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SPEECHES

OF THE

RIGHT HONOURABLE

HENRY GRATTAN,
&e. Fe. - p

RIOT BILL.—TUMULTUOUS ASSEMBLIES.

THE ATTORNEY-GENERAL (MR. FITZGIBBON) MOVES THE SECOND
READING OF THE BILL TO PREVENT TUMULTUOUS RISINGS.

February 19. 1787.

(ON the 13th, the Attorney-general (Mr. Fitzgibbon) presented

to the House a bill to prevent tumultuous risings and assem-
blies ; and for the more effectual punishment of persons guilty of
outrage, riot, and illegal combinations, and the administering and
taking unlawful oaths. The bill was received, and read a first
time. Mr. John Wolfe strongly opposed it. He conceived it to
be so hostile to the liberties of the people, that every man should
raise his voice, and almost wield his sword against it. Mr. Curran
likewise strongly opposed it. On this day, the bill was ordered
to be read a second time. When the clerk came to the clause
empowering magistrates to demolish any Roman Catholic meeting-
house at which tumultuous assemblies shall be held, or where
unlawful oaths shall be administered, this passage was strongly
objected to,

Mr. Grarran said: Sir, it is impossible to hear that bill
read, or the question put on the committal of it, without
animadversion. I agree that the south should be coerced. If
the populace or peasantry of that district have thought proper
to invade personal security, and lay the foundation of under-
mining their own liberties ; if they have resorted to the exercise
of torture as relief for poverty, I lament their savage infatua-
tion, and I assent to their punishment. I assent to it with
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2 SECOND READING OF THE BILL [Feb. 19.

shame; I blush at the cast of lawlessness thrown on the coun-
try, and I lament the necessity of a strong measure, the
natural result of shabby mutiny and abortive rebellion.

This is not the first time I have had occasion to express
my concern at certain excesses of some part of our fellow-
subjects. See the fruit of those excesses! see the glorious
effect of their labour ! ariot act aggravated ! a riot act general
and perpetual! Evils which it was chance to foresee, it becomes
now my duty to mitigate,

Iwill agree to the strengthening the powers of the civil nagis-
trate with a certain limitation ; I would enable the magistrate
to disperse such meetings as are notoriously for illegal purposes;
and I will agree that it is proper not to admit persons to bail
who had refused to-‘disperse, as it could only furnish them
with an opportunity of repeating their transgressions. 1 will
agrec that the persons who dug graves, provided gibbets, and
the like, should be punished capitally; for those who made
torture their amusement, and praetised such inexorable bar-
barity, I think merit death. I will also agree that there are
several clauses in the riot act which it may be proper to
adopt; but, in the very setting out of the bill, there is an evi-
dent departure from, and contradiction of, the riot act. The
riot act stated, that if twelve or more persons, riotously,
tumultuously, and unlawfully assembled, and refused to dis-
perse, &c. ; but this act stated, if persons, to the number of
twelve or more, riotously, tumultuously, or unlawfully as-
sembled. The former was copulative, the latter disjunctive ;
and the difference was, that if coming within any one of the
descriptions tumultuous, riotous, or unlawful, felony would
ensue, though in England, to constitute the crime, each must
be alleged. And when there is a deviation from the riot act,
I am very sorry to find it is not one founded in mildness and
mercy, but one founded in severity. Another difference from
the riot act is, that in England the proclamation is obliged to
be read ; but by this bill, nothing more was required of the
magistrate than to command the rioters to disperse in the
King’s name. Ifthey did not disperse in one hour, death
was the consequence; and this I consider as putting an hour
glass in the hand of time, to run a race against the lives of
the people; and this is certainly a great objection.

Another objection is, that if a magistrate was stopped when
repairing to the place of riot, the person who stopped him
would be guilty of felony; that was, though the magistrate

‘'was resorting to an unlawful place, the person who obstructed
him should be deemed to merit death, And if the persons
-did not disperse, if the magistrate was interrupted, the reckon-
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ing of time was to commence from the moment of his obstruc-
tion ; and should they continue one hour, they would be
guilty of felony, and incur the punishment of death; that is,
the interception of a magistrate at a distance, in this kingdom,
was to be tantamount to the reading of a proclamation on the
spot in England.

