r. D . muft equally have 
kn ow n  to be the w ork of a gentleman, w ho, although 
o f  Catholic connection and defcent, had taken no 
part whatfoever in their politics. I f  Dr. D . was un
acquainted with thefe facts, he m ight have learned 
them from thofe with w hom  he every day affociates. 
T h e  gentleman in queftion has two defperate blots in 
D r. D .’s mind.— he can th ink, and he is a Catholic. 
H is book, as well as I can recoiled it, was the w ork
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o f  an acute and intelligent mind, much improved by 
reading, and by obfervation. A t the time, it oc
c u r r e d ^  me, that he underftood every country in 
Europe better than his owp. He argued the condi
tion of the Catholics, as a cafe o f ultimate oppreflion, 
which it has not been for many years back, but of 
very confiderable inconvenience;* and he argues the 
matter as it flood before the year 1793, without g iv 
ing credit to the fuperior government for the great 
reduction o f grievance upon that occafion. Others 
have fallen into the fame error, always with injury to 
the caufe they have efpoufed ; an d f on this occaiion, 
his adverfary has not failed to profit by his blemiihes. 
However, this author, as he was well warranted to 
do, ufed the privilege o f a free fubjeét, in exprefling 
his fentiments upon a public queftion ; and if  his 
doctrines even were reprehenfible, which in thegrofs 
they are not, but p ra ife -worthy, it would ilill furnifh 
no ground o f  accufation againit a people. A t  this 
rate we might be attaint of treafon, becaufe on the 
furface of Dr. Duigenan’s gall there floated one drop
o f  the milk of lenity.

Thefe gentlemen are competent to their own vindi
cation, my bufinefs is with general principles.

W ith  fome o f Dr. Duigenan’s facts I am not dif- 
pofed to quarrel, but indeed the number is fmall. 
For inftance, when he fays that his friend M r. Smith 
wrote two able pamphlets on the Union, I readily 
admit the fact. I admire the gravity of the hiftoric 
mufe, when the Doótor formally relates, that Lord 
M into, tc before his advancement to the peerage, was 
known by the name and title of Sir Gilbert Elliot,

*  I  muft be underftood to refer to the a&ual ftate o f  the laws 
againft Catholics, not the manners that arife out o f  the principle o f  
exclufion ; thefe never were more fevere than at prefent. But the 
perfons I allude to, by refting on the letter o f  the law, and omitting 
to notice the fpirit, appear to exaggerate the grievance, and obvi- 
ouily weaken the argument.
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o f  population be far outweighed, by the dependent 
iituation o f  the greater part o f  them.

B u t  D r. D uigenan, who every where oppofes 
theory to experiment and fa£t, has. an hypothefis 
ready to anfvver this objection. He fpeculates upon 
a rapid change o f  property. W herefore it is to be 
prefumed, that, in the ihifting o f  property, the 
courfe o f  transfer muft be peculiarly favourable to the 
Catholics. They have the fame provocations to 
alienation w ith  other men, and their means o f  ac
quiring  are rather inferior. T h ey  are, it is true, a ma
jo r ity ,  but not o f  perfons in the direct high road to 
accum ulation. Such have been the advantages, en
jo y e d  by the members o f  the favoured religion during 
the late century, that in fome parts o f  Ireland there 
is no fuch thing known, as a Froteftant below the 
middle clafs o f  competency. A d d  to this the habits 
that are formed in the N orth, fo peculiarly favourable 
to  commercial profperity. I rely on it, that o f thofe 
defcriptions w ho are likely  to emerge, either b y  
trade or huibandry, into fuperior ftations, the C a
tholics have not above an equal ihare, if  indeed they 
have fo much ; the tw o  lucrative profeilions o f  the 
law  will continue to be very m uch Proteftant, be- 
caufe they are the ufual refort o f  the younger chil
dren o f  the landed intereft ; the patronage o f  the 
C row n w ill follow  political influence -, and the 
church is Proteftant exclufively. Property in fact is 
power, and here is an ample fecuritÿ for preponde
rance, if fuch preponderance be necellary. A lth o u gh  
it  matters little what is admitted, merely to form 
the baiis- o f  argument, y e t  D r. D uigenan’s eftimate 
is fo grofsly erroneous that I cannot receive it. I 
fuppofe upon a rough iketch, that between Pioteftant 
and Catholic the proportion o f aftually beneficially 
intereft in * land, may be in favour o f the former

*  D r .  D .  makes no al lowance for der ivative  interefts in land, but 
takes the proprietor in ch ie f,  as the folc ufurruftuary.c
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as feven to one; but then, when you rife above 
-oo 1. income in land, the proportion diminiihes in 

favour of the Proteftant, and as you afcend it 
narrows entirely. B y  confequcnce, the Proteftants 
having all the large citâtes, and the iuperior tenures, 
and the Catholics, either as tenants or othervvife, 
Handing in need of thofe obligations which the higher 
can confer on the middle clafs of property, and the 
great Catholic properties being moftly collected 
together in three or four counties, whilft that o f the 
Proteftants is diffufive, the relation between the 
refpeftive parties in point of political influence, ac
cruing from land, may be as twenty to one in favour 
o f the Proteftants. Great eftates are better protected 
from alienation by family fettlements than diminutive 
interefts. That again is in favour of the Proteftant 
preponderance. It has a further and final protection 
in the ordinary prudence by which men guard 
their acquifitions. And if  elder brothers at any 
time are prodigal, younger fons will offer to fupply 
their place, enriched in the ordinary courfe of things 
by fo many fignal opportunities o f emolument.

In the prefent ftate o f property, the balance in 
favour of Proteftantifm is great, by the progrefs of 
alienation it muft continue fo for centuries. But 
this is not fufficient ; the preponderance arifing from 
property gives no offence ; it does not irritate ; it 
furniihes no opportunity to glut the greedy appetite 
o f  confifcators. I could name here fome of the 
Doctor’s friends, who are deeply difappointed indeed, 
that the rebellion did not extend among the opulent 
Catholics ; who figh bitterly to fee that the Efchea- 
torihips of Leinfter, and Munfter, and Conaught 
continue nominal offices.

It would feem indeed, that Dr. Duigenan fears 
the .indifference of the Proteftants more than the 
averfion of the Catholics. I f  this libel illued from 
what lie terms the Monajlery at Maynootb, well might
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he exclaim. B u t no, it is the^ unplaced Judçe o f  tlie 
H igh C ourt o f  Prerogative ; the independcnt CiviHan 
whofe name occurs in the Court calendar, as filling 
about a dozen offices under the ecclefiaftical efta  ̂
bhihment o f Ireland, he it is who tells you, that 
naked zeal is a better rampart to the Church o f  
R om e, than education, intereft and convi&ion to die 
C hurch o f  Ireland. It  is he who repeatedly aflerts, 
that the C hurch o f  R om e fuffers no defertion b y  
fiee-thinkers, but that the other clail'es o f  reliçioniils 
are fubjedt to that mental calamity. Inftruct us, 
Doctor, what is the w onder-w orking charm, which 
m  this age o f  tottering piety, fafcinates men to their 
religious obligations beyond all power o f  refinance.
O  it is the Council o f  Lateran, which tumbles on us* 
like fetters on the god Proteus -, priefts and poten
tates go fearch for the talifman.

But unfortunately it happens that Abbe Sieves and 
M . de Périgord, as well as our own valuable D r. 
T r o y  and Moylan, were once under the influence o f  
this planet o f  Lateran ; perhaps they arc not out o f  
it  yet ; and i f  Mr. Pitt, inftead o f  fubfidifing Ruffians, 
w o u ld  diipatch D r. Duigenan and Sir Richard M uf- 
g ia v e  to the confulate, with half a dozen copies 
o f  the adts o f  this renowned council, the entire 
French Republic might happen to be m oon-itruck.

1 he principle o f  D r. Duigenan’s book is, that the 
Catholics are incorrigible,— are irreclaimable; if  his 
arguments prove any thing, they go to inculcate the 
propriety o f reducing the entire race to predial fla- 
^eiy. M ake Helots o f  them, and then, you may 
have the additional advantage o f  imitating a claffic 
fpot by occafionally abridging the fuperfluous crowd ; 
and the Doctor, qr i f  his patriot cares do not permit

*  This Gentleman,  whofe appointments exceed / 2 0 0 0  per ann. 
to gain more credit where he is not known, ailerts (page 233) that
he is neither placed nor penfioned.

C  3



( 20 )

him fome chofen friend might, as fuperintendant 
general of Helots, preiide at the' Spartan feftival. 
T o  proceed in this courfe boldly and at once, would 
be more equitable and more judicious, than to fuffer 
an obnoxious people to acquire property, and then 
purfue them with penalties and verbal outrage, becaufe 
forfooth property may give power, and they are not 
fo unfortunate as you would wiih them. T  
propofal is not without precedent. Andrew Fletcher, 
the celebrated anti-unionift of the lait propofed 
to reduce the poor o f Scotland to houfe-flavery ; for 
the anti-unioniils o f that day, like thofe of the pie- 
fent, when they talked o f liberty, never meant any 
thing beyond their own privileges.

