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P R E F A C  E.

R e a d e r ,

I H E R E  prefent you with my humble fen- 
timents on a fubjeót o f  the greateft impor
tance. T h e  favourable manner in which the 
fpeech I made at the Bar-meeting was received 
by that learned and refpe£table body, was cer
tainly the impelling motive ; but a fenfe of 
Public Duty was the deciding principle, which 
has induced me to launch my Frigate of Pa-  
triotifm into the Sea o f  Public Opinion. A  
Student in the cannon and municipal law, I 
am determined my acquirements in both ihall 
be at the fervice of my Country, and exerting, 
as I ever will, whatever talents I pofTefs at the 
Bar in defence o f  her liberties, if attacked 
in the courts by ufurped or illegal prerogative, 
fo am I equally determined, i f  the moment 
ihall make it neceiTary, to fupport her rights^ 
and with them the ju ft and acknowledged pre
rogatives of the Irifh Crown, by the knowledge 
I derive from the former law, in the field of

martial



iv P R E F A C E .

martial glory.* A feaman by profeffion, I 
will ever be found . r

“  T ru e  to  m y trufl: when facred duty calls;”

and confcious as I ara, 1 fhould be unworthy 
of the name I pride myfelf in, if I heiitated, 
where delay may be dangerous, I here, in 
the language of that glorious patriot, Lord 
RuiTelj elegantly verfified by the father of the 
prefent Mr. Canning, declare, that thefe

“  A r e  the fixed fentiments, that rule my foul ;
“  Time cannot change, nor Tyranny controul.”

I f  any fhould think, 1 have impertinently 
added to the large number of Pamphlets, 
which has already appeared on the fubjeit of 
the Union, I beg them to remember, that, in 
times of danger, feamen do not content them- 
felves with paffive courage ; no, the naval 
poet will tell them, that

“  Tho* their firm hearts no pageant honour boaft,
“  T h e y  fcorn the wretch that trembles at his poft :
“  W h o ,  from the fact o f  danger ilrives to turn, 

Indignant from the focial hour they fpurn.”
F a l c o n e r .

• N. B. That the corre&nefs of my quota
tions may be the more eafily afcertained by 
the Public, I have preferred the editions of 
the books quoted, which are in the Dublin 
Library, Euftace-flreet, to all others.

• T H E

% *  Oftendite Bellum, Pacem Habebitis.
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B y  your Pamphlet, entitled, “  Arguments for and 

againft an Union, & c . ”  you have forced every quef- 

tion relative to chat important fubje&into difcuffion; 
you, therefore, Sir, are anfwerable for all the confe- 

quences, whatever they may be, which lball attend 

the diicuflion of" the queftion o f  Union, at a moment 
when it is impoflible the public mind can as yet have 
fettled into the regions o f  good humour and good 

temper, after the unhappy difturbances which have 

fiviok the country to its centre. Y o u  fay “  the 
qucltion is o f  lucli extent and importance, and a p 

plies l'o warmly to all the feelings, prejudices, and 

paflions o f  the human mind, that it cannot fail to be 
uniycrfally debated ; the only fear is, that it will not 

be properly debated.”  W h en  a propofal is made by 

you to a great and generous nation, as wicked and as

bale
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bafe in principle, as that o f  Sextus to the noble L u -  
cretia, you exprefs your fears left the infult ihould 
oe refented by Roman, that is by Iriih courage ; yes, 
Sir, I truft fhould the folly and madnefs o f  Britiih

Msnifters.fluihed with Naval greatnels, acquired, how- 
t^er, by the ailiftance o f  Irifh valour, impel them to 
attempt the enjoyment of a lawlefs embrace, that 
tiieyfhail find, that the chaftity of  the faireft virgin 
that ever appeared in this fublunary world, will be 
iivfended by brothers, who would willingly die in 
defence o f  her honour ; yes ! they (hall find, "that not 
only ten thoufand, but ten times ten thoufand fwords, 

fhall leap from their fcabbards to avenge the infult,”  
and leain to their coft, that in the defence o f  virgin 
TFTocence, with Iriihmen, “  the age o f  chivalry is 

not gone.” * Having expreiTed myfelf in the only 
language which I conceive fit for an honourable and 
ingenuous rnind to fpeak, when a propofition o f  in- 
fi*my is made to it, I will in the lequel condefcend 
to argue the “  queftion o f  terms,”  to prove to thofe 

who can deign to calculate, when proftitution is the 
price o f  fuppofed acquifition, that if  they can think 
as lightly o f  honour, as Faiitafr, they have no means 
of compelling the adulterer to keep his promife, and 

lave the character of the lady, by a marriage; nay, 
even thefeulement itfelf, being for an immoral con
federation, would not be enforced in any court ; and 
M l  more dreadful to tell, Sir, we ihould in that 
cafe, be deprived o f  the chance drrivable from ho
nourable feelings in oppofition to ftrift law, as then

there

* Burke’s R e fe c .  on the French Rerohition, 1 1 2 , - 1 3 .



there would be no Court competent to try the quef- 
tion o f  immorality. Nor can, nor will the juftice o f  
the oppofition which, if  necefiary, I propofe ihould 
eventually be made to a Union, be denied by any 
perlons ot the prefent day, who were members o f  
the Bar, the Volunteers, that illuftrious band, not 
made up o f  a fe fty but o f  a nation, o f  Roman 

Catholics, Preibyterians, and Proteftants, unri
valled in either ancient or modern hiftory, forget
ting their feuds, and in mutual love embracing 

each other; they united under the more glorious, 

more excellent, and truly Catholic names o f  V o-  

lunteersand Chriftians; they itepped forward, and, 
fubordinate to the Irifh fcnate, aflehed the inde

pendence o f  the Irifh monarch and nation, in op
pofition to a Britiih legiilature. T his  great and 
never-to-be obliterated benefit, we owe to the pru

dence and magnanimity o f  that body o f  men, which, 

while there is an inrant tongue to liip their names, 

will be fpoken o f  with veneration and gratitude ; 

or the members of  either Houfe o f  Parliament ; in 
the year 1782. A l l  thefe bodies did then feparately 
jefo lve ,  they would rifk their lives and fortunes 

in defence o f  the independence o f  Ireland. A t  

that period, when a Hufiey Burgh animated the 
Bar, a Snarman and a Brownlow led the patriotic 
band, a Yelverton and a Hartley in the Commons 

H oufe  feconded the motions, and fupported the 

principles o f  the father o f  Iriih Freedom, from 

wnence our increafed trade, our improved agri

culture, and our advancements in literature, and 
our exteniion in fcience, have arifen ; and when the 

good Leiniler, and the wife and virtuous Charle-

m ont,



mont, gave efficacy to the refolves of  the Com
mons, by their votes in the Upper Houfe o f  Par
liament. Previous to my confidering this fcheme 
o f  yours, which propofcs “  fo much aftual crime, 
againft fo much contingent advantage, ” * I fhall 
take the liberty o f  obferving on that part o f  your 
pamphlet, which is in the nature o f  previous re
marks. You fay,f  “  let us firft view thequeffion 
in the abftrach T w o  independent ftates, finding 
their feparate exiftence mutually inconvenient, 
propofe to form themfelves into one ftate for their 
mutual benefit. Every independent fociety or 
ftate has a right, confident with its exifting duties 
and obligations, to propofe the means which ap
pear mod probable to the attainment o f  thehappi- 
nefs o f  its people.”  T h e  truth o f  thefe abftradt 
propofitions, guarded by this provifo, that in the 
exercife o f  this right, nothing is done, which may 
prevent posterity having the fu ll enjoyment o f  
tbofe privileges which they derive from God and 
Nature, and not from fociety,J I mean not to dif- 
pute. Eut as moft falfe concluions are drawn, 
from thefe admitted premifies, and in the ihape o f  
arguments ftrewed over the furface o f  your pam
phlet, it ihall be my bufinefs to enter into a philo- 
fophicalanalyfisof thefe principles, and, I hope, by 
fuch invefiigation, I will be able to make a more

patriotic

*  Burke’s Refledions on the French Revolution, 1 2 1. 
f  Page 2.

J  T h e  do&rine maintained b y  me refpe&ing fôciety, is af- 

ferted by Blackftone, vol. iv. page 85. “  No Parliament can

be abridged o f  any o f  its rights, b y  any precedent one.”
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patriotic application o f  them. In this enquiry, 
the queftion of  the moral incompetency o f  Par
liament to create this Revolution, fhall be de- 
monftrated.

By the firft pofition laid down in the paragraphs 
I have quoted, you have neceffarily re-broached 
that doctrine, Separation, for the avowal o f  which, 

you have aflifted to punifh certain perfons. Union 

and Separation being neceflarily correlative terms, 
it is, .Sir, impofiîble that any rational perfon, bona 

nde, intending to devile means for the removal o f  
fuch'evils, as thofe ariling between two indepen

dent dates, occaiioned by their u feparate exiftence 

proving mutually inconvenient,” fhould come to a 
decifion on that point, without taking into his con

templation the advantages and diiadvantages at

tending a union, and a reparation, and then, and 

not before, decide on an impartial view of  both fitu- 

ations for the /c/s evil. H e  who decides with

out viewing the queftion propofed to him for 

his confideration in every light it can be feen, de

cides upon ex parte evidence : and though it be 
p'ffliblc for fuch decifions to be right, the probabi

lity is, they are wrong. This  fair and candid 

itatement o f  what the queftion of  union neceffariiy v 

involves, proves the good fenfe o f  the refolution 

moved by Mr. Saurin at the meeting o f  the Ear,- o  »
and agreed to on a divifion by 160 to 32, u T h a t  

the prefent moment was not the feafon to agitate 

fuch a queftion.” But, Sir, no rational man will 

determine that, becaufe he fuffers acknowledged 

evils, he is, to remove thofe evils, to refign the 

guidance o f  himfelf to the abfolute will o f  ano-

b ther



ther for ever, and without the moft remote poilibi- 
lity of being ever again, fui juris. At leaft, Sir, if 
reafon ever does fo decide, it is after the moft in
fallible certainty, that he neither can by his own 
good fenfe better his prefent condition, nor by any 
other change, improve the advantages God and 

nature has given him. Have you then proved 
this is the fituation of Ireland ? have you fhewn 

there is in the Irifh Parliament fuch a total inabi
lity to relieve the wants, to improve the advan
tages of this ifland, greater by the bounty o f  a 
kind Providence, than any in the world ? you 
have not even attempted to bring any proof, 
though the libellous affertion has come from your 
pen, and though it is not my intention to pro
claim the infallibility of the Irifh Legiflature, or 
to fliut my eyes to its aberrations from the caufe of 
its country, and its apparent partiality to the mer
cantile intereft of England, yet I cannot believe 
that if the ties of natural love are not fufficiently 
ftrong, to make the maternal parent difcharge her 
duties to all her children, the belt recipe for fuch 
an evil, is a ftep-mother ; nor can I readily credit 
the flippant affertion which is made, that the mer
chant of Cork and Waterford will agree to with
draw his allegiance from that Parliament whofe fiat 
authorized his veifels to plow the Weft Indian 
feas, and whofe * mandate of compact with the

Directors

•  B y  the Trim Statute o f  the 33d o f  G eo. I I I .  cap. 3 1 .  

entitled, u  A n  A ârfor Regulating the Trade o f  Ireland, to and 

from the Eaft Indies, under certain Conditions, and Provifions,

for

IO



Directors o f  Eaft Indian Commerce, has brought 
the ihips o f  the India Company to one of theie

very

for a T im e  therein mentioned .”  T h e  preamble o f  this Sta

tute, the a£l o f  the independent, not the provincial Iriíh  

■Legiflature, after reciting the B ritifh  act pailed for granting 

a prolongation o f  the EaU India C om p an y’ s C h arter for 

twenty-one years, from the fir it o f  M arch 1794» £oes on an(  ̂

ilates, A nd whereas the confirming b y  an adt of the Legifla- 

rure o f  this kingdom , the exclulive privileges o f  the faid 

Com pany, upon the terms and fubjedl to the lèverai limitations, 

provi/tons, regulation •, and conditions in and by this aCt made, ex- 

prejjed) enafted or provided, will conduce to the ilrength ar.d 

wealth o f  the Britifh empire, fo eíTcntial to the advancement 

o f  the trade and profperity o f  this kingdom  ; and it is there- 

. fort expedient, that the faid privileges fiiould be confirmed : I t  is 

therefore enabled by the K in g ,  .Lords and Com m ons o f  Ire

land, “  W h o  alone could furrender the undoubted r igh t o f  the 

Iriili fu bjeft to trade to the Eall Indies, that fo lo n g  as the 

fubje&s o f  this country enjoy the privileges referved tor them, 

b y  this a & ,  fo long does the legiilature o f  .Imperial Ireland, 

allow to the Britifh E a i l  India Com pany, the exclufive naviga

tion o f  the Indian fea.”  B y  the 2d fe&. o f  tlûs a i t ,  the fub- 

je & s  o f  this kingdom  are to export their goods to the E a l l  

from the port o f  C o rk .  B y  the 7th  f e â .  the India C om pany 

mull provide -800 tons o f  fhipping yearly for the Iii ih  mer

chants, if they want them ; and b y  the 8th left, one o f  the 

C om pany's  outward-bound ihips is to touch at C o rk  between 

O & o b e r  and February every year. B y  the 9th f e d .  fre igh t 

to  be the fame from C o r k  as from G re a t  Britain. B y  the 

19 th  fe& . it is exprefsly provided, :that i f  any ceilion o f  terri

tory  be obtained from the Chinefe G overnm ent b y  laid C o m 

pany, the fubje&s o f  this kingdom  may navigate w ith  their ihips 

in th eE allern  feas, or on the coafts o f  Japan, K orea  and C hina, 

011 the fame terms, and under the fame reilri&ions o f  the iub- 

jeéts o f  G reat Britain now do.”  W h a t  Iriih  merchant after

reading

11
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very ports for the accommodation o f  the Irifh 
merchant, an advantage which no Engfifhman en
joys on the long coaft of England, weft o f  the

Thames,

reading this a& , can fay that for the enlarging his commercial 

•annexions, it is necefTary he fhould agree to the facrifice o f  the 

independent Legiflature o f  his country, let him from this rather 

learn this incontrovertible truth, that commerce is the child, 

not the mother o f  L ib erty , and that he who facrilices the latter 

in hopes o f  obtaining the former, will when too late find, that 

in parting with the fecurity o f  his treafure, he parts with the 

treafure itfelf. Acquainted with the merchants o f  the capital, 

whofe brother I am, as being free o f  their guild, I believe 

them to be incapable o f  lending their aififtance to the annihi

lation o f  that national grandeur, which their former patriotic 

exertions fo greatly contributed to promote, and in the conti

nuance o f  which they are fo materially intereiled. Under any 

circumilances to confent to it, would be ignoble, but with 

fuch a poiitive parliamentary proof o f  the capability o f  an 

Irifh Senate, to improve the natural advantages o f  this ifland 

for trade and commerce, would be to fell their “  birthright for 

a mefs of pottage.”  T h e  a d  here quoted is the very confum- 

mation o f  Legiilative Independence, every other aft, compared 

with this, was a ftatute o f  aflertions and juft theories, but 

here theories have been reduced to practice, and aifertions 

bottom in argument ; yes, the Britifh India Company which 

as fuch, had for upwards o f  a century traded to the Eait 

without knowing of, or caring about an Irifh Parliament, ac

knowledged its authority in the year 1793, and to obtain 

the exclufive trade o f  the Indian feas, agreed that Irifh fub- 

je i ls  might trade to their poífefíions, on the conditions pre

scribed by an a d  o f  the Irifh Legiflature. Good Heavens ! 

my beloved countrymen, furrender this, and every other im

perial right Jive years after their perfect recognition by thofe 

whofe interefts induced them, and whofe power enabled them 

to give the moft effectual oppofition !



Thames, and into two o f  the ports f  o f  which 
ifland, thofe ihips do regularly fail. Had you, 
Sir, before you undertook to prefcribe a remedy 

for the evils endured by the Irifh nation, in confe- 
quence o f  the kind o f  connexion exifting be

tween her and England, fearched, as was your 

bounden duty, the page o f  hiitory, and feen what 

remedies the wifdom o f  nations had approved of, 
you would then have found a more gentle, and 

more effectual prefcription in the Difpenfatory o f  

Europe. Y o u  ihould before you propofed to Iriih- 

men, the annihilation of  Iriih independence, a 

Union, as the only means o f  having the real in- 

terefts o f  the country attended to, have enquired, 

whether there exifted, in the Governments o f  Eu* 
rope, two countries fo connected, as Ireland and 

England are ; and i f  there be, whether to promote 

the real intereits o f  the country reprefenting Ire

land, it has been neceffary for her, to furrender 

the rights which her inhabitants acquired in right 
o f  being the children o f  that Supreme Being 

whofe mercies are over all his works ; and whofe 

fervice, is perfect freedom.”  I f  enquiry had fur- 

nifhed you with a cafe in point, you fhould have 

coniuhed the hiitory o f  that country, and have 

learned to what it owed its rife and progrefs ; and 

learned as you are, you m ud know that fimilar 

caufes,would produce fimilar effedts. A s l  prefume, 

Sir, you are ignorant that there exiits an example 

in Europe of  a people connected with another na

tion, as independent Ireland is with Great Britain

by
f  Portfraouth always, P lym outh  fometimes.
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u
by the Executive Magiftrate, preferving their 
rights and liberties, and with them, the means o f  
advancing their ozvn interefts, in defiance o f  the 
corrupt ipiniiters and their deputies, o f  the greater 
ftate, you will know by looking into the works 
o f  a gentleman, who with another perfon was e x 
empted from the Royal Pardon offered to Rebels 
during the American war. This kingly Rebel has 
of late become a great favourite with his Majefty’ s 

Minifters, and therefore I prefume his authority 
will not be denied by you. “  The people of  Bif- 
cay, fays Mr. Adams, vol. iff. p. i6 ,# while their 
neighbours have long fince refigned all their pre- 
tenfions into the hands of  Kings and Priefts, this 
extraordinary people have preferved their ancient 
language, genius, laws, government, and manners, 
without innovation, longer than any other nation 
o f  Europe. In confequence of  their having unit
ed their country under the title o f  a Lordfhip, 
with Caftile, by which convention the King of 
Spain is now Lord of  Bifcay. The capital of  this 
country is Bilbao. The whole is a collection o f  
very high and very fteep mountains, rugged and 
rocky to fuch a degree, that a company of  men 
polled on one of them, might defend itfelf as long 
as it could fubfift, by rolling rocks on their ene
mies. Active, valiant, generous, brave, hardy, in
clined to war and navigation, they have enjoyed, 
for two thoufand years, the reputation of  the beft 
foldiers and failors in Spain, and even of  the belt 
Courtiers. In 1632, the Court wiíhing, I fup-

pofe,
*  A d a m ’ s H .  o f  R fp .
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poíe, to lay the foundation o f an incorporate Union, 
laid a duty upon fait, the inhabitants of Bilbao 
rofe, and maiTacred all the officers appointed to col
le d  it, and all the officers o f  the Grand Admiral. 

Three thoufand troops were fent to punifh them for 
rebellion, thefe they fought and totally defeated, 
driving moft of them into the fea, which difcourag- 

ed them from purfuing their plan o f  taxation ; and 

ftnce that time the King has had no officer o f  any 
kind, in the Lordfhip, except his Corrigedor,,, that 
is, he has had no G  wernment fince that time in the 

country, compofed of  clerks from Madrid ; but the 
Bifcayans have been allowed to manage their own 

concerns, and to make the moft o f  their natural ad
vantages ; nor docs the King of Spain find they are 
lels dutiful fubjedts to him, becaufe they have re

fitted oppreflion, or becaufe he regards them as his 

legitimate not his ftep-c’iildren. H e  fees them un

der, their native authority, a happy, a great, a duti

ful, and a united people, and he receives, through 

the medium of his navy, his army, and his re
venue, the fruits o f  this fyitem, in the ftrength 

and protperity arifing from fuch a national G o 

vernment. While under the pro-contular arrange
ment, he but reaped an ample harveft o f  (laugh

ters, aiïaifinations, and rebellions, we will hear the 

royal rebel, Adams, to this point, and we fhallin his 

works fee what this national government, this home 
government of King, Lords, and Commons has done. 

