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P R E F A C E

T  O T  H E

S I X T H  E D I T I O N .

\

T h e r e  is a tide in the affairs o f  nations
as o f  men, which taken at the flood leads 
on to fortune. I confider the prefent mo
ment to be that peculiar crifis in the political 
condition o f  Ireland, that, on the ufe which 
may be made oi it, the colour o f  her future 
fate will altogether depend. W hether ihe 
continues fixed in a flate the pity of her 
iriends and the fcorn o f  her enemies, boaft- 
ing of independence yet really fubjedted,

a talking
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talking of profperity yet bleeding at every 
pore, property and life no longer under the 
fafeguard of the law, but held at the will of 
the robber or the affaffin -9 whether, I fay, 
ihe will continue fixed in fuch a ftate, or 
take the chance of putting an end to thofe 
things by affimilating her condition and in- 
dentifying her people with a country where 
morals, law and religion, yet reign ; this is the 
alternative now propofed to her and on which 
fhe is called upon to determine. Ample oppor
tunity has been given for inveiligation ; truth

♦ and falfehood have been put to the teft of 
time and difquifition, and, i f  we are a think
ing and a rcafonable people, we cannot fail 
to have formed a right judgment upon it.

Convinced as I have long been, I do not fay 
merely of the utility but of the urgent and 
preifing neceflity of fuch a meafure ; 1 have 
obferved the progrefs of this difcuffion with 
no lefs pride than pleafure— my own opinion 
was early formed in the quiet of private re
f l e x i o n  and retired enquiry— it grew out of 
the contemplation of public diftrefs, and was 
meant to meet the peculiar evil^out of which 
that diftrefs had originated. It is fome years
fïiîce when clouds and darknefs were gather

ing
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îng in our political horizon, I have enlight
ened the gloom by which we were fur- 
rounded with the bright vifion of an Incor
porate Union. T h e  fub jed  was then merely 
fpeculative. Since that time the wifdom and 
firmnefs o f government have propofed it as a 
meafure of national adoption. hen the 
rumour was firil fpread that fuch were the 
intentions o f government, the bare mention 
o f  it feemed by many to be confidered as in- 
fulting and degrading, and men whofe tem
pers and underilanding had been the theme 
o f  public applaufe (tantee ne ammis celejlilus 
irce)  refufed in indignant fcorn to difcufs or 
examine it.— Under thefe circumilances I 
prefumed upon the fruits of long meditation, 
to refill the general clamour. I wrote my \
letter to Mr. Spencer— the deferved weight 
of that gentleman’s name, the convidion, o f  
which not an enemy, i f  he had one, could 
diveil himfelf, o f  his perfect integrity, made 
me think it  right to oppofe a barrier, i f  any 
efforts o f  mine could do it, to the probable 
influence o f  his opinions. A  bar meeting 
was then held upon the fu b jed ,  the refult is 
well known. Wide as the field ©f difcuifion 
was which the queilion prefented to an

enquiring
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enquiring mind ; various as were the topicks 
which it fruitfully afforded, the delay of a 
little month, was refufed by a clafs of think
ing men for deliberation or reflection. With 
fuch an example it can excite little wonder, 
that other claifes ihewed equal precipitation. 
Indeed, to the intemperate refolutions of the 
bar, I attribute almoit entirely the early op- 
poiition which this meafure met with. Men 
whofe only motives were perfonal ambitiori 
and felf-intereft, and men who were aduated 
by the moil deadly hoftility to the welfare of 
both countries, I mean the confpirators for 
feparation, flocked in crowds to the ftandard 
which had been ere&ed by the bar, under 
whichthey plainly faw they could forward their 
views, and might fave their reputation.

HavingpublicklydiiTented from thepubliih- 
ed opinion of my brethren, I thought I owed it 
to myfelf and to them to enter into a minute 
detail of the grounds upon which I had formed 
that opinion, and to give it to the public. I 
did fo in the following- pamphlet. The im
portance of the queflion have given it a degree 
of circulation which I could not otherwife 
have hoped for, from any publication of mine. 
It was originally published juft previous to

the
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the laíl feífion o f  parliament ; popular delufion 
was then at the higheft. Neither that delu
fion, nor the coldnefs o f  affected friends 
for the prefumption of differing in opinion 
from them,nor profeifionalcombination which 
fcnfibly eftimated the talents o f  the advocate 
by the ftate o f  his political opinions, have 
flood between me and the conjidered purpofe 
o f my mind. I could not difcern any argu
ment in clamour, or any truth or juftice in 
an unmanly confpiracy -, I clung to the hope, 
I trufl now realized, that we were not alto
gether without the febeme o f  God’s mercy to 
nations, and that, once the great outward im
pediment to our profperity had been removed 
by the deftruótion o f  the mifhiken policy o f  
Great Britain, lie would not fuffer his bene
ficence, fo vifible in the natural advantages o f  
this country, to be marred by the perpetuated 
folly o f  its inhabitants. I relied much alfo 
upon what I know to be the character o f  m y  

countrymen : I knew, that, though we were 
a proud and irritable nation, we were alfo an 
acute and difcerning one. In the two firil 
o f  thefe qualities, I could readily trace the 

fource of that early refiitance which the mere  

propofition o f  an Union met with here; and I

confidently
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confidently relied upon the laft as certainly, 
however ilowly, remedying the evils which 
flowed from the former.

Unfortunately Parliament met at the mo
ment, when the public irritation was at its 
higheft. Nothing was left undone by  the in
tended oppofers of the meafure, to excite 
and fupport that irritation ; every topick by 
which national pride could be inflamed, or 
national antipathy excited, was unhappily 
brought forth and fuccefsfully applied to. T o  
convince the underftanding if  fuch a thing 
had been poifibler, was too flowaprocefs for the 
objedl they had in view. The pallions were 
to them much more legitimate auxiliaries, 
the iifue correfponded with their exertions, 
and the parliamentary difcuflion was poit-
poned for a feafon.

So far as the lot of an individual is affeded 
by that of his country, I feel grateful to Pro
vidence that this poftponement has been but 
temporary. In the interval the queflion ha 

.been examined in every poffible fhape in 
which it can preíent ltfelf to the human mind. 
Notwithftanding the ridiculous, and contemp
tible, if  it were not wicked, affedation of
coercion and reftraint ; of a fubdued prefs and

military
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military defpotifm, I believe, at no time, 
nor in any country, has individual opinion 
more boldly ftalked abroad. E very  degree o f 
underftanding, every modification of princi
ple has had its ihare in this literary warfare. 
Phrenzy and folly, wit and argument, fedi- 
tion and patriotifm have each in their turn 
taken the field, and each has employed thofe 
weapons beft fitted to the nature o f the com
batant.

T h a t  there is a difference o f opinion even 
among the honeft and wife, amounts to no
thing more than that politics are not a de- 
monftrative fcience. M an y  other circum- 
fiances, however, contribute to a divifion of 
fentimenton this peculiar fubjedt. E verym an , 
o f  whom there are many, who is fearful o f  
any change whatever, every man who has a 
prefent andperfonal intereft in exifting abufes, 
and prefers that to a remote and general ad
vantage t and every man whom the men o f  
talents, to be found in thefe two claffes, can 
influence and govern, will be againft the 
meafure. W e  may judge how numerous 
this laft clafs is from the number o f indivi
duals, now indeed daily diminiihing, whom 
our intercourfe with fociety every where

fh e w s
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ihews us giving up their political judgment 
to the opinion of one great leading character, 
and implicitly governing their faith by the 
creed he has thought proper to publiih. The 
mifchief ariiîng from this might be perma
nent, i f  the eminent perfon to whom I 
allude had on all occafions profeffed the 
fame opinions. Fortunately, however, we 
have the fame advantage over him, which 
the old woman claimed over Philip of Ma- 
cedon, when he rejeded her petition ; we 
can appeal from him at one feafon, to himfelf 
at another. Were there no other inftance, 
than the motto I have chofen for this pamph
let, which I feleded as the higheil authority 
I could refort to in corroboration of my own 
opinions, it would fufficientlyihew the radi
cal change his mind has undergone upon thofe 
principles, by a reference to which alone the 
queftion of an Incorporate Union can be de
termined. I do not mean in this place to 
make anv obfervations on the fpeech which 
he thought lit to pronounce in parliament on 
this fubjed during the laffc feiiion. He has 
already had much more able commentators 
than I can pretend to be ; it would now be 
ufelefs for me to follow the anfwers which

that



that fpeech has given rife to, as a  friend to 
t ie  Union, I cannot regret that it was madç. 
I f  it had not been fpoken wc ihould have 
been without Mr. Smith's Reply or the ob- 
fervations on thofe parts o f it which relate to 
trade.

Since Í firil addreiîed the public on this 
queilion, the fu b jeâ  has been amply difcuffed 
in both houfes o f  the jBritifh Parliament. 
M y  Lords Aukland* Sheffield and Minto in 
the Houfe of Peers j M r. Pitt, Mr. Adding
ton and Mr. Douglas jn the Houfe o f  Com
mons, have each in their turn examined the 
fubjeit. So much genius and talents have fel- 
dom united in the difcuffion o f  any fingle 
queilion. T h e  moil comprehenfive, and, I  
may add, philofophic v iew  o f  it has been 
taken by my Lord Minto. His theories are 
the d iilind images o f  hiilory and pradlice : in 
them all you difce.rn the natural qualities o f  
man putting into aólion the artificial combi
nations o f  fociety j the reader as he turns 
over his pages, feels in his own experience 
unqueilioned evidence o f  the juflice o f  the 
Speaker’s reafoning -, there is fcarcely a topick 
which the fu b jed  admits o f  that he has not 
touched,— Nullum fe re  quod non tetigit, nullum 
tetigit quod non ornavit.

b T h e
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The early oppofition which this meafurc 

met with here, is in itfelf a proof, if  a n ^  
further were wanting, of the abfolute neceifi- 
ty there is of carrying it into effed ; it proved 
the extent of thofe ideas of hoflility and 
diftindnefs that are the natural growth o f  
that fpecies of connexion which at prefent 
hold us together,— the inherent vice o f that 
connexion is that it fuppofes or creates a diJiinSi 
intereji between the two countries. The eff'ential 
virtue o f an Union is that it is calculated gra
dually to remove and finally to annihilate that' 
hoftile Jentiment. While we remain as we are, 
fear, diftruft, and fmothered hatred will al
ways exift in one degree or other. Circum- 
ftances may arife, under which this hatred 
may become'avowed, this fear and diftruft 
ripen into indignation and refinance, and the 
whole conclude by a feparation equally ruin
ous to the true interefts of both countries. 
Even if  fentiments fo hoftile to mutual 
profperity ihould not exiil, flill under our 
prefent mode of connexion, England muft be 
confidered as another country. Without re- 
curringto whattookplace in Roman language, 
(which in this refped followed the natural
fentiments of mankind,), that foreigner and 

 ̂ enemy
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e n e m y  w e re  defignated b y  the fame term in 

fpeech, ye t  fo long as there is fu ch  a m otive  

to h u m an  adtion as patriotifm, the idea o f  

a n o t h e r  c o u n try  is neceifarily  aifociated  

w i t h  the idea o f  diftin&nefs,  excites at beit 

b u t  diminifhed regard and more generally  in

difference and alienation. H ow the energies  

o f  a rtate can be at their higheft, w h e n  it is 

divided into diftind: g o vern m en ts,  and its 

inhabitants meted out into iíolatcd claiïes,  

is for thofe to prove, w h o  feek the profperity  

o f  thefe kingdom s, by perp e tu atin g  fu c h  re
lations.

It would be difficult to make a feniible 
Engliihman p en ed ly  underftand the grounds, 
upon which the people o f  this country are 
folicited to ieje& a Union. He would require 
an addrefs to his undemanding, not an a p 
peal to his paifions. I f  you told him that our 
independence was to be facrificed, he would 
require you to define the independence you 
enjoyed ; he would require you to ihew him 
that the independence of which you boafted, 
had, or in theprefentftate o f  things could have" 
anadualand  pradical exiftence; he would not

beduped by the founding o f  a name, but would
draw his concluions from fad s ,  and from fa d s  
only. I f  you told him the Irifh conftitution

would



would be deflroyed, he would aik you, would 
you not acquire the Britiih, and it would be 
difficult to perfuade him that you would not 
benefit by the exchange. I f  you faid your 
trade would be ruined, he would exprefs his 
furprife how this efîed could be produced by 
holding out a fecurity for Britiih capital to 
be employed in your trade and manufadure; 
i f  you eXpreifed your diilruft of the Britiih 
minifler, and declared that you could not 
believe that the good of this country was 
intended by him, and that you were fatisfied 
his only obied was revenue, he would aik 
you how there could be revenue without 
weáíth, or wealth without traxle, or either 
without induilry and quiet. I f  the minifter 
feeks that" end through fuch means, what 
have you to do with his motives ; i f  the mi- 
nifter cannot benefit himfelf with benefiting 
you, are you therefore to quarrel with your 
own good fortunes ? if you faid (which is 
the fame objedion in another form) that your 
taxes would be greater, he would beg to be 
informed how you proved that a nation was 
poor and diflreffed, becaufe its taxes were 
great and unexampled ; he would aik you, it 
the general ilate and condition of England

was
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was better when its taxes amounted only to 
a million a year, or now when they amount
ed to thirty millions a year ? I f  an avowed 
friend to feparation ihould tell him that hé 
objedled to an Union, becaufe, in his opinion, 
it would lead to feparation, he would admire 
his national propenfity to blunder, and, being 
uncertain whether he ihould fet him down 
as à knave or a fool, he would probably in his 

plain underiianding confider him as both.
It is frequently aiked by thofe who oppofe 

the meafure o f  an Incorporated Union, is an 
independent Iriih conftitution incompatible 
with Britiih connexion ?— T h e  queftion is 
intended to involve in it a dilemma from 
which it is fuppofed the advocates for an 
Union, will find it difficult to free themfelves. 
It is very inaccurately put— the meaning o f  
thofe however from whom it comes is fuffi- 
ciently obvious. T h e y  intend to a ik ,—-is the 
continuance o f  Britiih connexion incompati
ble with the exiftence o f  a diftind and inde
pendent Iriih legiilature ? In this w a y  of 
putting the queftion, which is the only way 
in which it applies to the prefent argument, 
I anfwer without hefitation in the affirmative. 
I íhall not here infift upon the circumftance,

that
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that our connexion with Great Britain is in
A

truth on our part a dependent connexion— that 
the King of Great Britain is of right, and as 
King o f Great Britain, King of Ireland,— that 
as to his political exiftence and the extent of 
his * inherent regal powers, he is, fo long as 
our prefent conflitution laits, utterly beyond 
the control of the Iriih parliament, though 
by the laws and conftitution of Great Britain 
the executive authority of that country is 
fubjed, both as to the hands in which it ihall 
be lodged, and as to the extent of its powers 
to the control of the Britiih parliament, who 
may therefore in this way appoint or modify 
the executive authority of Ireland. I fay, I 
ihall not infift upon thefe matters, though as 
the executive authority conftitutes the third 
eftate of our legiilature, it ihews in the ori
ginal form of our connexion, an indired but 
neceifary dependence upon the Britiih parlia
ment.