Dr. Duigenan felt, that if  his pretended jealoufy 
o f  the power o f the Catholics, bore any femblance 
o f  reafon, the alarm muft be at an end, when we in
corporate with Great-Britain. This prolific people 
cannot overfhadow the empire. But determined to 
allow no efcape from his furccz caudinœ, he has 
written a book to clofe to us that avenue. It muft 
be perfectly natural to fay, if  you defire to have a 
popular conftitution, frame it fo as to admit the 
people without material exception ; and by an union 
you can effectually attain that end. The Proteftantifm 
o f Great-Britain is fo unequivocal,_ that you have no 
occafion to refort to a rivalihip o f rights or protective 
penalties. This is fecurity beyond the fears of the 
moft timid alarmift. It is a principle upon which 
a benevolent and patriotic mind may  ̂ proceed, in 
furrendering even the baubles o f national impor
tance; and feveral of thewifeft and moil honourable 
men in Ireland, have been adtuated by this principle. 
They coufider that our narrow fphere of politics,

*  V ix q u e  tenet laerymas, quia nil lacrymabile cernit. See for an 
accurate defcription o f  thefe perfons, the entire progrcfs and piaure
©fÉnvj ’ b y  O v i d .  v
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circumfcribed to mere domeftic regulation, was not 
capacious o f  two parties, fo prone, and fo eafily 
m oved, to fa&ious antipathies; unwilling to exclude 
an y, they propofe in favour o f  all, to change the 
fcene to a more ample theatre, where lócal provocá- 
tions do not arife, and where the animoilties are 
made to fubfide by the mixture o f  new men and 
extended interefts. B u t far from fuch minds as 
thofe we examine, is a fentiment o f  virtuous and 
patriotic fenfibility. W e  are drawn into a critical 
conflict o f  adverfe paillons. “  T h ro w  overboard the 
Parliament,”  fay rompaffionate and unambitious 
men. “  *  T h ro w  overboard the people,”  fay the 
confiscating Anti-unionifts.”  “ A w a y  with both,”  
exclaims this judicious and humane ilatefman.- 
“  L et m y  name be tranfmitted the founder o f  a 
faction, although it reign over a'waile, and mankind 
regard its principles w ith  horror.”  T h e  object o f  
this gentleman’s w o rk  is to induce the people o f  
England to adopt his hatred o f  the Catholics. W here 
he prefles his remonltrance m oil earneitly, I did 
expect that he would have addreifed fome argum ent 
o f  policy to that wife nation ; (fee page 194, 56, &c.) 
that he w ould have pointed out fome inconvenience 
in admitting the objedt o f his hatred to the privileges 
from which he wiihes them to be excluded. Is he 
appreheniive that i f  the Earl o f  Fingal, or the Vif- 
count Gormanfton, or the V ifcount Kenmare ihould 
rife to addrels the Peers at W eilm infter, the ancient 
Iriih oak, which has for centuries upheld the A bbey 
roof, animated by the kindred voice, w ould defert its 
ilation, and the edifice fall in upon the noble au
ditory ? Our ilatefman is content to enumerate cer
tain ftatutes, which (land in the way o f the admiffion 
o f  Catholics into the Britilh legiilature -, but he

*  I mean to apply this epithet,  to a part only ,  but certainly the 
moil  confiderable part o f  the oppofers o f  the U n io n .



.  -Ever^yjifpaflioftate perfon will admit that terror to
grou n dlefs wh i c h e n d e a v o u r  to ex- 

Z 'M ^ cite , that the Catholics may afcend to any fuperior or 
excluiive power in the State by the abolition or the 
excluding flatutes. The objection is without weight, 
even upon the feparate eftabiiihment of Ireland ; but 
in the contemplation of an Union, fuch an apprehen- 
iion is to the lail degree prepofterous. Individual Ca
tholics might be advanced, but they would not bring 
their party with them. T h e  Kirk is not nearer to the 
throne, although the teft laws have been abrogated 
againft all but Catholics ; and although in confe- 
quence, fome of the firil fituations in this country 
are occupied by perfons who were educated among 
the diffenters, and have never difavowed their tenets 
or renounced their communion.— T h e  minds of fome 
men are fo perverted by the corporation fpirit, that i f  
one argues againil a faction in poiTeflion, they fup- 
pofe he cannot raife his mind beyond a faction in re- 
verfion.

My*principle is to extinguiih both. T o  preferve 
to the eftabliihed Church its rank and its endow
ments. I wiih to fee cc Religion rear its mitred front 
in Courts and Parliaments.’ * T he Paftors of every 
other Church, with which it is found neceflary to ac
commodate the fubjects o f this land, are, in my opi
nion, entitled to fuch repeatability of fituation, as, 
without placing them beyond their flock, will uphold 
their function. I wilh to withdraw the minds of all 
men, from politico-religious faction, and not dif-
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turbïng any in the religion o f  his preference or edtf- 
cation, to indulge to each individual the full advan
tage o f  his birch, his fortune, and his talents, in the 
true fpirit o f our admirable conflitution. W hether 
uniform ity in worfhip be more deiirable than a diverfity 
o f  opinion, is a queltion that w e are not practically to 
determine* W ith  us uniform ity is not to be pro
cured, and the baiis o f  our fettlement m u d  be for
bearance. W e  are to aft. upon the materials that are 
before us. W h ere  thofe are not ftrictly the* fame as 
in Great-Britain, it w ould feem to me, who a r tm ti  

■ ;t r>|. k nf a plain man, that our ar
rangements ought to be adapted to our peculiar cirn 
cumftances.

T h e  appointment, exclaims 
R om iih  Viceroy, a Romiih L ord  ^Chancellor, o f *  
Rom ifh Judges, o f  a R om iih  Commander in Chief, 
& c . (page 193) muft all tend to the fubverfion o f  the 
Proteitant eltabliihment.”  E u t  lie puts an extrem e 
cafe, which in fact admits o f  a medium. N o  can
didate may ever prefent him felf ; and the matter for 
w hich we contend is, not that fuch an appointment 
ihould actually take place, but that, i f  ever a mam 
ihould arife in whom  other qualities countervail the 
difference o f  Religion, the Crow n ihould not be pro
hibited to employ him .— W ill you refufe this difcre- 
tion to his M ajefty ?

I f  the Roman Catholics o f  this country were dii- 
contented, becaufe certain great officers were not 
chofen from their body, then indeed would they be tur
bulent and abfurd, and then indeed would D r. D / s  
allegations be verified. But the principle o f  excltifion 
is that which furnifhes a rational ground o f  difcontent. 
I f  this principle extended no further than to clofe the 
door to certain fituations, it would be bellum de land 
taprina, to contend with vehemence againft it. B u t 
the branches of the principle widely extend through 
life. There is a fuperiority allerted between men ot



( 24 )

the fame rank.— There is a jealoufy which occurs in 
daily practice.— There is the power o f  fuch men as 
D r. Duigenan to affert, and to quote the law o f  the 
land as their authority, that to them the itate more 
peculiarly belongs, and that they are better entitled 
to its confidence. A m ong other juitifications o f the 
fyftem, the popery laws in England have been re- 
foited to. T h e  injuftice may be equally great in 
England, but not fo the inconvenience. W hatever 
reftrictions are impofed upon the Catholics o f E ng
land apply to a fmall fociety ; thofe in Ireland em
bracing a people, affe£t all the manners and inftitu- 
tions o f a country. The Catholics o f  England are 
actually entitled to fewer franchifes than their bre

t h r e n  o f Ireland, fiill their condition, as between 
individual and individual, is preferable, becaufe there 
is no temper cultivated to their difadvantage. A nd 
it is to this point, that the Union o f  legiilatures par
ticularly applies. I do not hefitate to pronounce, 

i that although it ihould not immediately tend to in- 
q dreafe the franchifes o f the Catholics, yet i f  the 
a'U nion eftabliihment leaves the middle rank o f people 
thmore at eafe, and provides for the poor a more
o efficient government, it is a form o f conftitution 
r preferable to an unqualified repeal, with the exclufive 

fpirit and the antipathies fubiifting. That fuch con- 
fequence muft refult from -the tranfiation o f our jea
lous ariftocracy, has, I apprehend, been elfewhere 
proved, and I will not detain my reader by a 
repetition, that would neceffarily lead me beyond the 
limits I prefcribe to myfelf.

It may be demonilrated with very great eafe, that 
from that day on which the rights o f  property were 
communicated to the Catholics, the fubiifting popery 
laws were effectual only for the purpofes of irritation. 
T h e  right of franchife could be o f no ufe without the 
previous poffeilion ofland ; and whatever was the quali
fication o f Electors, the Catholics polTefiing land muil
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N o w  Sir John Davies exprefsly flates, that the 
rebellion o f the Earl o f  Defm ond, originated in a 
claim, fet up by that family, and difputed by the 
governm ent, of exemption from attendance on 
Parliam ent; but that the immediate caufe o f  the 
riiing, was an attempt by the Earl to levy  certain 
Iriih duties in the county o f  W aterford, contrary to 
the flatute o f  Kilkenny, in w hich attempt he was 
fuccefsfully oppofed by the Earl o f  Ormond.