This I think one of the severest clauses that was ever
brought forward or ever adopted. But even though this had
been premised of the English riot act, the measure of their
severity should not be a measure for the legislation of the
House; if it should, it would be bad in principle, and worse
In practice.

Another clause of the bill made it felony to write, print,
publish, send, or carry any message, letter or notice, tending
to excite insurrection; that is, that a man who shall write or
print any letter or notice shall be guilty—of what? of felony!
Like the Draconian laws, this bill had blood! blood! —felony!
felony ! felony ! in every period and in every sentence.

Now, had this bill been law for some time past, what
would be the situation of every man who printed a newspaper
for the last nine months? »

What would be the situation of every man who had written
upon the subject of tithes ? For, as the right of the clergy to
tithes is acknowledged to be founded in law, and as the papers
and writers have argued against them, what would be the
consequence ? Who could tell how their conduct might be
construed in a court of law ? or whether they might not be
adjudged ﬁuilty of felony ? I will not ask who would be guilty
under such a law; but I will ask who would zo¢ be guilty ?

A perpetual mutiny-bill had been once the law of the land,
and yet gentlemen both spoke and wrote against it as danger-
* ous, unconstitutional, and beyond the power of Parliament to
sanction. . '

Had this bill been then law, they would. have all been
guilty of felony and suffered death. 'Who could tell in what
manner the words ¢ tending to excite disturbance” might be
interpreted ? The clause respecting the taking of arms and
ammunition, or money to purchase them, bears a similarity to
the White-Boy act ; but the White-Boy act was more gnarded.
With respect to the clause which prostrates places of public
worship, I consider it as casting a stain of impiety on the
whole nation, and enjoining the magistrates to commit that
very act of violence which is punished with death in the
peasantry. c ShA

It is- a revival of the penal laws, and that in the most
‘dangerous-and exceptionable part. I call upon gentlemen to

B 2



4 $ECOND READING oF THE BiLL = [Feb. 19,

consider, that they had no charge against the Catholics to
warrant this measure; to consider that they have not so much
as cause ‘for suspicion of them; to consider, if they were a
Popish peasantry, they were actuated by no Popish motive ;
to consider, that public thanks have been returned to the
principal person of the Catholic religion in this country, for
his manly exertions to maintain the public peace, and to pro-
tect the rights of the established clergy; and I think if there
be any thing sacred or binding in religion, it would operate
successfully against the present measure; for it would cast a
stigma on the Protestant religion.

I have heard of transgressors being dragged from the
sanctuary, but I never heard of the sanctuarybeing demolished;
it goes so far as to hold out the laws as a sanction to sacrilege.
If the Roman Catholics are of a different religion, yet they
have one common God, and one common Saviour, with gen-
tlemen themselves, and surely the God of the Protestant
temple is the God of the Catholic temple. ‘

‘What then does the clanse enact ? that the magistrate shall
pull down the temple of his God ; and if it be rebuilt, and as
often as it is rebuilt for three years, he shall again prostrate
it, and so proceed in a repetition of his abominations, and
thus stab the criminal through the sides of his God, — a new
idea indeed ! But this is not all; the magistrate is to sell by
auction the altar of the Divinity to pay for the sacrilege that
has been committed on his house. By preventing the chapel
from being erected, I contend that we must prohibit the
exercise of religion for three years; and that to remedy dis-
turbance we resort to irreligion, and endeavour to establish it
by act of Parliament. A commission of the peace might fall
into the hands of a clergyman, and this clause first occasion
him to preclude the practice of religion for three years, then
involve him in vile abominations, and afterwards he must
preach peace upon earth and good will towards men. With
regard to the clause respecting the obstruction to the collec-
tion of tithes, I do not know how far it may beproper to go
into the question of tithes ; I conceive it would not be proper
at all, if not generally. But since the clergy have, with such
ability, shown their right to tithes by ecclesiastical and civil
law, and that a resistance to the collection of that property
under the laws was improper, the House will find itself in a
strange predicament as to its own vote of agistment. If tithes
were legal, the House, by that vote, certainly deprived the
clergy of a great part of them.