Upon the reftoration of our independence, 
as it has been called, in 1782, this dependent 
annexation, as it is called by our ftatutes, of 
the crown of the Ireland upon that of Eng

land,

* In  confequence of the conflitutiona! principle here mentioned, 
the  Iriih parliament did not attempt to confer the crown of Ire
land upon K ing William, they fimply recognized his title, which 
took efFcft four years before that recognition.
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land, w a s  not thought fufficient to fecure the 
connexion between the two countries. It 
w a s forefeen by our own legiilature that fur
ther provifions were neceifary to guard againft 
the effeéîs which might proceed from the 
exifience o f  feparate legiilatures connected 
only by the tye o f  a  common, though on one 
part dependent executive authority. T h e y  
accordingly enaded that no bill ihould re
ceive the royal afTent here, unlefs certified 
into this country under the great feal o f  
Great Britain— that is, that no lawr fhall 
pafs in this country without the aiTent 
o f  a member of the Britifh cabinet, refpon- 
fible to the Britifh parliament and irrefponfi- 
ble to us for whatever he does as a member 
of that cabinet. T h a t  however is not all : not 
only we cannot pafs a law in this country with
out lucli affent o f  fuch refponfible officer, but 
we cannot hold any parliament at all without a 
licence under that fame great feal o f  Great 
Britain*. So far then as the refponfibility o f  
a cabinet minifter o f  Great Britain fub jeds 
him to the influence of a Britifh parliament, 
fo far does that influence interfere with the 
palling o f  any law whatever in this country,
and even with the holding o f  a parliament 
here.

* See Lord  Yelverton’s aft paffim.



By ftating. theíe  provifions, I am  far 

from  objeóting to  them . I th in k  they w e re  

w ife  and  n eceifary  in the extrem e, and that 
w ith o u t  fuch  inroads upon our independence 

it  w o u ld  h a v e  been im poffible to m ain ta in  the 

connexion  a fingle hour. B u t  even  thefe con- 

cefiions to B r it i ih  control h ave  not been foun d  
Sufficient. T h e  en joym ent o f  great part o f  

o u r trade depends upon fo llo w in g  im p lic it ly , 

in  m a n y  in flances, the regulations m ade and 

to be made by G r e a t  B r ita in ,  w ith  r e f p . i t  to 
her colonial trade. W e  h a v e  Iegiilutively  

declared  (and w e  h a v e  w ife ly  fo declared) 

th at it is ju ft  and reasonable w e  ihould  do fo 

in  certa in  re fp e tfs  pointed out in o u r  f la tu te  

b o o k , and f o f a r  as that creates an o b liga tio n , 

w e  are under the neceiiity  o f  com plyin g .
W it h  regard  to the great im perial queftion, 

o f  peace and w a r  in w h ic h  the intcrefts o f  

the  co u n try  m uft be a lw a y s  fo m ateria lly  in 

v o lv e d , the n atu re  o f  ou r connexion  requ ires 

th at w e  ihould  a b fo lu te ly  g ive  up all practical 
exerc ife  o f  ou r theoretic  right o f  control. In  

cafe  the K in g  o f  G r e a t  B r ita in  declared w a r  
an d  w a s  Supported therein  b y  the parliam ent 

o f  G re a t  B r ita in ,  w h a t  choice w o u ld  rem ain  

to the leg ifla tu re  o f  this co u n try  ? T h e  K in g  
in  his declaration  o f  w a r  could not Separate
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his capacity o f  K ing o f  Great Britain from 
his capacity o f King o f Ireland: we muff 
therefore be neceffariiy parties in it, our 
trade expofed to danger and our country to 
invafion. Can we ever then make it a ques
tion, whether we will proted the one or 
guard the oth,er ? M uff  we not follow the ex
ample o f  Great Britain, and i f  we mull, what 
becomes of our right to control ? T h e  right 
indeed remains to us, but it remains a right 
without power ; in order to preferve the con7 
nexion, the exercife o f  it mud be furrendered.

T h u s '  we fee that the parliament o f  
Great Britain can make laws to bind the 
crown of Ireland, and regulate its defcentj 
that we can make no law, nor even hold a 
parliament in this country, without the affent 
o f  a relponfible cabinet minifter o f  that coun
try ; that we enjoy great part o f  our trade 
on the terms o f  following implicitly the re
gulations o f a foreign legiflature, and that 
w e  have no practical control in the great 
queftions o f  peace and w ar  -, and that all thefe 
dedu&ions from flr ii l  legiflative independence 
are confidered as eifentially neceffary to the 
prefervation of Britiih connexion. I f  the pre
fent connexion continues, what further con-

c ceiitons
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ceiïïons may be required to render it perma
nent and fecure, (if any fuch can do it) it is 
impofîible to determine *; but this much is 
demonftratively certain, that its continuance 
is incompatible with a diftind and abfolutely 
independent legiilature in this country ; there
fore, thofe who oppofe an Union on the ground 
of maintaining the independence of Ireland, 
ought ferioufly confider the nature of the 
Irifh conftitution as it ftands at prefent. In 
this part of the argument I fet afide altoge
ther any confideration of the neceiTary in
fluence of the fuperior country in the coun
cils of the inferior, and, with the exception 
o f  our power of control in queftion of peace 
or war, confine myfelf entirely to the written 
provifions whereby one country is fubjeded
to the other.

It is a vulgar error that we enjoy the 
Britifh conftitution, or that we ever can 
enjoy it under any poflible mode of 
connexion with that country, ihort of an 
Incorporate Union. In Great Britain J,he 
parliament of that kingdom by the exprefs 
provifions of its conftitution can appoint and 
regulate its executive authority. In this

country
* See the propofal dated in tbe following pamphlet of a ftrenu- 

ous npppofer of an Union, to  make flill further inroads upon 
our independence, in order to  preferve the prêtent cónnexion.



P R E F A C E
country the parliament of Ireland are pre
cluded by the exprefs provifions o f  its own 
laws from all interference whatever on fo ef- 
fential a branch of the conflitution. In Great 
Britain there is no third citate between the 
parliament and the king, whofe previous 
aifent is neceifary to the paffing o f  their laws. 
Whenever a bill paiTes the two houfes of 
parliament in that kingdom, the opinion o f  
the executive m ujl be known by an exprefs 
admiffion or rejedtion. N o  council or minif- 
tercanftand between the parliament and the 
throne. B v  our conftitution, however, there 
is an intermediate inftrument, as to us inde
pendent and irrefponfible, upon whofe adt, 
without any interference whatever o f  the 
royal prerogative, the fate of any bill, though 
paifed by both houfes o f the Iriih parliament, 
muit in fadt depend. B y  the Britiih conftn- 
tution, the king cannot difccntinue the-ufe 
of a parliament there for more than three years 
— here he is under no fuch reitridtion, and it 
cannot even be holden at all without a 
licence under the great feal o f  another k in g '  
dom * .  Great Britain holds no part o f her 
trade to the joint poiTelTions o f  the empire up

on.
* 1  he pra&ice o f  g ran ting  the fupplies for a year only, infures, 

in ordinary times, the annual m eeting o f  parliament— this, how 
ever, coes not arife from any conditu tional provifion on our patt.
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on the terms of adopting the commercial ré
gulations of another country, and ihe pradi- 
cally enjoys both the right and the power of 
controling the executive authority, in the 
great queftions of peace and war.

Such are a few of the marked diftindions 
between the Britifh and Irifh conilitutions—• 
thofe differences, at leafl thofe of them which 
are of much importance, arife from and grow 
out of the nature of ourprefent conne d in —  
they are deemed neceffary for its prefervation,. 
and it could eafily be fhewn that they are in
effic ient for that purpofe -, but who does not 
fee in them a fruitful fource of national difcon- 
fent, difunion and rupture? What a theme do 
they furnifh for the popular declaimer toroufe 
indignation and to call for redrefs— what ima
ginary wrongs might be deduced from this 
avowed inferiority of the Irifh conftitution—  
what a lever for an enthufiafl or a knave to 
roufe a proud, high-fpirrted and powerful 
people! Who does not fee how effedually the 
battles of feparation might be thus fought 
under the banners of Independence! A flrid 
independence is incompatible with the nature 
o f  our prefent connexion; but it may well be 
argued, that l ir id  independence is the right 
o f  every free nation -, and ihould the people 
» b e



be once induced to a it  under the influence

of  fuch an opinion, there is an end o f  the 
connexion, or it rauft be maintained by force. 
I  confider an incorporate Union as the only 
effectual guard againft one or other of thefe 
alternatives. I  conceive it to be the only 
poiîible fcheme o f  political regulation by which 
Ireland can at once obtain the Britiih con- 
ftitution in its form and effence, and by 
which Britiih connexion can be rendered 
fecure and permanent. W ith thefe hopes 
and thefe views, I feel that I a d  the part of 
an honefi man in promoting its accom- 
pliihment to the utmoft o f  my power.

I f  I  could trace in the propofed Union 
any o f  the new-fangled fchemes o f  modern 
philofophy, any new fyflem grounded on the 
fantaftical and lately-difcovered rights o f man, 
I ihould have been among the firil to oppofe 
and to rejed it. I lee however nothing in it, 
but the tried and known principles o f  the 
Britiih conftjtution, adapted to a greater 
population and an enlarged extent o f  ter
ritory.— I fee nothing more in it, than the fur
ther extenfjon o f  that principle o f  union, by 
tne adoption of which, from time to time, 
the Britiih Empire has rifen to its prefent

unrivalled



unrivalled greatnefs. We have not merely 
precedent in many inftances, but the fuccefs 
of it in all to govern and direft us. Is it 
then the experience of fix centuries of mifery 
and diftrefs, that is to tie us down for ever 
to our prefent condition ? Muft time pafs 
over this country alone without bringing 
along with it wifdom and refledion ? I do 
not thus defpair of it ;  no important change 
was ever yet aifeded in the great concerns of a 
nation which had any pretenfion to freedom 
without much oppofition in its progrefs. It is 
well that it is fo ; that oppofition feldom pre
vails in preventing the final f u c c e f s  of a mea- 
furc'called for by true wifdom— fadion may 
triumph for a time—deiufion may have tem
porary fway— the people in the end howe
ver will fee their true interefts, and feeing,

will purfue them.
T h e  oppoiition which this meafure met

with in an early ftage, on the ground of its 
being an innovation, was founded in a radi
cal ignorance of the hiflory of this country 
neither the idea or pradice of any union 
was any novelty here ; it had, in fome in- 
ilances, as I have proved, exifted in fad , and 
was at all times the cheriihed hope of the ueft

xxii P R E F A C E .
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and wifeft among us— An extraordinary docu
ment to ihew the prevalence o f that deiire at 
an early period o f our hiftory has lately fallen 
within my obfervation. It fully proves the 
anxious wiih, which even the parliament o f  
this country (that body o f  men, whofe perfon- 
al intereft was mofl likely to be affeded by an 
Union), deeply felt and folicitoufly expreifed 
upon this fubjed. T h e  year 1706  had been 
employed by the Engliih minifters in a f fed -  
ing the Union between England and Scotland. 
Shortly after it was compleated, a feiTion o f  
the parliament o f  this kingdom was held, 
which begun on the ift of Ju ly ,  170 7  *. Lord 
Pembroke, who was then Lord Lieutenant, 
made, as ufual, a fpeech to both houfcs o f 
parliament : the minds o f  the Engliih people 
being then averfe to any Union with this 
country, from that fpirit o f  commercial jea- 
loufy, which it is the glory o f  the prefent 
times to have fcouted and abandoned, 110 
notice whatever was taken o f  the Scottiih 
Union in the fpeech from the Throne. Th is  
can only be accounted for from the deiire on 
the part o f  the Engliih adminiftration, that no 
fimilar meafure ihould become the fub jed  o f

parliamentary

* See the Commons Journals far that fdBon.
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parliamentary difcuffion here; otherwife it 
cannot be fuppofed, that a n  event fo momen
tous to the empire at large, ihould have been 
pafled over in utter filence upon the very next 
occaiion o f  aíTembling the parliament of this 
kingdom. This intention, however, of the 
framers of that fpeech, did not fucceed to the 
extent which was wiihed. So anxious was 
the Iriih parliament of expreffing its defires 
on the fubjed, that they violated the ufual 
etiquette of parliamentary proceeding, and in 
their reply to the fpeech totally outftep tne 
limits it had prefcribed to them. They begin 
in their reply with their heartfelt congratula
tion upon the glory the Queen had acquired 
in accompliihing the Union of her Majefly s 
kingdoms, England and Scotland. They call 
it a great and glorious work, above the wifdom 
o f former times. They ftate th z great difficulties 
which impeded it, and do homage to the 
greatnefs of that genius by which they were 
furmounted. They addrefs themfelves to 
God, that he may be inftrumental to their 
wiihes, and they fervently befeech him, to 
put it into the royal heart of their queen, to 
add greater Jlrengtb and lujlre to her crown,
by a yet more compreben/he Union. Such

was
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was the language and fuch were the fenti- 
raents o f  the parliament o f that day ! they 
were willing to facrifice their perfonal ambi
tion on the altar o f  public good— no effeft, 
however, followed from this exprefllon of 
their defires; the meafure was above the wif
dom o f  the times.

It remains for our day and for the prefent 
parliament to carry into effedt the anxious 
wifhes o f  their predeceifors. It remains to 
be determined, whether we have been as 
retrograde in wifdom as the people o f  E n g 
land have been progreflive., Whether the 
narrow notions o f  an illiberal policy, from 
which they have unfettered their minds, have 
transferred themfelves to ours, and are Hill 
to be one ihape or other, the bane o f  Irifh 
profperity.

For myfelf, I confefs, I have other hopes. Í 
do not think that it will be left to pofterity to 
fay, that the meafure was above the wifdom of 
our times. I feel happy that 1 ihall be ont 
infirumental in the accompliihment of this 
great work ; and i f  I could hope for future 
fame, I would d e fre  to be remembered in no 
other character, than as the zealous advocate 
for an incorporate union.

For the noble Lord who, in the name o f  
the Sovereign, prefides over the councils o f

d this
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this kingdom, I would befeech him to go on—» 
I would fay to him almoft in the words which 
Mr. Burke ufed on an occafion much lefs 
worthy the efFufions of his divine eloquence : 
** You are doing a great good, fuch as rarely 
falls to the lot, and as rarely coincides with 
the defires of any man. Ufe your time— 
you are now on a great eminence— the eyes 
of mankind are turned on you— you have 
lived long—-you have done much, but here 
is the fummit ; you have never exceeded, you 
will never exceed what you are now about 
to do. There is not a tongue which will not 
blefs the prefiding and manly beneficence of 
him who has pfopofed this great work to us. 
This tribute you deferve ; and it will furely 
be paid, when all the jargon of party, influ
ence, and patronage are fwept into oblivion.”