I fhould have little difficulty in convincing any 
man, w ho w ill take the trouble to read Lee’s M e 
morial to Queen Elizabeth, that religion had no 
influence in T yrone's  rebellion. Indeed that officer 
ftates, that he was more docile to the Reform ation 
than m oil other nobles, even o f  Engliíli birth in 
Ireland. “  T ru e,”  fays m y author, “  he is affected 
<c to popery, but lefs than fome o f  the greeted in the 

Engliih pale: for when he is w ith the ilate, he 
ic will accompany the Lord  D eputy to the church, 

and will ftay, and hear fervice and return.”  W e  
can colled from the ilatement o f  that officer, w hich  
amounts in fa il  to articles o f  impeachment againft 
the Haftings o f  thofe days, the Lord D e p u ty V ic z -  
williams, that the itate o f  Ireland in his time, re- 
fembled w hat India was before the modern correc
tions in its adminiilration. Adventurers equipped 
themfelves, as for a defperate enterprife, to feek 
fortune in Ireland. In the profecution of their p u r- 
pofe it will readily be believed, that rapacity and 
violence were not unfrequent.' T h e  public faith 
was fhamefully difregarded. Men o f peaceable and 
inoffenfive life, were impriioned w ithout caufe, and 
executed w ithout the pretence or the form of juilice. 
H e  adverts to particular inftances, which when he 
prepared his M em orial, m ufl have been familiar, o f  
pci Ions put to death by the contrivance o f the 
governm ent, whofe only crime was thé wealth, 
which their enemies divided. Lee offers to fub*

H



ftantiate his charge by evidence, and flakes his life 
and.credit on the event. O f  Tyrone he fpeaks as an 
oppreffed and injured man, harraffed by unmerited 
iufpicion^. He names him with the kindnefs of a 
friend, but in fuch a manner as to prove, that in his 
breaft the duty o f public fervice prevailed^ above 
private fentiments. Lee’s detail of facts explains and 
ftrengthens the opinions of Davies ; fee “  A  brief 
“  declarations o f the government of Ireland, opening 
“  many corruptions in the fame, difcovering the 
“  difcontents o f the Irifhry, &c. addreiled to the 
“  Queen’s moil excellent Majefty, by Captain Tho- 
“  mas Lee, i594.,?—  Captain Lee, I anfwer for it, 
was a Burkift.—

Our annals retain no panegyric of a routed caufe 
and fallen greatnefs ; but it is eafy to collect, that 
the Iriih chief of whom we treat, was no ordinary 
perfon. O ’Neil, for in the pride o f fuperior ftation, 
he fpurned the title o f Lari, inherited from an 
illuftrious line the command o f one of the braveft, 
the moft numerous, and moil powerful fepts among 
the ancient Iriih. His jurifdiition w*as abfolute, over 
a wide extent o f territory and a numerous hofl  ̂o f  
martial followers. Supreme within his own limits, 
he acknowledged in the Britifh Sovereign an external 
fuperior, to whom he owed, as a vaffal to his para
mount, homage, reverence, an d  tribute. From this 
condition the afcent is eafy, a ilngle ftep, to actual 
independence ; and when the provocations received

*  T o  this Earl o f  Tyrone,  may be applied, what the Scotch 
poet, Pitcairn, fays o f  Lord  Dundee— ’—

T e  moriente novas accepit Scotia leges,
Accepitque novos, te moriente Deos.*
Ilia tibi  fuperefle nequit, nec tu potes illi,
Ergo,  Caledonia, nomen inane, vale.
Tuque vale,  gentis quondam fortiflime dudlor,
U l t i m e Scotorum, atque ultime Graeme, vale.

( 53 )

*  A llu d in g  to the abolition o f  epifcopacy at the R evolution.
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b y himfelf, and by his race, impelled O ’ Neil to fly 
to arms, I ihould have been m uch furprifed, if  he had 
not endeavoured to affociate the public fervice with 
his immediate and natural ambition. H e afpired to 
w h at he confidered the deliverance o f his country 
from a foreign yoke. For, although it is vain and 
prepoiierous in the prefent ilate o f  m ixed races, to 
treat any portion o f  our Empire, as foreign to its 
fellow-fubjefts o f  another diftrict, yet the difference 
o f  all thole things, that difcriminate race from race, 
and nation from nation, laws, manners, cuftoms, 
blood and language, was, at the period w e review , 
both prevalent and obvious. W allace, tw o centuries 
before, had achieved the like enterprife on a con
tiguous theatre w ith  g lory, but not with ultimate 
advantage to his country. A s the triumph o f  W a l
lace poflponed the Union o f  the Britifli crowns, it 
retarded the perfection o f  civil arts, and the c u l
tivation o f  the entire ifland.

O ’N eil, when his difcontents were at the height, 
found a ready co-operation in a great proportion o f  
the Iriih chiefs, eftranged, like him, from the Englifli 
crow n, by the impolitic fyftem ot governm ent, and 
the profligate feverity o f  particular governors. I do: 
not find that he derived from the religious opinions 
o f  the people any eminent alliilance. T h e  pale, 
which as Lee tcftifies, was more Catholic than him - 
felf, never afforded any countenance to his enter
prife*. In fa£t, the fubjects o f  this land, had not as 
yet experienced any inconvenience on this account ; 
for although the ilate adopted for its own life, the 
practice o f  the reformed religion, the fécond o f  
Elizabeth, the great grievance o f  the next age, had 
not as yet been put in execution. This war o f 
O ’ N eil was the lait and molt vigorous ftand made by

*  O n the contrary,  the arm y which Lord M o u n tjo y  led againil  
O ' N e i l ,  and which  compelled his fubmill ion,  was almoit totally 
compofed o f  Catholics,

H 2
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the ancient Irifli for their independence. T hat it 
defolated the country I admit ; but in this, as in the 
fubfequent conflicts, the balance of feverity was with 
the viitors. The commander himfelf had been po- 
liihed at the court, and had followed arms in the 
camps of England: his fenfe o f dignity, was far 
fuperior to that of the officers *  who often oppofed 
him. In the fcrvice of England, he had been a 
faithful and valiant auxiliary. He became a formi
dable, but a generous enemy. He fubrnitted to Lord 
M ountjoy; but having reafon to apprehend, that 
new defigns againft his fafety were formed by a fub
fequent Viceroy, he fled to Spain, where his family 
hold to the prefent day a high rank among the moft 
eminent and honoured o f the nobility. T h e po
pular traditions o f Ireland long remembered the 
fame, and deplored the fortunes, of this* its Jail and 
favourite leader.

The cataftrophe of O ’Neil, and the difcomfiture 
of his adherents, removed every obftacle to the re
duction o f Ireland : our hiftory no longer prefents 
any other relation, but thofeof fovereign and fubjeft. 
W e  are next to examine by what means this favour
able appearance o f a fettlement was fruitrated. T w o  
circumflances prefent themfelves to the curious in 
Iriih hiitory. T h e  great infecurity o f landed pro
perty, %nd the reftlefs and malignant puritanifm 
of the government.

“  It was an age,”  fays M r. Carte, “  o f adventurers 
and projectors. The general tafte o f  the world ran 
ill favour o f new difcoveries and plantings o f coun
tries y and fuch, as were not hardy enough to venture 
into the remote parts of the earth, fancied they

*  H e  was indeed oppofed by the Earl o f  Eflex, who feems to 
have treated*him with confiderable attention. The  terms which he 
procured from Lord Mountjoy,  on his fubmifîion, prove, that he 
was confidered b y  that nobleman, as an able and powerful ad- 
vf-rfary.
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might make a fortune nearer home by fettling and 
planting in Ireland. T h e  improvement o f the 
K in g ’s revenue in a country, where it- was far lefs \ 
than the charge ofs the governm ent, was the colour 
made ufe o f by fuch projectors to obtain com- 
millions of enquiry into defective titles, and grants o f  
concealed land and rents belonging to the crown ; 
the great benefit of which was generally to accrue to 
the projector or difcoverer, whilft the K ing was 
content w ith  an inconliderable proportion o f  the 
concealment, or a fmall advance o f  the referved rent. 
E v e ry  body was at w ork  in finding out flaws in 
people’s titles to their eilates ; the old pipe rolls were 
fearched to find out the old rents referved, and 
charged upon them 5 the patent rolls in the Tow er 
o f London (where they are preferved in much greater 
numbers than in Ireland) were looked over for the 
ancient grants, and no means left untried to force 
gentlemen to a new composition.”  (L ife  o f Ormond, 
vol. i. page 27.)

Hear upon thefe fubjects the confederates them - 
felves. In their remonitrance delivered to the K ing’s 
Commiffioners, they have left to pofterity an ex- 
pofition o f their motives, and grievances, fo full and 
latisfactory, that I cannot expect to add to the force 
o f  them in the circumfcribed limits of a pamphlet.