46 In riding through this little territory, you would 

fancy yourfelf in Connecticut : inûead o f  miferable

huts,

*  A d a m s 's H .  o f  R ep . vol. i l l .  p.
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huts, built of mud, and covered with fíravv, you fee 
the country full of large and commodious houles and 
barns of the farmer, the lands well cultivated, and 
a wealthy happy yeomanry.” What ! can this be 
true ? Popifh Bifcay refemble Proteftant Connecticut! 
Yes, in comfort, rival Proteftant England. “  Some 
writers,” fays Mr. Adams, cc afcribe their flourifhing 
commerce to their fituation, but that cannot be, he 
fays* for as this is no better than that ofFerroI, or 
Corunna, that advantage is more probably due to 
their liberty.” This apoftate fon of freedom, would 
when he had principle, if ever he had any, have fup- 
itituted the word certainly for probably. On pages 3 

and 4, you endeavour to fupport what you call 
abftraft reafoning, and which, as I have not wholly 
anfwered, I am not done with yet, by what you 
call examples; and as thofe may be termed pradtical 
reafoning, in oppofition to the other, you will per
mit me, before I perform my prornife as to the for
mer, to refute the apparent ftrength with which, as 
a military fecretary,you have entrenched your abftraó't 
arguments, by thofe practical examples. It is a lit
tle extraordinary that you, Sir, an Englifhman, de
fending Englifh interefls, ihould in writing make 
ufe of an Irifh figure of rhetoric, called a blunder, 
(for as an example,) for the Irifh uniting themfelves 
to England, you produce the difunion, i. e. the fcpa- 
ration of the Seven United Provinces from the Spanifh 
government. This, however, may ferve as a hint to 
Englifhmen, not to ridicule their brother Paddy fo 
much for his blunders, while they themfelves cannot 
avoid making bulls. This blunder of yours affords

me



me an opportunity o f  making one or two reflections 
on the iituation and conduét o f  the Seven United Pro
vinces, that may not be unworthy o f  attention in 
modern times. H u m e in his Hiflory informs us,* 
“  that the revolt o f  thofe provinces was caufed by the 
tortures, the cruelties, and the oppreillons of  A lv a ,  
who finding at laü the pernicious efFedVs o f  his 

violent councils, folicited to be recalled.”  T h e  re
gular government o f  Spain adminiftered by A lv a  in 
the L ow  Countries produced their revolt, and the 

defperate defence of  Harlem, a defence, fays H um e, 

“  which nothing but the rnoft confuming famine 

could overcome,” and which glorious refiftance of  
the oppreffwn o f  a regular government was revenged 
b y  the execution of  more than 20,000 o f  the inhabi

tants. “  This extreme feverity, initead o f  flriking ter
ror into the Hollanders, animated them by defpair* 

and the vigorous refiftance made at Alkemaer, where 

A lv a  was finally repulfed, fliewed that their mfoient 

enemies were not invincible. Requefens, Commen- 

dator o f  Catfile, was fent from Italy to replace A lva  j 

and this tyrant departed from the Netherlands in 

1574, leaving his name in execration to the inhabi

tants, and boafting, in his turn, that during the courfè 
o f  five years he had delivered above 18,000 ofthefe  

rebellious heretics into the hands o f  the executioner.” 

Y o u  fee, Sir, how religion can always be bandied 
about by politicians, and made the pretext for pu 

nching  what, in the eyes of the Alvas and Requefens, 

in every clime, and every country, is the real and

c  the
* Humç’s H. of Eng. vol. ii. p. 516, &c.
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the only crime, the demand of equal civil privileges» 
without any regard to religious diftinftions ; this we 
find, on the authority of Hiirae, was a crime, in 3 
Protefiant and an Orangeman in the Seven United 
Provinces under the government of  Alva, for all 
thefe heretics were the perfons who fought under the 
Prince of  Orange. And on whom were the cruelties 
o f  Alva, and the tortures of Requefens exercifed ? On 
Orangemen. So weak, fo impolitic is it for any body 
o f  men to fandtion what they admit to be wrong, he- 
caufe that they at the moment, from exifiing circum- 
fiances, find themfelves exempted by power, from 
that extraordinary feverity of punifhment, which they 

keep only for their enemies. Ignorant indeed muft 
fuch men be of the changes and chances of this mor
tal life, who think any fublunary fituation is 
founded on a rock, againft which in all the muta
tions of  time, the waves of phyfical power fhall ftrike 
in vain. T h e  juftnefs and correitnefs of  the above 
.remarks I can prove by royal authority, in the lan
guage held by one of Sefoftris’s captive Kings, when 
^jedf.to the chariot wheel of his royal brother, and 
xqnqaerer ; who, in reply to a queftion put by the 
^pn^rçhjto his captive brother, which demanded of 

îjT»; 3 for looking back “  on the wheel o f  the
•ch^ f̂juvyitj», -Juch uncommon attention,” replied, 

£j t f e 8  ÆWp*d of  this wheel, O  King ! recals to 
jçpy ^n^tj^-^iciflitudes of fortune; for as every part 
©f and lowermoft by turns, fo
M,is\\yj-\h jflperl, f^hflt,one day fit on a throne, and on 

next are reduced to the vileit degree of flavery.*—  
Thefe obfoi&illipns'i were not thrown away on the

haughty
*  Dobbs’s U n. H id .  Vol. I .
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haughty Egyptian; and he no longer permitted fuch 

an unworthy treatment o f  the captive Prince.” M a y  
all who read this, improve themfelves as much by  the 

relation here given of it, as Sefoftris did by hearing ! 
Y o u  will permit me to fay, that thefe obfervations 

are far from being irrelevant to the queftion ot 

Union, as, certain I am, the Britifh Premier hopes 

that fuch are our internal hatreds and animofities, that 
he may feize the prefent momenc to force it on the 
nation. M y  intention is to imprels oblivion and 

forgivenefs ot all injuries on all tides c l  what has 
paft, as a duty impofed on us by our mild and benefit 
cent religion, and made politically neccilary, by all 

the various felf-interefts ot the kingdom, lo nume
rous, as to make a national one. A n d  to induce all 
m y  countrymen to adopt this kind of, conduct uni- 

verfally, which alone is real magnanimity, and true 
policy. I have detailed the cruelties o f  the Low* 

Countries at large, and made the juft reflections on 
fuch conduct-, to prove, that however little, inter- 

efted, or vulgar minds, may think our misfortunes 
and our cruelties have arilen from circumftances 

purely local, particular religious opin’ons, or from 

the Iriih character being incurably bad, as iome 
have dared to lay, they are the univerfal and inevita- 

ble effeóts o f  an ignorant poor, and a gentry, foms 
o f  whom are more inclined co delight in the pleafures 

o f  the field and the table, than in enlarging and im

proving their minds, by the itudy of hiitory, and by 

learning from thence, the caufes which in former 
times produced diforders, either lecure themlclves

from fuch evils by preventing the machinations which
created
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created them, or by political forefight acquired by 
ftudy, diminiih, by well-timed alteration, the force 
of thofe evils they cannot avert. Your fécond ex
ample is the Union of the Sabines with the Romans: 
i f  we recur to the hiftorv of  that affair, we ihall 
find that on examining the compact, three moft 
ftrong objections arife to the conclufion made by 
you from that Union. Hiftory* informs us, that 
“  1 atius, king of Cures, a Sabine city, was the laft, 
although the moft formidable, who undertook to re
venge the difgrace his country had fuffered. In 
the difcharge o f  this patriotic duty, he had obtained 
pofTeflion of the capitol of  Rome, which enabled 
him to continue the war at pleafure ; at length, 
however, the tedioufnefs of this conteft began to 
weary out both parties, fo that each wifhed, but 

neither . would, fue for a peace. A t  length, the 
hiftorian te;is us, they met in battle array, between 
the Capitoline and Quirinal hills. In the middle o f  
this engagement, the Sabine women that had been 
carried away, flew in between the combatants, and, 
by their tears and entreaties, procured that Union 
which is now the lubjedt o f  difcuflion.”

The articles ihall now be produced, and then 
the objections will be urged. By thefe articles it was 
agreed, “  that Romulus and Tatius fhould reign 
jointly in Rome London, with equal power and 
prerogative. That a hundred Sabines lhould be ad
mitted into the Senate. That the city fhould retain 
iti former name; but, as a compenfation for this vio

lation

Goldfmith’s H .  o f  R . vol. J, pages n ,  12.
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lation o f  equality in the treaty, that the citizens 

ihould be called Quirites, after Cures, the principa 
town o f  the Sabines, and that both nations being 
thus united, iuch o f  the Sabines as chofe it, ihould 

be admitted to live in, and enjoy all the privileges o f  

citizens in Rome.”  Firft, then, as to the treaty, it 

is a federal, and not an incorporate Union, pre- 
ferving, by compact, all imperial independence ; it is, 

therefore, not a cafe in point, we find that Rom e 

herfelf, at this time, had no more fenators than one 

hundred, and by the federal articles, this Sabine 
town was to have as many. Equal numbers then o f  

fenators, make a Union of  Senates, not a fubjertion 

o f  legiflatures, fuch a Union o f  kingdoms is neither 
a furrender of national power, nor any acknowledg

ment on the part o f  the one, o f  fuperiority in the 

other, but a joint determination o f  both, to protect 

tl eir individual liberties by their collective ilrength. 
In this a d  o f  the Sabines, they did not change the 

fubitance as is propofed by you, but regulated the 

mode. But, Sir, with all the fecurity paper could 

give the Sabines for their independence, this federal 

U nion, by compart, became, by the neceflary in

fluence o f  Imperial Rome, an incorporate one; and 
thus furniihes Ireland with an argument, drawn from 

experience, o f  the abfurd folly o f  a nation, able as 

ihe is, to defend herfelf by the rtrength o f  her own 

fons, to make parchment writings, drawn by the 

fubtle and apoftate Mr. Pitt, the protertors o f  her 

liberties and her honour. W h ile  this confequential 

incorporation ftrengthens all I have advanced, it does 
not prove your pofition, the treaty bonâfid e  propofing

federal,
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federal, not incorporate Union. Secondly, the 
phyfical Union of the Sabine city with Rome, creat
ing “  a neceflity, net chofert, but choofing,”  a cir- 
cumftance not applicable to Ireland and Great Britain, 

and which lhall be enlarged upon, when the Scottirtl 
Union is confidered ; and at thé fame time, a lift 

ihall be given of the Scottiih worthies who fold their 
country for prompt payment, together with the price 
of their patricidal conduit, as a letion and a warning 
to my countrymen. Thirdly, one o f  the articles of  
this treaty might, under the exifting circumftances 
of the Sabines, as of the Scots, have been a great in
ducement to tliem to form this alliance, which is its 
proper name, and not Union ; the article is the one* 

which ftates, “  that both nations being thus united, 
fuch of the Sabines as chofe it, ihould be admitted to 
live in, and enjoy all the privileges of a citizen in 
Rome.”* T h e  Union which this article propofes, hap

pily fubfiits at prefent between Great Britain and Ire
land, to their mutual advantage; and long may this, 
but no other Union exift. You almoft create a doubt 
in my mind, whether you be in earneft with your pro
portion, when as examples to convince Iriihmen 
they cannot be degraded by the m e r g i n g  of their 

legifiature, you ftate, “  that a Mercian was not de
graded by becoming an Englifhman, & c . ’ not to 
notice the infult offered, by fuppofing that there is 
any parallel between the kingdom of Mercia, and 
this great nation, containing nearly 5,000,000 of 
people, and giving to the fervice and defence of the
* 1 ’ empire,

*  Goldfmith’s H .  o f  R. vol. i. p« 12.
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empire, a force, greater in number, than probably 
all the fubje&s of the Mercian monarch. I will meet 
you fairly on the fubjett, and tell you, that the true 
reafon why the particular kingdoms o f  the Heptarchy 
did not fuffer by merging in the Englifh monaichy, 

was, becaufe they carried equal political power into 
the fenate o f  the nation. Becaufe the votes o f  no 

one kingdom, if  the members had been weak enough 
to fet up a diftindt intereft, could have advanced its 

individual profperity, at the expence o f  the nation ; 

and this confcioufnefs o f  inability, mutt 1iave fmo- 
thered the incipient thought. But will Ireland go into 

the Rritifh Legiflature, with political power fufficient 

to defend her againft the attacks which may be 
made on her fifhermen, for the great crime o f  catch

ing herrings at Waterford and Wexford ? againft 

an addrels to the king, * to fupprefs her Woollen 

Trade. No, Sir, 558 Britifh members againit the 

Irifli reprefentatives, fuppofing them to be unani

mous, will be too powerful to be overcome -, nor 
will your alluring the Iriih nation, that their intereft 

fhall be identified with the Britifh, after the Union, 

remove their fears-, they will anfwer you, by  pro

ducing the innumerable Acts of  the Englilli Par
liament,

*  In  the year 1698 petitions were prefented to the E n g li ih  

Parliament, Hating a Jingular grievance fuffered from Ireland, 

b y  the Irifh catching herrings at W aterford  and W e x fo rd ,  and 

ruining petitioners market?. E ngliih  Com m ons Journal, vol. xii.

In  this year, alfo, the Engliih Lords and Com m ons addrefled 

K i n g  W illiam , to em ploy his influence in Ireland to  “  fupprefs 

th e  woollen manufailures therein,”  w ith  w h ich  requeft, this 

equal father o f  all his fubjeils  complied.
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liament, paíTed to the injury of Irifh intereft, at the 
very moment that that Parliament prefumed to af- 
fert the right of binding this country by its power, 
and therefore, by afferting a parental authority, was, 
in honour bound, to afford paternal kindnefs. Sure 
experience, the unerring guide in politics, which, by 
ihowing what has been, affords a datum for what 
is to be° denies the truth of  your proportion, “  that 
Ireland, after the Union, will gradually rife to the

level of England.”
T h e  next of your practical arguments which I

{hall refute, is that drawn from the United States o f  
America, (for I purpofely referve that of Scotland, 
for the laft of  the practical arguments) the hiftory of  
whofe government and conftitution you have moft 
grofsly mifreprefcnted, with an intent to prefs it into 
your fervice. Page 17, You fay— “  All writers 
have agreed in condemning what is called an imperium 
inimperio. Franklin and Wafhington, the founders o f  
the American empire, had not courage in their firft 
project of a conftitution for the American States, to 
exclude this radical evil, but left each ftate inde
pendent. The Americans proje&ed a new confti
tution, in which this original vice was remedied? 
the feparate independency of each ftate was wifely 
yelinquifhed ; a general legiflative, and a general 
executive, were formed for the government of  the 
Union in every imperial concern ; and each re- 
fpedtive ftate was confined to local and municipal 
objedts.” Sir, whenever any man voluntarily un
dertakes to inftruft mankind from the hiftoric 
page, he is bound to make known every cir- 
cumftance that can illuflrate the principles he pro-



pofes to inculcate, from the examples he produces. 
H e is not at liberty to ftate examples which particular 
circumftances, when known, will prove, that no 

Similarity exifts between the things compared. T o  
apply this abftradt pofition to your conduit in the 

account o f  the American Union, it will be neceliary 
to fhew the mifreprefentations which muft ex nccejfitate 
rei arife in the mind of  every reader of your pamphlet, 
unacquainted withithe nature of the American confti- 
tution ; and this falfe glofs receives the fandtion of 
him, o f  whom it has been truly laid, *

“  Eripuit coclo fulmen, fceptrumque tyrannis.'”  *

T h e  American Union, be it known, Sir, is a fe
deral, and not, what you propofe, an incorporate 
‘Union, and fo the Congrels call the conilitutiou of  
the United States ; and they have ordered a federal 
city to be built, to prevent Philadelphia (London) or 
any other ftate capital, from acquiring too great an 

aicendency in the government o f  the United States ; 

and thereby, creating through its influence an incor
porate Union. I f  you examine, minutely, the duties 

impofed by  the conftitution upon the Congrefs, in 
its legiflative capacity, for the Union, you will find, 

that out of feventeen, eight o f  them do with us be
long to the crown in right of  its prerogative ; ^ . c o i n 

ing money, declaring war, & c.  and tour of  them 

include matters of  prerogative and legiflation. T h e  

nature then of  American government being repub

lican, it became neceilary that in conftruiting the 
federal conftitution, thofe powers, which, as relative 
to England and Ireland, might, by a partial exertion 
on the part o f  the one or other, do general mifchief,

d or
* “  ho free’d a world, and tam’d the lightning’s flame. n
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or affei\ imperial interefts, fhould be commited to 
that body, which in the republic held prerogatives 
which in England and Ireland are exercifed by the 
crown, as the centre of Union ; and that, Sir, could 
only be the federal Congrefs, republicans not allow
ing to one man the right of involving a whole 
nation in a war at his own pleafure. The fame cau
tious and humane policy forbids that an individual 
ftate fhould blindly hurry the Union into a war. 
You will find, on confulting fe&ion 2, article i of 
the federal conftitution, that it is provided # u that 
every ftate fhall have one member in the Houfe of  
Reprefentatives, and that any additional number 
fhall be in proportion of one to 30,000 inhabitants; 
and by feótion 3, of faid article, the Senate of the 
United States fhall be compofed of two fenators 
from each flate, chofen by the legiilature thereof 
for fix years ; and each fenator fhall have one. 
vote: by feâion 8, page 13, Congrefs is to pro
vide for organizing, arming, and diciplining the 
militia, and for governing fuch part of them, asv 
may be employed in the fervice of the United 
States, referving to the ftates refpeftively, (they are 
not cooked then by an incorporation as you aflert) 
the appointment of the officers, and the authority 
o f  training the militia, according to the difcipline 
prefcribed by Congrefs. T o  exercife cxclufive le- 
giflation, in all cafes whatever, over fuch diftrift, 
not exceeding ten miles fquare, (incorporate 
America, notwithlianding your infinuations and af

fermons,

*  Federal, not incorporate conilitution o f  America, printed 

for Debrett, 1795.
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ferlions, coniîfts of no more than ten miles fquare j 
whilit the federal, or, as you would wifh to 
call it, the imperium in imperio America, extends 
over thoufands of  miles) as may by cejjion of  
particular liâtes, and the acceptance of Congrefs, 
become the feat of the Government of  the Unit
ed States.” This correft ltatement from an au
thentic document, I hope, has convinced you that 
Ameiica is no more a cafe in point, than the Sabines, 
both being federal, not incorpoiate Unions, and 

the American States, like the Governments of  the 
Heptarchy, come into the general legiflature on terms 
of political equality. Whatever difference o f  opinion, 

Sir, may exilt refpefting the Houfe of keprefentatives, 
on account of the number of  members increafing 

in proportion to the population, none can by pofli- 
bility arife refpeóVing the Senate, for in that body it 

is, the States are reprelented, and that reprefentation 
which proves that they meet as States on equal 
terms, is the fame throughout the federal Union. 

T o  this Legiflative AiTembly, is confined by the ad 
fe&. o f  the 2d Article of the Conüitution, the right 
with the Prefident and two-thirds o f  them approv
ing, to make treaties, this power in particular, 

which they exercife conjointly with the Prefident, 
and many others which belong to them exclufively, 
Irom the unity and bond of government, in the 

producing of which, each being equally reprefentcd 
in the Senate, has equal power, and therefore can 

always defend itfelf againit the ambition and inte- 
reftednefs of any particular State, ihould it be urg

ed to fo unpatriotic an aft, by its vanity or its pride.