W I L L I A M  JO H N SO N.

Harcourt+Jireet)
Dublin.

Jan .  1 3 , 1 800 .
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& c .  & c .

P e r h a p s  no people in the world require
more time to form a juft opinion upon a fubject 
touching their own întereft, than the people o f this 
Country : they have all the ardour and inconfider- 
atenefs of youth, unfubdued by a long continuance 
o f  chaitifement and affliftion. This by no means 
proceeds from any radical deficiency o f  good fenfe, 
but from moral caufes, which have abfolutely pro
longed our infancy as a nation. This peculiar 
character o f  my Countrymen was never more con- 
fpicuous, than from the manner in which the fup- 
pofed intention o f  propofing an Union between this 
Country and Great Britain has been received here ; 
— alarm, difdain, indignation, vengeance,

“  Each, for madnefs ruled the hour,
“  W ould  try  his own extatic pow ’r .”

* One author dates it as his opinion, that the 
Country’s vengeance would be rouzed by the bare

b  mention

* M r. Jebb
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mention of fuch a meafare ; and, after describing* 
with all due horror, the miferablecondition to which 
we have been reduced, aiks, “  who, under fuch 
circumdances, will venture to exprefs, in the honed 
terms of virtuous indignation, his opinion on the 
annihilation of our Parliament ?”  1 fhould be glad 
to know from this writer, whether the terms, in 
which he has exprefied himfeif, be honed, or the 
indignation he has ihewn, be virtuous ? I f  they 
are, why have the Triangles and the Gallows,”  
whofe effedts he deplores in fuch truly melan
choly drains, had no effett upon him ? 1 he truth 
is, thefe angry patriots mean not half they fay ; for, 
in a few pages after, the fame author defcribes the 
p r e s e n t  fituation of this Country to be tran
quillized and happy, and, through all that remains 
o f  his Pamphlet, feems never once to have dreamt 
o f the Gallows or the Triangle.

The only thing confoling in this violent burd of 
alarm is, that it cannot be lading. W e ihall look 
with a deadier eye than we have yet done, at the 
objeft which has excited it ; the delufion of our 
fenfes will wear away, and we ihall fmile in the hour 
o f  fober recolleaion, at the idle fears by which we
have been made miferable.

T o  afiid, as far as I can, in forwarding this 
defirable end, I am induced, once more, to 
intrude upon the public. *1 hat I have efcaped 
the fear which has fo generally affected others, 
1  do not attribute to any fuperior fagacity of 
my own ; I owe it to the iimple accident o f 
having had my mind long fince turned to the

confideration



confideration o f  this queilion. Engaged, in no 
way whatever, in the divifions which have dif- 
trafted this Country, fave in a deep fenfe o f  
that common mifery they had brought upon us, 
in which, as an individual, I took my full {hare, 
I have for a confiderable time turned my attention 
to a confideration o f the caufes o f  thofe peculiar 
evils under which this kingdom has fo long la
boured. Among them it was eafy to trace, neither 
lait nor leaft, the anomalous connexion which 
conftitutionally binds Ireland to England. A s a 
matter o f  deliberate regulation between two Coun
tries, it is, I believe, unparalleled in the hiftory 
o f  the World ;— in its rife, progrefs and confum- 
mation. The only thing refembling it was the 
connexion between England and Scotland before 
the Union ;— that, however, was matter o f  
mere accident, owing to the right o f  the refpe&ive 
Monarchies verting in the fame perfon, and it was 
remedied as foon as the temper o f  the refpective 
Countries would in any way warrant the change.

Here, however, i f  we iuppofe our ftatute-book 
to contain the deliberate will o f  the nation, we 
have folemnly attached the Monarchy o f ’ this 
Country to the perfon o f  the K ing o f  Great-Bri- 
tain and his lucceiTors for ever, and we have, by 

the lame ftatute-book, referved to ourfelves the 
abfolute right o f  a Parliament o f  our own to form

with the King o f  Great-Britain the exclufxve G o 
vernment o f  this Realm.

ihere are but iour pofflble modes by which this 
Country can be connected with Great-Britain—-ihe

mutt
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'tnuft eitherbe altogether fubjeft to its legiflative and 
executive authority, without any Parliament of her 
own, and then ihe is a mere province or colony at 
the abfolute difcretion of the parent Country ; or 
ihe may have the fame executive and a feparate 
legiflative with a controling and paramount power 
in the Parliament of the Sifter Kingdom ;— this was 
our condition previous to the year 1782 ; or ihe 
may have the fame executive authority with a 
legiflature theoretically independent, but practically 
dependent. Such has been the nature of our con
nexion fince the repeal of the 6th o f George the 1 ft : 
or, laftly, ihe may be united to Great Britain as 
one Country, fubjeft to the fame executive autho
rity, duly reprefented in the Common Parliament 
o f  the empire, entitled to the fame privileges, pof- 
fefling the fame rights, enjoying the fame laws, and 
iharing in the fame fortunes.*

I have fet down thefe four modes o f connexion 
in the order in which they ftrike my under- 
ftanding to be feverally worthy of adoption— on 
the two firft it is unneceflary to fay any thing—  
they are both degrading to the feeling, and deftruc- 
tive to the happinefs, of a people wiihing to be free 
— of the fécond, we had long and woeful expe

rience—•

* Among thefe I do not ilate a connexion by an Union of the 
executive authority with a feparate legiflature in this country, 

praSically , as well as theoretically, independent ; becaufe I am 
Hating pojftble modes of connexion, and that fuch a mode of 
connexion between countries circumftanced as Great Britain and 
Ireland are, could not laft a moment—Where there is a relative 
inequality in power between countries connected as thefe are, 
there never can exifi ítriét independence on the part of the 
inferior.
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rience— it continued, if  I may ufe the expreflion, 
the infancy o f this Country to an unexampled 
period— we threw it off upon the firft fymptom 
of maturity— we put on the robe o f manhood, and 
thought ourfelves perfefUy free— Have we been 
fo? or fo long as we are connected with Great 
Britain in the way we now are, can we be fo ?

This leads me to an examination which I think 
moil material to the difcuffion o f  the prefent ques
tion, whether the connexion which now fubfifts 
between us and Great Britain be fuch, as in its 
nature, confidering the ilate o f  the two countries, 
can give us the full enjoyment o f  thofe advantages 
which our population, our foil, and our geographic 
fituation in the globe, in mute but perfuafive elo
quence, holds out to us.

B y  freedom, I do not mean merely freedom o f  
perfon and fecurity o f  property— I mean alfo that 
national freedom which fets afloat the dormant 
powers o f the flate, and gives life and vigour to 
the inertnefs o f buried wealth, whether it lies hid 
in the retrained induilry o f  its inhabitants, or ufe- 
lefsly repofes in the bowels o f the earth— this I call 
freedom— and I again aik, whether we have en
joyed, or, under our prefent connexion, are ever 
likely to enjoy this freedom ?

In whatever I (hall fay upon this fubjecl, I ar
dently call upon the attention o f  thofe who are 
ready to fay in their heart o f  that connexion, o f  
whatever nature it may be, which will moil conduce 
to the profperity o f the two C o u n t r ie s ,^  perpetua.

The privilege o f  being bound by our own 
laws only has been obtained within the memory

o f
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of us all, and though no doubt it confiderably 
improved our condition, and yet more gratified 
our pride, it ftill left the Countries connefted 
but in a fingle point, namely, the Union of the 
refpeftive executive authority of each in the per
son of the fame individual— had an Union of this 
kind (fuppofing fuch a thing for a moment to have 
been praticable) taken place between Countries 
of equal ftrength and weight, though while it fub- 
fifted, it would not give that efficacy to the com
bined power of both which it would have received 
from a more intimate Union, it would yet entail 
no particular grievance on either— though it would 
not increafe, it would not, while it la/ied, check 
the internal profperity of either— but, in Countries, 
fituated as thefe were, the difadvantage to the in
ferior was itriking and obvious j it gave to that a 
theoretical independence and an aflual and necejfary 
fubjection— by giving that a theoretical indepen
dence, it furniihed a perpetual fubjeft of conten
tion between the two Countries, without the poffi- 
bility of having it pra&ically decided in favour of 
the inferior, and created, by this necellary fubjec
tion, difcontent, and heart-burnings in the latter, 
which fcarcely any profperity could allay,

I f  any inftances have occurred in which the in
dependence of this country has been practically 
aiferted, they will be found to have taken place at 
times, either * when England was weak and befet 
by an hoft of enemies, or when,f by the fufpenfion 
of her executive authority, ihe was as a wreck upon

the

* 1782 t  ' 789-



the waters; fuch iuftances, when the caufeofthem  
is confidered, are the moil ilriking proofs I could

produce of the truth of the poiition I have laid down.
indeed it required no proof. It is one o f thofe fdf- 
evident proposions which we at once admit with
out recurring either to pradice or experience ; its 
truth refts upon the unchangeable relation o f  quan
tity, greater and lefs. This relation mud ever con
tinue the fame, while our connexion remains fuch as 
it is. Were the internal circumftancesof this Coun
try other than they are, I think fuch a connexion 
would, fo long as it lafted, be adequate to our ra
tional happinefs and profperity as a nation ; and 
I would not recur to an Union from any other 
motive than to give permanency and fecurity to ‘ 
that happinefs and profperity to guard againlt 
the infolence o f  wealth and power, that might 
make us forget the affiftance by which we had 
climbed to greatnefs, and, in the filly pride o f  
Handing alone in the world, endanger the fafety
o f  the Britiih empire, and render us an eafy prey 
to French ambition.

In any condition, then, that I can fuppofe this 
Country to be, whether haraffed by divifions as 
n  is, or in the full enjoyment o f  the fruits o f  in- 

ry and quiet, I would recommend an Union 
as a fcheme o f  the wifeft policy ihe could purfue!
In lpeaking this language, I addrefs myfelf fdely  
to thofe who wifh the Countries to remain con- 
nefted for ever j who deftre to guard “  againll 

he folly o f  ihofe who are honeil, and the ma- 
c nnations o f  thofe who are not f o / ’ who con-

fider
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fider the joint and continued efforts of every pari 
o f  the Britiih empire as neceffary, in the prefent 
condition of Europe, to thefecurity of the whole, 
who think, that at once to give the moil efficient 
power to the State, and fully and perfeftly to fe- 
cure the Liberty and Property of the Subjeft, are 
the ultimate objedts of the Britiih Conilitution; and 
who will not hefitate, if  they can do it without a 
lacrifke of principle, to vary their means in order

to attain their end.
W e have hitherto endeavoured to fecure the 

connexion, and promote the profperity of the two 
countries by a fimple Union of the executive au
thority of each with diilin& and independent Le- 
giflatures. A  connexion more flight could fcarcely 
be imagined ; we touch politically in a fingle point 
only— between countries of equal ilrength and 
power, fuch an Union would not have lafted a 
moment ; and where it has taken place between 
a greater and inferior country, every ftep that di- 
miniihes the inequality between them, leflens the 
probability of its continuance. This confideration 
will, of neceffity, determine the fuperior to preferve 
its relative condition inviolate. If the continuance 
o f the connexion be an objeft with the fuperior 
Country, ihe will find the ftrength of it to depend 
upon maintaining her advantage.

In fact, fuch a connexion can hardly ever be
fuppofed to take place between countries equal in
ilrength and power ; becaufe, in the very terms of

' it, it admits an a&ual inferiority. But, i f  by any
conceflion on the part of one of them fuch a con

nexion



hexion ihould take place, it müft foon of neceffity 
diiTolve, i f  they preferve their refpective equality of 
power. Where there exiils no control open ot 
difguifed, by which the opinion ot one of the 
conne&ed countries can be moulded to the will 
o f the other, they will neceffarily difler upon 
queftions, upon which not to agree will be to fe- 
parate. It follows therefore, that if fuch a con
nexion has taken place between countries unequal 
in (Irength and power, it cannot fubfiit a moment 
when that inequality is removed. I do not mean 
that it would require a mathematical equality to 
deftrby this kind of connexion, but fuch an ap
proach to it, as that the difference would be 
eafily made up by national pride and human ar

rogance. j
I aik any man who knows the pail hiftory o f thefe 

countries, or indeed has the flighted infight what
ever into human nature, if this country had, at 
any time part, pofleffed an equal (hare in the fleets, 
armies and îefources of the empire with Great 
Britain, and could have made her voice be heard, 
not only within the pale of that realm, but in 
Europe alfo, as loudly as that o f  her filler coun
try, whether the connexion, as it now fubjijls> 
between thefe kingdoms, cou^d have endured to 

this day ? f f .  . 'v -  ̂ ,
If we will then have the connexion in its prefent 

form, we mud be content with the Jtudied  pre- 
fervation of that decided inferiority, by virtue 
of which alone it has continued, and by virtue

c of
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of which alone it can be preferred ; or, look for* 
tvard, i f  that inferiority ihould be in any great 
degree removed, to final feparation and mutual 
debafement.

It is the profpedl o f this latter alternative which 
has united all our internal enemies in one com
mon effort againft this meafurè—*—whether we re
main in our prefent connexion, a difcontented and 
divided people, or, by a fortunate termination 
of our prefent diflrailions, grow under it a pow
erful and wealthy nation ; in either event, they 
coniider the diffolution of our prefent connexion 
as morally certain. In the former ftate they will 
have a continuance of all the materials upon which 
they have hitherto worked with fuch indufiry and 
íuccefs ; and in the latter, they know that in the 
coyrfe o f events imperial queilions muftof neceffity 
arife between the two countries, upon which they 
will unavoidably differ. The reafons which at 
prefent, on all fuch occaiions, fecure the acqui- 
efcence of Ireland, will then in a great degree have 
ceafed; and they have little knowledge of the 
world, who do not fee that the feafon o f profpe- 
rity and power is not the moment when a nation 
will conciliate or concede. I f  the countries do 
not agree, and they cannot agree without fubmif- 
iion on one part, the connexion, with very little 
afiiitance from treafon and difaffe&ion, is at an 
end for ever.