L wish to have the clergy supported; I think the dignity of
the country requires it; but as to making new laws for the
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purpose, I think that part of another business. Perpetuity is
another principle of the bill, and another objection to it.
‘Would any man say that the coercion which might be neces-
sary, from the turbulence of one period, would be requisite
at all future times! Was it to be handed down an inheritance
to posterity ? Would they tell the provinces of Ulster, Lein-
ster, and Connaught, that they would reward their tranquillity
in the same mmanner they did the turbulence in the south?
Was it to descend from the fathers to the children as a kind
of original sin, and death, and felony, to. be spread in every
quarter? It was a fixed principle that the punishment should
bear a proportion to the crime, but this was not attended to
in the bill. Would any man say, that a man ought to be
punished with death for writing or influencing persons, I
will say, by threats or otherwise? I wish, if possible, to
confine the operation of the bill to the offending counties,
and contend, that if the bill is to pass in its present state (but
that I believe to be impossible), 1 will venture to. pronounce
that it would be absolutely ineffectual ; for the crime would
be overshot, and the feelings of humanity would revolt at the
punishment : it would indeed be the triumph of the criminal
and the stigma of the laws. I desire to know whether it is
meant to press the bill with all its clauses? whether it be
intended to submit it to alteration 7—If the former, I will
oppose it in the first instance ; if the latter. should be acceded
to, I will vote for the committal,

The bill was opposed by Mr. Stewart of Killymoon, Mr. Kear-
ney, Mr. Curran, Mr. Hardy, Mr. Dunn, Mr. Michael Smith, and
Mr. John Wolfe. They considered it an invasion of the consti-
tution, and as tending to increase the influence of the Crown, it
bore no analogy to the riot act in England, which was passed in
times of insurrection and rebellion. The disturbances were greatly
exaggerated. With respect to the clause regarding Roman Catholic
chapels, it was monstrous, and wholly.inadmissible. Mr. French,
Mr. Gardiner, Mr. Brownlow, Mr. Moore, the Secretary of State
(Mr. John Hely Hutchinson), Mr. Forbes, Mr. Browne (of the
college), supported the bill. = The Attorney-general ( Fitzgibbon)
stated, that he would not press the clause regarding Roman
Catholic chapels. However, he would not relinquish. the princi-
ple; and he thought, that if Popish mecting-houses were made
places of combination, they ought to be prostrated. It was, how-
ever, understood that this clause would be omitted.

The House then divided for the cemmittal ; — Ayes 162, Noes
30 ; Majority in favour of the bill 132. Tellers for the Ayes,
Right Honourable Williama Brownlow, Right Honourable Henry
Grattan ; tellers for the Noes, Mr. John Wolfe, Mr. James Stewart,

B 3
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RIOT BILL.
February 20. 1787.

THE House went'into a committee on the riot bill. The Attor-

ney-general, adopting the suggestion of Mr. Grattan, moved
to insert in the first clause the word and instead of the word or, —
« That if any persons, to the number of twelve or more, being
unlawfully, riotously, and tumultuously assembled to the disturb-
ance of the public peace, at or after the 25th of March, 1787, and
being required or commanded, in the King's name, to disperse,
by any one or more justice or justices of the peace, &c. &c. re-
maining so assembled for the space of one hour after such com-
mand, they shall be deemed felons, and suffer death as felons.”
Mr. John O’Neill moved an amendment, that after the words
¢« March 25.1787,” the words * in the counties of Cork, Kerry,
Limerick, and Tipperary,” should be inserted. Sir Edward
Newenham, Mr. Corry, Major Doyle, Mr. Curran, and Mr Forbes,
spoke in favour of the amendment. They said, the disturbances
were local, and the remedy should be so likewise. The laws
passed against the White-Boys and Hearts-of-Steel, in 1771 and
1772, were confined to a few counties. The part that related to
the Roman Catholic chapels showed the character of the measure,
which Major Doyle termed to be replete with persecution and
bigotry: he alluded to a pamphlet published by a reverend prelate,
which, he conceived, was a gross misrepresentation of the state of
Ircland, a libel on her character, and a production full of bigotry.
¢ Who could have thought,” said Major Doyle,  that within five
years from the glorious Revolution of 1782, toleration would stand
in need of advocates ? —a principle by the operation of which,
directed by the ability, virtue, and public spirit of my right
honourable friend upon the floor (Mr. Grattan), this revolution
was accomplished. I will say, that by toleration alone Ireland
can continue free and independent; by being united, you re-
covered your constitution. Suffer yourselves to be disunited,
and you will recover your chains.”