W h en
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When General Washington, as you obierve on page 
18, addreiíed the people of  America on offering the* 
prefent Conftitution to them, he faid, “  In all our’ 
deliberations upon this fubjed, we kept fteadiiy in
cur viewr that which appears to us the greateft in- 
tereil o f  every true American,, the confolidation o f  
our Union, in which is involved our property, fafe- 
ty, perhaps our national exiftence.”  A l l  thefe rea- 
fons, Sir, might have been very cogent with the 
States o f  America, but convincing however as they 
might be to an American, General Washington did 
not think them ftrong enough to a(k an Incorporate 
Union on the ftrength of  them ; but, Sir, whether 
they were ftrong or weak as addrefled to Americans, 
they avail nor, when offered to Irjfhmen; we can de
fend, and have defended our property, preferved 
our fafety, and national exiftence for 632 years, by 
a connexion, not a Union with England, I no 
where rend, Sir, in your long quotation from Ge
neral Waihipgton’s letter, that he propofes to any 
State to fur‘render its dignity to Philadelphia; Lon
don, on the contrary : I find national honour is 
prized fo high in America, that no State would 
yield precedence to the other, and therefore Con- 
grefs has allotted ren fquare miles, taking in a pare 
o f  every State, for the federal1 Government, and 
entitled it not Pcnnfylvania, or New-York, but Unit
ed States. In regard to the Tcft  Laws and religi
ous eftablifhments you fpeak of, on page 16, as 
being in the United States, no fuch things exift, un- 
lefs an acknowledgment o f  the Supreme Being be 
tailed one. In the pledge given by the Prefident of

the
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the United States, it is worded, fo as to fuit either 
the man who will take an oath, or him who will 
only affirm. In America, I can allure you, Sir,

“  N o  T eft  A f t ,  there, with pious rancour reigni.

11 N o  bloated Prieftf count godlinef» by gain, 

li  W h ile  Itarving Curates fupplicatc in vain.

A s  all religions with one voice agree 

“  T o  preach good morals, every f t61 is free.”

I have met you fairly in argument on fome o f  thé 
cafes brought by you to prove the propriety o f  an 

incorporate Union, and, I truft, without vanity, ex- 
pofed their fallacy, and proved they were irrelevant. 
I will now fhew you that if  I had preferred prece
dent to reafon, and the weight of a great name, to 

argument, that I could have overthrown your aifcr- 

tion by authority. This  memorable treaty, (the 
Scotch Union) the f i r f t  of the kind recorded * in 

hiiiory, “  for there never was at any time or in any 

place an example o f  two Sovereign kingdoms inccr- 
porating themfelves in fuch a manner.” Thefe are 

the words o f  Lord Halifax, in a letter addrefled to 
the Court o f  Hanover, on this welcome and inte- 
refting occafion. I will now, Sir, with your per- 

miifion, difcufs the queiVion of  the Scottifh Union. 

And when I look back and confider the manner in 

which that meafure was carried into effeft, as well 

by the Scottifh, as the Englifh Miniftry, language 

cannot fufficienlly exprefs my feelings, in reading o f  

conduft fo bafe and treacherous, fo mean and arbi

trary. This treaty, which we are told was for the

benefit
*  Bclfh. 2 i 9 .



benefit of both countries, was debated in private by 
the content of the Commiflioners of both kingdoms, 
and * “  The day on which the Articles o f  the Scot- 
tifh Union were prefented by the refpedtive Com- 
miflioners to Queen Anne, the diftated an Order of 
Council, that whoever fhould be concerned in any 

difcourfe or libel, or in laying wagers relating to the 
Union, fhould be profecuted with the utmoft rigour 
of the law. Since the creation of the world, has 
there appeared more unfair dealing in any bufinefs in 
which the interefts of a nation were concerned, than 
this? What, Sir, a meafure propofed, which I am 
told is to render me great fervice, and yet I mult 
not difcufs it ! If  the arch-angel, Michael, were to 
be the bearer of fuch a meffage, I would not be
lieve him, but reply, “  Begone, thou fiend, to the ha
bitations of the fpirits damned; for that alone can be 
the place of thy nativity !” T i s  only fraud and fuper  ̂
ftition that require the aid of power ; good faith and 
honour feek no fuch ally. But I will, for the pre- 
fent, fuppofe, that the Scottiih Union was conduced 
on the principles of honour, and then fee whether 
any or all the reafons which might have induced an 
ho ne ft, though not a magnanimous Scot, to have 
agreed to the Union, do or do not apply to Ireland -, 
becaufe if they do not, Scotland, die only inftancein 
the world of an Incorporate Union, is not a cafe in 

point.
Firft. Scotland wanted that great palladium of a 

people’s liberty, the Habeas Corpus ait,  and which 
England enjoyed, together with more equal laws

generally,
* Saaoll. 2d toI. p. 76.
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generally, and greater protection which the inhabi
tants o f  that country received, by its having earlier 
emancipated itfelf from the feudality o f  the north.

Secondly. T h e  danger o f  having a different So
vereign on the death o f  Queen Anne, from that o f  
England, and the poflible confequence o f  not only 
the whole kingdom being obliged frequently to draw 
itfelf from the arts o f  peace, to maintain their right 
in the field to exercife thofe arts, and the certainty, 

by the experience o f  ages, that a country fo conter
minous to a richer and more populous nation, like 

England, muft ever expetft to have its frontiers ra
vaged and depopulated by an invading foe. Nature, 
and Nature s God, have been in this, as in every 
thing elfe, the guardians and defenders of Ireland.

1 hirdly. A  reafon that flows from the former, 
as a corollary, the phyfical union o f  the two coun
tries, in one ifland.

Fourthly. T h e  impoilîbility of trading either to 
England, the Plantations, or the Eaft Indies, with

out a Union, and the certainty o f  trading with it.

Fifthly. A s  a corollary flowing from the laft 
ftated reafon, the defire increafed, and the neceifity 

made more urgent, by the failure o f  the Darien 
Company, and which, added to the honetf, though 
not magnanimous Scot, as I have termed him, a 

company o f  bankrupts, ready to fell the indepen
dence of  their country, to repair their fhattered for

tunes. That thefe perfons were greatly influenced 

by the commercial advantages which they were fure 
o f  reaping by it, and could not gather without it,

I flate
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I ftate on the authority of an Engliih hiftorian,* who 
has difgraced his name and country, by ufing the 
word honourable, when fpeaking of a difhonourable 
and inglorious a&ion. His words are, “  Alfo thofe 
who had engaged far into the defign of the Darien 
Company, and were great lofers by it, faw now an 
honourable way to be reimburfed ; which made them 

wifh well to the Union and promote it.”
Sixthly. The Scotch had no naval prote&ion for 

their partial commerce, and therefore a Union to 
them, with a country whofe fleet was fuperior to that 
of  the world, became a reafon with the wife part of 
the community for acceding to it, and an objed to 

all.
Seventhly. Although the Scotch in agreeing to 

the Union facrificed national glory, yet they ob
tained all the pofitive advantages here enumerated 
by the very adt of  figning the deed of  Union, and 
took their chance for the contingent advantages of 
Englifh capital, and that farago of  nonfenfe, with 
which the advocates of an incorporate Union ftun 

our ears in every company.
Eighthly. The danger at that time of the Pre

tender re-aflerting his claim to the Throne of Scot
land, which would have been greatly lengthened by 
the death of Queen Anne, if no fucceflor had been 

named previous to her death.
Ninthly. The  Scotch were confidered as aliens in 

England, and had the ftatute, by which they were 
deemed aliens, repealed, I do admit, before thejUnion ;

but
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but certainly the Engliíh Parliament confidered thé 
figning o f  the treaty, as the purchafe money o f  that 
repeal. Now the lrifh are not aliens in England, and 
by the oppoficion the Britifh Minifter ever gives to 
the paiTing o f  an abfentee tax in this country, it is 
not very likely they ever will be declared aliens. T h e  
Englifh nation knows the value o f  money too well, to 
alienize two millions fterling. N ow , Sir, 1 defy you, 

with all your iagacity, to point out any one o f  the 

nine reafons here afligned for the Scottifh Union, ap
plying to the incorporate Union o f  Ireland. W e  
are not, as they were, without a Habeas Corpus aft ; 

and though fome men o f  high naval rank have dared, 
in particular initances, to convert this firft o f  blef- 

iings into an engine o f  oppreffion, by making falfe  

returns to writs, yet chofe who have witnefied the j u 
dicial dignity o f  the Court o f  K in g ’s Bench la ft term, 
when only a fuggeftion of luch a conduit was made at 

the Bar, are in no great apprehenfion that a conduft, 

which is as unbecoming or the gentleman, as it is de
rogatory to the naval rank o f  him who has praftifed 
it, will ever be renewed. T his  conduft,  with the 

no lefs conftitutional enforcement o f  obediencc to a 
writ ifilled by that court, to bring up the body o f  

the late M r.  Tone, but to which obedience at firft 
was refufed, are the bell and firongeit refutations I 
can give o f  your libellous and daring afiertions re- 

fpefting the Judges oi  the land, in your attack on 

the Bar, pages 342nd 35.. T h a t  court enables me 
to  fliew you three Judges, every one o f  whom made 

the Houfe o f  Commons the veftibulum to the Bench; 
je t ,  on thefe important occafions, they neither mani-

£ " fefted
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fefted an ignorance c f  the laws, nor a want of  judi
cial firmnefs ; and the fécond Judge of  that Court, 
with Mr. Baron George, are proofs that profeffional 
knowledge and an honourable difcharge o f  the duties 
o f  fubordinate fituations do not make a feat in Parlia
ment the “  one thing needful,”  to fitting on the Irifh 
Bench -, forced, as I am, to give a candid opinion o f  
the Irifh Bench, as compared with the Engliih, I 
will not hefitate to pronounce what at any other time, 
and on any other occafion, might be confidered ab- 
je£t fervility, (a charadter which I have no hefitation 
in faying will never be imputed to me, by thofe who 
know me,) that I do, in the face o f  my Country, and 
in the prefence of  the Supreme Being, declare it as 
my opinion, that the abilities and talents of the 
Judges of the two countries, fairly and impartially 
confidered, are at this moment on a perfeft equality. 
Before I return to the Scotch queftion, I will lay, and 
fiake my profeffional character as a lawyer with the 
Bar and my Country, that no pamphlet has been 
written by any convióted libeller within the laft two 
years, on whom the vengeance of  the law has fallen, 
fo libellous, and fo treafonable, as that which public 
rumour has given to you •, and there was a period in 
Iriih hiftory, and that within my memory, when an 
Attorney General would not have thought he dif- 
charged his duty to the Country, if  he had not in
difled the author fcr high trealon, unlels the patriot- 
iftn o f  the Houfe o f  Commons had preferred an im
peachment, as a puniihnnent better adapted to meet 
the different degrees of  crime, with which this pam
phlet abounds. I f  the author of this pamphlet, be

he
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he who he may, is not puniíhed, I will then indeed 
believe, what he has laboured fo anxioufly to prove, 
that Iriih intereft is facrificed to Engliih, and will fay

with the poet,

_______________ ______Plate fin witli  gold ,

A n d  the ilrong lance o f  ju ilice  hurtlefs breaks ;

“  A rm  it with rags, a p igm y itraw doth pierce it.

Given, as I ever have been, and ever lliall be, to 

find fault with the conduit o f  public officers, it I fee 

reafon for it ; 1 never have, nor will I ever in con- 
demning the man, or the particular meafure which 
calls in my mind for reprobation, endeavour, as you 

have, to excite in the public mmd an abhoirenceof  
the conftituted authorities o f  the ftate, where I either 

refide, or occafionally live in -, and let the world, ironi 

the difference, not only of our fentiments, but our 
conduót on this occafion, learn it is neither the lover 

o f  reform and democracy who willies to dellroy all 

veneration for antient inftitutions, and national g o 
vernment, however anxious he may be to give them 
a direftion more fuitable to their original creation, 

but, the idolizer o f  tyranny, and the advocate of na
tional humiliation. But, Sir, to return to the firft 

o f  nine reafons which might have influenced an ho- 

neft Scot at the time o f  the Union : you will pleafe 
to remember, that the latter part of that reaion 

mentions, that the laws o f  England were more equal 
than thofe o f  Scotland, and the fubjedts found  more 
protection from the law in the fermer, than in the 

latter, a glorious fuperiority,

W h ic h  men to  fpeak, and angels jo y  to tell. ’
W o u ld

35



Would that this were always, would that it were her 
only ambition ! then indeed would her very enemies 
rejoice in being vanquiihcd by her ! Let Iriihmen, 
let modem Britons, be intruded by this Scottiih rea

fon for furrendering national glory, “  better protec
tion ! more equal laws ! ”  modern theory, proved by 
antient practice. This latter part of the firft Scottiih 
reafon, however right it may be to pervade our minds, 
and influence our practice, is not, in point o f  law, 
true; and although fome may imagine that the vio
lence which, for a feafon, difgraced certain bodies o f  
Iriihmen, invalidates this realoning, I contend it does 
not, and anfwer them in the words o f  Zamti ;

-------  T h o ’ ruffian pow ’r

M ay for a while fupprefs all facred order,

A n d  trample on the rights o f  man ; the foul,

W h ich  gave our legiilation life and vigour,

‘ ‘ Shall ftill fubfiit above the tyrant’ s reach.

— “  T h e  fpirit o f  the laws can never die.” *

T h e  fécond reafon, refpedling the danger o f  a dif
ferent Sovereign, has no exigence ; and, becaufe no 
fuch danger doesexift, your aflertion, page n ,  “  that 

Ireland ftands at prefentin the fame fituation as Scot
land did before the Union,”  is not true in fad. But 
the danger of not continuing to have the fame Sove
reign, might well affed the good, and wife, in both 
countries, who by anticipation figured to themfelves 
the future flaughter and devailation which might by 
pofllbility arife from the ambition o f  neighbouring

Sovereigns,

*  A d  I I .  o f  the Orphan o f  China, by A rth u r  \furphy, E fq .



Sovereigns, whofe territories, and whofe boundaries, 
were not meted and fenced by a St. George’s chan- 
nel. The llatutes of declaration and recognition do, 
by joining the two crowns in the natural perfon o f  

the Engliih Sovereign, place in his hands, by prero
gative, tliofe powers which alone can endanger the 
fecurity of conterminous liâtes, the powers o f  peace 
and war, and thereby dillipate, in the minds o f  the 

people o f  England, thofe fears which they entertained 
refperting the dubious Scotnih fuccefiion. And as 

to your attack on the independent legiilature of  Ire
land, page 13, for their conduit at the time o f  the 

Regency, which received the approbation o f  the 
whole people o f  Ireland, I anlwer, that firft, you are 

an Engiiihman, and therefore no judge  o f  the du
ties, nor an advocate o f  the rights o f  an Iriih iegifla- 
ture ; and fecondly, Sir, I refer you to the Journals 

or that Houfe, o f  which you are a member, for the 

cenfure pafled on thofe who, like you, prefume to ar

raign a proceeding, fo conformably to the only cafe 
at all analogous in hiftcwy, the appointment by ad- 

drefs o f  the Prince o f  Orange, at the Revolution. 

Proceedings, more legal, more parliamentary, or 
more conftitutional, never were refolved on in any 

parliament, thati thofe on the Regency, which, not- 

withitanding your original dilapprobation of them 

have received the fanition o f  the prefent keeper o f  
the K ing ’s Engliih confcience, one o f  the Secretaries 

of State, End other members o f  the prelent Britiih 
Cabinet. But what is o f  much more confequence, 

they have been landioned by  the approbation o f  him, 

who is moft materially interefted in tht propriety o f  
the meafure, the Prince o f  Wales.

Pailing
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Pafliing over the third, fourth, and fifth reafons, 
Sir ,  f o r  the S c o tc h  affenting to the Union, as not 
requir ing  a n y  c o m m e n t ,  carrying in themfelves fuffi- 
cient p r o o f  of their non-application to Ireland, I 
ihal l  m a k e  an obfervation on the fixth, for the fake 
c f  r e m a r k i n g  on your aflertions, page 50, refpeft- 
in g  the d t f e n c e  of Ireland,  as infultingly as incor- 
r e f t lv  fiated. T h e  fixth, itates the Scotch to have 
had n o  n a v y  for the protect ion  of her trade, and fo 
y o u  fay c f  Ireland. T h i s  propofuion I deny upon the 
a u th o r i ty  o f  one,  whofe memory is refpe&ed for the 
exertions he m a d e  in the caufe of Ireland in the year 
1782 ; I mean the late Henry Flood, who, fpeaking on 
the C o m m e r c ia l  Propofuions in 1 7 8 5 ,  to this very 
fubjedt ,*  he faid, “  above a hundred years ago, in 
the f e v e r  of the reftoration, and in the infatuation of  
this  k i n g d o m ,  Ireland had made a perpetual grant 
f o r  the f u p p o r t  o f  an Irifh marine. This, England 
n e v e r  permitted  to be applied. W hy ? Becaufe ihe 
w ifh e d  that Ireland ihould have no marine ; becaufe 
ihe w iih ed  to have a monopoly of  navy to herfelf—  
for what purpofe, let her fubfequent conduft to Ire
land exp la in .  What fo l lo w s  ? Engliih Minifters, in 
/pile of law, difappropriated this fund, and applied it 
to an overgrown land-army, rather than to a marine. 
T h z defence o f  this land-army Britain had, and Ireland 
had the burden. With what grace could Britain, 
with what g r a c e  can Mr. Cooke after this, come to 
Ireland, and fay ,  y o u  do not fupport a marine ; when 

Britain  h e r f t l f  p r e v e n te d  Ireland from doing fo ?
When a monopoly of navv was the choicc of Britain,

w h a t
*  W oodfail’s Debate, p. 89.
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what right had fhe to fay, that Ireland ought to 
pay Britain, for her having her own choice ? W hen 
Britifh Minifiers, contrary to legal appropriation, 
had applied the marine fund o f  Ireland to a land- 
army, for the convenience of  Britain, what right 
had they to come to Ireland to demand a new 

marine fund -, and that, not for an Irifh marine, but 
for the Britifh navy ?" I think it will be generally 

admitted, that the fluice I have drawn up, has let in 
fuch waves o f  argument, as have drowned j^ou in the 

food. Permit me now, Sir, to alTign another rea- 

fon, why we are entitled to the protection o f  the 

navy, not o f  England, but the empire, and which is 

doubly iîrong, becaufe it will prove, that it is not 
in the power o f  the Britifh Minifter to take it from 

us. Great Britain could not, without the natives o f  

this country, man fuch a fleet as that under Lord 
Howe, on the glorious firft o f  June, and carry on 

her commerce : in that very fleet there was a ihip, 

the Invincible, not the lead diftinguilhed on that me

morable day, commanded by our countryman, Capt. 