“ T h e  Catholics o f  this Kingdom , whom no re
ward could invite, no perfecution enforce to forfake 
that religion profeifed by them and their anceitors 
for thirteen hundred years, or thereabouts, are fince 
the fécond year of the reign o f Queen Elizabeth, 
made incapable o f places o f  honour or truft, in church 
or commonwealth ; their nobles become contempti
ble, their gentry debarred from learning in univer- 
fitics, or public fchools within this kingdom  3— their 
younger brothers put by all manner o f employment 
in their native country, and neceffitated either to 
live in ignorance and contempt at home, or (to their
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great difcomfort, and impoverishment of the land) 
to feek education and fortune abroad, misfortune 
made incident to the faid Catholiques of Ireland only, 
their numbers, qualitie and loyaltie confidered, of 
all the nations of Chriftendome. Secondly, that by 
this incapacitie, which in refpedl o f their religion 
was impofed upon the faid Catholiques, men of 
meane condition and quality for the raoft part, 
were in this Kingdome, employed in places o f  greateft 
honour and truft, who being to begin a fortune, 
built it on the ruine of the Catholique natives, at all 
tymes lying open to be difcountenanced and wrought 
upon ; and thefe perfons, becauíé they would feeme 
to be carefull o f the government, did from time to 
tyme fuggeft falfe and malicious matter againft them, 
to render them fufpe&ed and odious in England, 
from which ungrounded informations and their 
many other ill offices thefe mifchiefs have befallen 
the Catholiques of Ireland, firft, the oppoiitions given 
to all the graces and favours that your Majeflie or 
your late royall father promifed, or intended to the 
natives of this Kingdom. Secondly, the procuring 
o f falfe inquiiition upon feigned titles of their eftates 
againft many hundred years poffeffion, and no travers 
or petition o f right admitted thereunto ; and jurors 
denying to find fuch offices were cenlured even to 
publique infamy and ruine of their eftates, the find
ing thereof being againft their confciences and their 
evidences, and nothing muft ftand againft fuch 
offices taken o f great and confiderable parts of the 
Kingdome, but letters patents under the great fealc; 
and i f  letters patents were produced, as in mod cafes 
they were, none muft be allowed valid, nor yet fought 
to be legally avoided ; foe that o f late tymes, by the 
underhand working of Sir William Parfons, Knight, 
now one of the Lords Juftices here, and the arbitrary 
illegal power of the two impeached Judges in Parlia
ment, and others drawn by their advice and counfel,
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one hundred and fifty letters patents were avoyded 
in one morning, which courfe continued untill all 
the patents o f  the kingdom e, to a few , were by them 
and their aifociates declared vo id ; fuch was the care 
thofe minifters had o f  your Majefties greate feale, be
ing the publique faith o f  the k in gd om ; this w ay o f  
fervice, in fhew only pretended for your Majeftie, 
proved to your differvice, and the immoderate and 
too tymely advancement o f  thefaid  minifters o f  ftate 
and their adherents ; and too near the utter ruine o f  
the faid Catholiques. T h a t, whereas your M ajefty’s late 
royall father, K in g  James, having a princely and atherly 
care o f this kingdom , was gratiouily pleafed to graunt 
feverall large and beneficial commiflions, under the 
great feale o f  England, and feveral inftrudtions and 
letters under his private fignett, for the paffing and 
fecuring o f  the eftates o f  his fubjedts here, by letters 
patents under the great feale, and letters patents 
accordingly were thereof paifed, fynes payed, old 
rents increafed, and new rents referved to the Crow n ; 
and the faid late K in g  was further gratiouily pleafed, 
at feveral tymes, to fend divers honourable perfons o f 
integritie, know ledge, and experience, to examine 
the grievances o f  this kingdom e, and to fettle and 
eftabliih a courfe for redrefs thereof ; and whereas your 
Majeftie was gratioufly pleafed in the fourth year o f 
your raigne, to vouchfafe a favourable heareing to 
the grievances prefentcd unto you by agents from this 
kingdom e, and thereupon did graunt many graces 
and favours unto your fubjedts thereof, for fecuritie 
o f  their eflates, and redrefs for remove o f  thofe heavy 
preflures under which they have long groaned, w hich 
adts o f  juftice and grace extended to this people by 
your M ajefty, and your faid royall father, did afford 
them great content ; yet fuch was, and is yet the 
immortal hatred o f  fome o f  the faid minifters o f  ftate, 
and efpecially o f the faid Sir W illiam  Parfons, the 
laid impeached Judges and their adherents, to any
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welfare and happînefs o f this nation, and their ambi
tion to make themfelves itill greater and richer, by 
the total ruine and extirpation of this people, that 
under pretence o f your Majefties fervice, the pub
lique faith involved in thofe grants was violated, and 
the grace and goodnefs intended by two glorious 
Kings fucceflively, to a faithful people, made unprofit
able. Fourthly, the illégal, arbitrary, and unlawful 
proceedings of the faid Sir William Parfons, and one 
o f  the faid impeached Judges, and their adherents, 
and inftruments, in the Court of Wards, and the 
many wilfully erroneous decrees and judgements of 
the Court, by which the heirs of Catholique 
noblemen and other Catholiques were moil cruelly 
and tyrannically dealt withâll, deftroyed in their 
eflates, and bred in diffolution and ignorance; their 
parents debts unfatisfied, their fitters and younger 
brothers left wholly unprovided for, the ancient and 
appearir t tenures o f mefne Lords unregàrded, eftates 
valid iii law, and made for valuable confederation, 
avoyded againft law, and the whole land filled 
with the frequent fwarms of Efcheators, Feodaryes, 
Purluivants, and others by authority o f that Court. 
Fifthly, the faid Catholiques, notwithstanding the 
heavy preflures before mentioned, and other griev
ances in part reprefented to your Majefty, by the late 
Committees o f both Houles o f Parliament o f this 
kingdom, (whereunto they humbly deiire that rela
tion may be had, and redrefs obtained therein,) did 
readily, and without reluctance or repining, con
tribute to all the fubiidies, loanes, and other extra
ordinary graunts, made to your Majeity in this 
kingdome, fince the beginning o f your raigne, 
amounting unto well near one million of pounds, 
over and above your Majefty’ s revenue, both Certain 
and cafuall, and although the faid Catholiques were in 
parliament, and otherwife, the moil forward in 
graunting the faid fummes, and did beare nyne parts
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o f ten in the payments thereof, yett fuch was the 
power o f  their adverfaries, and the advantage they 
gained by the opportunitie o f their continuale addrels 
to yo u r Majeftie, to increafe their reputation in 
getting in o f thole moneys, and their authority in the 
diilribution thereof, to your Majefty’s great differ- 
vice, that they alfum edto themfelves to be procurers 
thereof, and reprefented the faid Catholiques as obfti- 
nate and refractory. Sixthly, T h e  army rayfed for 
your M ajefty’s fervice here, at the great charge o f  
the k ingdom , was dilbanded by the preiling importu- 
nitie o f the malignant partie in England, not giveing 
w a y  that your Majeitie fliould take advice therein 
with the Parliament here, alledging the laid army 
was popiili, and therefore not to be truitcd ; and al
though the world could witnefs the unwarrantable 
and unexampled invaiion made by the malignant par
tie o f  the Parliament in England, upon your M ajes
ties rights, prerogatives, and principall Heavers o f 
you r crown, and that the iaid Sir W illiam  Parions, 
Sir A dam  Loftus, Knight, your Majefty’s V ice- 
Treafurer o f this kingdom , and others their adhé
rants, did declare that an army o f ten thoufand Scotts 
was to arrive in this kingdom , to force the faid 
Catholiques to change their religion, and that Ire
land could never doe well w ithout a rebellion, to the 
end the remain o f  the natives thereof might be e x 
tirpated, and wagers were laid at general affizes and 
publique meetings, by fome o f  them, then, and now 
employed in places o f great profit and truit in this 
kingdom , that within one year no Catholique fliould 
be left in Ireland.” — Extracted irom the Remonftrance 
o f  the Irifh Confederates, delivered to the Lords 
Ormond, Clanricarde, M oore, and the other R oyal 
Commiflioners at T rim , 17th March, 1642.

It may be objeded, that this is the aflertion o f a 
party interefled ; but there is abundant collateral 
evidence to fupport the allegations. T h e  purl'nic

I
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after doubtful titles, by which every proprietor in 
the land u'as made to tremble for his inheritance, is 
afcertained by the records o f  Parliament, by Mr. 
Carte’s Collection from the Ormond Papers ; and 
could fcarcely be alledged in fo folemn a manner, to 
perfons who muft have been themfelves converfant 
with the tranfaftions of the times. Every word o f 
the charges contained in the Rcmonftrance is further 
confirmed by the papers which have been left by the 
Lords Caftlehaven and Clanricai'de, two noblemen 
who ferved the Crown with uncommon zeal and 
fidelity.

It is not to be denied, that from the caufcs fct forth 
in thefe extracts, a very general difcontent pervaded 
Ireland; and the diflatisfaction had arifen to the 
higheft point, by the threat o f  extirpation afliduoufly 
circulated by perfons in high authority, and their de
pendants. W hat degree o f eafe was enjoyed upon 
the fubjecft o f religion, may be collected from this 
circumitance. T h e  fines levied for non-attendance 
upon the form o f  woríhip fanétioned by Parliament, 
amounted to a fum fufficiently confiderable to form 
a regular and principal refource for the fupport of 
government.