Mr. Forbes quoted that passage from Sir William Blackstone,
where he says, that the English riot act was a vast acquisition of
power to the Crown, and mentions, as in some degree a counter-
balance, the different acts to restrain the undue influence of the
‘Crown, passed since the Revolution ;—the Bill of Rights; the act
to exclude placemen and pensioners from the House of Commons;
the act for limiting the civil list ; the Nullum Tempus act ; the act to
prevent revenue officers from voting at elections; to exclude con-
tractors from the House  of Commons; and to limit the pension
list. He then observed, not one of such acts are to be found on
the Irish statuteé-book ; how then can gentlemen reconcile it to
themselves to increase the power of the Crown, without enacting

18
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any of those laws which the wisdom of the English legislature had
provided in that country. - f

The amendment. was opposed by Mr. Connolly, Sir Hercules
Langrishe, Mr. Serjeant Toler, Mr. Denis Daly, Sir Frederick
Flood, Mr. Browne, the Attorney-general, and the Secretary of
State. They contended, that the disturbed state of the south and
west called for such a law; the tumultuous meetings and nightly
outrages had arisen to an alarming height ; and the clergy could
not get their tithes.

Mr. GrarTaN said : I donot wish to prolong the debate on
this amendment ; it has taken up too much time already. It
is fair to suggest amendments, though not always proper to
press them; all I say with respect to the present amendment
is, that the idea of it is not liable to the charge of absurdity,
with which gentlemen have loaded it. I stated yesterday that
the bill with all its other objections was universal and per-
petual, the removal of the other objections, by the concessions
of last night, and the agreeing to limit the duration of the
bill, does in a great degree diminish the objection to its uni-
versality, and make it a matter of much less moment.

However, the idea is not that absurdity which gentlemen
have conceived. You acknowledge this bill to be a measure
founded on the excesses of a part of the kingdom, and to be a
very strong measure of coercion for those partial excesses, not
a penal code for the nation ; but a temporary occasional act of
terror applicable only to a particular part of it; on that prin-
ciple the idea of its restriction to that region of excess which
made it necessary, is not absurd in conception, for would it
be so in consequence; for if the terror of this law shall drive
the insurgents of the south to the north, as is supposed, it
will have had part of its effect; it will have dispersed the in-
surgents of the south, and have prevented the repetition of
their crimes, and unless you think that the crime is transi-
tory, and that men in the north can burn churches in the
south, and confederate against the tithe of the southren
clergy, these insurgents, so dispersed, will probably be taken,
sent back to their country, and executed under the law ; there
is therefore no absurdity in the consequence of this idea, nor
do I see that it is unprecedented. You have, in the act relative
to the Hearts-of-Steel, made a law penal and local, not only
changing the venue in four northern counties, but altering
the nature of certain offences which have or skall be com-
mitted in those counties. Gentlemen reprobate this act; yes;
but here is that precedent which you denied to exist; a partial
penal law for which most: of you voted. 1 do not mean to
justify all the principles of that law, but I will say, the locality

B 4



8 TITHES. [March 13.

was the bestpart of it. So much with respect to an amendment,
which, if carried, must be greatly extended, for it must go
not only to the four counties named, but to the whole pro-
vince of Munster, part of Leinster, and part of Connaught;
so much for an amendment, which, if pressed and insisted in,
1 shall vote for; though I see no reason for a division among
gentlemen on the subject, or pressing it any further. But
though the amendment should be given up, I shall vote for
the clause without it. I think the times require something
of this kind. The debate to-night has shown it, and the state
of the country calls for it. Better, perhaps, restrain the ex-
tent of a measure of coercion; but, at all events, a measure of
coercion is necessary.

The question was then put on the amendment of Mr. O’Neill,
and the committee divided; — Ayes 43, Noes 176; Majority
against the amendment 33.