Indeed fo obvious does this appear to the honeft 
oppoiers o f an Union, for I do not deny there are 
many fuch, that Mr. Jebb, whofe candour, Sin

cerity

/



verity and good fenfe, thofe who differ moil in 
opinion from him, are ready to allow, propofes 
certain regulations between the two countries, to 
guard againit the effeit o f a difference of opinion 
upon fuch imperial queftions as may arife between 
them— and how does he do this ? why, by an ab- 
folute furrender to the Parliament of England o f  
the Purfe and the Sword o f  this nation.*

W e all know that, however the theory o f  our 
Conftitution may have inverted the King with the 
power of declaring war,the p r a & c a W r c i f e  of this 
right is o f  necellity in Parliament. From  the ap
propriation o f the Supplies, which is now the law o f  
the land, we know that the King could not fupport 
war a fingle day without the confent o f Parliament 
- —Whenever therefore the King o f  England de~- 
c.ares war, it is in effefl the Parliament o f  E n g 
land that have done fo. W hat then does Mr. 
Jebb propofe ? W hy, that in all fuch cafes the 
I arhament of Ireland ihould be hound to follow—  
t at is, to follow in the only way in which a Par- 
lament can follow, by granting a proportionate 

iupply. However, this country, though enjoying 

a feparate and independent Parliament, may have 
hitherto deemed it expedient to follow the example
o Great Britain in the wars, in which the latter 
has thought proper to engage, it would be hard 

at ihe fhould altogether renounce by compaft the 
theoretical right o f  judging o f  this expediency. 
Y e t  the moil fenfible and judicious oppofer o f  an 

confiders fuch a renunciation as not alto-

trctlicr
* Mr. Jcbb ’s Pamphlet, pages 24, 2 5 .
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gether unnecefTary in giving fecurity and perma* 
nency to the connexion which at prefent fubfifts

between the kingdoms. _< _
But to fecure this connexion in its prefent

ftate, Mr. Jebb not only gives up the Parfe and 
the Sword, but is willing to (lipulate that the King, 
Lords and Commons of independent Irela nd ihould 
not do any thing which may affetl, fuch afe his 
words, the religion of the ilate, without the concui - 
rence of the Britiih Parliament. They muit not 
provide for a fingle Diifenting Clergyman,or grant 
the fmalleft privilege to the Roman Catholic (for 
fuch acts, by conftrudion, may be faid to affeft the 
religion of the ilate J  without the previous appro
bation of a foreign legiflature. _ Even Mr. Jebb 
the decided oppofer of an Union, confiders a 
thefe facrifices as inilrumental, if  not neceifary, in 
preferving the connexion between the countries as

it now (lands.
But even thofe conceffions would not do— the

feed of diifolution is incorporated in its frame; it is
perifhable as the breath of man, and precarious as

human conduft. # -
If  any accident were to happen, within ihe

period of eighteen years, to our prefent Sovereign 
and his immediate fucceffor, a queftion womd 
arife between the two nations, which nothing but 
the providence of God, on a former occafion, pre
vented from daíhing our fragile connexion to 
pieces-whether if  fuch a queition ihould again 
arife, he would fo favour us a fécond time, is be
yond the limit of human conjeaure, but it is within



the compafs o f human prudence to prevent its re7 
currence.

But this is not all, the permanency of this con
nexion depends upon the perfonal conduce o f the 
Sovereign. I can eafily fuppofe a cafe, remote in
deed from our fears under the gracious reign of his 
prefent Majefty, which might render a revolution 
in this country, as to the perfon of the Sovereign, 
matter o f melancholy and ever-to-be-deplored 
neceility in this kingdom, while the fame meafure 
would not be juftified in England. The executive 
authority here is under no control from the Engüfli 
Parliament. Suppofe King James the fecond had 
been more fagacious than he was, but equally in
tent on the introduction of popery, whenever cir- 
cumftances would enable him to make the attempt 
with any probability o f fuccefs ; fuppofe from po
licy he had maintained the juft rights and liberties 
of England, and in purfuance o f  his favourite 
fcheme, confined his machinations in favour o f po
pery to this kingdom. As the connexion {lands 
at prefent between the countries, England could 
not interfere, fo fays the Minifter o f  England, in 
the domeftic concerns o f imperial Ireland— The 
maintenance o f  our eilabliihment muft have been 
left to the honefly o f our own Parliament, and the 
zeal of the Proteilant inhabitants o f the land. The 
mutual independence o f each country under the 
form of diilinfl legiilatures would prevent any con
junction of their authorities to refift the encroach
ment. Suppofe the pertinacity o f the King on the 
one hand, and the firmnefs o f his Proteílant fubje&s
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an the other, had carried matters to extremity, and 
that the latter had been fuccefsful in the ftruggle—  
the Executive authority of the country muft have 
ihifted hands, or we ihould have fet up a new form 
o f Government for ourfelves ; in either cafe the 
connexion between the kingdoms muit have been 
at an end.

I f  the countries were connedled by an incorpo
rated Union, fuch a diffolution of their unity could 
not be effected. rI he adts of the common Sovereign 
would be fubjedt to the infpedtion and control of the 
Imperial Parliament— he could not play one king- 
domagainfl: the other— anundueor tyrannical exer- 
cife of the Prerogative, in any part of the Empire, 
would conilitutionally excite the vigilance of the 
common legillature, and conilitutionally demand its 
interpofition. I f  the regal authority ihould be trans
ferred from the perfon of the offending Monarch, 
the transfer would embrace the Executive power 
of both Iflands, and though a fhock might be given 
to the regal fucceffion, the Union of the People 
would remain untouched.

It is melancholy to think on the extravagancies 
to which an heated imagination has led fome men 
on this fubjedt.* One author, a known friend to 
Britijh connexion, fays, “  were an Union fraught 
with bleflings, were it the elixir of life, you ought 
to rejedt it.”  What mufl be the opinion of that man 
of our underflandings, if he fuppofes we can be af- 
fedted by idle rant of this kind ? Is this the fobriety 
o f ciifcuflion, which a queilion like the prefent de

mands ?—
* An Addrefs, &c. by a Friend  to Ireland.
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mands ?— yet in this manner, it has been for the 
moft part treated .-T h e  changes are perpetually 
rung upon our independence. You are aiked, with 
a gravity that would be contemptible, if  it were 
not wicked ; will you annihilate independent 
re and . Let us examine this independence.

I approach the fentiments o f  the honeit part o f 
my countrymen on this fubjed with refped ; they 
fpnng from a facred principle, the love o f  our 
common country; but I wiih them to confider 
calmly the true nature o f  this independence, and 
to caution them againft facrificing a better and 
more valuable intereft, nay, the very bafis upon 
which that independence refis, to falfe notions o f  
Jigm ty and p r id e .- T h is  ftrong fenfe, and jealous 
eeling of Irifh independence, fprung up with the 

recovery o f  our rights in 1 782  ; but the true nature 
ot It, has, in my mind, been generally mifunder- 

ood. National independence, in the ft r i d  fenfe 
o f that word, is not applicable to the fituation o f  
this Kingdom. I he Crown of Ireland is annexed 
to, and dependent upon the Crow n o f Great B r i
tain. In this fenfe Ireland is a dependent K in g
dom ; - - as far as that Crown is influenced in the 
exercife of its prerogative within this Kingdom, by

E n J l T f " ' ,  °- "hJ  P.e° Ple aDd ° f
S , a far is this Kingdom, in that refpeiï, 

a dependent kingdom. B n , there is a circum- 
ftance peculiar ,0 , he imerna, condiiion

Kmgdom, which (till more enereafes its depen 
ce : - h e  Religion of the minority of its Ç

bifanfs
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bitaatsis the eftabliihed Religion ; and the landed 
property and political power, are in the hands of 
that minority This is an unnatural ftate of things, 
were we to take this Country folely into our view, 
and could neverfubfift without external andforeign 
afliilance. W e derive this aid altogether from 
Great Britain ; and it is morally, I might fay 
phyfically, impoflible, that the prefent eftabhih- 
ment in Church and State, could fubfiit one year 
without that fupport— in this fenfe again, we are a

dependent Kingdom.
Whenever, therefore, the a^ertion of Iriih in

dependence may lead us to hazard Britiih con
nexion, we ought to take fpecial care that we 
proceed with temper and caution, that we are not. 
milled by a name, and that in the theoretical affer- 
tion of "the abitraft right, we do not lofe even 
that degree of it which we practically poffefs. The 
only confient advocates for the ftrift independ
ence of Ireland, are the friends of feparation.

If  it could be (hewn, that this fame notion of
Independence has deluded the nation on former
occafions, and induced them to call away with
difdain the moil folid advantages, and endanger
their beft interefts, nay their very exiftence as a
nation ; that they were unconfcious at the time o
the deceitfulnefs of its operation, altho* now it be
univerfally acknowledged; ihould not the con-
fideration of thefe faûs induce us to paufe for a
moment, to look into our own minds, and to aft;
whether there be not fome danger of our being

again
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•again deluded in the confideration o f  other mo
mentous queftions o f imperial policy by a phan
tom.

Tw o ftriking inftances o f  this kind have oc
curred in our hiilory within a few years; the com
mercial propofitions in the year 1 785 ,  and the re
gency in 1 7 8 9 . #It feems now to be generally 
acknowledged, that on both thefe occafions the 
true interefls o f  the nation and the empire were 
facrificed to the founding o f  a name. Y et let me 
aik any man who recollects thofe periods, and the 
temper and language that were held on thofe occa
fions, whether the cry o f independence was not 
then as loud and overbearing, particularly on the 
former, as it is at prefent : on the latter, indeed, 
the public indignation was fomewhat divided be
tween thofe who denied the right o f Ireland to eleft 
a regent feparately from Great Britain, and thofe 
who bafely deferted the ftandard o f  their R oyal 
Mailer in the hour of vifitation and calamity : on 
both, however, the true interefts o f this Country 
were facrificed, and the ilill fmall voice o f  reafon 
and truth was drowned, as it may be now, in the 
popular cry o f independent Ireland. It is the 
nature o f  good fenfe, to repofe for a time, in fi- 
lence, upon all great fubjeèts o f  mental enquiry ; 
the flippant declaimer, to whom meditation and re
jection would be ufelefs, is ready in a moment ; 
and it often happens in the affairs o f  nations, that

D their
•  See Not* (a)
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their greateft interefts are irrevocably decided upon, 
while paflion and prejudice have been the only ad-

vocates attended to.
It cannot be contefted that, as has been already

obferved by a very fenfible writer on this fubjea, 
“  i f  the Parliament of Ireland ihould at any time 
exert its inherent and. acknowledged powers on any 
great queftion of imperial policy contrary to the 
declared fenfe of the Parliament o f  England, the 
empire would be endangered or diffolved.5’ Now, 
in the ftruggles of Britifh and Iriih fattion for 
power, and in the cabals of party working upon 
the fpirit of independence, can any man take upon 
him to fay, that the future exertions of thefe ac
knowledged powers, may not produce this effeâ ? 
Our prelent Conflitution of diftinâ: national legif- 
latures, as it gave birth to this fpirit, fo it will fofter 
and fupport it. The fenfe of danger, and the feel
ing of calamity, that might poflibly reftrain the 
exercife of this power at prefent, will, every day, 
lofe their influence. Hoftile as this principle is to the 
permanency of our prefent connexion with Great 
Britain, it mud grow with our growth, and 
ftrengthen with our ftrength; a ftate of profperity, 
muft. foment and cherilh it.— l o  thofe who think 
as I do, that Britiih connexion is the vital principle 
which fupports us as a nation, it is obvious that, 
if  that connexion remains upon the footing it now 
is, the hour of maturity will be the hour of our 
diifolution. The practical afiertion of this itrid

right
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right o f independence will be liftened to in the 
moment when wealth and power fhall have given 
birth to their natural progeny, pride and arrogance \ 
we íhail then eat o f  this forbidden fruit, and “  in 
the day that we do fo, we (hall furely die.”

That fuch would be the effeél o f any great ad
vances we might make as a nation, is as obvious to 
Great Britain as it can be to us ; it cannot efcape the 
Jagacity of any rational enquirer ; it is founded in the 
principles o f human nature, called into aftion by 
the circumfhnces in which we are placed. Can ic 
then be expeiled that fhe will be an indifferent fpec- 
tator o f that growing wealth, which mull tear us 
from her for ever ? W ill not her jealoufy watch 
over our progrefs, and fay, “  thus far you may go, 
and no further ?”  I f  the connexion be maintained 
under thofe circumftances, will it not perpetuate a 
ipirit o f  national antipathy, which has been already 
fo prejudicial to the interefts o f  both ?

It is curious to obferve the itrange topics of 
argument which have been ufed by the oppofera 
o f an Union.— Heaven and Earth are ranfacked 
in fearch ot objections. One of the gentlemen 
who have written upon this fubjeft, fays, “  the 
Almighty has thrown the channel as a perpetual 
barrier to an Union between Great Britain 
and Ireland.”  I f  this be fo, the litipiety o f 
man has done much to encroach upon this de
cree ot Providence. Cromwell, devout as he was, 
laughed at it when he fummoned reprefentativea

from
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from this country to fit in the Engliih Parliament. 
Molineux, that great defender of the independence 
of his country, whofe happinefs in his opinion, as I 
fhall ihew hereafter, would have been bed effected 
by an Union, does not reft his vindication of the 
rights of his country upon fo ridiculous a pofition.—  
He fays, “  it is abfurd to fancy kingdoms are fepa- 
rate and diftinft, merely from their geographical d if  
tinftion of territories ; kingdoms become diflincl by 
dijiind jurifdiclions, and authorities legiflative and ex
ecutive.”  . He refers his proportion exprefsly to 
the fituation of Great Britain and Ireland ; he faw a 
much greater likelihood of oppofuion to anUnion, 
from the miftaken pride of England, than any ima
ginary will of the Deity, to be collefted from his 
works. Havingfhewnfereralinitancesfromrecords 
of reprefentatives from this country ferving in 
Parliament in England, in the reigns of Edward 
the Firft and Edward the Third ; and it appearing 
that Ireland had been bound by laws made in fuch 
Parliaments,he fays, “  if,from thefe laft mentioned 
records it be concluded, that the Parliament of 
England may bind Ireland, it muft be allowed that 
the people of Ireland ought tohave their reprefenta
tives in the Parliament of England; and this, “  I 
believe,” * fays Molineux, “  we fhould be willing 
enough to embrace, but this is an happinefs we can 
hardly hopefor”  I have tranfcribed his words ex
actly. I f  Molineux, the warm and enlightened
advocate of the liberties of Ireland, had feen in this

dreaded

•  See Note (b)



dreaded name o f  Union, “  * the annihilation o f  our 
Parliament, the fubverfion of our Conftitution, the 
depopulation o f our metropolis, and the converfion 
o f  the kingdom into one vaft barrack i f  he had 
difcoveredinthis meafure his fellow citizens reduced 
to an humiliated, degraded, and difcontented 
people, would he have defcribed it as an offer we 
would very willingly embrace, but as a happinefs 
we could not hope to obtain ? would he have thus 
ftated it, i f  it had appeared to him, as only calcu

lated to continue religious difcontents,jealoufies 
and difturbances, infurreótions, and perhaps rebel
lions,” for luch had exifted in his time ? He thought 
very differently from the politicians o f this d ay° a 
due reprefentation o f this country in the Britiih 
1  arliament, one King, one Legiilature, was to him 
a confummation devoutly to be wifhed,though he 
thought it not within the fcope o f  reafonable ex 
pectation.