Packenham, manned, as I have fome reafon to believe, 

with none but Irifhmen; upon the whole, I do, from 
a&ual knowledge, as far I can pretend to fpeak, with

out having ever counted numbers, declare it as my 
opinion, that the Britifli navy, including the officers 

and privates of the marine corps, does, communibus 

ennis, owe half its ftrength to the people o f  this k ing

dom ; yet my ears have been frequently alTailed by 

declarations o f  Engüih officers, that they would have 

no more Iriihmen on board their fhips than main- 

mafls. T o  myfclf, Captain Millikcn, who com

manded

39



taanded the Dunkirk at Plymouth in 1782, faid, on 
feeing two or three very fine Portuguefe on the 
quarter-deck, I would rather have thofe men, than 
ten of your damned infernal countrymen. National 
feelings were fuperior to perfonal fafety, and I re
plied, 46 I f  you were any where elfe but here, you 
dare not fay it.”  He was too old to be affronted by 
a boy, and my years faved me from the punifhment 
which I had incurred under the articles o f  war. 
Such is the contumely with which Ireland and Iriih- 
men have been always treated by England and 
Engliíhmen. Convicted on this head you now are, 
Sir, o f  ignorance, or mifrepreientation, and I give 
you your choice -, if the former, you prove your 
utter incapability to initruit the nation on a fub- 
jeét which includes every thing that is dear to 

man, being inops confilii on fome eiTential points, 
the rightly undcrftanding o f  which are efTentially 
neceflary to the forming a grave opinion on lo 
momentous a queftion-, if the latter, then have we 
proof pofitive, you will facrifice truth, and Irifh 
honour, to the interefts o f  what you deem 44 your 
better country.”  Your affertions, refpeding the 
military force, are, if poilible, more infulting, and 
equally void o f  all foundation ; indeed, Sir, your 
memory, on this fubjed, feems to be formed after 
the faihion of  your prototype, Mr. Pitt, at the Old 
Bailey, on the trial of  Mr. Tooke, where I witneficd 
his “  remembering to forget”  every circumitance 
attending the moft material aft of his life; yes, that 
very aft, to which he now owes his elevation; every 
faculty of my mind muft be annihilated, before I

can
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can bslieve fuch a thing pofliblc. Y ou, Sir, who 
have been fo long a military fecretary, and at
tended the palling o f  the mutiny aft  fo frequently 
in the Houle of Commons; you who have been 

for more than twenty years about the Cafile, in 
fome ihape or other, not know the cotn p aft# en
tered into by this country, during the viceregency of  
the Marquis Townfhend, for the railing and pay

ing 15,000 men, 12,000 of  whom were to be at 
all times in this kingdom, and o f  the repeated vio

lations o f  that compaft ! Search, Sir, the journals 
o f  the Houfe in which you fit, and you will find, 
that the military returns, for the year 1777 ,  ftate 
but 3,000 men to be in the kingdom; though, by 

facred faith plighted, the country was never to be 
without 12,000, the furplus having been raifed for 

the exprefs purpofe o f  accommodating Great Britain, 
that being the quota agreed upon by the cabinets 

o f  the two countries, to be fent by this kingdom, 

to the army ot the empire. A n d  where, Sir, were 

the 11,000 men fent from this country? I will tell 

you, in the language of  Mr. Pitt, when in one o f  

his infane fits o f  liberty, on his firit entering the 

Houfe o f  Commons of Great Britain, he told that 
houfe, u the army of the empire was mouldering 

away by ficknels in America, or only obtaining vic

tories over our brethren there, fighting in the holy 
caufe o f  liberty. ' Yes, Sir, to America they wers 

lent, to prevent the eilabliihing o f  that confiitution 

you have fo mifrepreiented. Can you, Sir, forget, 
that in the following year, 1778, when the fovereign 

o f  Belfalt wrote to Government for a military forcc

F t#
*  See Note iflfcrtcd at the End.
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to proted that town from fome French privateers» 
that the Lord Lieutenant could fend no greater force 
than a difmounted troop of horfe, and a company of 
invalids? D o you forget, that about this time, 
Great Britain, whom you fay proteQs us, did tell 
us then, we muft protect ourfelves, notwithflanding 
we paid 12,000 men for that purpofe ? and Great 
Britain, in violation of compact, took them to aid her, 
in her war againft Freedom, declared to be fo by the 
infallible authority o f  Mr. Pitt ; but in fighting againft 
Liberty, the Irifh arm was unnerved, and that it 
may be ever fo, “  God, of his infinite mercy, grant.’ ' 
And did we then manifeft an inability to afford 
ourfelves protection ! No, Sir, that patriotic band, 
the Irifh Volunteers, protected Ireland free of national 
expence, while her army, paid for that very purpofe, 
fought the battles o f  Britain. Yes, Sir, that body of  
men, from “  whofe merit,”  you fay, on page 43 
“  you do not mean to detraét,”  though on page 48, 
you dare, in a covered way, to traduce their me
mory, by infinuating that they have done fomething 
which they ought not to have done. Sir, no man 
applies the phrafe “  took advantage,” to an honour
able tranfaftion -, it is only when we fpeak of  fome
thing bafe we ufe it, not when we have obtained 
redrefs by an application to the law ; and I would 
have you to know, that the fame right, which the 
law of the land gives to an individual to avoid a 
deed, finned by him in confinement, or by com- 
puifion, NSture, and Nature’s God, has given to na
tions ; and the Volunteers, in declaring the deed by 
which the legiilative rights of Ireland had been
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transferred to Great Britain to be void, the fame 
having been obtained by force, fraud and covin, 
adled as the fons o f  him, who wills the freedom o f  
all his creatures. Protected by his power, animated 
by his ipirit ; and relying on the juftice o f  our caufe, 
i f  Great Britain will make life of her 40,000 (harp 

arguments, to convince us we ought to dethrone 
the king o f  Ireland, we will dare to meet her in 

fupport o f  his crown, “  and we Ihould doubt the 

exiflence o f  a Providence, if  we doubted o f  fuccefs.’ ’*  
Sir, a malignant fever raged in your veins, and 

thofe of  fome you are intimate with, at the in i t ia 
tion of  the Volunteers i and though acting under its 
influence, from that day to this, none o f  you have 

ever dared openly to condemn them, yet you have 

fecretly afperfed them ; neither will you ever forgive 

them the original fin o f  eitablifhing the independence 

o f  the Irifh Legiflature. Y o u ,  Sir, would prefer being 
a clerk in a provincial rcgiflering uffembly to the 
Britifh Parliament, rather than a member o f  a na

tional legifiature. On this fubjeft o f  Ireland being 

protected by England, I would proclaim it to the 

world, that her Volunteers protected her in the 
year r 7 8i > when the pride o f  Britain, commanded 

□y Sir Charles Hardy, fled up the Englifli channel 

before the combined fleets o f  France and Spain. 

You feem, Sir, to have forgotten, what, as military 
iecretary, you could not but have.known, th «  Mr. 

-H t,  during the Weftmoreland Admtn'iftration,

ftripped

*  Addrefs o f the Dungannon Convention In i 7 R2. to the 
minority o f  both H oufes o f Parliament.



ftripped this kingdom of its troops, in violation of  
the compact recited, to fend them, I fuppofe, to 
fight in his holy caufe of liberty lhort as his 
memory is, yours indeed muft be ihorter, if  you 
have already forgotten, that in your place, in the 
fenate, you oppofed a motion, made by Sir Laurence 
farfons, on this fubjeót.* Thus, Sir, have I endea
voured to refute your aífertions, page 50, refpett- 
ing the protection afforded by England, flated in 
language the moft infulting, and which, not being 
founded in faft,  adds injury to infult. Conduit, 
fuch as this, is well detailed by the royal pfalmift.i" 
u  For it was not an enemy that reproached me ; 
then I could have borne it 5 neither was it he 
that hated me ; but it was thou, a man, rpy equal. *
I truft, Sir, my countrymen o f  all ranks and de-: 
fcriptions, of  all ages and religions, will make the 
juft improvement of  this paragraph, with which you 
have favoured them, that they will from it prac
tice, as men, the moral of that leífón which they 
learned as children— 44 the bundle of tficks; 
that they will adjuÜ their differences, and, above 
all, remember that, by whatever creed they worfhip, 
they are not the difçiples of him whofe religion they 
profefs to be of, if they do not forgive each other.
Yes, my Countrymen, by whatever particular name 

you are known, by

“  W hatever title pleafe thine ear, 
u  D ean, Drapier, Bickerilaff or Gulliver.*'

let us remember that if  we are, what we ftile
ourfelves, Chriftians, it is our duty as fuch, and

our

• Vide note to p. 41. + 55th pfalm> J3-
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our intereft as a nation, to fulfil the gofpel precept,
44 of  loving one another, as our L o id  loved us.” *  
W e  are, in confequence o f  our mutual bickerings, 
and railings, about to have o«r national honour, 
our national independence, ail'ailed -, and with it, 
all thofe advantages, which fo abundantly follow in 

the train of  commerce, unfhackled by the partial laws 

o f  a foreign legiilature, which, for 632 years, had un- 

ceafingly fhewn by adts, that fpoke trumpet tongue, 

an intereft diftindt from this country, which makes it 
idle to fuppofe, that a principle now worked into habit 

and prejudice by time, and fan&ioned by authority, 

fhould be fuddenly laid afide. It is incumbent on the 

advocates for an Union, to fhew that England has hi

therto in her tranfadlions with this country adted with 
Roman faith; I will, in the fequel, prove fhe has with 

Punic. For the prefent we will hear Mr. Pitt on the 

policy obferved by Britain, from the Revolution to 
1779,  as ftated by him in his fpeech, February 22d, 

1785, on introducing the Propofitions pafled by this 

country, into the Britifh Houfe of Commons, where 
they were converted into the twenty refolutions that 

contained the degrading fourth Propofition, which, 
though only to make a partial furrender of  national 

dignity, damned them with my brave and generous 

countrymen. “  f  T h e  H o u f e , h e  faid, “  would re- 

colledt that, from the Revolution (a fufficiently long 
time to prove to us the principles they were adtuat- 

ed by, and the juflice that influenced thofe principles) 

to a period within the memory o f  every man who

heard
*  St. John, 15 th  chapter, 12 th  verfe.

f  17 th  V o l.  Pari. R eg . 249.

»



heard him, indeed until thefe very few years, the 
fyfiem had been that of debarring Ireland from the 
enjoyment and ufe of her refources ; to make the king- 
dom completely Jubfer vient to the interejls and opu
lence of this country, without Suffering her to fhare 
in the bounties of  nature, in the induftry of her citi
zens, or making them contribute to the general in- 
terefts and tfrength o f  the empire.” You have Mr. 
Pitt’s authority for two things ; firfl, that “  the ge
neral interejls and Jlrength of the empire can be 
promoted without the annihilation of the Irifh L e 
gislature; and fecondly, that by the Englifh jryflem1 
Ireland was “  debarred from the enjoyment and ufe of 
her own refources ;” and this, for what ? T h e  fame 

Right Hon. Gentleman will tell us, “  to make Ireland 
completely fubfervient to England.” A  country, acting 
in fuch a manner for nearly a century, offers good 
moral fecurity for continuing a commercial equality 
with another country, when ihe ftipulates her own 
legiikture, teiTelated with a few fenators, from what 
ihe will deem the provincial one, fhall be the judge 
o f  that equality. What, my countrymen, Subverted 
this fyflem, detailed by Mr. Pitt ? Britifh juftice ? 
No ! the Volunteer Inftitution, the Parliament of  
Ireland, “  they fpoke, and it was done; they com
manded, and it fell.” M y  higheft ambition is to 
animate you to tread in their legal, glorious, and 
coniiitutional fleps; like them, let patriotifm form 
an indiffoluble bond o f  friendfhip between difcor- 
dant fedts; like them, reverence and refpeft the 
laws ; and like them, fwear you will pay no obedi
ence to any power on earth, but the King, Lords,

and



and Commons o f  Ireland ; by fuch a conduft a3 
this, we need not fear to meet the adailants of na
tional dignity.

“  I  own the glorious fubjeft fires my breaft,

A n d  m y foul’s darling paílion {lands confefs’d ;

“  Beyond or love s or friend/hip’ s facred band,

“  B eyon d  myfelf I  prize m y native lan d ;

“  O n this foundation would I build my fame,

“  A n d  emulate the G re e k  and Rom an name,

“  T h in k  Ireland s peace bought cheaply with m y blood, 

A n d  die w ith pleafure for m y country’ s g o o d .” *

I will now take a conjoint view o f  the treatment 

Ireland and Scotland have received from England, in 
order to fee whether it will not afford an unanfwer- 

ab!e argument againit ever again coming under a 
Britiih Parliament. Firft, as to Ireland, and to go 
no farther back than the reign o f  Charles II. “  the 

Navigation A f t  forbids the importation o f  certain 

articles from f  the Plantations, into Ireland, and 

which are particularly fpecified ; Ireland, conceding 
the ufurped power o f  the Englilh Parliament to 

make the law, had a right to import the non-enu- 

merated articles ; but even the legal and rational 

conftru&ion o f  an A &  o f  Parliament was too great 
a favour to be granted to Ireland, by Engliih Com- 

miffioners o f  Revenue; and, therefore, executive 

tyranny was called in, to fupply the deficiency o f  
legiflative injufiice; and the ftatute received the 
equitable and rational conjiruclion of intending to for

bid the Irifh merchant from importing into this 
country, the un-enumerated, equally with the enume

rated ailicles. Hear this, Irifh merchants, and trem-

blc
-  R o w c - t  Anderfon’s H ift.  C o m . V o l .  ii. $25.
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ble for your commerce while you Hear ! if  a Üniori 
ihould take place ; and above all, know, that thiá 
a d  of executive tyranny was legalized by ftatute 
in the reign of  King William, the un-eriumerated 
articles being then inferted in an A d  of Parliament* 
In this reign alfo, as has been already ftated, the 
Lords and Commons of  England addrefied the King, 
to fupprefs the woollen manufadure in Ireland, with 
which requett his Majefty declared he would com
ply. Let the importations of Englifh cloth, to 
this hour, decide whether he attended to the prayer 
of  this tyrannous and iniquitous addrefs. In this 
reign, the cafe of Ireland, written by Molyneux, 
was burnt in London by the common hangman, in 
obedience to the order of an Englifh Houle of 
Commons. T h e  copper coin of Ireland was permit
ted to be debafed, in the reign of  George I. to fa- 
tisfy the griping avarice of an Englifh merchant ; 
and Swifr, the beft and fincereft of  patriots, for 
expofmg its bafenefs, had a price put on his head, 
and would* at the time, have fuffered under the fury 

of  minifterial vengeance :

«* B u t not a traitor could be found

“  T o  fell him for three hundred pound.”

Such was the iyftem adopted for Ireland, when pro- 
vincially united to England ; a Union, which has 
not impreffed' Irifhmen with fuch high ideas of  

‘ either her honour, or her generofity, as to defire an 
incorporate Union ; and furely no Irifhman can be 
charged with partiality for holding this opinion, 
when even two Englifhmen have fandtioned it by the 
accounts which they have given, at two different

periods ;
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periods ; the one, Sir John Davis,* Attorney Gene
ral, and Speaker o f  the Houfe of  Commons o f  this 
country, in the reign of  James the Firit;  and the 
-other, Mr. Pitt, in the prefent reign, when but one 
remove from his venerable and illuftrious fatter, 
(one, who was

“  F orm ’d with refiftlcfs eloquence to charm,

“  A n d  Britain’s ions with patriot ardour warm” ) 

fpeaking o f  this fyftem, farther on, in the fpeech 
already quoted, he fays, “  That which had been the 

fyftem from the Revolution, counteracted the kind- 
nefs of  Providence, and fufpended the indujlry and 
enterprife o f  man. Ireland was put under fuch re- 
tfraint, that fhe was finit out from every fpecies of 

commerce— -jhe was retrained from fending the pro* 
duce of her own fo il  to foreign markets *, and all cor- 

refpondence with the Colonies o f  Great Britain 
was prohibited to her, fo that fhe could not derive 
their commodities but through the medium o f  Bri
tain.” Having, by the authority o f  Mr. Pitt, and 
with the fandtton of  his name, faftened on England a 

fyftem, which, in another part of  the fame fpeech» 
he calls, ic cruel and abominable,” I will proceed to 

ihew, S t ,  what I have promifed, that England, in 
any contrail fhe has made with this country, has 

obferved it with Punic faith. T o  eftabliih the truth 
o f  the pofition, it is only necelfary, to reflate the 

compadt refpedting the troops, which fhe has religi- 
oufly obferved, when fhe had no defire to break it, 

and ever broke it, when her intereft required it, re- 
gardlefs of the defencelefs itate of this country, as 
has been already proved, by a recital of  L,ord 

Buckingham (hire’s anfwer to the Sovereign o f  Belfaft;

G nor
*  Sec N ote iaferted at the End. ••



nor is the inftance I have given of the removal of 
troops, during the Weftmoreland Adminiftration, 
a proof of her having improved under the aufpices 
of Mr. Pitt in that moral quality, honour -, or her 
taking, in the year 1785, 140,000/. per ann. addi
tional duties for commercial advantages to be granted, 
which, to this day, have never been given.* In view
ing the conduft obferved towards Scotland fince the 
Union, I cannot fay that it has pleafed me in any 
cafe, where the intereft of Scotland came, or was 
fuppofed to come, in contact with that of England. 
On three memorable queftions, fince the Union, 
have the rights and interefts of the Scotch nation 
been furrendered to the intereft, and facrificed for 
the advantage of the Englifh people. Thefe facri- 
fices made, fall under three heads, and form three 
objections ; the third and laft will enable me to in
troduce Ireland again.

ift, The  malt-tax.
2d, T h e  law of treafon.
3d, T h e  abrogation of the rights of the Scottifh 

Peerage, in violation of the Union, and the con- 
flruétion put on it by the Lords in 1^08-9, and 
affirmed in 1787.

T h e  malt tax comes firft under confideration. 
On the malt o f  Scotland it was agreed, at the 
Union, no tax fhould be laid on it during the war j 
but a Legiflature, the majority of whom, was, by 
fituation, placed above the reach of public opinion, 
the beft fecurity of national rights, and the ftrongeft 
i-ncitement to the honourable difcharge o f  public 
duty, contemned the cenfure of a people they con- 
fidered but as ftep-children ; they palled this tax

in
*  See Note «feited  at the End'.
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în violation of  the agreement, and in oppofition to 
the united voice of  the Scottifh members in both 
houies of Parliament. This  circumftance, practi

cally proved to the Scotch the abfurdity of  having 
a foreign Legiilature to watch over their intereits; 
and, at a general meeting of  the Lords and C o m 
mons of Scotland, it was refolved, that a bill fhould 
be brought into Parliament to dilTolve the Union. 
Accordingly the Earl o f  Findlater, * aíhamed, I 
prefume, as Judas was o f  his Jbekels, and tired o f  

his JJjàckles ftepped forward in the upper houfe* 

(the only place where the rules o f  Parliament would 
allow of its being offered, without afking permiflion) 
the advocate of  his country’s natural and inherent 

rights, but foon found that the Caledonian Samfon 

met a Delilah in his fifter England.
T h e

*  T h is  noble lord will be found among the Scottifh worthies 

who fold their country; his fcrvices were eílimated at io o l .

I  have been told by a very old and very refpe&able gentle

man, that Sir D avid  D alrym ple, one o f  the Scotch members, 

having b y  this, and one or tw o other ineffe&ual ítruggles in de

fence o f  the particular intereil o f  his own country, learned that 

all fuch attempts were vain, and that every queilion o f  that 

kind  would be decided, not b y  reafon, but votes, called his col

leagues together, and pointed out the abfurdity o f  fuch an op

pofition, but the ilill greater one, o f  not making the moíl o f  

their fituation. Since their efforts could not ferve Scotland againft 

the Engliih intereil, he propofed they ihould form themfelvesinto 

a fquadron to fupport the M iniiler on every queilion; and that 

the doceur obtained for their good-w ill, ihould be equally divided 

among them ; and obferved, that i f  they offered their fervicei 

individually, they would be rejedled, and the Scottifh represen

tation would be minus, the fum, the M inifler would otherwiff

give.
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The fécond objection derives all its ftrength from 
the people not choofing it -, my own opinion is, they 
were ferved by the alteration,

I will take leave to fay one word refpeóting Ire
land* before I confider and comment on the third 
objection.