The year 1641 was a period of general ferment 
throughout the Britiih kingdoms. Matters had pro
ceeded very nearly to extremities between Charles 
and his Parliament, and the Scotch, without any 
fubilantial caufe of difcontent, had been repeatedly 
in arms againft their fovereign. Lord M aguire, Sir 
P. O ’Neile, and a few others, the children of thofe 
who had been difpoiTeiTed o f confidcrable efiates, 
deemed the occafion favourable to rife. They were 
initigated to this enterprife by the example of turbu
lence in the adjacent kingdoms; and they \<’ere in
fluenced by a hope that the uneafinefs o f the nation 
under its oppreffive governors might procure them 
adherents. (See Lord Maguire’s dying declaration.)
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I cannot on thefe grounds acquit the government 
o f mifcondudt, and coniine the impeachment to the 
people.

But a partial infurreftion did not corrcfpond w ith 
the views o f  the lriJh Government. Parfons and his 
colleagues, who there held the fupreme power, were 
intent on a project o f  enriching themfelves, by a 
general confiscation. T o  effe<it this purpole, they 
w ere w illing to foment and extend the rebellion, 
confiding in their means for the fubfequent reduction 
of the kingdom . RemiiTnefs in taking precautions, 
on the firft tendency to difturbance, had been w ith 
great truth imputed to them ; but no fooner was the 
m ifchief complete, than, w ith equal impropriety, 
they affected l'uddcnly to doubt the fidelity o f  the 
entire nation. T h e y  compelled the Catholic nobility 
and gentry to take the field, by leaying them no 
other means or profpect o f  fecurity. In the accounts 
o f  this tranfaction, w hich m any hiitorians, and all 
the writers' of the rancorous party have followed, the 
memory o f thole, w ho were driven to inlurrection by 
the practices o f  G overnm ent, is artfully blended w ith  
the other riling, which was connected with Lord M a 
guire ’s confpiracy, and which broke out in the N orth 
o f  Ireland, with outrages upon the perlons and pro
perties o f  the Englifh, who had been recently planted 
on the forfeited eftates. Thefe outrages were un
doubtedly very fevere and very horrid, but they have 
been the fubject o f infinite exaggeration. "

It  appears by the concurrent teflimony o f  all who 
have treated o f  the ftate o f  Ireland, about the period 
o f the Reformation, that no means whatever were em 
ployed to render the new form of Church difciplinc 
acceptable to the Irifh. T h e  few Proteltant ecclc- 
fiaftics, w ho ventured into a country remote and 
little know n, were perfons o f no edifying conduct ; 
they rather appeared by their remifTnefs and exadions 
to be minifters of revenue than of religion. It is a
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fact beyond controverfy, that the Englifh liturgy was 
more unintelligible in Ireland, at the æra of the 
Reformation, than the Latin, which it fupplanted ; 
and there is not the flighted trace of inftruâion, in 
the common language^ having been offered to the 
inhabitants of this ifland. They of courfe continued 
Roman Catholics. I am at a lofs to afcertain what 
meaning is attached to the word bigotry by the 
author we review. T o  me it appears perfectly 
natural, that a people ihould perfevere in the only 
religion with which they were converfant. W hat
ever may be the merits of the reformed doctrines, no 
circumllance occurred to render them popular in 
Ireland. Indeed, had the introduction of the Pro- 
teftant difcipline been fanctioned by miracles, the in
temperance and oppreffions o f its firft patrons muft 
have excited a difinclination to that religion, and con
tributed to render it equally odious with the ungraci
ous government by which it was recommended.

T h e  adherence of our anceftors to the ancient reli
gion, was in truth nothing more than the ufual ten
dency of the human mind to approach the Deity with 
reverence, and to teftify its feelings of refpect accord
ing to that form which had been habitual and familiar; 
but this adherence was a {landing caufe of difference be
tween the people and the inconfiderate Puritans, who 
polfefied the power and authority o f Government. 
The difference of religion feemed to fanction, during a 
period of very great intolerance, every unfavourable 
reprefentation which malice or avarice fuggefted. 
The adventurers who flocked into Ireland from the 
latter years of Elizabeth, but more efpecially thofe 
who reforted hither under James and Charles, were 
deeply infedted with the doctrines and manners ot 
Calvinifm. The fmall Church preferments fell for 
the moft part into the hands of’ lay intruders ; the 

* fuperior dignities attracted few but Scotch divines. 
W e know 1'ufficient of the difciples of John Knox*
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to believe, w ithout much difficulty, that they were 
not gentle or conciliatory *  to an adverle mode o f  
faith. W ith  thefe perfons, the Puritans in Church 
and State, the Iriih did not readily coalel'ce ; and the 
temper and views o f  the great men o f  that day 
prompted them rather to dragoon than to perfuade 
the public into acquiefcence. There was, I admit, 
bigotry among the occafions o f  the-rebellion o f  1641; 
but it was the bigotry o f the Lords Juilices and their 
adherents. T h e fe  men, as Carte relates o f them, 
owed their preferment to the violent party in Parlia
ment ; they attended iblcly to the views o f  that 
party, and felt 110 concern for the welfare of 
a people, whom  they were determined to facri- 
fice, and for a Prince, whole interelts they ab
jured, whilft they pretended to act under his au
thority. Can I feel at this day a fentiment o f 
refpect for the virtuous tenacity of a conliderable part 
of France, and m u ft i  give up to cenfure the memory 
of the confederate Irifh goaded by fimilar oppreffions, 
and iniulted like that country in its ancient uiages, 
its national and favourite religion ? O r is there in 
treachery and regicide an atonement for all iniquities ? 
T h e  Scotch and Englifh triumphed over their 
M onarch, and concluded by his murder. T h e  Irifh 
adopted the caufe of their prince, and o f  his 
fcattered family, and adhered to them w ith zeal 
under all the circumftances of their fcattcred for
tunes. But the rebels o f  the tw o lifter countries 
were fucccfsful, they obtained not only impunity, 
but applaufe ; whilib the Irifh, who were crufhed 
under the ruins o f the throne, are from age to age 
conligned to obloquy. This aifuredly is not juftice; 
but the fufferings o f  the Irifh account for the per
f e c t io n  o f their charafters. T h e  men, who fought 
in the cabinet the ruin o f this people, did not hefitate

*  It is faid o f  Primate Ufher,  that he lived in confiant apprchen- 
fion o f  being conilrained to bow at the name o f  Jefus.
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to add calumny to their other injuries. Thofe, who 
feized on large eftates, felt it incumbent to vilify the 
proprietors, whom they had plundered. This is 
very much the real ftate o f  the cafe with refpect to 
the imputations upon the Irifli of the 17th century. 
Attachment to the religion of their anceftors has 
been arraigned as fuperftition. T h e  greateft hard- 
{hips experienced by any people, the inhabitants of 
Mexico and Peru alone excepted, have been extenu
ated as acts of neceffary juftice. Whilft the principle 
ofrefiftance was avowed in Scotland, whilft it was 
taught and juftified in England, the Iriili ftill con
tinued to convey their grievances in the humble 
language of petition. “  G ive us,”  faid they, and 
they held arms in their hands, f< a fecurity for the 
peaceable poffeflion of our properties ; remove the 
odious diftinâions that divide our people.”  T h e  
natural juftice of Charles’s difpofition inclined him 
to treat with candour the remonftrances of a people, 
whofe demeanour might have endeared them to any 
fovereign •> but the party views and perfonal interefts 
o f his minifters as conftantly intercepted his bene
volent intentions. In thefe circumftances, and at a 
period when a general ferment in the minds of men 
had interrupted the harmony of Europe, with that 
encouragement to refift, which the profperous re
bellion o f their fellow-fubjeels might naturally have 
infpired, it is not in the religious tenets of a people 
that we are to fearch for the principle, which called 
them to arms. Indeed it feems rather aftonifhing, 
that, after fuch a train of cruelty and oppreffion, 
the more eminent, among the Roman Catholics, 
ihould have perfevered in a tame fubmiflion, fo in- 
coniiftent with the national temper; and that the 
avaricious Juftices ihould be compelled to have re- 
courfe to low cunning, and degrading indignities, 
in order to force them upon the precipice which 
was prepared for their deftruction.
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T h e  difputed title to the Crown at the Revolution 

opened a new fcene o f  defolation to Ireland. T he 
caufe o f  dethroning King James was not indeed cal
culated to render that Prince unpopular in this coun
try ; but we have no reafon to fuppofe that religion, 
more than the principle o f hereditary right, drew the 
Iriih to his flandard. T h eir  exertions for Charles the 
Second during his exile, were not fuperior to thofe 
now made for his unhappy brother. But i f  religion 
had fome influence on their minds and on their con— 
dud:, this appears to me as legitimate a motive for 
fupporting a throne, as for fubverting it. I do not 
feel it neceffary to enter minutely into the caufes and 
circumftances o f this contention. Lord Lucan, the 
Falkland or Montrofe o f  Ireland, led his cou n try
men, under the guidance o f the fame principle which 
actuated thofe noble perfons. I f  this was religious 
bigotry, what becomes o f  Dundee and his brave ad
herents ? Ih e  nobility of England were bigots, for 
w ith few exceptions they intrigued for the reflora- 
tion o f the exiled fam ily; the people o f  England 
were bigots, for they, early in King W illiam ’s reign, 
repented o f the change; and furious indeed was the 
bigotry o f Scotland, which produced two rebellions, 
even when the caufe was more obfolete and defperate. 
H ere ended the unequal conteft between rapacity 
and property, between the oppreflors and the op- 
prefled, between the powerful and the difcontented, 
which had fo long defolated the face o f  Ireland. 
I h e  fyitem that fucceeded was not calculated for 