Ih is  meafure has been called an innovation : I 
need not exprefs my refpe£t and regard for the per- 
fons vvho principally fupported the refolution which 
contained that word ; an enemy, however, would fay, 
it was itudioufly and invidiouily adopted; he would 
fay, thofe who ufed it well knew the terror it was 
calculated to infpire ; that they well knew the idea 
was necellarily aifociated with thofe modern attempts 
in politics, which have fubverted all moral order, 
and biaited the happineis o f  human kind ; that they 
hoped to excite the dread which the review of 
fuch things was likely to produce ; and that, there
fore, they called an Union an innovation. He would

• M r - J e b b .  t  Ditto. I  Ditto.



fay, they relied upon what they iuppofed to be the
literal acceptation of the term, as a fufficient juilifi* 
cation for ufing it, and that they coniidered an ac
quittal on the letter of a law as equal in legal effetf! 
to the full eilablifhment of innocence ; and that in 
this, they were miiled by the habits of their profef- 
iion- I only fay, that their zeal for a moment'made 
them unjuft. What is the real meaning of tha word ? 
It is an introduction of change by novelty. Now, the 
truth is, that neither the practice, as I havefhewn, 
much lefs the idea of an Union, is a novelty in the 
hiftory of this country ; and thongh it may be ad
mitted to be a change, it is not an innovation ; it 
overturns no one principle in the nature and effsnce 
of our Cc/nflitution ; it leaves the Church and the 
State exaûly as they were; and profefles, as its vital 
principle, the protection of all ancient eitabliih-* 
ment ; it effefts no difturbance o f  the orders of 
fociety, civil or religious ; it is a propofed change 
inform , for the avowed purpofe of preventing radi> 
cal change, and refilling innovation infubjiance. Was 
it not uncandid, not to fay infidious, at this 
day, to call fuch a meafure an innovation? W e 
know that appellations vary their fignifications, ac
cording to t i m e s  and circumftances; any man unac
quainted with the mover of the refol u tions would fay, 
that the phrafe was fixed upon, as carrying with it, 
at this day, a fignification offenfive and revolting—  
it is aifociated with all the horrors of the French 
Revolution, and the very found of it in politics,
brines in review to the reflecting mind, all the crimes 

b than
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Jiat havethere degraded and infulted humanity j he 
would fay, that therefore, and therefore only, the 
term was made ufe of, and that it was intended 
thereby to couple the meafure o f  an Union with 
the new fangled chimeras o f  French philofophy, 
and to affix to the one the contempt and execra
tion fo juitly merited by the other.

But even an introduction o f  change b y  novelties,
i f  this meafure were o f  that kind, might be both
juitiiiabie and neceflary. Bacon fays, “  he that
will not apply new remedies muft expect new evils,
for time is the greateft innovator ;  and i f  time, o f
courle, alter things to the worfe, and wifdom and
council ihall not alter them to the better, what 
ihall be the end ?”

I he queftion is not whether any other policy on 
the part o f  England would have rendered an Union 
unneceflary, but whether in confequence o f  that 
policy, or any other caufe, it is now become necef- 
fary ? This queftion is perpetually argued, as i f  we 
were not a kingdom connected with England, or, at 
ieaft, as i f  that connexion left us practically, as it 
does theoretically independent ; now one propofi- 
tion is as falfe as the other. W e are deperukntly 
connected wiih England : it is important to know 
even difagreeable truths, i f  the knowledge o f  them 
be neceffary to our right conduit.

But let us fee the fcheme upon which the oppofers 
o f  an Union reft their hopes of happinefs for this 
kingdom, their plan o f  maintaining the prefent con
nexion between the countries. M r. Jebb details



ît5.__W e are firft, as I obferved before, to give np
the purfe and the fvvord to England, and a joint 
control in every thing which may affe& the 
religion of the State. But this is not all ; “  an Iriih 
Parliament is to make one great effort of Patriotifm
__it is to bury in oblivion the errors and vices of
their mifguided Countrymen !”  Modeft and prac- 
ticable— “  the Catholics are to wait patiently the 
operation of time, and the workings of generofity 
in Irijh bofoms.— They are to declare publicly that 
to an Irijh Parliament only, will they be indebted 
for the full and complete advancement to the 
privileges and honours of the Conilitution, fto 
an Iriih Parliament, who left to itfef, kicked their 
humble petition out of doors, and only allowed 
them to be heard when they fpoke through the 
mouth of their Sovereign)— “  then indeed,”  fays 
the writer, “  we ihall become a powerful people.”  

It is to this Utopian fcheme of fubjugation of 
human paffions and prejudices, when no alteration 
ispropofed of thofecircumftances which have engen
dered them, coupled with an unequivocal furren- 
der of even the theoretical independence we now 
enjoy, that we are to look forward as the wonder
working procurer of peace and power ! There is 
-fomething curious in this counter-projeftwhichisto 
ferve us in place of an Union; wherever it is ufeful 
i t  is impracticable, and wherever it is pra&icable it

24
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is degrading. It denionftrates, however, that, eVen 
in the opinion o f  thofe who oppofe an Union, we1 
cannot go on as we are ;  that fome great change is 
necefiary,by which our condition maybe improved 
for the better— that this cannot be done w ith
out a facrifice in a great degree both o f  the prac
tical exercife o f the right o f  independence,and o f the 
theoretical right itfelf— that to remain connefted 
with England, we muft record by compaft our 
necejfary fubjeftion, and fubmit oiirfelves and our 
poilerity, in the moil material points of our felf- 
government as a nation, to the control and in* 
terference o f a foreign legiflature.

I now alk the candid advocates of* the inde
pendence o f  this Country, for to them only I 
addrefs myfelf, whether this propofed fyftem for 
maintaining the connexion does not more necef- 
farily and completely facrifice the independence o f 
this Country, than an Union upon fair and liberal 
terms could poflibly do ?

I h e  ScotchUnionhas been much dwelt upon by 
the oppofers o f  this meafure, either as furniihingno 
analogy on which to build the argument in favour 
o f  the Union now in contemplation, or as abound
ing in many refpe&s with arguments againft it. 
The Union with Scotland, however neceflfary, as I 
a*n free to admit it was to England, was not ne-> 
cefTary, howeverbeneficial it mightbeto the form er 
Kingdom ; and the oppofers o f  that Union in Scot
land might have ufed many arguments that cannot

E with
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with any truth or juftiçe be.adopted here. The. 
Scots are not as we are (I/peak, of the Proteftant 
and moft of theJRoman Catholic inhabitants of 
this Country; defcendants pf Engliíhmen^ there had 
been little^or no mixture between the nations; the 
Kingdoms had been always jfeparate, generally hof- 
tile, and till very recently before that period the 

.Scotch had enjoyed an ancient and independent Mo
narchy-, the regal .ftate to which national pride clings 
with ardour and affeótipn, had exifted within the 
memory of many of them ; the father could tell 
it to his child, and the child could catch the en- 
thufiafm of the father. Ancient and honourable 
prejudices iiood in array againft the meafure, nd 
nothing could be oppofed to them but the cold cal
culations of commercial profits.— Is our cafe fuch ? 
Is the.Union now fought,, an Union with ftrangers 
and hereditary foes? What regal ftate, what an
cient Monarchy, do we part with? Do we not 
return to that parent ftock from whence we fprung ?
Is there, as was the cafe in Scotland, any diffimi- 
larityoflaw , eftablifhed religion, ufages, or cuf- 
toms to ftand in the way of our incorporation ?

In another refpedt, alfo, the fituation of the 
Countries was materially different— there was no 
party in Scotland enjoying exclufively the power, 
and in a great degrçe, the wealth of the State, 
to whofe exiftence in thofe particulars the protect
ing arm o f  England was eflential. A  Union 
could be no otherwife necefiary to Scotland than



as a fccurity to defend lier againft E n g la n d - ,  
here it is. necefiary to defend us againfl: ourfelves. 
There is an enemy within our dwellings and our 
bofoms, whofe machinations can be only ftilled by  
the impofing authority of the Englifh name— what
ever career we may expect to run as a nation, 
whatever route o f glory we may hope to take, it is 
that influence muft fupport our progrefs.

The Scottifh Union had its oppofers, as has that 
o f  this day, many o f  them wife and honeft; among 
thofe Mr. Fletcher of Salton itands confpicuous—  
his principal objedion refled on the incorporation of 
the two Parliaments; he was o f  opinion, that the 
rights to be referved to Scotland would never be 
preferved in that united Parliament ; and he Speci
fies particularly the o b je ts  which, he fuppofes, 
however fecured by the terms of the Union, muft, 
in the courfeof time, be neceflarily Sacrificed by the 

predominating influence of E ngland ; they may be 
reduced to fix particulars :

 ̂ Firft, he thought it impoflible that the eftablifhed 
Church of Scotland could fupport itfelf a moment 
after the incorporation o f th e iw o  legiflatures ; for 
this opinion, he gives his arguments at length 
which are fo ftrong, that Scarcely any thing but ex
perience could have confuted them. T h e  uninter
rupted enjoyment, however, o f the church efla- 
bhihment in Scotland, as fettled at the Union, from 
that time to the prefent moment, fliews how 
grôundiels his fears were.

Second,
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Second, He apprehended the nobility in Scotland 

would be utterly deftroyed ; in this, alio, time has 
refuted his conjectures.

Third, He ftates, what indeed comprehends all 
the other fubje&s of his terror, “  that the Scottiih 
Parliament having fubverted the whole fabric of the 
Scottifh coniVitution, an united Parliament would 
overturn whatever is fecured by the Union.” It is 
unneceliary to obferve, how unfounded his fears 
were in this particular alfo.

Fourth, Fie lays it down as certain, that in all 
queftions of trade, the Engliili Members will out
vote the Scotch.* Sir John Dalrymple, himfelf a 
Scotchman, fays in a modern publication, “  that the 
fears of the Scotch, and above all of Mr. Fletcher, 
that in every thing concerning the irrtereft of Scot
land, the forty-five Members of Scotland would be 
weighed down by the weight of Engliih Members, 
has been difproved by the event.

Fifth ,f He confiders as certain, that tire muni
cipal laws, and local judicatures for adminiftering 
juftice, would be utterly abolifhed.

Sixth, He alarms the fears of his countrymen, by 
more than infmuating, that the equivalent fettled by 
the articles of Union, to be paid by England to Scot
land, for the undertaking of the Scots to pay part of 
the Englifh debts, will be withheld by the united 
Parliament. In all thefe particulars, his fears are 
fubftantially refuted ; that fpirit, which fo boldly ven
tured toprophefy, wandered indarknets without the

flighted
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flighted glimpfe into futurity. T he Church has been 
upheld ; the nobility have been preferved ; the trade 
has been protected ; the feulement at the Union un
infringed ; the municipal laws, * fave in a fingle 
alteration ftipulated for by the articles o f Union, 
and beneficial to both countries, are ftill in force ; 
the local judicatures continued ; and the ftipulated 
equivalent regularly paid. So wild were the conjec
tures of an honeft and an able man, when milled by 
the inveterate prejudices o f national independence ! 
I f  fuch a man was deceived in his fpeculations upon 
an Union ; if his vaunted developement o f unborn 
mifery has ended in the idle ravings o f  a diftempered 
fancy ; what claim in the name of common fenfe 
•have the prefent prophets of ill to the credit which 
they feek ? Had not Scotland more ground for ra
tional fears, than the people o f this country can pof- 
nbly entertain ? Is not the church we wifh to fupport 
the Church of England ? Are not the laws and the 
judicatures of the refpedtive countries precifdy the 
fame ? Is there any antient animofity to fubdue, or 
inyeterate prejudices to overcome ? Have we the re
membered fplendour o f any antient Monarchy to 
catch and influence our affettions, and to make our 
hearts ficken at the profpedt o f  departing greatnefs ? 
All that could caufe the apprehenfions, wound the 
pride, and excite the regret o f  a nation, which had 
been recently before really independent, aflfembled in 
authoritative oppofition to the Scottiíh Union. T h e  
arguments, built upon thofe circumftances, were cap
tivating in the extreme, f  Mr. Fletcher, o f  Salton,

was
*  T h e  alteration of the law of treafon in Scotland.
t  See Note (e .)
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was aware o f their force, and has turned them to 
the greateft advantage for his caufe ; time, however, 
the unpurchafable arbiter of all political reafoning, 
has decided againft them, and they remain the me
lancholy, initrudlive monument of the fallacy of 
human reafon, when it is influenced in the inveftiga- 
tion o f truth, by the prcffure of human paillons.

The oppofition which this meafure met with in 
Scotland, was as virulent and ill-founded as any 
which is likely to occur in this Kingdom ; there have 
exifted, and there will at times exift in every Com
munity, men, whofeintereft, and whofe paffions, are 
at variance with the fober and rational intereft of 
their Country— great, and in many inftances, ma
lignant oppofition was given to the Scottifh Union. 
T he Jacobite of that day was nearly as hoftile to the 
intereftof the UnitedKingdoms,as the Jacobinofthis. 
There is this in common between them : that, as the 
deftru&ion of our prefent conftitution, through the 
means of a French invafion, was the favourite mea
fure to which the efforts of the Jacobin were direct
ed ; fo the fame end through the fame means con- 
ftitutes the fond hope o f the Jacobin now ; with this 
view the Jacobite of Scotland refifted an Union 
with England in his day ; with the fame view, the 
Jacobin of Ireland refifts it now.