In the view which I took of the injury done under 
the head of  Ireland, to the different particular in- 
terefts, I purpofely omitted the confederation of  
the rights of  one order of  men, confidered in their 
mere abilradt capacity, that I might introduce it 
here, as a place more fuited to their exalted rank -, 
but I muft be allowed firft to remind you, that I 
have, by inconteftible fadts from Engliih and Irifh 
records, proved, that at the period when the provin
cial Union fubfifted between England and Ireland* 
the intereft of the fijhermeny the manufacturers, the

traders,

give. T h is  propofition, my reporter tells me, was agreed to, 

nem. con. and the bargain ilnick ; fome are even difpofed to be

lieve, that the leafe then made, was that o f  lives renewable for 

ever ; and it is fatj^a claufe o f  an unufual nature is inferted in this 

leafe, that every heir, on coming into poíleííion, pays a fine to 

the tenantry. N ow  if  it be true, as a friend o f  mine has lately 

pointedly obferved, “  T h a t  where the Minifter is, there will they 

be alfo,”  what is. to become o f  the ftberties o f  Englifhmen ihould 

a Union take place, i f  the members o f  the Jrifh Parliament de- 

ferve the charafter given o f  them, by the author o f  the pamphlet

I  am anfwering ? for the world knows that Paddy is too fond o f  

his friend, to prefer Coventry to company ;  it is probable, there

fore, he may like Sawney's port fo well,, as to wifh to take a glafs, 

and in revenge for the injury done to his own country, affift in 

drowning the liberties o f  England.— G ee ho, John Bull, part not 

w ith the whip-hand.— Brother T a r ,  yield not the weather gage.



traders, the merchants, and with their intereft, that 
o f  the landed property o f  Ireland, was facrificed to 
the Engliih peuple. T o  the landed gentlemen of 

Ireland, before I addrefs the noble order, whofe ho
nours, as fuch, (hall next be confidered, I would 

fpeak one word ; they, I know, pride themfelves on 
their high notions of  honour ; to that honour I at 
prefent addrefs myfelf : is the annihilation of the ex
igence of  the two houfes o f  Parliament that difco- 
vered the confpiracy, the precife mode that men of  
honour would take to evince their gratitude for 

that favour ?
I now recur to the third objection, and that, to 

ihew to the peers of  my native land, that, in the 

violation o f  the privileges o f  the Scottifh peerage, 
they read their own, as certainly as effect follows 
caufe, from the moment they commit their honours 

to thecuftody of the Britifh Premier. The advice, 
which, with dutiful fubiniiTion and refpedl I would 

prefume to give them, is, confider, “  for after judg- 
“  ment, death.”

T o  fee more clearly the injuftice of  that decifion, by 
which whatever of  independence there might have ex- 

ifted in the Scottifli peerage is completely deltroyed, 

by permitting the peers of  Great Britain to have a 

voice in ele&ing, not the Reprefentativesoi theScottiih 

peerage,but of  az/^^r^/peerage^vhofeintereils, whofe 
ideas,and whofe fentimentsmuil beEngli(hynot Scotch; 
and therefore no longer the guardians o f  the intereits 

o f  Scotland in the houfe o f  Lords, the necejjity for 
which Scottifh guardians is admitted by the very 

terms of  the Union, which provide that fixteen pro

tectors
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îe£tors of  her rights ihall fit in the upper houfe, it 
will be neceifary to ft ate a tranfa&ion that took place 
in the Scottiih Parliament, when the Union was de
bated, and which bears on the prefent queftion. A  
claufe was propofed, exprefsly g u a r d i n g  the rights 
o f  the Scottiih peerage, and, which if  agreed to, 
would have made the refolution of  the Britiih Lords 
in 1708-9 unneceiTary, that refolution paffed on the 
I ft of  January, in that year,* is conceived in the 
following words : “  That a peer of  Scotland claim
ing to fit in the houfe of  Peers by virtue o f  a pa
tent paffed under the great feal of  Great Britain, 
and who now fits in the parliament of  Great Britain, 
had no right to vote in the eleólicn of the fixteen peers of 
Scotland in P a r l i a m e n t What has fince been done 
with this legal, rational, and ju jl  refolution, will ap
pear in the fequel ; the claule was however with
drawn, an i it was afferted that it would be better 
to leave it to the houfe of  Lords to decide on, when
ever any cafe might arife which ihould make fuch 
a decifion neceffary. The cafe did arife in the per- 
fon of  the Duke of Queer.fbury, created Duke of  
Dover. On this occafion, and at this time, when 
all the parties were alive who had aifiited in making 
the treaty of  Union, and who, therefore, muft be 
fuppofed as well able to explain the expreifed and 
underitood rights and interefts, fecured or created by 
that treaty, as their pofterity four-fcore years after 
them ; I fay we may prefume thefe were all con- 
fidered and debated, and they did by their refolu
tion prove, that the Scottiih Lords had expreifed

ill-founded
 ̂ *  Note 7 to page 97, o f  Chriftian’s Ed. o f  Black. Com- 

Vol. ift. ,
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ill-founded fears, and that in the jujlice o f  the BricilTj 
Peers, they had ample fecurity for the rights o f  their 
Peerage.

* On the 13th o f  February 1787, Mr. Pitt, Mini- 
fter, it was refolved, that the Earl of  Abercorn and 
Duke o f  Queenfbury, who had been chofen of  the 
number o f  the fixreen Peers o f  Scotland, having be;n 

. created Peers o f  Great Britain, thereby ceafed to f it  in 
that Houft as reprefsntatives o f the Peerage. f  W ith  
this refolutionl quarrel not; it is founded in law and 
juftice, and conformably to reafon, and is affirma- 

tory o f  the principles, on vŸhich the refolution o f  
1708-9 is founded. In c o n f lu e n c e  o f  this refolu
tion, two vacancies arofe in the Scottiih Peerage, and 
at the ele&ion which enfued, the Dukes o f  Queenf
bury and Gordon gave their votes as Peers o f  Scot
land, in maniftfll violation o f  the refolution o f  1708 9, 
founded, I contend, in law, and fupported by rea

fon and ju ft ice-, the legality and jujlice o f it  did, on 
this election, come again before the Lords, and their 

Lordfhips did again ffirm i t ;  and direded by their 
refolution ot the 1 8th o f  M ay in this year, that a copy 
o f  the refolution o f  1 708-9 ihould be tranlmitted 
to the Lord Regifter o f  Scotland, as a rule for his 
future proceeding in cafes o f  election. This deter

mination, ftriclly confident with law, and landtioned 

by precedent, did by a fortunate concurrence o f  cir- 

cumftances wonderfully ferve the Minifter, as he 
thereby got fome additional friends in the Scottifli 
Peerage ; and, more ftrange to tell, by fome extraor

dinary

*  See N ote  l'nferted at the E n d . 

t  Annual R e g . for 17 8 7 ,  page 95 . '
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dînary chance, the refolution of  the 23d of May 
1 7 9 3 , which we are about to confider, and which 
repeals the refolution pafled in 1708-9, and affirmed 
in 1 7 8 7 ,  did not deprive him of any friend, but did 
alfo increafe his happinefs, by enlarging the fphere 
o f  his acquaintance. So wonderfully profufe of her 
favours to the Right Hon. Gentleman is the goddefs, 
Fortune, that on no ascount will ihe ever fuffer 
him to draw a blank. A t  the general election, 
which took place pievious to May 17935 the 
Duke of Queenibury and Marquis of Abercorn, 
(the former one of  the very Peers, whofe right 
to vote had been denied by the Lords in 1787,) 
tendered their votes as Peers of  Scotland ; the Lord 
Regiiter, knowing his duty too well to receive them 
after the order of the Houfe of Lords o f  1787 had 
been ferved on him, “  commanding him not to take 
them,”  did refufe ; the matter was moved in the 
Houfe of Lords, and notwithftanding the former refo
lution, their Lordihips did, on the 23dof May 1793,* 
refolve, “  that if duly tendered, they ought to have 
been counted ?”  By this refolution, in violation of 
the fpirit of the articles o f  Union, contradictory of  
the fenfe of  that very Houfe which paifed it, as ex
prefled on two former occafions, unfounded in law, 
unfanclioned by precedent, and unfupported by 
juftice, the rights of  the Scottiih Peerage have been 
abrogated, and the people of Scotland are deprived 
o f  the guardians o f  their rights in the Upper Houfe 
which the articles o f  the Union had guaranteed to 
them. A  refolution, fo repugnant to the rights of  the

Scottiih
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Scottiih Peerage, and fo fraught with national evil, 
could not efcape the eagle-eye o f  that fagacious no
bleman, the Earl o f  Lauderdale; he* addreffed the 
Houfe in the language, not o f  a loraling., but o f  a 
baron bold ; and finding he was unable to convince 
them o f  the juftice o f  his cale, or the injuftice their 
refolution would work, he entered, in an unanfwera- 
blc proteft,* his reafons for diflenting from their
Lordihips. Should the Peers o f  Ireland with this e x 
ample before them o f  a violation o f  treaty, arifing 

from defign or mifconception, agree to a Union, they 

will, when too late, find the only right they will be 

permitted to enjoy, will be that innoxious one, o f
protefting. h  If

*  T h e  refolution o f  the 23d o f  M a y  1 7 9 3 ,  having been 

agreed to b y  the H ou fe , the following admirable proteft, was 

entered b y  the E arl o f  Lauderdale, one o f  the fixteen Peers o f  

Scotland, in which the propriety o f  fupporting the refolution o f  

the Lords in 17 0 8 — 9, and confirmed in 17 8 7 ,  is maintained.—

D I S S E N T I E N T ,

“  B ecause,
u  T h e  principles o f  their reprefentation appear equally violated, 

whether it be confidered as a compenfation for the rights which 

the Scottiih nobility furrendered, or as a fecurity  and guard  for 

the rights which they retained. T h e  right o f  reprefentation be

ing given to the Peers o f  Scotland, for the lofs o f  their hereditary 

feat in Parliament, nothing feems more evident, than that the 

compenfation cannot be ju i l ly  claimed b y  thofe, w ho no longer 

fufFer the lofs. B u t  while, b y  this refolution, the ele&ive right 

is lavifhed on thofe, w ho have recovered an hereditary feat, its 

w orth and value is diminiihed to  the Peers o f  Scotland, w ho were 

ju f l ly  entitled to that g ro w in g  importance o f  their fuffrage, w hich  

was to  arife either from the operation o f  time in lefTening their 

number, or from the promotion o f  their more favoured brethren 

to  a fuperior clafs o f  Peerage.

L A U D E R D A L E . ’*
* Britiih Lords, Jour. 1793.



I f  a plain, vulgar, and uneducated man were ta 
read thefe contradictory refolutions, and obferve, not 
only the length of  time which had elapfcd between 
the pailing o f  the firft, and its confirmation in 1787, 
and its repeal in 1793 ; but alfo, be told, that “  ex- 
ifting circumftances”  » had made the confirmation 
and repeal equally favourable to the intereft of  the 
Minifter; his vulgar, unfafhionable, and uncourtly 
mind, would lead him to exclaim, what my refpeft 
for that Houfe, and my implicit faith in their wiidom, 
will not allow me fo much as to think, “  political juf- 
tice, is the creature of  the Minifter.”  “  When then 
long experience has taught us the abfurdity o f  
committing the decifion to thofe whofe conduft has 
provoked the queftion, and whofe intereft, authority, 
and fate, are immediately concerned in it.” * When 
we have the authority o f  JudgeBlackftone,Cv that even 
an infringement o f  the fundamental and effential condi
tions of the Union, though a manifeft breach of good 

fa ith , would not diffolve it ;”-f- and he tells us in very 
plain and intelligible language, that a ftate fo leagued, 
has no redrefs but by an appeal to the united legifla- 
ture, (the majority o f  whom, it is to be recollefted, 
created the evil complained of, and the chance o f  re
drefs from fuch a body, is to be feen in the cafes de-# *
cided, and referred to above,) or, an appeal to Hea
ven. I f  then with nine folid reafons, every one o f  
which did ipfo fafto by Union, put Scotland into 
the enjoyment o f  fubftantial bldlings, and every onç 

■ o f

*  Paley’ a Moral. Phil. vol. ii. p. 1 5 1 .  

t  Blackiione’ s Comm. vol. i. p. 97.



cf which that has a prefent power o f  exiftcnce, uve 
do enjoy -, that country could not be got to afient to 
her national degradation, but by iorce and fraud.
If, with the inftances before us, o f  plighted faith 
broken, o f  injuries i«nfli£ted, and infults offered to her 

national dignity in the denial-of juftice, Iriihmen 

will agree to a Union, I can only lay, in claffic lan
guage, “  Quos Jupiter vulc perdere prius demenrat.”  
One obfervation I fhould fubmit to the good lenfeof 
the people o f  England, the truth and juftice or it is 
i'upported by the hiftory of  all nations, and by none, 
more than their own, though force may compel, it can 
never infure obedience. T h e  bigot James exemplified 

the theory in practice, and his pofterity to this day, 
feel its effeóts -, while the Houie o f  Hanover rejoices in 
the juitice o f  a fentiment, which took it from the 

rank o f  a German Elector, and elevated it into that 

o f  a Britiíh Monarch.
On the conduct o f  France incorporating the N e

therlands, & c .  mentioned by you in page 9, I will, Sir, 

obferve a dignified filence, for I will not condefcend 

to enter into an argument with an Englifhman, but 

Irifh Minifter, (whom I do not allert to be the author, 
but to whom public rumour has afcribed the pam 
phlet I anfwer) who holds the* key of a goal in

* which

*  The L o rd  Godolphin prevailed w ith  the Q u een  to  lend her 

Scots Treafury the fum o f  20,000, which the E a r l  o f  G la fc o w  

is faid to diftribute to the beji advantage, and for which he, fomc 

years after, accounted w ith  the Engliih CommifQoners o f  Public 

accounts. L ockh art gives the follow ing lift o f  the perfons 

to  whom, the E arl declared upon oath, he diilributed the money 3
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which men are imprifoned on a charge, the very ef- 
fence and fubftance of which, is an imitation of French

conduct,

£■ s. d.

" T o  tlie Earl o f  Marehmont - 1 104 *5 7
-------------------- Crom arty • 300 0 0

Lord  Ormiflown, Lord  Juilice Clerk 200 0 0

D u k e  o f  Montrofc - 200 0 0

----------- A th o l - IOOO 0 0

E arl o f  Balcarrai - 500 0 0

---------- Dunmore « 200 0 0

Lord  Anftruther . 300 0 0

M r. Stuart, o f  Caille-Stuart - 300 0 0
Lord Elphinfton • 200 0 0
—  Frazer - IOO 0 0
-------Cefnock, now Palwarth . 5° 0 0
M r. John Campbell m m 200 0 0
Earl o f  Findlater m 100 0 0
Sir Kenneth M ackenzie - 100 0 0
Earl o f  Glencairne - 100 0 0

• 200 0 0
—■ Forfar - 100 0 0
John Muir, Provoft o f  A ire . 100 0 0
Lord  Forbes - 150 0 0
E arl o f  Seafield, Chancellor - 490 0 0
Marquis o f  Tw eedale - IOOO 0 0
D u k e  o f  Roxborough - 500 0 0
L o r d  Ellibanks • 5° 0 0
—  B a m f • 11 2 0
M ajor Cunningham, o f  E chet - 100 0 0
T h e  MefTenger that brought down the Union 60 0 0
Sir W illiam  Sharp - 300 0 0
Patrick Coultrain, Provoft o f  W igtow n 25 0 0
I^r. Alexander Wedderburn • 75 0 0
T he Commiflioners for Equipage and 

Allowance*
daily ^

« t S *  5 0 0

20,540 J 7 7

*  Tindal, toI. h i ,  p. 5 1 6
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condutt, and an alliance with French principles; 
that conduit and thofe principles criminal in them, 
by your own vote in Parliament, to the extent o f  
treafon, are now recommended to the imitation and 
adoption of  the yet-convulfed Irifh nation, under 

the authopity, and with the fanftion o f  the fuppofed 
military Secretary.

I now proceed to the fulfilment o f  the promife 

made in the outfet o f  this letter, “  to demonftrate 

the moral incompetency o f  Parliament to legalize 

a Union.” As every individual derives his right 

immediately from God, and not from man, to pro- 

teft himfelf in the exercife of his rights againft the 

attacks which lawlefs force, or ruffian power, may 
make upon him ; fo nations, which are compofed of 

individuals, have the fame right, and are bound to 

the fame duty ; the greatnefs o f  the nation, no more 

than that o f  the man, conftitutes the moral right, 

though in both, in the exercife of  it, the ability to 

fupport the right contended for, ihould be well con- 
fidered. But though force, or the fear of  force may 

caufc moral rights to be in abeyance, it cannot an

nihilate them, the rights of a man who fal’s into a 

gang of thieves, are morally fpeaking, as perfect as 

the king on his throne, though the exercife of  them 

be by force fupprefied. T o  apply this reafon'mg : 

ail nations are as to each other in a ftate of  nature ; 

they Ijave a right to proteft themfelves by force 

againft the attacks o f  others, and the duty o f  pre

serving themfelves, flows from the right to preferve ; 

but they cannot exert their phyfical force to the belt 

advantage in war, or direft it to ufeful objefts in

peace,



peace, without a power adequate to the end ; and
as a few can always lead, advife, and diredt, better 
than many, every nation has appointed leaders or go
vernors to tranfadt and manage for the many, that 
which muft be ill done, if attempted by all. Thefe 
leaders or governors have, in the different ftates of  
the world, obtained various names, and the powers 
of  Government have greatly increafed or diminifhed 
according to the forms efiablifhed. But whatever 
title the Government bears, or whatever power may 
have originally been granted to it, no abfurdity can 
be greater, than to fuppofe a claufe in the grant, 
empowering the grantee to annihilate the grantor. 
Every üate then I conclude, Sir, has the moral right 
to defend itfelf, and, if  phyfically able, the political 
and moral duty of felf-defence is call upon it by 
the divine hand that created it, and a defertion o f  
luch duty is treafon againit God. This phyfical 
ability to defend, does not create the theoretical 
right, but invigorates the pradtical exercife of  it, 
and adds the fandtion of  prudence, to the fiat of 
reafon and the commands of  duty. However then 
the furrender of national independence may be ex- 
culed, pardoned, or extenuated, in a nation whofe 
phyfical power is not equal to the repelling force 
by force, as a nation like the Ifle of  Man, placed 
under “  a neceffity that choofes, not is chofen,” it 
never can be done by a nation able to maintain its 
rights, and afferts its honour, without a manifeft 
violation of  moral duty, and a criminal renuncia
tion of  the free-will granted by the Creator to the 
creature, for the regulating o f  his conduit, and for

the
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the abufe of  which he will be made anfwerable at 
the day of general judgment. As individuals are 
prevented by the great moral law from fubmitting 
themfelves to the arbitrary will of another, whole 

power, if fuch fubmilfion were, morally fpeaking, 
valid, might command obedience to immoral ac

tions ; fo nations created o f  a congregate body of 

individuals, cannot colle&ively have any power, 
which the perfons compofing them did not indi
vidually poiTefs ; and men, as individuals, not pof- 

fefling the right, could not colleftively have it ; and, 

not having it, could not transfer it to their g o 

vernors, who, in a moral and philofophical fenfe, are 

the national Representatives ; as, in a legal one, the 

members of  the Houfe o f  Commons are the national 
trilftees. Governors then, by whatever name they 

are called, or whatever title they allume, have only 

been inftituted to do that which individuals, from 
their numbers, cannot do ; they, as moral agents, be
ing accountable to God for all the acts done in 

the body,” have not only no right to transfer their 

free agency to any other perfon whatfoever, but by 
fo doing, commit the greateft crime againft the fu- 

preme Majefty o f  Heaven, which creatures can be 

guilty o f ;  a renunciation o f  ielf-government, their 
bounden duty, as moral agents, arifing from free

will, the moft diftinguiihed faculty that can be 

granted to a creature, and a furrender o f  the proud 

fuperiority of man over all other beings, conferred 

on him, as a dignified and infallible certificate of  his 
defcent from the great being, in whofe image he was 

cieated, 1 for in the image ot God created he man.”*
F o

*Genefis, ift Clap. 37thVerfe.
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Four fieps have been made towards attempting to 
prove the proportion to be demonftrated ; firft, the 
right of  felf-government and felf-defence, as contin
gent on the former, have been proved to be duties 
arifincr from the moral relations in which the creaturevJ

flands to the Creator : Secondly, that men* by con
gregating into focieties, neither enlarge nor diminilh 
their moral rights or duties thereby, and this, bc- 
caufe created by a fuperior power, no aft of theirs 
can alter their nature: Thirdly, that they arc bound, 
by all means in their power, to obferve the great 
law of nature, “  fclf-defence,” and that this cannot 
be fo effectually inforced by man in his individual, 
as his congregate capacity : Fourthly, that the iwants 
of individuals, and the fuper-added wants of fociety, 
prevent them from employing themfelves in this 
way, without abfolving them, of the duty ? and hence 
arifes the nccejjity of  leaders or governors, to fee this 
duty performed ; and, therefore, univerfal law pro
claims what Lord Coke fays is the law of England 
in Calvin’s cafe,* “  proteôtio trahit fubjectione, and 
fubjeótio protedtione.” It follows as a corollary 
from thefe arguments, that Government, in which term 
is underftood every thing appertaining thereto, and 
coniequently the Legiflature, is a truji eftate, and the 
truftees have no power to commit wafte, nor any right 
to cut off the entail; the fee-fimple, fays our country
man, Junius,f is in pofterity. Such are the abitraót 
reafons by which my humble judgment has been 
convinced of  the truth of the propofition, ever finer

I have
*  7 th Report.