TITHES.

MR. GRATTAN PROPOSES HIS RESOLUTION RESPECTING TITHES.
March 13. 1787.

MR. GRATTAN had given notice, on a preceding day, that

he intended to propose to the House a question regarding
tithes ; and on this day he brought forward his promised motion,
and spoke nearly as follows:

Sir, In this session, we have, on the subject of tumults made
some progress, though we have not made much. It has been
admitted, that such a thing does exist, among the lower or-
ders of people, as distress; we have condemned their violence,
we have made provision for its punishment, but we have ad-
mitted also, that the peasantry are ground to-the earth;
we have admitted the fact of distress.

We have gone farther, we have acknowledged that this
distress should make some part ofour Parliamentary enquiry,
—we have thoughtproper, indeed, to postpone the day, but we
are agreed, notwithstanding, in two things, the existence of a
present distress, and the necessity of a future remedy.

A multitude of particulars- would be tedious, but there are
same features so very striking and prominent, we cannot avoid
the sight of them. Our present system of supporting the
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clergy is liable to radical objections; in the south, it goes
against the first principle of human existence ; in the south,
you tithe potatoes; would any man believe it ? the peasant
pays, I am informed, often 7/. an acre for land, gets 6d. a-
day for hislabour, and paysfrom eight to twelve shillings forhis
tithe; if the whole case was comprised in this fact, this fact
is sufficient tocallfor your interference ; itattacks eultivation in
its cradle, and tithes the lowest, the most general, and the
most compassionate subsistence of human life; the more
severely felt is this, because it is chiefly confined to the south,
one of the great regions of poverty; in Connaught potatoes
do not pay tithe, in the north a moderate modus takes place
when they do pay, but in the south they do pay a great tithe,
and in the south you have perpetual disturbances. That the
tithe of potatoes is not the only distress I am not now to be
informed; 6l. or 7.. an acre for land, and 6d. a-day for
labour, are also causes of misery ; butthe addition of cight, ten,
or twelve shillings tithe, to the two other causes, is, and must
be, a very great aggravation of that misery; and as you
cannot well interfere in regulating the rent of land or price of
labour, I donotseethat you therefore should notinterfere where
you can regulate and relieve; I do not see why you should
suffer a most heavy tithe to be added to the high price of rent
and the low price of labour; neither am I sensible of the
force of that supposition, which conceives a diminution of the
tithe of potatoes would be only an augmentation of the rent,
for I do not find that rent is higher in counties where potatoes
are not tithed, nor can I see how an existing lease' can be
cancelled and the rent increased by the diminishing or taking
off the tithe ; neither do I see that similitude between tithe
and rent which should justify the comparison; rent is pay-
ment for land, tithe is payment for ecapital and labour
expended on land ; the proportion of rent diminishes with the
proportion of the produce, that is, of the industry; the pro-
portion of tithe increases with the industry; rent, therefore,
even a high rent, may be a compulsion on labour, and tithe a
penalty : the cottier does pay tithe, and the grazier does not ;
the rich grazier, with a very beneficial lease, and without any
system of husbandry, is exempted, and throws the parson on
labour and poverty, the plough and the poor do not bear
a proportion of the maintenance of the clergy, but are
loaded with the whole weight; thus you tax industry and
prohibit improvement,. while you encourage idleness and
grazing, which waste the land.  As this is against the first
principle of husbandry, so another regulation is against the

first principle of manufacture; you tithe flax, rape, and hemp,
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the rudiments of manufacture. Hence, in the north, you
have no flax farmer, though there are many who cultivate
flax ; you give a premium for the growth of flax, a premium
for the land-carriage and export of corn, and you give the
parson the tithe of the land, labour, and cultivation occupied
therein contrary to the prosperity of either ; as far as you have
settled you are wrong, and wrong where you have left un-
settled. 'What is the tithe, is one question; what is titheable
is another. Claims have been made to the tithe of turf, the
tithe of roots, moduses have been disputed, litigation has been
added to oppression, the business has been ever shamefully
neglected by Parliament, and has been left to be regulated,
more or less, by the dexterity of the tithe-proctor and the
violence of the parish, so that distress has not been confined
to the people, it has extended to the parson; your system is
not only against the first principle of human existence;
against the first principle of good husbandry ; against the
first principle of manufacture; against the principle of public
quiet ; it goes also against the security and dignity of the
clergy. Their case has been reduced to two propositions,
that they are not supported by the real tithe or the tenths, and
that they are supported by a degrading annual contract; the
real tithe or tenth is, therefore, unnecessaryfor their support,
for they have done without it, and the annual contract is im-
proper by their own admission, and the interference of
Parliament proper therefore. Certainly the annual contract
is below the dignity of a clergyman.