I truft, however, the future hiftorian of thefe 
times, will record the completion of this meafure in 
nearly the fame terms ufed by the hiftorian of the 
Scottidi Union : They are fo appofite to many cir- 
cumftances which have taken place, and are likely

ilill
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«i«  to take place in the progrefs o f  this buf.nefs here, 
that I cannot forbear to tranfcribe them. Speaking of 
the parting o f  the firft Article, he fays, * “  It was on

« thlL h?pPy the firfl Article o f  the Union was 
paffed in Parliament, after infinite ftruggles, cla
mour, railing and tumults o f a party, who, however 

<c I  endeavoured to engage the honeft fcrupulous 
k  parts of the people with them, yet gave thisdifcovery 

ti o th ePrmciPles o f their own ag in gs, in that there 
m was an entire conjunftion of th em ofif  oppofitefoc-

«  IOnS ^ ‘3 Partlcul^> and the very difcovery o f this, 
opened the eyes o f  a great many people, who, in the 

^ fimphcity of their hearts, had joined in oppofition to 
an Union ■ but when they law the tendency of things, 
and whither u led ; when they faw the fociety theJ 
were going to embark with ; when they faw the ene- 
mies of Protertant feulement, all engagea, and thofe
very peopIe h had m  thg bnd wtth

o p rtfo n , and the cues o f Mood, coming to j  J n  handÍ 
v»th them, agamft an Union with England ; when 

ey aw that, to ihun an Union with Chriftians, 
they were of necéihty to come to an Union with 

k devils, men that had transformed themfelves into

V7  mfernal natuie> ^ d  vifibly aited from 

“  Pr‘nT ? ’  m thl9 particular diabolical, in that they

«  “  T *  ,hC abibhlte fubJ eftion o f the na- 
„  ‘° n 0 uft and un'h°*inded appetities o f  lawlefs

u W,nen thCy faW tllcfe thin? s f°  Plainly, we
then found .an alteration, and the beji, moft thinking,

“  and

* Dc Foe's hiftorjr o f  the Union, pages 2<4, 5 .
. The Jacobite, Prelatical, and Popiih interefts.
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“  and moft judicious people, began firft to flop and côrï- 
“  fider, and afterwards wholly to withdraw from the 
“  party ; and the clamour of the people, as if come 
“  to a crifis, began not to be as univerfal, but to 
“  abate ; and the more it did fo, the more the fecrct 
«  party, which lay at the bottom of all the reft, 
“  began to appear and diftinguifh themfelves. It 
is fcareely polfible to imagine language more appli
cable to the prefent crifrs, the fame clamour and 
railing, the fame fonjuntlim of the moil oppofite fac
tions* the fame mi/leading of the honefi and fcrupuloui 
part of the people, a fimilar tendency in all their en
deavours to a feparation from England, the perfeft 
pi&ure of the Jacobin, who had filled the land with 
the groans of oppreffion, and the cries of blood ;• 
the fame confequence of an Union with devils, if 
the prefent Union with Chriftians be rejefted'; the 
fame infernal attempt, to fubrmt the nation to the lull 
and unbounded appetite of lawlefs tyrants. It is 
impofiible not to recognize in thefe traits, the Jacobin 
and his French Idol. May the iffue be fimilar ! may 
fuch defigns be defeated, and this Country and Eng
land become one and indiffoluble \

Perhaps the intended plan of Union between the 
t w o  Kingdoms is nothing more to be defired* than 
in this, that it promotes the general interefts of the 
feveral inhabitants of this Country as diftinguiihed 
into religious claffes ; and holds out to each of them 
fomething that ameliorates their particular condition. 
In political confideration, the religious perfuafions of
Ireland rcfolve themfelves into two, Protefiants and

Roman
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Roman Catholic— any attempt utterly to fubdue under 
exifting circumftances the fear o f the Proteftant, or 
the jealoufies of the Rom an Catholic, would be idle 
and Utopian ; human partions and prejudices, when 
they have once grown to any confiderable ftrength, 
will not fall fuddenly to decay ; the aufpicious under
taking muft commence in the removal or abatement 
o f the caufes which produced them.

As long as you confine the contention of Proteftant 
and Catholic to thisifland, the fears on the one hand, 
and the jealoufies on the other, muft continue. T h e  
recolleótion of Catholic claims, the contemplation o f 
their fuperior numbers, the memory of v i& ory, per
haps abufed on the part o f the Proteftants, muft make 
the latter tenacious o f  the itrong hold they poftefs in 
the conftitution, and on which they probably altoge
ther depend, for the protection o f  their liberty and 
property. I f  the Catholics were to be admitted, in 
the prefent ftate of the conftitution, to equal privileges 
with the Proteftant, the latter might fear the ifiue o f 
■the conteft againft Catholic encroachment within the 
walls of a national Senate. H e muft know, that everv 
day would add to the ftrength o f  that body which 
has been the objeót o f  his habitual fears.; and he may 
not irrationally be fuppofed to fee in the complete 
adoption o f the Catholic into the conftitution, not 
only the extinction o f  his power and authority, but 
the inftrument o f his final downfal and deftruAion.

A s  long therefore as our connexion remains as it 
is, you cannot root out o f the Proteftant mind thefe, 
if  I may fo call them, hereditary apprehenfions.—

F Recen t
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Recent events have given them additional liability.
The fieauy refiftance then with which it is likely the 
Protefiant would in our prefent flate, and fo long as 
it continues, make to any further concevons to Ca
tholic claims, leaves the original jealoufies of that body 
fubfifiing in full vigour ; the latter will, as heretofore, 
perfevere in their attempts at what they call emanci
pation, and their opponents unite in a determined 
maintenance of that afcendancy, on which they rely 
for the fupport of every thing which is dear to them.

Under thefe circumftances, no amelioration of our 
condition can be hoped— it would be vain and childifh 
t o  look to that Utopian oblivion of errors and vices, 
fo benevolently, but impra&icably, recommended by 
Mr. Jebb. Such a fpeculation may gratify a good, 
but can never miflead a wife man ; the latter calcu
lates upon human beings as they are, and applies his 
remedy to the imperfection of our natures, without 
vainly relying upon qualities, which however they 
may be found in individuals, never aft upon man

kind in the grofs.
I f  our connexion remains as it is, the fears of the

PfOteftant, and the jealoufies of the Catholic will en- 
çreafe ; that internal contention, the bane of Irifh ha- 
p'.nefs, which degrades our morals, while it checks 
our profperity, will be perpetuated among us. The 
conftitutional difeafe which has grown up with our 
growth, will be confirmed in all its malignancy, and 
impede, as it has impeded, our progrefs as a nation.

Let us confider then for a moment, how things
may be changed in thofe particulars, in cafe a Union

fhould
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ihould take place between the countries. I do not 
mean to enquire in this place, whether a grant of 
equal privileges to the Rom an Catholic is to make any 
part o f  the terms o f  the Union ? if it fhuuld, it is ob
vious that all ground for jcaioufy would be removed 
from the Roman Catholic -, and it would be eafy to 
prove, that all rational motives for fear would be there
by taken away from the ProteÜant. He would have 
the whole mats o f Proteftant influence in the empire 
arrayed within the walls o f an Imperial Parliament, 
to ftand between him and Roman Catholic encroach
ment. The Roman Catholic would have enough to 
fatisfy the moft querulous on the fubjedt of political 
liberty ; but his power would be as duft in the balance 
to the attainment of political afcendancy.*

On the other hand, if  it fhould not be within the 
fcheme of the councils o f both countries to yield at 
this time the lait remaining privilege which the C a 
tholics require, I ftill fay, the condition o f both par
ties in this country, will be much better than it is.

With refpeft to the Proteftant, his apprehenfion of 
the Catholic will o f neceifity diminifh. H e  would 
obtain, by an Union, greater ftrength to withhold 
with lefs danger from conceifion-^-as you diminiih

his

* I t  will no t be ferioufly urged as an objedíicm (I know i t  has 
been foolifhly infifted on) th a t  by adm itting the Catholics to  a 
participation of privileges in a ftate, where they will be out-num-» 
bered by the Proteftants, you m ock their hopes and give them  
only the ihadow, while you deprive them  of the fubftance. W h a t  
is this b u t  faying, what none b u t the ir  enemy will fay, th a t  w ha t 
the Catholics wiih for, is no t equality Qf right, b u t  fuperiority  of 
pow er ?



his fears, you diminifh (fuch is the nature of man)' 
his hatred alfo. Placed beyond the reach of injury 
by the interpofing fhield of the great and united 
Proteftant intereft of the empire, he would no longer 
regard the Roman Catholic as an objeótof terror; he 
would ceafe to confider the Catholic pretenfions as a 
fubjeit of perfonal concern, and leave them as a mat
ter of imperial regulation to the prefiding councils of 
the itate ; he would feel that he was fafe in either al
ternative of conceflion or refiftance j and, relieved from 
the political ftorm which has hitherto agitated his life, 
he would give an undivided attention to the manage
ment of his private concerns.

The condition of the Catholic will not be lefs af- 
■ fedted for the better— an Union, even if it fhould not 
be attended in the firft inftance with the full gratifi
cation of his defires, will exceedingly diminiih the 
force of thofe reafons which might be urged againit 
them. In the decreafe of Proteftant apprehenfion, 
he would trace the latent feeds of future benefit to 
himfelf ; he would perceive, as the one finks from the 
view, the other muft rife into light ; and in the ex
tinction of Proteftant fear, he would find the con- 
fummation of Catholic privileges ; he would per
ceive, that whatever claims he may find it prudent 
hereafter to make, muft be made to an imperial 
Parliament, in which local jealoufies would give way 
to enlarged views of general policy. He knows, 
that in a great degree, whatever benefits he has al
ready received, he owes to the liberal fentiments of a 
foreign Cabinet, prevailing ovej domeftic apprehen-
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fions ; and he would look forward, in the neceffary 
decay of the latter, to the full attainment o f  his 
wilhes. H e  knows, that caufes like thefe, though 
certain in their operation, are neceflarily flow in their 
effedls : and he would fill the interval with growing 
reconciliation, and anticipating hope. There would 
be an end o f  that fyftem, which, it is alledged, has 
been adopted with refpeft to Ireland, o f playing 
parties one againft the other. Our connexion with 
England would not find its fupport, (as has been faid 
by many) in the promoted divifions o f  the country ; 
but that being fecured, Ireland would be left to its 
unreftrained powers o f improvement ; and we fhould 
be, what we are capable of, a wife and happy people.

It may be neceflary to fay a few words on the com
petency of our Parliament, to efFet't a legiflative 
Union, on the part of this country with Great Britain. 
Thofe who deny this competency, have many diffi
culties to overcome. T h e  principle upon which they 
reft all their argument, is this : T h ey  fuppofe the
Conftitution to be fomethmg abfolutely fixed, and 
utterly independent o f parliamentary control, within 
which Parliament may move, but beyond which it 
cannot proceed. N ow  I fhould be glad to know the 
precife extent o f  this circle, within whofe magic ring, 
the powers o f  parliament are confined.— A re  the 
prerogatives of the Crown, one o f its limitations ? It 
is laid, and juftly , that thefe prerogatives o f  the 
Crown are vefted in ic for the good of the peop le ; 
and that the Crown is a mere truftee o f thofe preroga
tives for their ufe, and can neither enlarge nor diminilh

them.
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them.— In this I perfedly agree ; but at what period 
of our hifiory was the prerogative of the Crown fo 
fixed as to be out of the reach of parliamentary con
trol ? W e know perfe&ly well, that this preroga
tive ’ forming fo eiTential a part of our Conftitmion, 
has been always the fubjed of parliamentary inter- 
ferehce ; and that to that interference, we owe molt 
of our piefent liberty, it follows then, that parlia
mentary control is not limited by the prerogative ot

the Crown.
Let us try further - - I s  the right of the elective fran- 

chife one of thofe impregnable fortrefles upon whic 
Parliament cannot call for the furrender ? Our con- 
ftitutional hiftory, if I may fo fpeak, is a continued 
feries of parliamentary control over this Privileges* 
fuppofed to lie without the bounds of its junfdidion. 
Theoretically fpeaking,this Ihould betheftrongground 
of thofe who argue againll the authority of Parlia
ment. In abftraft reafoning, nothing can appear 
more abfurd, than that perfons delegated by virtue 
of a certain recognized authority ihould have power 

to refcind or modify that very authority, by the ex- 
ercife of which alone they enjoy any power whatfo- 
ever -, that is, that the thing which is produced, ihould 
have a paramount power over the thing producing. 
Experience, however, fets at nought this refinement 
of a priori reafoning; accordingly the lcgiflature has 
conilantly exercifed a full and uncontroled autho
rity over this fundamental privilege of the people.— 
They have limited and enlarged, from time to time* 

to them Teemed fit, both the numbers and qualifi
cation



cation o f  ele&ors; and on one occafion they abfo- 
lutely disfranchifed, (and their power in doing this 
was never queilioned) a certain clafs o f  the inhabi
tants o f this country, amounting to two-thirds of the 
whole; but they have not confined themiclves to a 
difcretional modification o f the number o f  ekitors, 
but have even pointed out to thole electors, whom, 
and whom only, they fhall cleft. By laws made 
within this century, the whole body o f  Roman C a
tholics are excluded from the power o f  fitting in 
Parliament. W e fee, therefore, that this control 
extends both over thofe who eleft, and over thofe 
who can be ele&ed.

Eut Parliament cannot only diminifh the number 
o f  thofc capable o f  elefting, or o f  being eleded, buc 
it even can, under certain circumfhnces, diminiih the 
number of thofe by whom the people are reprefented 
in Parliament.

W e know that all the boroughs in this kingdom, 
the reprefentation from which conftitutes fo large a 
part o f  our Houie o f Commons, derive the power 
which enables them to fend members to Parliament, 
under grants from the Crown ; now, by the common 
Jaw ot the land, it is o f the eilence o f  fuch grants 
from the Crown that they are forfeitable by an abufc 
o f  the franchifes conferred by fuch grants. In or
dinary cafes this abufe is enquirable into by the 
Court of K in g ’s Bench, and the charter niuft fall i f  
a fufficient abufe be eftabliihed. W ith refpeâ: to 
abufes o f  the elective franchife, the enquiry into 
them, as it concerns the purity o f  Parliament itfetf.
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is with great propriety referved to Parliament alone j 
and Parliament both can and ought to disfranchife 
a borough guilty of notorious corruption in the ex-

-ercife of its ele&ive franchife.
But its power goes ftill further ; the duration of 

Parliament itfelf is fubjeft to its control. It has 
cccafionally limited and prolonged the date of its 
own exiftence, in oppofition to the known limitation 
o f  its political life, at the time o f  its delegation. 
Thus, we fee, that the prerogative of the Crown, 
Xhe privileges of the people, the conftitution of Par
liament itfelf, as to duration and numbers, are all

fubjeft to Legiilative control.
By the exercife of thefe various powers in Parlia

ment, our conftitution has become what it is ; in the 
firft attempts which Parliament made in any c f  thofe 
particulars, the argument of incompetence was al
ways urged, and always overruled. I f  there be any 
things by their nature beyond the authority of Par
liament, it is the extenfion of their own power, and 
the curtailment o f  thofe privileges from the exercife 
o f which thofe powers flow. Can the argument of 
incompetence apply to any thing more diredly than 
it does to them? Yet how ftationary Ihould we 
have been in p o l i t i c a l  improvement, if this argument

of incompetence had prevailed !
Thofe who fuppofe our Conftitution fixed beyon 

the power of alteration or improvement, miftake its 
tnoft valuable quality; the power of Parliament, al
ways cxercifed, of moulding it according to the
<Ji&aMs of wifdom and experience, to fecure Me

liberty,
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liberty, and promote the profperity o f  the country, 
under all changes and circumftances is its diftin- 
guifhed feature. This power, in its moral extent, 
has no other limitation than the good o f the people ; 
and in its phyfical, none known to the Conftitution.