\  Biographical, Literary and Political Anecdotes, V o l.  i l l ,

page 16.



I have been able to think. Precedent, and the au
thority of  the writers both on municipal law, and the 
L a w  o f  Nations, (hall now ftrengthen and fupport 
metaphyfical reafoning. Firft, then, fhall be intro
duced the authority o f  the unanimous refolutions ot 

that patriotic band, the Lawyers Corps o f  Volunteers, 
in 1782, who, when a Yelverton and a Huliey Burgh, 

and a majority, if  not all the prelent Judges o f  Ire
land, adorned its ranks, were not afhamed to take, 

nor afraid to own, that their motto was u Salus 
populi, fuprema lex and fully they proved that 

this was their motto in deeds, as well as in words# 

Their  Refolutions will fpeak for themfelves.

A t  a full Meeting of the Lawyers Corps, the 28th 

of  February 1782, purjiiant to notice.

Colonel E D W A R D  W E S T B Y ,  in the Chair.

T h e  following Refolutions were ummmoujly agreed to :

Refolved, T h a t  the Members of the Houte of  Com^ 

mons are the Reprefentatives of> and derive their power 

folely from, the people * and that a denial of  this propo
rtion by them, would be to abdicate the reprefentation.

T h e  other Refolutions, not applying to the pre- 

fent queftion, are not introduced here -, fuffice it tp 

fay, that they were truly patriotic. Such was the 
imperial and patriotic language o f  the Bar in 17 82 : 

but Dungannon had juft before that fpoken “  in the 

thunder, as well as the mufic, of  the fpheres.” T h e  

fécond authority, is the indireft one, o f  the prefent 

Chancellor, when Attorney General * and it is direft 

to prove this fa i l ,  that fuch was the love o f  national 

honour in 1785, that, according to his account of  the
I Pjopofitions,

65
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Propoiitions* the ability of the father or iriih freedom, 
and all his colleaa U-s, wou’d never have been able to 
have railed tlia general oiflike to them, which-per
vaded the kingdom on that memorable occafi^n, if  
they had not proclaimed -he attackwhich they made 
on the independence of Irelard, an attack, in his mind, 
unfounded, but which, if tru % we are to undeniand 
from this ipeech, would have been criminal, the whole 

firength, not only of his argument, but o f  evei \ man 
who ipoke on the fame fide, confining in a denial of 
this aifumpiion, as they.called, it-on the past.of the

♦ Oppofition, for the cxprefs purpofe of dimmng with 

the nation,, hat by argument they w re not able to 
prove dangerous to the commercial interefts of  the 
Count v, fighting in the maik of the Coni'itution, 
becaufe national honour beat high in its defence, 
thofe mercantile boons, thé fterling advantages of 
which, they could not deny. W e will now hear his 

. Lordffrp : “  1 now come to tht great argument of  
thofe who oppofe this fytfem*— the argum nt, if it 
deferves the name, which, has been trumpeted ..forth

,  * #  I •  % *

b y  the enemies of  Ireland the Chanç Üor lays they 
ere the energies of both countries, wro would furrender 
the Irifh L eg ,f la ir e  ; a-:d To, in my foul, 1 believe 
they are) in both countries, to inflame her pride, and

- to prejudice her again it this fettlement. it is .ijfrted 
.again and again, that this treaty is. ajn-.itffult to Ireland—  
that it Jlnkes diretlly at the independence of her kgiflature. 
This is the firft inftance in which Ireland has ever 
treated ; and it is a new idea to me, that England, by 
fpining and carrying on a treaty with her, as an indepen

dent

* Woodfall’s Dtbates, p. 64.



dent ftate, infults her pride, and firikes at her indepen-

d e t ic e ”  *

T h e  next authority is Mr. Burke, and his words

are from a book, of which a certain perfanage laid 

at levee, “  Sir, every king in Europe is obliged to 

you for this Work this book, the manual o f  modem 
cabinets, and which coft the English nation an 
enormous penfion. Is Mr Burke to be aiways au

thority for defpotic acts, ati-i of  no weight on tne 

fide o f  freedom ? His words are *— “  It is indeed 
difficult, perhaps impoilible, to give limits to the 
mere abftract competence of  the fupreme power, 

fuch as was exercifed by Parliament at the Revolu

t io n -, but the limits of  a moral competence, fubjeft- 

ing,- even in powers more ind’.lputably fovere’gn, 
occafional will to permanent rea/on, and to the ft'eady 

maxims o f  faith, juflice, and fixed fundamental 
policy, are perfectly intelligible, and perfectly bind
ing upon thofe who exercife any authority under 

any name, or under any title, in the ilate. T h e  

Houfe of Lords, for inftarrce, is not morally com 
petent

*  Reflections on French Revolution, 27 .

In  the reicrn o f  Charles I I .  it  was determined in the cafe o fO
L o rd  Purbeck , b y  the authority o f  the Lords themfelve.s, w h ich  

fanftions M r. B u rk e ’ s opinion, “  that a title is inherent in the 

blood, and while that remains uncorrupted, can b y  no means be 

txttnguifbedby furrender or otherwife.” || Is the right then o f  an indi

vidual more valuable, than that o f  a nation ? and ihall an indi

vidual be, b y  pofitive law , rendered incapable o f  furrendering, or 

extinguifhing the periihable honours o f  the peerage and the 

moral law , not forbid the extinguiihment o f  an unalienable b irth

righ t ? T h is  indeed, would be to  invert all order, and boldly affirm 

the creatures o f  man, are fuperior to thofe o f  G o d .

II i f t S h o w . C . l .  T i t ' . D i g n 1. Litt .  2,43. Hitt .  131.
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petent to diffolve itfclf, nor to abdicate, i f  it would, 
its proportion in the legiflature o f  the kingdom. 
Though a king may abdicate for his own perfon, 
he cannot abdicate for the monarchy. By as ftrong, 
or by a Jlronger reafon, the Houfe of  Commons 
cannot renounce its Jtare of authority. T h e  engagement 
and pail of  fociety, which generally goes by the 
name of  the Conüitution, forbids fuch invafion and 
fuch fu r render'' T h e  conjlituent parts of a ftate, are 
obliged to hold their public faith with each other, 
and with all thofe who derive any ferions intereft under 
their engagements, as much as the whole flate is bound 
to keep its faith  with feparate communities, otherwife 
competence and power would foon be confounded, and 
no law be left but the will of a prevailing force.”

I now, Sir, have difcovered your fundamental 
objection to the mode the Irifh Parliament took o f  
appointing a Regent ; they have not furnifhed you 
with a precedent of  that extraordinary nature the 
Engliih Parliament has, and which would enable 
you, without much difficulty, to prove the right they 
obtained from that A i t ,  to deitroy themfelves. The  

two Houfes of Parliament in acknowledging their 
inability in their individual capacity, to perform any 
legiflative A i t ,  have proved to the world, what it 
never knew before, excepting in the Engliih lan
guage, that two individual non-entities, could con. 

jointly produce an entity, which, in return, (hould 
kindly vivify the dead bodies, to which it owed its 
exiftence ; and then, that they and it together, ihould 
form a being completely dependent on themfelves 
not equally perfect, as he ihould be, with the pcr-

fon*
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ibn, whofe place he was pro tempore to fupply. T h e  
Irifh Parliament, confcious that the melancholy and 

awful caufe which created the necejfuy that called 
upon them to adt, had had its operation in the wif- 
dom o f  a power it could not controul, proceeded to 
ait,  not becaufe, legally fpeaking, they had a power 
to aft, but becaufe the law had left this a cafus omi£ust 
and unlefs they had adted, there could have been 
no executive government. Their  right then grew 
out of  neceffity, that word, equally the plea o f  the 
tyrant, and the juiVification o f  the freeman ; it is 

in the exercife o f  the right, we difcover the differ

ence, the former, in his mode o f  fupplying the d e 

ficiency, takes care that the remedy propofed, ihall 

b e . th e  creating caufe o f  generating neceffities, and 
above all, (hall never effedt that which alone gives 
the moral, for there is no legal right o f  adting : the 

latter, adopts that mode, which not only annihilates 
the neceffity, that produced the moral right of  adtion, 

but by  giving full powers to the fubftitute, fulfils 

the duty it undertook, and makes a recurrence to its 

own extraordinary power unneceiTary, by giving to 
all the conftituted authorities o f  the ftate, with the 

quickeft expedition poffible, the exercife o f  their 

legal and natural authorities, evincing by  its afis, 
not its words, that it afTumed power to ufe it, not 

abufe it. Such was the condudt o f  the Irilh Parlia

ment at the time o f  the Regency ! fuch ever will 
be the conduct o f  all men, who look upon the 

chief magiftrate o f  a country, as pofieffing his pre- 
rogatives and his powers for national, not individual 

benefit ! His place, therefore, never can be faid to

have
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have been fupplied, until the perfon holding the 
ftation pro tempore, is invefted with the authority, 
which i i  the original confirmation of the Conftitution 
was deemed neceflary for the prefervation of each 
order, againft the encroachments of the other, and 
for the fully difcharging the duties of its own 
itation.

But to recur to our quotation from Mr. Burke, 
which will be found on page 69— “  T h e  intereft of 
that portion of  ibcial arrangement, called our coun
try, is a triifi in the hands of all thofe who com
pote it ; and as none but bad men would juftify it 
in abufe, none but traitors would barter it away 
for their own perfonal advantage.”

T h e  next authority I fhall produce is the laft 
claufe but two of Mr. Orde’s Bill, to prefent which, 
he obtained the leave of the Houfe Commons, on the 
12th of  Auguft 178 5;  the claufe has the fan&ion 
of that Houfe to the principle I contend for, “  the 
moral incompetency o f  Parliament to create a Révo
lution.”

“  No law made by the prefent Parliament can 
limit or rejlraih the free and unqueftioned exercife 
or difcretion of any Succeeding Parliaments, who 
muft be competent, equally, as is the prefent, to every 
adt of leg'.ilation whatever.”  T o  fuppofe then, that 
a Parliament cannot have power to deprive future 
Parliaments of their leglflative rights, and yet have 
a power to annihilate the conftitution of  Parliament 
itfelf, from whence thefe rights flow, is a contra
diction in terms, a mockery of fenfe, an infult to 
reafon. This  is a new fpecies o f  morality, more

finful
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(infui to do the kfs than the greater crime, u  this, is 
paying tithe of  mint, and cummin feed ; but, omitting 

the weightier matters o f  the law, it is preferring 
judgment to mercy.” * To.this  I add .the authority 

of  the Lords and Commons o f  Great Britain, who 
in a joint addrefs to the K ing  on the 2oth of  
July 1785, lay on the resolutions they then pie- 
fented to his Majeity, f  v 4C T h e y  can only be car

ried into cffeQ by laws palled in the Parliament o f  
Ireland, which is alone competent to bind your 

Majetty’s fubjeóts in that kingdom, and whofe Ugif- 

Jative rights we (hall ever hold as facred as our own.” 
Memorable words, u whole legiflative rights we 

fhall ever hold as facred as oar own !” S j  
. long as the Journals o f  the Brilifa Parliament have 

exigence, fo long are the Lords and Com m ons o f  

Great Britain eftopelled, by their own voluntary 

a<5t and deed, from agreeing to a Union. If, in de

fiance o f  faith thus plighted, they fhall attempt to 

propofe it, they fhall find that thofe recorded words, J  

. “  like the fingers of the man’s hand mentioned in 

Scripture, (hail appear on the walls o f  their fena- 
tor; il chambers  ̂ they fhall change their countenances ; 

they (hall trouble their thoughts ; they fhal! loofen 

their joint", and make their knees to finite one 

again r another ; they (hall be the Menef Meney 
Tekel, Up hr afin.

T h e  next authority is Molineux, whofe cafe o f  

Ireland was burnt, in obedience to the order o f  

Í S j L  - - ...
* St.  M atthew , xx iii .  13 d  verfe.

•j* W o o d f.  A p p en d ix  24 to Iriih Prop.

J  D aniel, chap. t . verfc 5 .
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an Englifh Houfe o f  Commons, by  the hands of 
the common hangman, and who dare not at that 
time gotoEngland,to fee his friendMr.Locke.* “  The  
moft learned in the laws, fays this writer, have no more 
power to make or alter a conftitution, than any 
ether man ; and their decifions fhall no more pre
vail, than fupported by reafon and equity. All 
men are by nature in a ftate of equality, in refpett 
of  jurifdi&ion or dominion. On this equality in 
nature, is founded that right which all men claim 
of  being free from all fubjeftion to pofitive laws, 
until by their own confent they give their freedom, 
b y  entering into civil focieties for the common 
benefit of  all the members thereof. And on this 
confent depends the obligation of  human laws -, inaf- 
much that without it, by  the unanimous opinion of  
all jurifts, no fandtions are of any force. For this 
we might appeal, among many others, to the ju
dicious Mr. Hooker’s Ecclefiaftical Polity, book I ft. 
fe&ion io ,  where much may be read to this effe£t, 
as alfo in "Grotius, Puffendorf and Locke." Let 
the Englifh nation remember they incurred the whole 
debt o f  the American war, by violating the prin
ciples here laid down, in the words of the late 
Lord O ’Neil, on a memorable debate, at which I 
was prefent ; he faid— “  they firft defpiled her weak- 
nefs, then roufed her to fight, and in the end taught

her to conquer.”
T h e  friend o f  Molineux, Mr. Locke, comes next 

in aid of freedom’s rights. “  There remains ftill
inherent

*  Cafe o f  Ireland, page* 1 0 1 ,  127» l 3°-



inherent in the people a fupreme power to remove or 
alter the lègîflative, when they find the legiilative att 
contrary to the truft repofed in them; for, when 

fuch truft is abufed, it is thereby forfeited, and de
volves to thofe who gave it."*  A n d  what fays Black- 
ftone to this paragraph, from whofe i ó i f t p a g e f l  
take it ? not that it is not bonâ fide true,but his ob

jection to it is, “  that under no difpenfation of G o- 
vernment can fuch theory be admitted. W h y  ? Be

caufe this devolution o f  power, to the people at 

large, includes in it a difjoluticn o f  the whole form 

o f  Government. Eftablifhcd by whom ? According to 
Blackftone, by the People, and reduces all the mem
bers to their original ftate o f  equality ; and by anni
hilating the fovereign power, repeals all pofuive laws 

whatfoever before enadted. N o  human laws will 
therefore fuppofe a cafe, which at once mutt deilroy 

all law, and compel men to build afrefh upon a new 

foundation ; nor will they make provifion for fo 

defperate an event, as mud render all legal provi
rions ineffectual. So long therefore as the  Eng l i f t y  

Conflit ution lafts, we may venture to affirm, that the 
power ot Parliament is abiolute and without con- 
troul.* T w o  things are to be gathered from 
Locke s text, with jBlack(tone,s Commentary 

Firft, that “  when the truft is abufed, i t  is thereby 
forfeited, and devolves to thofe w h o  gave i t ;”  but 

the learned Judge fays, » that fuch a fixation being 

a ucccmpofition ot iociety, laws, which are only 
made for man in a fettled ftate, will not fuppofe a 

cafe, which in rerum nàturâ, is a deftruElion ot all

k. law,
*  L o c k e  on G o v . S .  14 9 , 2 2 7 .  f  E l.  C om . vol. i f t .
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law, and compels men to build afrefh upon a new 
foundation:”  The  learned Judge, therefore, by this 
commentary, does admit the moral truth of  the po- 
fition, and does therefore lend his great name to the 
fandlion o f  my theory -, in the French Conftitution, 
made by Robefpierre, do I alone find that cafe pro
vided for, which the learned Judge lays, human 
laws will never fuppofe. The  authority of Black- 
itone, then, to prove the omnipotency of  Parlia
ment to make a Union, as quoted by an ano
nymous Barrifter, page 41, might have been fpar- 
cd by that learned gentleman, if he had read 
his author as carefully as, I prefume, he reads his 
briefs-, for he would then have feen, that the 
Judge fpoke o f  a qualified omnipotency, not, as 
this gentleman afferts, an omnipotency to deftroy 
the Conftitution -, but, as if  he had faid, a power co
equal with its duties under the Conftitution -, for the 
cmnipotency, contend for it how he may, is, by the 
very words o f  Blackftone, to laft only during the 
continuance of  the Conftitution; fo that by thi;-., 
when the one is deftroyed, the other ceafes. His 
words are, “  So long, therefore, as the Engliih Con- 
ftitution lafts ”  and this is the fécond thing we learn

from our legal commentator.
T h e  laft authority 1 ihall quote, is Lord Chancel

lor Fortefcue : * “  A  King o f  England, fays the Chan
cellor, cannot, at his pleafure, make any alterations in 
the laws o f  the land ; for the nature of his Government, 
is not only regal, but political. Nihil poteftRex quam 
quod de jure poteft. T h e  common and ftatuie laws

of

*  Fort. D e  L and. L .  A n g .  16.
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o f  England are, in the mafs and bulk o f  them, unal
terable.”  T h e  meaning o f  this, I take to be, that 
the laws o f  England, generally, being founded on 
the indifputable and acknowledged rights o f  man

kind, fuch an abrogation o f  them, fhall not take 

place, as to injure thofe rights.
I hope I have now, Sir, produced both argument 

and precedent, to convince you and every rational 
man, that Parliament has no right to make a Union; 

and that fuch an aft, being beyond their power, 
they would, by doing it, decompile iociety, and 

abrogate all pofuive law.
While  the Union o f  Scotland was actually on the 

tapis, we may remember, that by a proclamation, 
bearing the facred name oî Queen Anne, but in 
reality the Minifter’s, all difcufiion was borbidden, 
and every perfon, under the penalty o f  being deem

ed a libeller, was to believe that the Scottifh m em

bers o f  Parliament were influenced by nothing, but 
the Salus Populi. Power, my countrymen, may at 

all times compel, yet it never could convince ; and 

he who has read the lift o f  the Scottifh Senators, 
with their bribes, will afifent to the truth o f  this 
propofition. T h e  hiftorian, in defiance of  authority, 

fummonfes a Scotiifh Chancellor to his bar, for his 
patricidal conduit, and pronounces, without fear, 

the fentence o f  .Pope on the ufurper:

“  See Crom well damn'd to everlafting fame.”