The minds of the clergy in general are too honourable for
such an employment; accordingly, advantage is taken by the
illiberal ; he is to make a bargain with the ’squire, the farmer,
and the peasant, on a subject which they do, and he does not
understand ; the more his humanity and his erudition, the less
his income; it is a situation where the parson’s property falls
with his virtues, and rises with his bad qualities. Just so the
parishioner; he loses by being ingenuous, and he saves by
dishonesty. The pastor of the people is made a spy on the
husbandman; he is reduced to become the annual teazing
contractorand litigant with aflock among whom he is toextend
religion by his personal popularity ; an agent becomes neces-
sary for him, it relieves him in this situation, and this agent
or proctor involves him in new odium and new disputes; the
*squire not seldom defrauds him, and he is obliged to submit
in repose and protection, and to reprize on the cottier, so that
it often happens that the clergyman shall not receive the
thirtieth, and the peasant shall pay more than the tenth; the
natural result this of a system which .makes the parson de-
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pendent on the rich for his repose, and on the poor for his
subsistence ; lenity to the rich and severity to the poor, his
preaching must be peace, while his practice must be strife
and this not from any fault in him, but in the law. I am
sure the spirit of many clergymen, and the justice of many
country gentlemen, resist such an evil in many cases; but the
evil is laid in the law, which it is our duty and interest to
regulate. From a situation so ungracious, from the disgrace
and loss of making in his own person a little bargain with
’squires, farmers and peasants, of each and every description,
and from non-residence, the parson is obliged to take refuge
in the assistance of a character, by name a tithe-farmer, and
by profession an extortioner ; this extortioner becomes a part
of the establishment of the church; by interest and situation
there are two descriptions of men he is sure to defraud, the
one is the parson and the other the people; he collects
sometimes at 50 per cent. he gives the clergymen less than he
ought to reccive, and takes from the peasants more than they
should pay; he is not an agent who is to collect a certain
rent, he 1s an adventurer, who gives a certain rate for the
privilege of making a bad use of an unsettled claim; this
claim over the powers of collection, and what is teazing or
provoking in the law, are in his hand an instrument not of
Justice but of usury; he sometimes sets the tithe to a second
tithe-farmer, so that the land becomes a prey fo a subordin-
ation of vultures.

In arbitrary countries the revenue is collected by men who
farm it, and it is a mode of oppression the most severe in the
most arbitrary country ; the farming the revenue is given to
the Jews; weintroduce this practice in the collection of tithe,
and the tithe-farmer frequently calls in aid of Christianity the
arts of the synagogue ; obnoxious on account of all this, the
unoffending clergyman, thrown off the rich upon the poor,
cheated most exceedingly by his tithe-farmer, and afterwards
involved in his odium, becomes an object of outrage; his
property and person are both attacked, and in both the
religion and laws of your country, scandalized and disgraced.
The same cause which produces a violent attack on the
clergyman among the lowest order of the community, pro-
duces among some of the higher orders a langour and
neutrality in defending him. Thus outraged and forsaken
he comes to Parliament ; we abhor the barbarity, we punish
the tumnlt, we acknowledge the injury, but we are afraid of
administering any radical or effectual relief, because we
are afraid of the claims of .the church; they claim the tenth
of whatever by capital, industry, or premium, is produced
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from land. - One thousand men claim this; and they claim
this without any stipulation for the support of the poor, the
repair of the church, or even the residence of the preacher.
Alarmed at the extent of such a claim, we conceive that the
difficulty of collection, is our security, and fear to give powers
which may be necessary for the collection of customary tithes
lest the clergy should use those powers for the enforcing of a
long catalogue of dangerous pretensions. We have reason
for this apprehension; the last clause in the riot act has
prompted a clergyman in the south to demand the tithe of
agistment, and to attempt to renew a confusion which your
act intended to compose. The present state of the clergyman
is, that he cannot collect his customary tithe without the in-
terference of Parliament, and Parliament cannot interfere
without making a general regulation, lest any assistance now
given, should be applied to the enforcement of dormant claims,
ambitious and unlimited.