A s  man has no other guide than the limited wif- 
dom and goodnefs aifigned to his nature by the 
Deity, this portion of wifdom and goodnefs muft 
be trufted to in the conduit o f  human affairs. 
Experience has taught us, that the interefts o f  fo- 
ciety are beft managed by a delegated number o f 
thofe o f the community, likely to have the greateft 
ihare o f  the qualities I have mentioned ; they are the 
head of the political body allotted to think, diretf: 
and govern ; they are not to be dictated to by any 
fadtion in the State ; nor can their power, while the 
Conjliuuion lofts, even be controled by an adverfe 
w ill on the part o f the people— I f  this w ill be clearly 
afcertained and clearly expreifed, no doubt, when 
fo expreifed and afcertained, it will be attended to 
by Parliament ; their wifdom will make it a limi
tation of their moral right, becaufe it amounts in 
faót, to a limitation o f  their phyfical power.

In no cafe is this exprefs ailent neceflary on the 
part o f the people, becaufe, having the power o f ex- 
preffing their wifhes by petition, their aiTent is a ne- 
ceffary preemption from their filence or acquies
cence. Whenever, therefore, there is no reflraint 
upon public opinion, from fraud or force, it may be 
failly iaid, that whatever Parliam ent'can do, they 
may do. That there is no ‘ fuch reftraint now,
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is evident from the freedom of difcuffion with which 
this queftion has been treated— in the very feat of 
Government the people have met, and, as far as 
the opinion of a diftrift goes, have exprefled their 
opinion againft it.

What would be the çonfequence, if the power 
now denied by fome people to Parliament, really 
did not belong to it ? I mean the power of con
cluding an Union with Great Britain, with the 
aflent of the people really expreffed or neceflarily 
implied.— Let us fuppofe for a moment, (however 
unwilling the oppofers of this meafure may be to 
concede fo much) that the Majority of the peo
ple are really of opinion, that an Union with 
Great Britain would be advantageous under all 
circumftances to this Kingdom— are the prefent 
forms of our Conftitution, fo fixed, that they 
mufl not bend even to the will of the people ?—  
this will hardly be faid. Then, I aik any reafon- 
able man, what is the mode recognized by our 
Conftitution of giving exprefiîon to the will of the 
people ?— can they fpeak in any other way, fave 
through Parliament or to Parliament— that is, when 
they are filent and acquiefce, the a6l of the legif- 
lature is, by neceifary prefumption, the adt of the 
people ; and where a meafure is in agitation before 
Parliament, upon which the people are divided in 
fentiment, thofe who are of opinion againft the mea
fure fhew that opinion by petition againft it, and thofe 
who agree fhew their aflent either by exprefs petition

for
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for the meafure, or by acquiefcence from which that 
aiTent is neceffarily to be prefumed. This is the 
beaten road of our Conflitution, out o f  which, I 
do not wifh to travel in favour of any new-fangled 
theories o f  the hour.— I like not thofe lyltems 
which require an utter diiTolution o f  Government, 
upon every fuggefted improvement ; but approve 
o f that wildom which has infufed into our Confii- 
tution a principle o f felf-correftion, by which it 
is always adequate, without any violation o f  effen- 
tial foml t>r principles, to amend itfelf. Now in a 
cafe like the prelent, it will not be contefted, that 
the propofed alteration is within the power o f  the 
people to accomplifh : the expreifion o f their will, 
according to the forms of the Conjlitution, is the only way 
by which fuch a meafure can be conftitutionally ef
fected. What mode then has the Conftitution provid
ed for this expreifion o f  the will o f  the people ? I fay 
again, it can only be fpoken thro’ Parliament, or to 
Parliament— but this expreifion o f the people’s will 
would be nugatory, if  there did not exift fome tribu
nal, which was alone competent to determine what was 
the will o f  the people. Nor can there be any other 
tribunal than the Parliament, competent to deter
mine what is the preponderating will o f the people 
upon any queftion where there exifts a divifion of fen- 
timent like the prefent— like all other human tribu

na s, they may err in their judgm ent, but this inhe
rent infirmity cannot be got rid o f in the manage
ment of human concerns by human agents. T h ey

and
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and they only, can d e c id e - if  they cannot, who 
can ? either we are to remain fixed as we are, and' 
neither the people or parliament can effeft a change 
— this will not be contended— or our fituation is capa
ble o f change, either through the people or parlia- 
inent__this will be conceded. Has then the Confti
tution provided for the expreflion of the people’s will, 
otherwife than through Parliament and to Parliament ? 
Is there any other way in which the people can con- 
ftitutionally aft ? if not, the final decifion muft be 
with Parliament— that is, if our fituation can be 
changed, it can only be effected by Parliament, 
judging of the people’s will, and carrying it into

I have chofen to argue this queftion, rather upon 
principle than authority ; there is a jealoufy in moft 
men which makes them yield with reluftance to the 
foun d  of a name. Were I fpeaking to Lawyers only, 
it might be fufficient to mention the names of Lord 
Coke, Lord Somers, and Blackftone. The two laft 
are exprefs upon the very point in queftion. There 
is an expreifion in Blackftone on this fubjeft, that I 

find noticed by the elegant and ingenious author of 
the Letters to Mr. Saurin and Mr. Jebb, which is 
very remarkable : Speaking of the powers of Parlia

ment he fays, “  it can create afreih the conftitution 
of the kingdom 4” and he refers to the Union with 
Scotland as an inftance— the opinion of thofe who 
contend that Parliament is incompetent to effedt an 
Union, is grounded upon an alTumption, that an 
Union amounts to a dilfolution of the conftitution,
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and the ereftion of another, different in its nature and 
principle. I afk any man, does an Union do more 
than extend the bafis in point of territory of popular 
reprefentation, and enlarge as a neceffary confe- 
quence the reprefentative body to a proportional e x 
tent with the territory reprefented ?— what other 
change in principle is wrought by it ? When this 
modification takes place, have we not ftill the E n g 
lish Conftitution ? Is there a fingle circumftance bv 
which that conftitution has obtained the admiration 
o f  the world, loft to us by that modification ? D o 
not our laws and our religion remain ? A re they not 
guarded by the fame principle o f  reprefentative G o 
vernment ? A re the prerogatives o f  the crown en- 
creafed, or the privileges o f  the fubjeft diminifhed ?—  
When the countries were firfi connected, had their 
relative fituation permitted an Union, would not the 
adoption o f  an Union at that time have amounted to 
a grant to this country o f  the Engliih  Conftitution ? 
that Conftitution was accepted at that time b y  this 
country, in the only way it could then be received ; 
but if an Union had been praticab le , we fhould ftill 
have enjoyed the Engliih Conftitution. Shall we not 
enjoy it after an Union ? How then is it fubverted ?

I think it is perfeâly  obvious, that if our con
nexion with England be rendered more fecure b y  
an Union, and the fpirit o f  republicanifm, which is 
kept alive only by the hope o f feparation, be thereby 
extirlguiihed -, if  the fears of one party in the k in g
dom, and the jealoufies o f the other, be in a great

degree
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degree mitigated, if  not fubdued, the trade o f  the 
country, were it even to remain upon its prefent 
footing as to commercial privileges, would neceffarily 
advance and flourifh. This, however, would be 
merely the refult of internal quiet, and would be a 
confequence of that ftate, were it produced in any 
other way whatever. This 1 admit * but it does not 
appear to me, that that ftate of internal quiet can be 
either fo fuddenly, or fo permanently fecured in 
any way as by an Union. I have argued thisqueftion 
throughout, upon a fuppofition, that we were a peo
ple not devoted to final mifery as a nation -, of courfe, 
that our underftandings were not fo blinded, nor our 
hearts fo hardened, but that we would be convinced 
by truths and fwayed by intereft. Under this hope I 
fhall fay a few, and but a few words, upon the effedt 
this meafure may have upon our trade.

I have already ilated its effedt upon that, as a mea* 
lure likely to produce and fecure internal tranquillity. 
— It is faid indeed, that we gain nothing by an 
Union in point of trade, or at leaft nothing that may 
not be effedted without it. I need not fay, that it 
makes no difference whatever in the obtaining any 
particular objedt, whether the thing through which we 
are to attain it, cannot or will not he. done— therefore 
if this will not be done for us without an Union, it 
is precifely the fame thing to us as if it could not be 
done without an Union. We have now, as we 
ought always to have had, what is properly enough 
called a free trade ; that is, according to Mr. Flood’s 
definition of it, a liberty of trading with all the

world,
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world, ilibjeft only to our own reftriftions, and thofe o f
that country with whom the trade is carried on.__
Such reftraints are o f neceflity infeparably incident 
to all foreign trade. In all matters o f  trade, England, 
and Ireland are, under our prefent connexion, as dif- 
tinft and independent as Ireland and Portugal } that 
is, the trade we carry on with her, is a free trade, ac
cording to the definition given by Mr. Flood.

in our trade with England is to be included not 
only our trade with the Ifland o f  Great Britain, but 
with all her Foreign Settlements, in whatever part o f  
the world they may be fituated. I admit I am not 
well acquainted with the detail of the trade o f  Ireland

CVe 1 do not hazard too much in faying, thaï 
mu trade with Great Britain, and all her various fet-

ementh, it, greater and more productive than our 
trade with all the reft o f  the world. A ll this lrade,

c0“ flltul' s fo g r a t  a portion of our wealth and 
revenue, we hold under our p „ f , n, aho t|

by the curtefy o f England , ,hat , ,  {ahjcA  to * ,  "  

ftnaions which her own Parliament may impofe up.

« w ' m  f  " tS commoiJi,ies- reftriatons
at Prefent to a confiderable deo-rer

t t l e<ft Ï f 6 WUh Eng!and J they  been lately
alcen o ff from our trade with the W eft Indies, but

the power whtch took them o ff  may imp„fe l|lcm

again, without the leaft violation o f  right • aeiinit

’ W= f“ ” * y  at prefent, but ber p j e ‘ «0 generality , fo that f „ r , he permanc„ ,  ?

of the moft beneficial fourçe o f our wealth! d“

pend
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pend altogether upon the prudence and generofity of 
England. W e know how England has, during the 
prefent war, encreafed and is ftill likely to encreafe 
her foreign poffeffions. Our trade to all thefe muft, 
as we now ftand connefted, depend upon the fame

Security.
How would an Union alter our condition in this 

refpeft ? The balance of trade between this country 
and England is enormoufly in favour of Ireland; 
A n  Union would of neceffity take off the prohibi
tions which at prefent lie heavy on many articles o f ,  
trade, which might be exported from this country ; 
and of courfe, ftill more encreafe that balance of 
trade already fo much in our favour. An Union, 
therefore, would not only extend the trade we at 
prefent poffefs to a variety of articles, from the ex
portation of which we are now in effect excluded, but 
it would change the fecurity upon which we hold that 
trade from a curtefy to a right. We feem to forget 
that our linen trade, upon which the commercial 
profperity of this country abfolutely turns, depends 
upon the breath of an Englifh Parliament ; that that 
country pays 37/. per. cent, upon the Irifh linens 
which (he confumes, in order to fecure to us the 
monopoly of her market ; that is, (he has laid a duty 
of 37/. per cent, upon certain foreign linens in her 
own market, by the operation of which duty alone, the 
foreign merchants could be prevented from un
derselling us then it follows therefore, that if it
requires a duty of 37/. per cent, upon the foreign

linens
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linens to fecure the Engliih market to Irifh linens, 
thofe foreign linens might be fold in the Engliih 
market if that duty did not exift 37I. per cent, or 
nearly fo much cheaper than the Irifh linens, and 
that of courfe the Engliih who purchafc Irifh linens 
pay 37I. per cent, in the value o f the article, in order 
to fecure the excluiive trade in that article to this 
country. It is alledged, and we have every reafon 
to believe it to be true, that the fecurity which our 
linens have for preference in the Englifh market is - 
to be permanently continued by the terms of the 
Union— fo that it is Itrange to hear men contending 
that our trade is not to be benefited by the adoption 
o f an Union, when not only the tenure of that trade 
is changed from a curtefy to a right, but that many 
prohibitions, by which our trade is in a variety ot 
inftances confined, muft o f neceflity be abolilhed, it 

an Union fhould take place.
It is laid by the oppofers o f this meafure, that it 

will confer no benefit either in point o f extent or 
fecurity to the trade we already have-, yet in the 
fame breath they alledge, that the only objeót o f  the 
Britifh Minifter in propofing it to this country, is 
to encreafe the revenue he m ay draw from it but 
how there can be an encreafe o f  revenue without an 
encreafe of trade, they have utterly failed to fhew. 
It will not be contended, that under the prefent fyf- 
tem of things there is any producible revenue that 
could be had from this country, that is not in the 
hands of the Minifter, if  he choofes to call for it. 
Thofe who recolleft the taxes upon fait and upon

h  • leather >
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leather, laid within a very little time upon thofe 
articles, will not fay, that his power in obtaining 
revenue here is limited by the will, or I had almoft 
faid, by the capacity of the people. His objeft, then, by 
an Union, if his objed be taxation, (which canfcarcely 
be, when there are fo many other more prefling 
caufes) cannot be the extenfion of his power of 
taxation, but the encreafe of thofe fources of revenue 
upon which alone taxation can effectually operate ; 
this can only be effected by exciting internal in- 
duftry, and opening new fources of foreign trade ; 
and no doubt this, and through thefe means, is one 
of the objc&s intended by an Union.

With refped to the argument, grounded on the 
probable encreafe ofabfentees, this may in general be 
anfwered to it, that if  it has any force, it applies to 
a!J empires where, from the extent of them, the feat 
o f Government is neceffarily at a difiance from the 
extremities ; and I believe it was the firft time it was 
ever urged as an objection againit concentrating the 
powers of a ltate by the ereétion of a fingle and 
fupreme authority, or ufed as an argument for 
weakening imperial power by the efiabliihment or 
continuance of local Government. If, therefore, 
the exaggerations that have taken place on this 
fubjeél, were really founded in fait, they would be no 
argument againil the adoption of a meafure otherwife 
founded in general utility.

The truth is, this topic has been much and needlefsly 
infifted upon, and much and infidioufly exaggerated. 
The neceliary attendance upon Parliament in this 
kingdom is, in ordinary times, from four to five

months
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months in the year; it m ud be admitted, that this 
attendance is accompanied with confiderable benefit 
to the place where the meeting o f  Parliament is held ; 
but it neceflarily draws, between the members of both 
Houfes, from four to five hundred perfons, with all 
their attendants, from their various refidences in the 
different parts o f  the kingdom. What particular ufe 
arifcs to the kingdom at large, from fuch a concourfe 
to the capital, I leave to thofe who are more curious 
in fuch calculations than I am *, this however I think is 
obvious, that i f  an Union leaves from three td’ ïbur 
hundred of thofe perfons, to die cultivation o f  their 
eftates, the improvement o f their tenantry, and the 
promotion of manufactures, no gieat mifchief is 
done by rendering; the attendance of one hundred of 
them neceiTary for the winter months in London.