better purpofes : if  w e look attentively upon the 
modern tranfaclions o f this country, w e {hall find 
that England, by this great profufion of blood, by 
thefc tremendous changes of religion and property, 
acquired very little. In the hands o f  the new pro
prietary body, the dépendance o f Ireland became 
m ore infecure than ever. I his is matter voluminous 
and exteniive, and which defcrvcs a feparate in-



vefti^ation. The noble Iriih wolf-dog had been 
injured; he complained ; and they flew him for lus 
melancholy tone. B ut the party-coloured animal 
that feized upon his ikin, fancied itfelf inverted with, 
the fame high preteniions, and no lefs inceffantly 
growled againit Great Britain. Although the modern 
poiTeflors of Ireland owe, to the iiltei nation, a 
debt of gratitude, with which the former were not 
burthened, yet thefe, whether of Iriíh race, or of 
the pale, never demanded more than the protection 
o f their properties, and indulgence to the religion 
in which they were educated. T he pofterity of 
thofe, who were planted in Ireland, by William, 
James, Elizabeth and Cromwell, have repeatedly 
brought into debate, the very terms and effence o f 
the connexion.
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APPENDIX.
N o. I.

1
 S H A L L  here, in teftimony o f D r. Duigenan *s 

marked difingenuoufnefs, infert the teit oath, 
which the Catholics take, and alfo that, which he in

fert s as rejected by them. T he Catholics refufe to 
renounce the Pope’s fpiritual fupremacy, from 
whence D r. Duigenan infers, contrary to what he 
knows to be f a d , that they equally refufe to abjure the 
temporal fupremacy o f the Pope, his depoiing and 
difpeniing power, and the murderous dodtrine charged 
in the oath o f fupremacy.

Dr. D uigenan, (p. 12,) fays, cc It will be neceflary 
“  to infert here, the oath of fupremacy, which all Ro- 
cc jnanifts refufe abfolutely to take, and have done fo fince 
“  the fir f t  framing of it.

“  T h e  oath o f  fupremacy is as follows :
“  I ------ do fwear, that I do from my heart abhor,

cc deteft, and abjure, as impious and heretical, that 
<c damnable dodtrine and poiition, that Princes ex- 
cc communicated or deprived by the Po.pe, or any 
66 authority o f the See o f  Home, m a y b e  depofed or 
<c murdered by their fubjects, or by any other perfon 
“  whatfoever : and I do declare, that no foreign 
“  Prince, Prelate, State, or Potentate, hath or 
cc ought to have, any jurifdiction, power, fuperio- 
<f rity, pre eminence, or authority, ecclefiaflical or 
<f fpiritual, within this realm. So help me G o d .”  

T he follow ing oath is taken by the Catholics fince 
the 14th year o f the prefent reign.

“  I ------ -do take A lm igh ty  God, and his only Son
“  jelus Chrift, m y Redeem er, to witnefs, that I

K
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“  will be faithful and bear true allegiance to our mod 
“  gracious Sovereign Lord King GeorgetheThird.and 
“  him will defend to the utmoft of m y power againft all 
“  confpiracies and attempts whatever, that lhall be 
“  made againft his perfon, crown, and dignity ; and 
“  I will do my utmoft endeavour to difclofe and 
“  make known to his Majefty and his heirs, all trca- 
“  fons and traiterous confpiracies, which may be 
“  formed againft him or them ; and I do faithfully 
“  promife to maintain, fupport, and defend, to the 
<c utmoft of my power, the fucceffion of the crown 
“  in his Majefty’s family againft any perfon or per- 
“  fons whatfoever ; hereby utterly renouncing and 
“  abjuring any obcdience or allegiance unto the , 
“  perfon taking upon himfelf the ftyle and title of 
“  Prince o f Wales in the life-time of his father, and 
<c who fince his death is faid to have affumed the 
<c ftyle and title o f King of Great-Britain and Ireland, 
tc by the name of Charles the Third, and to any 
“  other perfon claiming or pretending a right to the 
“  crown o f  thefe realms; and I do fwear, that I do 
“  rejeft and deteft, as unchriftian and impious to 
“  believe, that it is lawful to murder or deflroy any 

perfon or perfons whatfoever, for or under prc- 
“  tcnce of their being heretics ; and alfo that un- 
*' chriftian and impious principle, that no faith is 
“  to be kept with heretics : I further declare, that it 
“  is no article o f my faith, and that I do renounce,
“  rejeft, and abjure the opinion, that princes ex- 
“  communicated by the Pope and Council, or by 
“  any authority of the See of Rom e, or by any au- 
“  thority whatfoever, may be depofed or murdered.
“  by their fubjefls, or by any perfon whatfoever ;
“  and I do promife, that I will not hold, maintain, 
iC or abet, any fuch opinion, or any other opinion,
“  contrary to what is expreffed in this declaration ;
“  and I do declare, that I do not believe that the 
“  Pope o f Rome, or any other foreign Prince,
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iC Prelate, State, or Potentate, hath or ought to have 
<c any temporal or civil jurifdiction, power,fuperiority,
“  or pre-eminence, directly or indirectly, within this 

realm ; and I do folemnly, in the prefence o f  God 
“  and o f  his only Son Jefus Chrift, m y Redeemer,
Ci profefs, teilify, and declare, that I do make this 
i€ declaration, and every part thereof, in the plain 
“  and ordinary fenfe o f  the words o f this oath, w ith - 
“  out any evafion, equivocation, or mental referva- 
tc tion whatever, and without any difpenfation al- 
iC ready granted by the Pope, or any authority o f  
tc the See o f  R om e, or any perfon w h atever; and 
“  w ithout th inking that I am or can be acquitted 
<c before God or man, or abfolved o f this déclara- 
€C tion, or any part thereof, although the Pope, or 
cc any other perfon or perlons, or authority w hat- 

foever, ihail difpenfe w ith  or annul the fame, or 
<f declare that it was null and void from the be- 
“  ginning. So help me G o d .”

T h e oath prefcribed by the ftat. 33d o f  the King, 
to be taken by the Catholics, is as follows :— (D r. 
Duigenan propofed this teft in Parliament, the C a
tholic clergy fanftioned it w ith  their approbation, ' 
and the laity adopteci it.)

“  I /1. B . do hereby declare, that I do profefs the 
cc Rom an Catholic R eligion. I A . B. do lwear, that 
“  I do abjure, condemn and dcteit as unchriftian and 
fC impious, the principle that it is lawful to murder 
Cf and deftroy, or any ways injure any perfon w hat- 
“  foever, for, or under the pretence o f being a 
ct heretic ; and I do declare folemnly before G od, 
cc that I believe no aft in itfelf unjuft, immoral, or 
“  w icked, can ever be juitified, or excufed by, or 
“  under pretence or colour, that it was done either 
cc for the good of the Church, or in obedience to any 

ecclcfiaitical power whatfoever. I alfo declare, that 
cc it is not an article o f the Catholic faith, neither am 
<c I thereby required to believe or profefs that the

K  2
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Cí Pope is infallible, ôr that I am bound to obey any 
cc order in its own nature immoral, though the Pope 

or any ecclefiaftical power íhould iiTue or direct 
‘c fuch order 3 but on the contrary, J hold, that it 
ic would be íinful in me to pay any refpect or obedi- 

ence thereto : I further declare, that I do not be- 
<c lieve that any fin whatfoever, committed by me, 
“  can be forgiven at the mere will of any Pope, or 
“  o f any Prieit, or of any perfon or perfons what- 
cc foever, but that fincere forrow for paft fins, a 
cc firm and fincere refolution to avoid future guilt, 
“  and to atone to God, are previous and indifpenfable 
fiC requifites to eftabliih a well-founded expectation 
fc of forgivenefs ; and that any perfon who expects 
“  abfolution without thefe previous requifites, fo far 
cc from obtaining thereby any remiflion of fins, in- 
tc curs the additional guilt o f violating a facrament ; 
cc and I do fwear that I will defend to the utmoft of 
“  my power the fettlement and arrangement o f pro- 
iC perty in this country, as eitablifhed by the laws now 
“  in being; I do hereby difclaim, difavow, and fo- 
<c lemnly abjure any intention to fubvert the prefent 
“  Church eftabiiiliment,for the purpofe of fubftituting 
cc a Catholic eftablifhment in its ftead; and I do fo- 
cc lemnly fwear, that I wTill not exercife any privi- 
« lege, to which I am or may become entitled, to 

diiturb and weaken the Proteftant religion and 
“  Proteftant government in this kingdom. So help 

me G od.”
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N o. II.