A t  the bar o f  the hiftorian, muft plebeians, nobles, 

and kings, appear, and receive judgment, irre
vocable, for their a£ts*, and in difcharge o f  the 

facred duty he has impofed on himfelf, he is bound
to
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to warn the age in which he lives, againft the craft 
o f  fhe politician, by fairly and impartially exhibit
ing the operating caules, which decide the condtiét 
o f  pretended patriots, really labouring for their own 
interejts, under pretence of ieiving their country, 
But why, Iriihmen, lhould wt exprcfs aftoniih- 
rnent at the üeicrndarits o f  a Parliament, Idling 
their country for £.20,00o, who fold their King 
for a groat? that very King too, for remain
ing fteady to whom fo many oi our Sarsfields loft 
their eftates? Wha< ! ihall an adhe ence to an InQi 
King, in one centuiy, deprive lrdhmen of their 
property, and force them to be exiles from their 
native land? and in a iobfi-quent century, a no lefs 
ftrong attachment to a fovereign. who “  claims his 
crown by the election, anu holds it by tiie affeilion 
o f  his people,”  the byl and firongeft fccurity o f  a 
monarch’s throne, blot out their independent and 
imperial kingdom from the map oi Europe, that 
kingdom, fo much more ancient than the Engliih 
monarchy,* “  as to give precedence to Henry V. 
o f  England, in right of  being Lord of  Ireland, at 
the Council o f  Confiance!”  But how, my coun
trymen, can you fupprefs your indignation againft 
the Engliih Miniftry, and their Anglo-Irilh friends 
here, who can propofe a Union? That very Mini
ftry, who, with their adherents here, pronounced 
fentence of  eternal damnation againlt the firft N a 
tional Afiembiy, for violating the rights o f  an af- 
fumed fovereignty of  the Pope, (the friend o f  the 
Britiih Minifter every where, but in Ireland) in a '

real
*  Crawford’s H ifl .  o f  IreL Vol. ift.  p . 5.
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real imperium in imperio, exemplified in the pro
vincial government of Avignon, a ceiricory, in re
rum natiirâ, incapable o f  maintaining its indepen
dence; yet Ireland, Imperial ireiand, with a popu
lation of 5,000,000 o f  hardy people, ihall, on the 
word o f  a fo-.journer, be pronounced an imperium in 
imperio, and as fuch, a Grand Jury o f  Engliih 

clerks, at the Caftle, ihall take upon themfelves to 
prefent it as a nuifance, and direói Engliih foidrers 
to abate the fame. In a public cauie, if necefiary, 
(though in a private one, never) it ihall be found,

“  T h a t  life i  contemn, and death I recommend,

“  H e  breathes not vital air, w ho’ ll make me bend.

Sarsfield, L d . L u c a n ’s Speech, B attle  o f  A u g h r im .

Yes, my friends, that very Ireland is called an im p o  

rium in imperio, which country is placed in that 
ftare, pronounced by the Royal wife man, in his Pro

verbs,* to be the happieft, “  having neither poverty 

nor riches, but fed with food convenient for her.” 

Rendered flrong by the mercies o f  a kind and in

dulgent Providence, for the moral right of  fclf-de- 
fencej weak, as would to God all nations 'were! for 
the immoral power o f offence. Is a Union, an annihila
tion o f  national independence, the reward which Eng- 
1 Ih Royalii'ts, and the King’s fervants, would give 

to the hereditary lovers of a limited monarchy, and the 

unfhaken loyalty of  a generous nation? If  fuch is to 
be the cafe, the year 1798 will prove the truth o f  

whr.t the Royal Piàlmiit has iaid in his hundred and 
eighteenth ptalm, and ninth verfe.

M r.
*  P ror. chap. x x x .  v. 8,



Mr. Pitt having found fault with the National Af-
fembly for having fupprtfled the Papal Government 
o f  Avignon, which was an imperium in imperio, in 
France, cannot now be atfnni'hed at the People of 
Ireland faying, Sir, “  de te fabula narratur.” France 
always condemned by Mr. Pitt, is ever followed by 

him.
On pages 30 and 31, you addrefs a word or two 

to the Diffenters and Roman Qtholitís,«ai» of whom 
vou wifh if pollible to cajole, at the expence of one 
another, and both at the expence of the nation. I 
will, in my turn, addrefs a word to them.

T h e  fuuation of thefe two bodies of men is totally 
different in this country, from what it is in England. 
T h e  former is only diiihiguifhable politically as a 
Difl'enter, by enjoying a greater privilege than a 
member of the Ltfabliihed Church; and in that fitua- 
ticn he has been now for nineteen years, the teft act 
of the 2d of  Anne, cap. 6, having been repealed in 
his favour, by the 19th and 20th of Geo. III. cap. 6. 
T h e  Difienter is, therefore, now in a better fituation 
under the exiiVing laws, than the Churchman; be
caufe, if the former be in pofleffion of an office, he 
can only lofe it by ihe Legiflature repealing the 19th 
and 20th of the King; whereas the latter, by neglect
ing to perform the requifites by law required, may, 
by the omiffion of the Legiflature to pafs the ufual 
aCi for enlarging the time for perfons negle&ing to 
qualify, be deprived of his office; and religioufly, by 
the paying of two clergymen, a grievance which he 
fuffers in common with his Roman Catholic brethren, 
whole fituation I fhall briefly confider. The political

difadvantagea.
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difadvantages under which they fiill labour, I, in 

common with many others, lament ; few, though too 
many they certainly are, compared with thofe they 
would aifuredly be partakers of, if a Union fhould 
take place. 1 will not impofe on myfelf the unplea- 

fant and diiagrecable tafk of  weighing acknowledgedO D C* v J

grievances, and pointing out the exadt plus and 
minus: I will content myfelf with aifuming whát is 

an uncontrovertib’e fad ,  that the Diffenters of  both 
communions from the Eftablifhed Church, enjoy pri

vileges at prefent which their brethren in England do 
not; and 1 will ihen put it to any liberal man to de

cide, whether I hazard too much, in the event o f  a 
Union, in faying thefe privileges will be diminifhed, 

and the fpecious pretence for this urtjuft ail ,  will be 

the necefiity o f  having equal laws throughout tine 
Union ?*

I will now (hew you, my countrymen, the outlines 

o f  fuch a fpeech as the great political juggler would 

order one of  his Irifh “  Wha wants me ?” to make, 

when introducing a bill into the Parliament of  the 
Union, for fuch a purpofe.

Mr. S p e a k e r ,

W hen I confider the honour which m v conititu- 
enis in Ireland have done me, by fending me in: j  this 

Houfe, I am at a lofs to exprefs myfelf  in language 

fufficiently grateful. Recollecting, Sir, the honour

done

* T h is  was done, according to B lack ilo n c, b y  the Statute o f  

W ales, on the annexing o f  that principality to the crowii o f  

England, who fays, page 94. vol* l i t ,  “  that very material alte. 

rations were made in divers parts o f  their laws, fo as to rcd iu t 

tkena ntarcr to  the En^liih Jlandard.
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done me, and the duty impofed upon me by k, 
nothing but what I confider a more imperative duty, 
the general tranquillity of  the whole Union, could in
duce me to move for leave to bring in a bill., which 
mnft injure the inhabitants of  that part of the Union 
I reprelent, fo much, as the one I hold in my hand, 
and which is entitled, “  An A f t  to put the DilTenters 
of both Communions from the Eflablifhed Church, 
o f  that part of the Empire formerly called Ireland, 
on the fame footing with thofe o f  the fame Commu
nion in England.” Sir, I do not mean to deny the 
truth of the principles which I know will be advanced 
by the Honourable Gentleman* oppofite to me, the 
advocate of  civil and religious liberty, and the fteady 
and determined oppofer of  tyranny, wherever it may 
appear. Sir, I refpeft his character ; and if it did not 
appear too prefumptuous in me to offer an opinion 
on his acknowledged talents, I would fay that H ea
ven had given them to him, not for the fervice merely 
of his own country, but for the general advantage of 
the great family of human kind. But, Sir, whilíl I 
will admit the ftrength o f  his reafoning, and the im- 
poiTibility of refuting his arguments on the broad prin
ciple of moral juitice, or equal rights, you muit per
mit me to fay, that on this queftion of national tran
quillity, and the eafe of  the executive government, 1 
throw fiicn arguments out of  my contemplation; and 

I am fure this Houfe,' which did not think national 
rights any objection to the pafling of the Union which 
annihilated thom, will agree in opinion with me, that 
the partial rights o f  the Presbyterians and Roman

Catholics

* .Mr. Fox.



Catholics o f  Ireland, ought not now to be put in 
competition with the general peace o f  the Empire, 
which can only be eftablifhed, and fecured, by the 
laws being the fame for people of  fimilar religious 

perfuafions throughout the whole Union. Humble 
as I am, Sir, on this part of the cale, I fear not to 
meet the Honourable Gentleman himfelf, as his ge
nera! cry is “  equal laws;” will he then, an Engliih- 
man, agree that Irifhmen fhall enjoy advantages 
which the Legiflature of  his own country has re
peatedly refufed to the petitions of  his conftituents, 

iupported by his great, and unrivalled abilities? Sir, I 
will detain the Houfe no longer on this fubjeft ; m y 
Right Honourable Friend* on my right, with his 

acknowledged rhetorical powers, will fatisfy all your 

doubts, fhould any arife, and even your qualms of  
confcience, if  any conicience you have left.” §

Vulgar minds would think that Paddy played 

fécond, as well as firil fiddle; but Seignior Pittachio, 

who underftands managing die Houfe better than 

ordinary people, otherwife commands. In obedience 

to a previous arrangement, John Bull, as if by 

chance, fiarts up, and thus addrefles the Speaker :

u  S i r ,

Ordinary men would have been deterred from 
moving for leave to introduce fuch a Bill as that pro- 
pofed by m y Honourable Friend, and which, i f  he

L permits

*  M r. P it t .  § T h e  love o f  P a d d y ’s country is fuppofed 

to bear down Parliamentary decorum, at the moment he is con

cluding, a quJ.Ti o f  confcience having convulfed him, on account 

« f  the acknowledged iujuilice o f  the a £ .

8 i
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permits me, I will fécond. Sir, he has laid 
houfe, and the nation, under many obligations to 
him for his motion, and particularly honours me by 
accepting of my offer to fécond a Bill, which, by 
putting the Diflenters of all defcriptions, fcattered 
over the Union, on an equal footing, muft prevent 
thofe bickerings which might arife from the want o f  
it, and effedually deprive the Diffenters of England 
of  the opportunity of complaining that they were on 
a worfe footing than thofe of Ireland. Sir, I will not, 
any more than my Honourable Friend, deny, that 
when this Bill fhall have paifed into a law, the Dif
fenters of each communion in Ireland will not be 
deprived of franchifes which they now enjoy, grenier 
than thofe allowed to the fame people here : but 
give me leave to fay, Sir, they will have no right to 
complain at this diminution of privilege, as they are 
not put on a worfe footing than their brethren here, 
and therefore, I think, they ought to be very well 

fatisfied.
Sawney then rifes and fays— •

Mr. S p e a k e r ,

It may feem rather odd, Sir, that I, who am a
Prefbyterian, and whofe National Church is protected
by an exprefs Statute, ihould vote for leffening the
privileges of  Diffenters, and bringing them, but lately
emancipated from a Teft  A£t, & c.  under the provi-
iions of  fo formidable law, a fécond time. But in
truth, Sir, to me there appears nothing formidable in
it ; for fuch is the ken of  my countrymen, and fo
great their ability and fpeed in learning any thing,
that they, at fight, can read and underfland the
Creed of the Kirk, the Thirty-nine Articles, and the

Confeffion



Conseillons o f  Weftminfter. In fhort, Sir, they never 
ftumble at any thing, as my Right Honourable Friend* 
has more than once proved. Indeed, Sir, he, though a 
Preibyterian, never hefitates to qualify according to 
the Rights of the Church o f  England, if the office of  

Secretary o f  State, Treafurer o f  the N avy, & c .  be 
vacant. Sir, he is a very good example ; and I know 
no reafon why thefe Irilbmen fhould pretend to more 

religion than a Scotfman ? Sir, I vote for the motion.

Mr. Fox then rofe, and faid, Mr. S p e a k e r ,  
■ # * * • *  * # * *

♦ # ■ # • # * * *  but

more of  his fpeech I dare not report -, m y humble 

talents will not foar to the elevation of  his mind ; 
fufficient to fay, that whatever the claffic mind has 
formed to itfelf in idea, o f  Demofthenic eloquence, 

falls ihort o f  the talents difplayed this day by  that 
great man. He is indeed one, whom*I may fay in 

the language of Pope, is able

To w ake the foul b y  tender ftrokes o f  art,

T o  raife the genius, and to mend the heart,

To make mankind in confcious virtue bold,

L iv e  o ’er each fcene, and be w hat they behold.

T h e  líul is then received, read a firft, fécond, and 
tli’ d time, in violation of the ancient and eflabliflied 

rules o f  Parliament, but ftrictly conformable to Mr. 

Pitt's newly-adopted plan o f  pailing Bills o f  great 
moment, lefs confideration being necelfary on fuch 

occafions, than on a Turnpike Bill— is fent to the 
L o rd s ,  ̂agreed to by their Lordlhips; and at Eight 

o’Clock, the Lords Commiilioners, in their robes, 

give the Royal Affent to u a Bill for tranquillizing
the

*  M r. Dundas*
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the Union,”  by reducing the privileges of  thé Irifh 
Diflenters, of both communions, to the Englifh ftand- 
ard on that fubject.

Whilíl  I cannot help thinking with Mr. Burke,* 
“  That the ftate ought not to be confidered as no
thing better than a partnerfhip in a trade of pepper 
and coifee, calico or tobacco, or fome other fuch 
low concern, to be taken up for  a little temporary in- 
1er e/i 9 and to be difpofed of  by the fancy o f  the 
parties ; but that it is to be looked on with other re- 
verence, becaufe it is not a partnerfhip in things fub- 
fervient only to the grofs animal exiftence o f  a 
temporary and perijhable nature. It is a partnerfhip 
in all fcience ; a partnerihip in all art ; a partnerihip 
in every virtue, and in all perfection. As the ends 
o f  fuch a partnerfhip cannot be obtained in many ge- 
nerations, it became a partnerihip, not only between 
thofe who living, but thofe who are dead, and 
thofe who are to be born. Each contrail of each 
particular ftate is but a claufe in the great primæval 
contract of  eternal fociety, linking the lower with 
the higher natures, connecting the vilible with the 
invifible world, according to the fixed compati func
tioned by the inviolable oath which holds all phyfical 
and all moral natures, each in their appointed 
place. This law is not fubjecl to the w ill of thofe 
who, by an obligation abo' e them, and infinitely fupe- 
rior9 are bound to fubmit their will to that law. 
The municipal corporations o f  that univerfal king
dom, are not morally at liberty at their pleafurey and

on

*  Reflcft. F r . Rev. 143.
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bu their /peculations o f a contingent improvement, 
wholly to feparate and tear a funder the bands o f their 

J u 'ordinate community, and to diffolve it into an unfocial, 
(into this ftate is every fociety put, according to 

Locke and Blackftone, when the Legiilature is 
fubverted') uncivil, unconnected chaos of elementary 
principles. It is the fir ft and fupreme neceifity only, 

a neceflity that is not chofen but choofes a neceffity 

pa! amount to deliberation^ (this is not the prefent ilate 
o f  Ireland) that admits no difcujfion, and demands 

no evidence, which alone can juftify a refort to 

anarchy.”  I will, to prove to thofe who think 

Locke and Molineaux fhould be laid afide, for 

Vofter and Windgate, and the rights o f  a nation, 
concede to the “  golden rule,”  fubmit a few words 

on trade as diftinCt from conftitutional franchifes, 
connected with which it has been already confi- 

dered. W h en the advocates o f  a Union, which is 

to deftroy that free conftitution, from whence this 

bleffing naturally flows, and this fource o f  riches 
really comes, fpeak on this fubjeCt, they launch 
forth in all the pompofity ot language, and all the 

ignorance of  inexperience. They fpeak o f  Cork,  
PS ii it were to be a l y r e  or Carthage, and in their 

idea, Lrolconda s mines will lack riches, compared 

with thofe which will be found in the ftreets o f  

Cork, when the halcyon days o f  Union come, 

three proofs drawn from particular faCts, which 

faCts include in themfelves evidence o f  the general 

motives which impel, and principles that aCtuate 

capitalists, (thofe gentlemen who will then be as

numerous



numerous- in Ireland as the fand of  the fea) (hall bs 
given. The firii proof I will give, is not only ex
planatory of the principles on which capitaliftshave, 
and ever will a ft ,  but will prove to the citizens of 
Cork what a South Sea bubble the Union is, i f  any 
o f  them be fo weak as to think either that their city 
will be ferved by this meafure, or injured, if  i 
not carried. Previous to examining the proofs I 
have promifed, I will, Sir, with your leave, take a 
brief view of  what are the general operating caufes 
o f  ex-patriation, a fubjeft on which I have never 
heard one word fall from the moil zealous advo
cate of  the Union ; and yet, Sir, not only the ex- 
patrioting, but the impatrioting caufes are neceffary 
to be confidered on this queftion. And firft, Sir, 
o f  the impatrioting caufes : D o you think that falfe  
returns to writs of  Habeas Corpus, that will fub- 
ilituted for law, that tortures condemned by God, 
and forbidden by every civilifed ftate in the world,* 
declared near two hundred ago by the unanimous 
opinion of  all the judges of  England, on a cafe

referred

*  L o rd  Chancellor Fortefcue in his admirable treatife entitled, 

D e  Laudibus Legum  Angliæ, fays in chap. 22, concerning 

torture, p. 4 1 .  u  In France they put the accufed to the rack, 

by which over cautious and inhuman ftretch o f  policy, the fu f- 

peftcdy as well as the really guilty, are, in that kingdom, tortured fo 

many ways, as is too tedious and bad for defcription. W h o  that has 

ence gone through this horrid trial by torture, be he never fo  inno

cent,, who w ill not rather confefs him fclf guilty o f a ll kinds o f wretch- 

ednefs, than undergo like tortures a fécond time ? N ow , what 

certainty can there arife from fuch extorted confeiïions ? Such a 

praftice, fays this learned Chancellor, ihould be called the high 

road to hell.
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referred to them, that the common law o f  that 
country, which is the law o f  Ireland, did not, 
on any account, allow o f  it, that all thefe caufes 

colleftively, are fufficiently feducive, or either 
o f  them individually, is a fufficient inducement 

to make the clothier of  Somerfetihire, who borders 
on the Avon, or the merchant of  Briftol quit the 

Severn, to fettle on the Boyne, or the Biackwater ? 