A t prefent, as foon as Parliament rifes in this 
country, a much greater number o f  the Lords and 
Commons, than would in cafe o f an Union be de
puted to the Imperial Parliament, actually leave this 
kingdom to fpend their fummers in the watering places 
in England ; they fettle all their IrilTi affairs, during 
the time they are neceiiarily obliged to remain here, 
and are really ablent from the kingdom upon the 
prefent fyftem, a much longer period o f  time in the 
year, than would be necelTary for their attendance 
upon Parliament, in cafe an Union fhould take 
place. In fuch an event, hardly any perfon will be 
deputed, who will not have Irifh affairs to attend to, 
and Iiifh interefts to cultivate. T h e  only time left 
to him, for that purpofe, will be the Summer
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months, which he now ufually fpends in England, 
or would, if  circumftances permitted, confume in 
rambles on the Continent. The Winter refidence 
in Ireland upon the prefent fyftem* leaves him 
at full leifure to indulge himfelf in thefe parti
culars, and the Summer rolls away without a 
iingle vifit to his country refidence in this king
dom. This courfe will be inverted as to thofe who 
may be deputed to the Imperial Parliament.— Sum
mer being the only time in the year they can attend 
to their Iriih affairs, will be devoted to that purpofe, 
and their refidence in this kingdom, while they do 
refide, will be ufefully employed in the different 
parts of the kingdom where their property and con
nexions are, inftead of being confined, as it now in 
a great degree is, to the capital in the courfe of their 
parliamentary attendance. With refped to all thoie 
who now form the two Houfes of Parliament, they, 
with the exception of one hundred, will not be 
under any neceffity of even occafional abfence ; if, 
however, any great number of them fhould follow 
the feat of Government, it will only be for the period 
of parliamentary attendance. The fame argument, 
as to the probable return of thofe who will be really 
deputed, applies equally to them -, and the probabi
lity is, that an Union with England would only vary 
thefeafon of abfence,. without a&ually encreafing the 
number of abfentees.

I will now take a general, but fhort view of this 
queftion :—The hiftory of this country, at leaft fuch 
part o f it a-s Jeferves the name of hiftory, commences

with
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with our connexion with England— from that period 
we date our being as a nation, and the hiftory of that 
connexion, is the hiftory of our country. T he 
prefent inhabitants o f Ireland are in the proportion 
of fourteen to one the defcendants of Englilh fettlers-,
— though thefe latt cover the iiland at this day from 
one extremity o f it to the other, the progrefs of Eng- 
lifh power and occupancy was extremely flow. It 
was not until after a lapfe o f four centuries, that it 
could be faid to have been fully etlablifhed. During 
this period the connexion between the countries 
was the natural re Cult o f the condition o f both ; loofe 
and undefined, it was fometimes a A rid  tyranny on 
the part of the Sovereign, more often anarchy and re
bellion on the part of the people. Bound to England 
in no way but in the diffoluble connexion of a com 
mon Sovereign, Ireland excited in that country none 
o f  thofe prefiding cares, which would have been be- 
fiowed on it, had it been confidered part of itfelf, nor 
did there exift between them that cordial affedtion that 
would have arifen from unity o f  Government and in- 
tereft— confined and illiberal notions o f trade, the 
error of the times, checked the latent powers o f the 
country, and the unfortunate divifions of the inhabi
tants among themfelves aided the operations o f  exter
nal jealoufy. T im e, which brings wifdom to nations, 
as well as to individuals, has fhewn the impolicy 
o f  commercial reftraints, and England has thrown 
open, what ihould never have been clofed, nearly 
the whole world to our trading fpeculations. T h e  
original error in our connexion, however, remains

tainting
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tainting the fourths o f public profperity, and foment- 
ing, inltead of allaying, the internal dilorders under 
which we labour : Giving to one country an auth > tty 
contefled in principle, and irrefifiibk in fatt to the 
other abflrad independence and neceffiryfubjeiïion__keep
ing alive a difiinftnefs of interejt, by prefer ving a difliniï- 
nefs of ft  ate, and holding out to our encnie* foreign and 
domeftic, a temptation to confpiracy and invafton, by the 
apparent practicability of fepar at ion.

That the nature of our connexion with England 
has been the inviting caufe which led to the confpi- 
racies, from which we fo recently have efcaped, and 
may be fo to thofe which we have yet to encounter, 
is manifeft from this, that no fuch attempts have 
been made in Scotland, though its feparation from 
England would of neceifity be almoft an equal blow 
to imperial greatnefs. Recent, I mean comparatively 
recent, as the connexion between England and Scot
land is, and unfortified as it was, fora long time, by 
coalefcing habits and mutual affe&ion, vet no inva^ 
fion or confpiracy has taken place there with a view 
to feparation fince the Union. The rebellions 
of 1 715, and i74.r > were of a perfectly different 
nature ; their objeét was not to ieparate Scotland 
from Lngland ; but to place the united Crown 
of both countries upon the head o f the abdi
cated family* It will not be faid that thofe con- 
fpiracies and invafions took place here rather than 
in Scotland, becaufe this country could not be
fo eafily ailifted from England as Scotland.------

The
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Ttie fait is direâly the reverie : confidcring the pe- 
culiar nature o f the power of England, this country 
could certainly receive aiiifiance, and with lei's ex 
pence and more facility than Scotland could polfibly 
do. This then could not be the reafon -, it aroíe from 
the radical defeót in our prefent connexion, which, 
flight in its own nature as any political connexion 
can well be, was neceffarily attended with fuch a 
mode of general adminiftration as jurnijbed con- 
tinual ground for difaffeiïion and treafon to work 
upvi, in irritating the pajficns, and alienating the 
ajftflions of the people.

It is admitted, and was exprefdy fo admitted by 
the prefent Speaker o f the Houfe of Commons, that 
without an Union in point o f trade, ihcfe countries 
would probably be fe pa rated for ever. W e have 
already an Union o f  religion eftablifhed, and an 
Union of the executive is the bond of our prefent po
litical connexion.— One would think matters like 
thefe nece(Tardy pointed out the utility and unifor
mity of a legiflative Union. Private ambition, local 
intereit, and rooted prejudices are however in array 
againft it ; they may iuccecd as they have often fuc- 
ceeded, but truth will remain when they arc forgotten.

Even if  an Union ihould take place, its bene
ficial effects will not be immediately vifible ; the 
evils it is at once intended and calculated to cure, 
are too deeply rooted to be fudderdy removed—  
the difpofitions of men, upon the good cultivation 
o f which, independent o f all pofitive law, the hap- 
pinefs o f  fociety depends, are flow ly changed from
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evil to good— a prejudice deeply rooted, a paflion 
which has long controled, will maintain their in
fluence when the circumftances by which they were 
firft excited, have been long paft and forgotten. 
W e are recently efcaped from the horrors of a Civil 
W ar, the refult of long conceded and a&ive machi
nation —the fpirit which produced it, though fup- 
preiTed, is not effectually laid— it walks yet in dark-
nefs__and only waits its time for a fécond vifitation.
W e have ftill to guard againft thofe men, who will 
be ever found, in times of difturbance, ready to up
root the State from its foundation— who, ruined in 
character, and delperate in hope, in tranquil times 
v/ould fink and be forgotten, and who can look to the 
attainment of wealth and power only through the 
plunder of revolutions— fuch ftil! infeft the fecret 
recettes and the open walks of fociety—  while you 
leave them hope, you leave them activity : that can
not be taken from them while we remain as we 
are. The inherent principle of diíTolution which 
they fee and upon which they calculate, that exifts 
in the nature of our prefent connexion with England, 
keeps alive their hopes, and animates their exertions
__even in the diviiion which this queftion has occa-
fioned, they fee caufe for exultation— their labours 
to promote that divifion are not even difguifed- 
Men, who a few weeks fince would not be allowed 
to taint the private circles of life with their fenti- 
ments or opinions, now find ready lifteners in the

dupes
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dupes of independence.— Men, whom their fellow 
Citizens refufed to affociate with as foldiers, and 
with whom they would not make common caufe to 
defend their Country from invafion, now find their 
place in deliberating aiTemblies, and talk in the high 
tone of honeft independent Irifhmen. Attention 
refts upon their lips, while they flatter this public 
prejudice ; and the honeft, though di/countenanced. 
fupporter of what he deemed good for this Country, 
retires afhamed* and unheard. I feel a duty, how
ever, fuperior to the call of thofe private habits 
which I have cultivated, becauie 1 love them ; and
I appeal (if this tratt Ihould be preferved by the 
importance o f the queftion o f which it treats) from 
the prefent day to pofterity.
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n o t e s ,

N O T E  (a.)

I t  is a Well-known fa<3 , that the great outcry in this 
C ountry  againft the commercial propofitions, w as, in a great 

degree, ôccafioned by the oppofition in England. M r .  F o x  

declared in England, that the commercial propofitions w ere  

a tame furrender o f  the T ra d e  and Com m erce o f  England , 

and oppofed them entirely on that ground in the Engliih  Parlia

m en t; and at the fame time, his friends wrote over to theirfol- 

lowers here, that they were ruinous to the Com m erce and C o n 

ftitution o f  this C ountry— for thefe tw o curious f a d s ,  fee his 

ow nfpeech on that occafion paiTim, and the Attorney G eneral ’ s, 

now  E arl o f C lare, fpeech on the propofitions. T h e  com m ercial 

propofitions were grounded upon an intended U n io n  o f  trade, 

as the prefent meafure embraces both an U n io n  o f  trade and 

legiilation. T h e  obfervations o f  the prefent Speaker on the 

former occafion, are (Irikingly appofite to the prelent q u ef

tion, fo far as it relates to trade ;  and it m ight be eafily 

fhew n to legiilation alfo.— Expreffing  his hope, that the pro

pofitions would be adopted, he fays, “  w hen commercial jea

loufy (hall be banifhed by final feulem ent, and trade take its 

natural and fteady courfe, the K in gd om  will ceafe to look to 

livalih ip .— Each will make that fabric that it car* do cheap- 

eft, and buy from  the other what it cannot do advantageoufly. 

L abo u r w ill then be truly employed to profit, and not d ivert

ed by duties, bounties, jealoufies, or leg ifative interference. 
T h is  fyilem  will attain its real objeft, confohdating the Jirength  
c f  the remaining parts o f the empire, by encouraging the com 

munications o f  their markets am ong themfelves, w ith p re 

ference



ference to every part againft all ftrangers and ftill more 
ftrongly in another part o f  the fame fpeech. “  I f , ”  fays he, 
u  this infatuated Country gives up the prefent offer, ihe may 
look for it again, in vain : things cannot remain as they are. 
Commercial jealoufy is roufed— it will increafe with two inde
pendent legijlatures ;  and without an United intereft in com- 

merce, in a commercial empire, political Union will receive 

many (hocks, and reparation o f interefts mull threaten 

feparation o f connexion, which every honejl Irijhman muft 
fhudder to look at, as a poflible event.

N O T E  (*.);

See the edition o f Molyneux’ s Cafe o f  Ireland, printed in 
the year 16 9 8 , pages 97 and 98 ; it is a curious fa f t ,  that an 
edition c f  this book was publifhed in Dublin about the year 

1 782, or J 783, and the words u that Ireland would willingly 

embrace an U nion, but that it was an happinefs ihe could 
not hope for,”  are omitted.

N O T E  (c.)

T he Malt-tax has been relied upon by the oppofers o f  an. 
Union as an inftance in which the united Parliament violated 
the Articles o f  U n io n ; the mifreprefentations on this fubje£t 
have been a grofs perverfion of Jiiftorical truth; it is provided 
by the Fourteenth Article o f  the Union, “  that any Malt to be 
made in that part o f  the united kingdom, now called Scotland* 
ihall not be charged with any duty upon Malt during this 
prefent war.’ ’— W hen the duty came to be impofed, the 
qusftion was, whether the war alluded to by the Articles was 
at an end or not ; it was a mere queftion o f time and not of 
principle ; the preliminaries of peace had been figned ; 
hoililities had ceaibd on all fides ^.and both Houfes o f  Parlia^ 
ment had been informed o f thofe fadls by the fpeech from 
the Throne- The war in fa i l  was-at an end : both the letter
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and the fpirit o f  the Articles were anfwered by this con- 

itru& ion , and in this the fo much relied on violation o f  the 

Article altogether conflits.

B y  the Eighth Article o f  the U n io n , feveral allowances arc 

made as drawbacks upon F iih  cured in Scotland and exported 

again ; the reafon o f  this w as, that the fait w ith which they 

were cured, paying a great duty, that duty ought to be draw n 
back upon exportation. N o w  between the ratifying the 

treaty, and the firft o f  M ay  when it w as to take place, a very 

great quantity o f  foreign fait (French) was imported, w hich , 

by the palling o f  all the goods fo imported as before, paid 

none o f the Englifh  duties. It was alledged, that as the duty 

did not commence upon the fait, fo the drawback ought not 

to com m ence, which was the efTe6l o f  that duty ; but the 

letter o f  the a(X being exprefs, (A rt .  8,) that all F ifh  cured 

witfi foreign fait fhali drawback, & c .  the Parliam ent voted it, 

and Scotland got about 2o ,ooo l. drawback when they paid 

little or nothing duty. So  that w e fee, even the letter o f  one 

o f  the Articles was fet up againil the manifeft. fpirit o f it, in 

order to give the Scotch an advantage.

N O T E  (</.)

B y  the Eighteenth A rtic le  o f  the Scottiih U n io n , a pow er 

was referved to the U n ited  Parliam ent, o f  making all law s 

concerning public right, policy and C ivil G overn m en t, the 

fame throughout the whole U n ited  Countries ;  but the law s 

concerning private right w ere not to be altered, but for the 

evident utility o f  fu b je fts  within Scotland. In  confequence 

o f  the fir il  mentioned provifion in this article, the law  o f  

treafon, which perhaps more emphatically than any other 

law  relates to public right, policy and C ivil G overn m en t, 

w as made the fame through the U n ited  K ingdom . T h is  is 

another o f  the trumpeted violations o f  Scottiih U n io n . Som e 

men have been guilty o f  thofe mifreprefentations, from  w hofe  

habits and education, a very different con d u it m ight have 

been cxp e& ed .

n o t £
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N O T E  (e.)

T h e  chara&er o f  M r. Fletcher o f  Salton, as a writer, is 
thus given by S ir  John Dalrymple— His ftyle is eafily known, 

becaufe every word has a precife meaning, and diftinft from 
any other fentence ; the ftru&ure o f  the fcntence is as fimple, 

but as various, as that ufed in private converfation ; the 
method in his compofition is perfectly regular, but artfully 

concealed ; and one Angularity in his reafoning is, that the 

arguments are placed in an order to derive force from what 

went before, and to give force to what comes after, fo as to 
feem to grow  out o f  each other ; but above all, when he is 

animated by paflion, his flaihes are fometimes as quick as 
lightning, and fometimes followed by the thunder o f  a period. 

A l l  which mark an original genius, but made chafte by read
ing the antients.

T H E  E N D .
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