T H E  follow ing inftance will fcrve to illuftrate the 
very  great provocations which the Irifh received 

from  their rulers. T h e  paflage is extracted lVom 
Mr. Carte’s Life o f the D u k e  o f Orm ond, vol. i.—  

O ne cafe was in truth very extraordinary, and con
tains in it fuch a fcene o f  iniquity and cruelty, that 
coniidered in all its circumltanccs, it is fcarce to be 
paralleled in the hiflory o f any age or any country. 
Pheagh M ack H u gh  Byrne, lord o f the Byrne’s ter
ritory, now  called the Renclagh, in the country of 
W ic k lo w , being killed in arms towards the end o f  
the reign o f  Queen Elizabeth, fhe by her letters to 
Loftus and Gardiner, then Lords Juftices, diircted 
letters patent to be made out for J?helim®Mac 
Pheagh, his eldeft fon, to have to him and his heirs 
the country and lands o f which his father Pheagh 
M ac H u gh  died feized. K ing James com ing to the 
crown not long after, did in the beginning o f  his 
reign give the like directions for palling the laid inhe
ritance to Phclim. T h is  Sir Richard Graham, an old 
oflicer in the army, endeavoured to obítruéi ; and in 
order thereto, fued out a commiiiion, directed to Sir 
W illiam Parfons and others, to enquire into the laid 
lands; and upon the inquiiition it was found that „ 
they were the inheritance o f  Pheagh Mac H ugh 
Bvrne, father to Phclim , and were then in Phelim 
M ac H ugh’s pofTeilion. King James thereupon, by a 
fécond letter, directed that Henelagh and all the lands 
V’hereof Phclim M ac Phëagh and Bryan his l'on were
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then feized, fhould be palled to them and their heirs 
by letters patent, in confequence whereof another 
office was taken, in which the lands were found as 
in the former. T h e firft office, however, was not 
yet filed, Sir Richard Graham having oppofed it, 
and by his intereft and the credit o f a general book 
which he produced, got poifeffion of part of Phelim’s 
lands, in virtue of a warrant from the Lord 
Deputy. Sir James Fitzpiers Fitzgerald attempted 
likewife to get another part of them pafled to him 
upon the like authority ; but Bryan the fon, in whofe 
poffeifion they were, complaining o f it at the council- 
table, Sir James’ patent was flayed. Encouraged by 
this fuccefs, Bryan applied himfelf next to the King 
forrcdrefs againit Sir Richard Graham, complaining 
that contrary to his Majefty’s letters, part of his land 
had been paffed to the faid Sir Richard. King James 
directed the caufe to be heard at the council -board in 
Ireland, and certificate to be made of the truth. A t  
the hearing, Sir Richard alledged that the lands were 
the inheritance o f  certain freeholders, and not o f 
Phelim and his anceftors ; and a commiflion was 
o r d e r e d  for examining witnefles upon the fad. T he 
council certified the King of their proceedings, and 
Sir Richard Graham, or an agent duly authorized by 
him, were required to repair into England. Sir 
Richard fent his fon William, who thought to get 
Bryan’s appeal difmifled by the help o f the D uke ol 
Buckingham, and profered a petition to the King, 
which the Duke feconded. But the D uke of Richmond 
being prefent, and knowing the cafe, acquainted his 
Majefty with the true ftate o f the matter. T he King 
thereupon referred the hearing and determining of it 
to the two Dukes, who appointed Sir Dudley N or
ton, Sir Francis Annefley, Sir Henery Bourchier, 
and M r. Richard Hadfor, one of the King’s learned 
counfel for the affairs of Ireland, to hear the matter 
and certify the faft. When the caufe was heard before
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thefe commiffioners, Sir W illiam Parfons produced 
before them a book o f his own writing:, calculatedo ̂
to prove the lands in queftion to be the inhe
ritance o f  freeholders, contrary to the office which 
had been found before Sir W illiam  himfelf, and 
the other which had been taken, as it faid above, 
in virtue o f  King James the Second’s letter. B u t 
the commiffioners g iv in g  more credit to thefe 
offices than to his book, Sir W illiam  and M r. 
Graham, feeing that matters were likely to go 
in favour o f Phelim, ilarted an objection, w hich 
effectually prevented a final determination of the 
difpute. It was a fetch, indeed, that could not fail 
o f  fuccefs ; for they undertook, with the affiflance 
o f  L o rd  Efmond and Redmond M ac Pheagh, to 
entitle the King to the lands, or the greateft part o f  
them, and to prove that they were really veiled in the 
crown. T h is  immediately flopped the proceedings 
o f  the commiffioners, who w ould give no fentence 
in a cafe where the crown was concerned, the right 
w hereof they had no authority to determine. P ro 
portions for the benefit and fervice o f  the prince are 
always favourably received, and a commiffion .was 
eafily obtained, empowering Sir W illiam  Parfons 
and others to enquire o f  the faid lands. Bryan ac
quainted the D u k e  o f  Richm ond with this ; his Grace 
w rote him fclf to the Lord D eputy, and engaged the 
K ing and Council o f  England to fend directions to 
itay the commiffion. N otw ithftanding which, the 
commiffioners went on with it, and an office was 
found, that all the faid lands were the inheritance o f  
Pheagh M ac H u g h , Phelim’s father, who died in 
rebellion. But as Queen Elizabeth had afterwards 
granted them to Phelim and his heirs, and the K ing 
had confirmed the fame by his letters, this office 
needed not have hindered the paffingthem to Phelim 
and Bryan, w ho were by thofe letters entitled to 
Pheagh’s whole inheritance.
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being intended to pafs into other hands. Bryan 
acquainted the King with thefe proceedings and 
intentions, and got his Majefty’s letter to the Lord 
Deputy and Lord Cl; aceílor of Ireland, directing, - 
that none of the faid lands ihould pafs by letters 
patents, leafe, or otherwife, till the matter was heard 
at the council-table in Lngland. It happened un
luckily for Bryan, that the Duke of Buckingham 
went for Spain before Sir Dudley Norton and the 
other commiffioners had made then report, and was 
fo taken up after his return, that he could not meet 
the Duke of Richmond to fettle and decide the 
affair ; but he had a much greater misfortune in the 
fudden death of the latter, which happened foon after, 
and left Phelim and Bryan without a patron in the 
Court of England. Their enemies foon made an ad
vantage of it; and Sir William Parfons got the Lord 
D eputy’s warrant to the Sheriff of W icklow , to put 
him in poflfefhon of part of their lands. 1 he Sheriff 
accordingly gave Sir William poffeffion of that part 
which Phelim enjoyed ; but Bryan Hill kept the 
other part which was in his own hands. Lord L i-  
mond thereupon fent for him, and would have pei « 
fuaded him to refer the matter to his decifion, which 
Bryan declined, knowing that his Lordihip was a 
confederate with his adverfary, as appeared after
wards, when this Lord and Sir William Parfons 
ihared his lands between them. This refufal Lord 
Efmond refented; and Sir \\Tilliam la ilo n s  after
wards fucd Bryan in the Exchequer for the lands of 
which he ftill retained the poffeffion, but the bill was 
difmiffed. Lord Efmond however perfiited in troub
ling him for thofe very lands ; but Bryan maintaining 
his right, he and his brother Turlogh were by their 
adverfarics practices committed clofe prifoneis to 
Dublin Cattle on March 13, 1625, upon the infor
mation of Thomas Archer and Dermot M ac G n f-
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fin, Cahir Mac Edm ond, M ac A rt, and Turlogh 
Duffe, all three o f  the name o f Cavenagh. T h is  
laft had formerly plundered one o f Phelim ’s tenants 
lioufes, and carried o ff the m an’s wife and cows. 
Phelim, being a Juftice o f  the Peace and o f  the qu o
rum , upon his tenant’s complaint, ifTued a warrant 
to  apprehend T u rlogh  Duffe, who fled firft into the 
country o f  Catherlogh, and from thence into that o f  
Kilkenny, where he was apprehended ; and then by 
w ay o f  revenge and to fave his life, accufed B ryau  
and his brother T urlogh. Archer did not fo readily 
fubm it to be an evidence ; he w>as firft miferably 
tortured, put naked on a burning gridiron, then on 
a brandiron, and burnt w ith  gunpowder under his 
buttocks and flanks, and at laft fuffered the ftrapado 
till he w'as forced to accufe the two brothers, and 
then he obtained his pardon. D erm ot M ac Grifnn 
and Cahir M ac A r t ,  were afterwards executed at 
Kilkenny, declaring, at the hour o f  death, that they 
had accufed Bryan and T u rlo gh  Bryan falfely. Such 
w ere thewitnefles that depofed againft them ; yet on 
their information tw o bills were preferred againft 
them, and tw'o feveral grand juries, at Catherlogh, 
not finding the bills, were profecuted in the ftar- 
chamber and fined. T h e  tw o brothers, how ever, 
w 'ereftillkept clofe prifoners, till the 20th o f  A u gu ft 
follow ing, when T u rlo gh  was enlarged upon bail 
to appear on ten days warning, and Bryan was 
allowed the liberty o f the houfe. This ftill "difabling 
him  from taking care o f  his affairs, he petitioned the 
council, w ho referring the matter to Lord A u n gicr  
and the L o rd  C hief Juftice, Bryan was fet at liberty 
on Chriftmas-eve, but bound to appear in court the 
firft day in the next term. H e appeared accordingly, 
and nothing w'as alledged againft him ; yet the L o rd  
C h ief Juftice was for binding him over to the term 
following. Bryan oppofed this, urging that it was the 
m otion o f  his adverfaries, and intended only to