D o  you think the ferge-makcrs and thickfet manu
facturers of  Exeter, and its charming environs, e x 
ceeded only in beauty and magnificence by thofe 
o f  my native city, will be feduced by fuch bounties 

to crofs the channel ? D o  you think the fhip-wrights, 

fail-makers, & c .  & c .  of Port (mouth and Plymouth, 
will leave their elyfian Iile o f  Wight, and the gro- 
tefque Edgecumbc, to fettle at Cork’s Cove, to enjoy 
thefe advantages. No, Sir, fooner will the Ethiopian 

change his colour, or the leopard his fpots, than an 

Englifhman, by force, barter his prefent evils for 
the enjoyment of  fuch extraordinary blclfmgs; a fyren- 

tongued Minifter m ay deceive his honeft and un- 

fuipe&ing mind, and accompliih his own vile machi

nations by fraud and covin ; but to open force, he 

never will furrender M agna Charta and the Bill of 
Rights ; that love of  liberty, which is univerfal, is 

increaied by habit in the Englifhman, and aifociating 

that idea folely with his own country, (which aifo- 
ciation is his crime) he laudably takes it, as his 

wife, “  for better or for worfe.” T h e  univerfal ex
patriating caufes fhall now be confidered, and I be

lieve, I may lay, without a pollibility o f  contradiction, 

that they are but two, Perfecution and Poverty ; from

thefe
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thefe, it may be faid, a third does fometimes arife, 
one made by equal portions from thefe two general 
caufes of emigration. What, Sir, made the anceftors of 
the prefent Americans emigrate?— Civil and Religious 
Perfecution. What has made the Anceftor of that 
family, which is a bleflingto this country, emigrate 
from France? that jFamily! the effects of who4k real 
religion I have had an opportunity of fering in Works 
o f  Charity and Mercy ; whofe Creative Hand, not only 
makes Wealth for itlelf, but difFuifes it throughout the 
country, in every way that can add to its iirength 
and happinefs; by Education, the firft of all national 
bleifings, by Mercies incalculable, and Charities in
numerable— Perfecution, and that/so forReligion. If it 
were given to man, to trace effefts to caufes, we might 
poflibly fee, in the fubverfion of the French monarchy, 
vengeance taken, for the infult offered to the fu- 
preme Majefty of  Heaven, in a French king dar
ing to interfere with the prerogatives of  the Moil 
Higheft. Religion is a duty the creature owes to the 
Creator, and each is to addrefs the univerfal parent, 
in the language he beft knows. What made a 
certain defcription of  people leave the beautiful and 
highly-cultivated lands of  Armagh, where the raw 
material, and every thing neceflary to them, as 
linen manufacturers, was to be had in abundance, 
and go to the moil barren and uncultivated part o f  
Connaught ?— Perfecution. What, fome years ago, 
made whole families go from the North of  Ireland 
to America ?— Poverty. What made fo many per- 
fons formerly go from the province o f  Connaught

in

«
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in harveft time, to England ?— Poverty. W h y  has 
that number decreaied fince 1782 ?— Creative free
dom made induftry, induftry capital, and capital 
demanded more labourers. T h e  operating caufes 
then, of expatriation, are Perfecution and Poverty ; 
capital never emigrates, it enjoys at home that eafe 
and affluence, to obtain which, it was itfelf ac
quired. W e  will now lee how far this theory 
is lupported by the facts I am to produce in 

evidence, and alio at the fame time obferve 

whether they prove, as it was promifed they 
fhould, general principles. T h e  firlt then to
prove, that the capitalift will not travel, and 
that the city of C o rk  will not become a fécond 

Carthage: Milford-Haven, the fineft harbour be
longing to the Crown in Europe, where, five miles 
from the fea, I have mylelf been at anchor in a 

Man o f  W a r ,  inferior only in fituation to C o ik ,  
but Superior to that o f  Briftol or Liverpool, and, 

in capacioufnefb, equals, i f  not exceeds them al

together; and in lafety for fhips and mariners, and 
the facility of navigating veflels in and out, neither 

of thefe ports will admit o f  a companion with it ;  
the latter one has a mod dangerous entrance, and 

objections lie to the navigation o f  the Severn, which 

cannot be made to Milford-Haven. Y e t  this har« 
bour, the fineil my eyes ever beheld, with every 

part o f  it convenient for the making o f  docks for 

the largeft fhips in the world, with ground con
tiguous to every part, unbuilt on, and rent lb cheap, 

as to produce an immenfe profit to the (peculating 
builder, Jwho might ereót thereon flores, the molt

M cxtenfive,
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exteniive, and ware-houfes the moil commodious, 
i f  any kind capitalifl there were, to take them from, 
him; with a peafantry neat, induflrious, and moral; 
with provifions cheap, with an agreeable climate, 
with fuel plenty, and not dear, and above all, with 
the moil inviting and encouraging landlord, (Sir 
William Hamilton, Britifh Ambaffador at Naples) 
willing to fofter induftry* arid promote trade by 
every means in his power ; ye t this harbour, tne 
Cork o f  Wales, with all th o fe  natural and acquired 
advantages, has not been able, in upwards ot five 
hundred years Union with England, to become a le- 
cond Carthage: This  harbour, to which a ftage- 
coach will take the capitalifts o f  Briftol and Liver
pool, has not had charms to bring them -, and at 
the expiration of nearly fix hundred yeais, you 
fee this emporium o f  Welih trade, this ie- 
ducer o f  Engliili capitaliffs, with its principal 
fbreet, equal in breadth, and grandeur, to the magni
ficent lane in this city, commonly called Fleet-lane.

-  In this famous capital, which the Welih were then 
told, as the people o f  Cork are now, fee your fine 
haven, and your admirable fituation for trade, jupe- 

rior to any port in this channel ; fo far from finding 
the riches o f  Golconda, that the wealth o f  the whole 
town, would not equal the very eftabliihment of  the 
mere gatherers o f  gold, in the county o f  Wicklow. 
But not only does the rich' capitalift o f  Briftol re- 
fufe to quit his charming Clifton, with the lovely 
views o f  Somerfetihire, to fettle in Wales, contigu
ous, and to which, he can have land carriage the
whole way, and readily travel back, to vifit thofe,

whom



whom blood and friendihip have made dear to him ; 
but even he, in Liverpool,  who can boaft no Clifton, 
and whofe port not having had trade fixed there, as 
Briftol has had, for hundreds o f  years, might oil 
his firft fettling in trade, have been confidered as a 
man, who would have preferred the conterminous 

port o f  Milford, eafy o f  accefs, and internally com 
modious, without the expenditure o f  a (hilling, and 

externally better fituated for commerce, being more 
open, and nearer to the Atlantic than his own ; I 
lay, one might have believed all this, by only exa

mining the map -, bur, when to this, is added the 
evidence o f  fight, when one fees the immenfe fums 
which it was necefiary for the merchants o f  Liver
pool to expend, in order to make that harbour in
ternally ferviceable, and how no expenditure can 
make its external navigation fafe ; I declare I would 
fooner believe tranfubftantiation, than credit the man, 
who would feriouily tell me, that the political j u g 

gler, ihould by the magical word, Union, the prejlo 

o f  his art, command trade to leap from place to 
place, as a mountebank does his puppets ; no, Sir, 
trade is a thing which requires four things to fup- 
port i t *, fituation,, induftry, capital and time; two 

o f  thefe requitiies, I will call fundamental and cre
ative, and which the Iriih poffefs-, theie are fitua- 

tian and induflry, they will produce the third, and the 
fourth, man cannot m ake: i f  they are not able to 

create the third, 1 think I may lay, that we have 

an experience o f  fix hundred ye^rs, that the fitua

tion o f  C o rk  will not feduce capital, for fo long has 

Milford made a part o f  the Kngliûi Union ; and
yet,



yet, her fine fituation, could neither induce the ca- 
pitalift of  Briftol to^quit his trade, nor prevent him 
o f  Liverpool expending his money on that harbour, 
and making it, and that 'within the laft forty years, 
the grand emporium o f  the trade of England, in 
this channel ; and to rival, if not excel Briftol. 
What has done all this ? W hat has given the pre
ference to this port over Milford-Haven, and that 
even in oppoficion to the perfonal intereft of  the 
merchant ? I will tell you in the language of man, 
all over the world, “  the love of  country that 
love, fo laudable, while it only prefers the intereft 
o f  its own, to all others ; fo criminal, when to ad
vance its own, it would facrifice that o f  another. 
I quarrel with no Englishman, for that, which I 
pride myfelf on, the honour and intereft of  his na
tive land ; but I would meet him in arms, when to 
advance his, he would facrifice mine. I have too 
many dear friends in England, and, when there, ex
perienced too much friendfhip, not to admire the 
private chara&er o f  the Englifhman, and too con
genial in difpofition, not to agree with him in the 
love of country ; but that love, the facred princi
ples of honour, and moral duty, tell me, is not to 
be encouraged, when it would lead me to invade 
the rights o f  my neighbour ; he thinks Windfor 
the fineft place; I think the Phænix-Park : he has 
his Blenheim; I have my Curraghmore: he, his 
Richmond; I, my Waterfall and Dargle. Thefe 
partialities may be filly, but they are not crimi
nal : each is left in the full enjoyment of that which 
he prefers ; the right on which that preference is 
founded, was derived from God, and to him only, 
without force, will I furrender it.

T h e
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T h e  impoffibility o f  Cork being benefited by  * 

Union, I think I have dcmonftrated ; it is now nc- 
ct'ffary for me to fliew fhe cannot be injured, if  it 
Jhould not take place. M y  reafon for being o f  
that opinion is this, that it is to her fituation°and 

the neceiïïties o f  England, and not the kindnefs o f  
that nation, ihe is indebted for all her advantages ; 

and therefore, fo long as that fnuation, and thofe 
neccffities continue, they could not, i f  they would 

deprive her o f  them. T h e  fccond fa il  to prove, that 
a Union will not give us capital is, the linen manu- 

fafture o f  this kingdom, protected and foltered as it 
has been, for nearly a century, by duties and boun

ties m a manner that no other manufacture has ever 
been, either in this or any other country ; and, with 
the trade o f  the fifter kingdom open to us in this 

branch o f  commerce, and the whole world, it has 
not been able to /educe F.ngliih capital. But we mav 

remember capitalifts do not travel. T h e  third faft I 

have had from my friend, M r.  Kirwan, whofe unri

valled abilities, as a Chymift, Europe ackn ow ledges  

m all her learned publications. Speaking to him on 
this very fubjeft o f  Union, he told me the following 

anecdote, which, as it is illuftrative o f  the pofition I  

have laid down, that capital never travels, and con 

ciuhve to (hew, that neither trade nor tradefmen can 
or will fly from kingdom to kingdom, at the requeft 

or command of  Mmifters or Sovereigns, I will infert 
here. The late Emprefs of  Ruifia being particu

larly anxious to make St. Peteriburgh the depot o f

eVn ryÍ  V3luabie ln fcience> or A r a b l e  in art 
inftru&ed her AmbaiTador at London, to offer a pen.

° f  15001 a ycar to M r. Adams, the celebrated

optician,
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optician, if  he would fettle in her capital ; the Am* 
baffador made the offer, and received the following 
r e p ly  T h a t  although he, Mr. Adams, did not make 
as much as her Majefty had done him the honour to 
offer him, yet his native country had fuch charms in his 
ever,, as no money could compenfate him for the lofs 
o f ;  and that it was equally his duty to inform her 
Maiefty, that if he were to accept her penfion it 
would be a deceit on his part, as he could not render 
t h e  f e r v i c e s  expefted, unlefs her Majefty, would fettle 

there thirty branches of  trade connected with his-, 
adding, that if he were fettled at St. Peterlburgh, 
and any one of  the thirty trades were wanting, he 
could not carry on his bufmefs. I will leave it to 
every man, to make his own lefied.on on this au-

thencic anecdote.
On this fubjeft o f  trade, I will conclude, as I fet out,

with afferting, that a Union cannot g i v e  u s  any right 
to trade, which we do not at prefent poffefs, thoug , 
almoft to a certainty, we fhall be d e p r i v e d  o f  one 
which we now enjoy, that of  t r a d i n g ^ / y  to theLaft- 
Indiesfrom the port of Cork, and not obliged, as we 

{hall then be,- like the Scotch and the people o 
England, to purchafe India ftock, to be concerne in 
t h a î trade. 1 do admit, that although a Union can- 
no: increafe our rights, yet it may great y en arge t 
exerciic o f  one o f  them, lhat is, the channel trade 
which, as yet. is unfavourable to this country, and 

which, for her own purpofes, England refufes to put 
on a fair ground. Tranflate then this politico-com
mercial jargon, into the language o f  truth and na. Z', and it amounts to this : - A  rich and powerful 
nobleman acknowledges there remains an unfettW 

account between him and a farmer s dauBh' ^ f^



before he will agree to come to any fettîement witH 
her, he infifts on what is dearer than life. No, my 

Lord, replies'virgin poverty, with virtuous indignation 
flatting in her lovely e\es, Peiijb, jultice ! if  honour 
is to be its price! Death, rather than protlitution!

Sir, as 1 here conclude all my arguments, I vvou'd 
on an ordinary occafion end my letter; but as the 
fubjed matter o f  it relates to the Rights and L i

berties o f  m y country, about to be violated, i f  a 

Union ihould be propoled, I cannot take 

leave of  you, Sir, without making this letter the 

medium of m y addrefs to the Deity on their be
half, humbly fupplicating the aid, and imploring 

the aflîftance of  Him in their defence, at whole 
awful bar Kings and Parliaments muft appear to 
anfwer for all their a&s, not as here, according to 

the law “ of  exifting circumflances, ”  but by the 

rules o f  moral juftice, which no time can change, 

nor any legiflature deftroy ; and finding an ad

drefs to the Supreme Being, on a fimilar fubjetf, 

the Liberties b f  England, by one of her nobleit 
fons, Lord RutVel, I adopt his words, with the a l
teration of fubftituting Ireland for England.

In

“  H ear then, Jehovah ! hear thy f e r o n t ’ » p r a y 'r t  

B e  Ireland’ s welfare ihy peculiar care !

D efen d  her laws, her worfhip chaile, and pure,

A n d  guard her rights, while earth and heay’n endure *

O  ! let not ever fell tyrannic fvvay,

H is  blood-ftain’d ftandard on her fhores difplay !

A  N or fiery zea l ufurp thy holy name,,

Blinded with blood, and wrapt in rolls o f  flame !

In vain let flavery fhake her threatening chain,

A n d  perfecution w ave her torch in vam .”  Am en.



In the part I have taken on this occafion, and the 
fentiments I have exprefled, offence has been unin
tentionally given by me, to iome whofe friend- 
ftiips I value, whofe opinions on ordinary fubjedts I 
am bound to obey, and whofe prote&ion is ne- 
cetTary to my future advancement ; to them I fay 
in the language of the Roman moralift,

» Cari funt parentes, cari liberi propinqui familiares, fed omne* 

omnium caritatesj patria una complexa eft.

A s this juftification is offered with refpedt, fo, it is 

hoped, it will be received with kindnefs.

I have the honour to be,
S i r , & c .

U fh erV Iflan d , G E O R G E  BARNES.
M onday, D ec. i^ th , 1 79 -̂

P. S. In this letter, written in the greateft hur
ry, began on Tuefday n th ,  and a part o f  it 
fent to the Printer on Friday evening, there mull 
certainly be much to be expunged, much to be 
altered, and fomething to be added -, but the Author 
confidently hopes, that a generous Public will take 
«  the will for the deed and believe him when 
he allures them, that nothing but an imperative 
fenfe of duty, calling -upon every Iriihman to con
tribute his mite to the ftock of general informati
on upon this momentous queftion, could have in
duced him to trouble them with his humble fenti
ments at the prefent time. Whatever may be 
their fate, he refts fatisfied with the confoling re- 
fledtion, of having endeavoured to d;tcharge his 

duty to his Country, and his King.

N O T E S .
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Lord F. Campbell, Secretary to the L o r d  Lieutenant, pre- 

fented the meflage from his Excellency, which contained this 

compact, and the meilage exprefsly fiâtes, “  that his M ajefty’ i  

fcrvice required, that fome part o f  the troops, kept on the eilabliih- 

ment o f  Ireland, Jhould he employed towards the necejfary defence o f  

his M ajefly's garrifons and plantations abroad.

Com . Jour. vol. xiv. p 526, 1768.

Sir L .  Parfons faid, this compact, in order to make it more 

foleinn and binding, had been introduced into tw o o f  the molt 

folemn a&s o f  the legiflature— the grea^ money bill and the mu

tiny bill. T h is  was done, becaufe the legiilature o f  that day 

thought that a compact, thus ratified, no V icero y  could be found 

hardy enough to violate. In ihe month o f  July, 1794.J there were 

only 7000 men in the country, as appeared from the monthly re

turns o f  the army, for that year, now before the H ou fe . H e  

then moved the following reiohition :

“  Refulved, T h a t  John Earl o f  W eilmoreland, by authorizing 

fuch a number o f  regular troops to be fent out o f  this country as 

left the remainder confulerably lejs than the n u m b e r  appointed by 

law for the defencc thereof, has been g u ilty  o f  a violation o f  the 

compaft entered into with the Crow n, and o f  difpenfmg with the 

law o f  the land.”

M r. Conolly faid, that i f  this motion had not been made b 

the Hon. Baronet, he Ihould have felt himfelf called upon, as the 

mover o f  the augmentation in 176S, to make it. • W h e n  he made 

that motion, a member whom very few that he addreiTed coi^ldr 

remember, ( D o & o r  L ucas) prophefed, that thofe troops w ould b9 
maintained and paid by the c ou Mr y during peace, and never fu jfered  

remain here in time c f  w ar.

Pari. Debate vol. xv. p. 3 6 9 — 7 0 — 7 1 .

T h e  military Secretary did not vote for this truifm ; but im- 

L’ uihin^ly tells the world in his Pamphlet, in oppofition to the 

authority o f  the Commons Journal, that Ireland affords no mili

tary afiiltance to G reat Britain.

n P A G E
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• f  V  r ra,V1S Í  remarkS> fay8 M r' Anderf0n> in rnany place, 
o f  h i.  ufeful treatife on this fuhjeft, what la d  policy it was in

England, that, fo r  the /pace o f three hundred and fifty  years, at 

leaji, after the firft attempt at Ireland’s conque!!, the Englifh 

law , were not communicated to the Iriih, „ or the benefit and pro- 

{  ere° f * / W u n t o  ‘ hem, though they earneflly defired the

And. H .  Com. vol. ii. p. 2 5 1  2.

p a g e  50.
A n  attempt has been made, and that within this very year, to

t  t t  t heindependency °f
in rh ’ 7  ^ " S Adm iralty daring to exercife jurifdic-

firmn V T T  r pr° CCeding s flopped by the fpirit and 
firmnef. o f  the prefent Judge. T h e  lriih Adm iralty Court is
made Imperial by the 23d and 24th G eo. I I I .  c . 14.

P A G E
Lord Stormont, (afterwards Earl o f  Mansfield,) one of the fix- 

teen Scotch Peer,, moved thi, bufinefs in the Committee o f Pri

vileges, to refolve ,tfelf into which, the Houfe had been previ- 

oufly fummoned. His Lordihip argued the queftion moft ablv 

andpo,ntedly remarled, «  that no one could appear in perfon and 

a the fame time be reprefented by his proxy. T h e  one right

being in I,eu o f  the other, they cannot be co-exiftent. T h at the 
c ermmation , n , 7o8_ 9 , was as j o!mn> and ag

that ftands on the records o f  Parliament. His Lordihip faid, that 

the fame prerogative which had raifed two o f  the fixteen to an

r a 7ltl I m'g Xtend lh£ fame faV° Ur t0 the -h o le  num- ber, and then there would be no reprefentation.”

Lord i.oughborough, (made Chancellor in , 79^  foHowed h;a

Lordihip and maintained the fame dodrine. T h e  Houfe di-

v.ded on the queil'ion, and L o rd  Stormont’s motion was carried 
by a majority o f  52 to 38.

' A n n . Reg. 1787, p . 9 ; _ 6_ 7 _

efe two noble Lords were both in the Houfe on the 2 id  o f  

M ay ,7 9 3 ,  when a refolution contradictory to this, that affirmed 

e refolution o f  , 7 0 8 - 9 ,  which I^ rd  Stormont declared in hi,

fpeech
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fpeech to have been carried without a Jingle protea again!! it, was 

carried, and yet they did not join L o rd  Lauderdale in his prottlt

againft what in their opinion was contradiftory to the articles oT 

Union. I will not fay that L o rd  Stormont becoming Earl o f  

Mansfield, and Lord Loughborough being made Chancellor, oc- 

cafioned this difference o f  opinion; but this I will fay, that as 

yet I have fecn no refutation o f  the arguments offered b y  their 

Lordihips, and fuccefsfully preifed on the 13th o f  February 17 87.

T h e  following quotation from M r. Orde’ s fpeech, proves the juf- 

tice o f  the general remark made on page 66 :

M r. Orde began with obferving, «  that the talk he had to 

perform was extremely important, and extremely delicate ; he 

faid, he was glad however that the time was come to put an’ end 

to doubts and mifreprefentations, and to prove the conftjlency o f  

his conduit in not offering to the H oufe any thing di/agreeing with 

thi declaration that he hadfo often made; That he never w ould bring 

forw a rd  any thing that w as an infringement o f  the Conftitution o f  
Ireland*”

W ood fa ll ’ s Debate, p. i.

C D E E N D .
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