\
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keep him from following his bufinefs, and defired he 
might be bound over to appear in Michaelmas term, 
which would allow h}m time enough to go to E n g 
land and profecute his affair there. So much time 
was not thought proper to be allowed him, and he 
was bound to appear upon ten days notice. This 
was {till thought too much liberty for a man to enjoy, 
who was fupported in his caufe by two letters which 
King Charles, by the advice of his privy council, 
and the committee for Irifh affairs, had fent over to 
the Lord Deputy for palling the lands to Phelim and 
his fon, though the great perfon W'ho had got 
poffeffion of them, ilill found means to prevent the 
effedt o f thofe letters ; and therefore a new profecu- 
tion was fet on foot, and Bryan and Turlogh appear
ing, upon fummons, were again on November 2, 
1627, committed clofe prifoners to the Caille o f D ub
lin loaded with irons, without any diet from his 
M ajefty, or leave for any friend to viiit or relieve 
them, though in the prefence of the Conftable and 
his fon. This was done upon the information of 
A r t  Mac Cahir Cavenagh, who being condemned at 
Catherlogh affizes was prevailed with to accufe the 
two brothers ; but being afterwards executed there, 
purfuant to his fentence, declared, at his execution, 
to the Sheriff, Mr. Patrick Efmond, a brother of 
Lord Efmond, that he had accufed them falfely, 
and defired him to certify the Lord Deputy o f it. 
Their adverfaries however refolved to go on, and to 
involve the three other brothers, and their father 
Phelim, in the fame common accufation o f relieving 
and keeping company with one Morrogh Baccogh 
Cavenagh, who had for his crimes been banifhed for 
feven years, and returning before the term expired, 
was killed in making refinance againft thofe that 
attempted to apprehend him. Morrogh was guilty 
of a contempt in returning, but yet was under the 
King’s protection, fo that it was neither felony nor
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treafon to converfe with .him ; neither had Phelim 
or his fon ever know n or feen the m an; yet this 
indefect o f  another was to' ferve for the matter 
o f  their accufation, probably becaufe it beft fuited 
the witneffes w ho were to be fuborned, and being o f  
a private nature, was the lefs liable to be refuted. 
Phelim and his fons had been zealous in apprehend
in g  Bryan Cavenagh, M orrogh’s brother, and tw o 
others concerned w ith  him in the murder o f  M r. 
Ponte, for w hich they were executed, which ren
dered it not very likely that Phelim ihould corres
pond familiarly or criminally w ith M orrogh, but 
naturally enough led people to think that the latter’s 
relations m ight, out o f  a fpirit o f  revenge, be the 
more eafily drawn to fwear any thing that w ould 
do mifchief to the former, efpecially when it w ould  
be the means o f  faving their lives. Lord  Efmond 
had then in prifon one o f  M orrogh’s nephews, who 
was with him when he was killed, and had been in 
rebellion. He fent this man to Dublin to accufe 
Phelim and his fons, which the threats of being-hanged, 
and the promife o f  life and pardon, prevailed w ith  
him to do. James M ac Clife, brother-in-law to 
M orrogh and Bryan Cavenagh, was made ufe o f for 
the fame purpofe. One Nicholas N otter, a notorious 
thief, had been profecuted fo hard by Phelim for 
ftealing feven cows and five garrons*from  his tenants, 
that he was forced to fly the country o f  W ick lo w , 
w7here two indictments for thofe thefts were found 
againft him ; but being afterwards condemned for a 
robbery in the north, he was fent back to D ublin to 

, purchafe his life by accufing Phelim and his fons, 
for w hich he was likewife rewarded with apparel and 
other neceiTaries. Gerald M ac Fordorogh, brother-in- 
law to Shane Bane, who being in rebellion, was ap
prehended by Phelim’ s fon, H u gh , and executed, had 
been at laft L en t aflizes profccuted by Phelim for rob-

*  Horfes.
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bîng his houfe, and being put in irons in the Caftle of 
Dublin for another crime which he confefled, was 
got to join in the accufation. Edmund Duffe had 
been profecuted by Mrs. Wolverfton,.Phelim’s daugh
ter, and condemned for burglary; he was afterwards 
carried to the gallows, and being ready to be turned 
off, promifed to accufe Phelim, and was faved from 
execution. Lifagh D uff Mac Laughlin, a common 
thief, had at the laft W icklow  affizes, upon the 
profecution of L uke Byrne, Phelim’s nephew, for 
Healing a horfe, been condemned, but on his ac- 
cufing Phelim fet at liberty. Such were the wit- 
neffes made ufe of in this affair, none o f which were 
produced in perfon ; and yet it was refolved to find a 
bill againft Phelim and his five fons at W icklow  
affizes, upon the bare reading of thefe, or fome of 
thefe fellows examinations, which as the men could 
fpeak only Iriih, were moil: of them taken by Sir 
Henry Belling’s and M r. Graham’s interpretations. 
T he Lord Chief Juftice, upon fight of the evidence, 
expreffed a doubt, whether the jury would credit it ; 
upon which Sir Henry Belling preffed him to fign 
the bill, and faid, he would undertake the ju ry  
fhould find it. Proper meafures indeed were taken 
for it ; and Lord Efmond had got Piers Sexton, who 
had married his niece, and was a tenant to Sir W il
liam Parfons, to be made high Sheriff for the job, 
though he had no fuch freehold as would by ftatute 
qualify him for ferving that office. A  grand ju ry  
was impannelled ; Sir James Fitz-Piers Fitz-Gerald, 
a mortal enemy of Phelim and his family, and who 
had a promife of a part of Phelim’s eftate, or an 
equivalent in lieu thereof, was the foreman, though 
he had no land in the country. Sir Henry Belling, 
who had actually got poffeffion of part of the faid 
eftate, was the lecond -, moil of the reft were not free
holders, and all of them allied to, or dependants on 
Lord Efmond, Sir William Parfons, and others who 
had intercft inPhdini’s eftate.It is no wonder that fuch
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a ju ry  found the bill, which was followed, two days 
after, by the death o f Phelim ’s w ife, w ho expired o f 
grief to fee her huiband and children’s lives and for
tunes put into fuch hands, and expofed to fuch im m i
nent danger. She was buried at W ic k lo w , and her 
body dug up three weeks afterwards. T h o u gh  the 
gran d ju ry  had thus found the bill, yet other wîtnefles 
were neceffary for the trial o f  the parties ; Sir H enry 
Belling, w ho never flu ck  at any pradtice, however 
execrable, to carry his point, and M r. W illiam , fon 
o f  Sir Richard Graham, who had got into pofieffion 
o f  part o f  Phelim ’s eftate, of Coiha, undertook the 
finding o f  them ; they were both o f  them Provofts 
M arihal, and exerted all the power o f  their ports for 
that purpofe. It is almoft incredible w hat a number 
o f  perfons they took up, and detained inclofeprifon for 
w eeks and months together, foliciting them all the 
while w ith promifes o f reward, and threats o f  liard- 
ihips, even o f  death itfelf, to accufe the Gentlemen 
whofe inheritance they wanted to feize. Some they 
put to the rack, others they tried and condemned by 
martial law , at a time when the courts o f  juilice 
were fitting. Some o f  the latter, w ho were executed 
at Dublin, as Shane O ’Toole, Laughlin  O ’C lune, 
Cahir GlaiTe and his brother, declared at their death, 
in the hearing o f  thoufands, that they were executed 
becaufe they could not accufe Phelim and his ions* 
and the like declarations were made by others who 
fuffered in the country.”

T H E  E N D .



ADVERTISEMENT.

T h a t the impartial Public may not become the 
dupes of thofe malignant writers, who endeavour to 
perpetuate rancour, animofity and difunion amongfl: 
his Majeity’s fubje&s of the united kingdom, fee 
pages 3 and 4 o f this pamphlet) we here fubjoin the 
following copy o f a letter written by order o f his 
Excellency the Marquis o f Cornwallis.

Dublin Cajlle, March 24, 1801.

“  SIR,
“  I am directed by his Excellency the Lord Lieu

tenant to exprefs to you his concern at its appearing 
that your late publication o f  the H iftory o f the 
Rebellions in Ireland,has been dedicated to him by fer-  
miffion.

“  Had his Excellency been apprifed o f the nature 
and contents of the wrork, he would never have lent 
the fanction of his name to a book, which tends fo 

’ itrongly to revive the dreadful animoûties which 
have fo long diftracted this country, and which it is 
the duty o f every good fubject to endeavour to 
compofe.

“  His Excellency, therefore, defires me to requeft, 
that in any future edition of the book, the per- 
mifiion to dedicate it to him may be omitted.

tc I have the honour to be. See.

(Signed) E. B. L I T T L E H A L E S .”

“  Sir R. M usgrave , Bart.”
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