Thus 1 submit to this House the situation of the clergy as
well as of the people; call on you to take up at large the
subject of the tithe. You have two grounds for such an
investigation ; the distress of the clergy, and the distress of the
people.

Against your interference three arguments are objected,
two of which are fictitious, and one only is sincere. The
sincere, but erroneous objection, is, that we ought not to
affect in any degree the rights of the church; to which I
answer briefly, that if, by the rights of the church, the
customary tithes only are intended, we ought to interfere to
give and secure the full profit of them ; and if, by the rights
of the church are meant those dormant claims I alluded to,
we ought to interfere to prevent their operation.

Of the two arguments, that one on petitions relies on the
impossibility of making any commutation ; but this argument
rather fears the change than the difficulty. 'This argument
is surely erroneous, in supposing that the whole wit of man,
in Parliament assembled, cannot, with all its ingenuity, find a
method of providing for 900 persons. We who provide for
so large a civil list, military list, pension list, revenue list, can-
not provide for the church. What ! is the discovery of the
present income of the church an impenetrable mystery? Or
is it an impossibility to give the same income but arising
from a different regulation, fixing some standard in the price
of grain; or if commutation be out of the power of human
capacity, is this establishment of a modus impossible, different,
perhaps, in the different countries, but practicable in all? or
if not practicable, how comes it that there should be a modus
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established in some parts of Ireland already for some tithable
articles ? Is it impossible to have a moderate modus on corn;
and some modus on pasture? Or to lay on potatoes a very
small modus, or rather to exonerate them as well as flax?
Would: it not be practicable to get rid of the tithe-farmer,
and give his plunder between the people and the parson? If
all this be a difficulty, it is a difficulty which is worthy of
you, and if you succeed in any part of it you do service.

The other argument relies on the times; and I acknowledge
they are an objection to the bill at present, but none against
the laying the foundation now of a measure to take place on
the restoration of public peace.

The meeting of the common people is partial, but the com-
plaint is general ; it is the complaint of the whole community ;
it is the complaint from the north to the south; and if it
be the complaint of the insurgents, it is also the complaint of
those gentlemen who have been most active to suppress them.
This motion, therefore, may be an inducement to preserve that
peace, it caunot be an incentive to the contrary; itis giving
government the full force of reward and punishment, and I
apprehend, if no step whatsoever was taken, and no debate
introduced at present, nothing would be done in future. I
have purposely refrained from mentioning some shameful acts
of oppression which had given rise to tumult, though they
could not apologize for it, it had been known that tithe-farmers
had received sixteen shillings an acre when the parson had
received but six. I have heard of tithe-proctors picketting
poor men who could not pay their demands. I have been
well assured- that among that worthy set of characters, a good
process server who could swear well was in great estimation,
as by his means they were enabled to drive away poor people’s
cattle, without the trouble of any process at all; but I refrain
from upholding to the House a picture which would strike
every man with indignation. As to the method of giving
redress, I do not mean in any degree to contract the living of
the clergy, or to say that a want of moderation in them has
caused the present complaints. I do not think it has; I think
they are founded in the radical defect of the system established
for their support, and in the rapaciousness of their agents; I
do not mean then to deprive the clergy of the benefit of the
growth of the land, or the growth of religion, but I wish to
collect their revenne by a modus. In the next session of Par-
liament, I will introduce a plan that will go a great way in
effecting this, and though perhaps it may not be altogether
perfect, yet certainly it will be more perfect than the present
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system. I shall, therefore, trouble you with a motion now,
and next session with a bill.

He then moved the following resolution:

¢ That, ifit shall appear, at the commencement of the next
session of Parliament, that public tranquillity has been restored
in those parts of the kingdom that have been lately disturbed,
and due obedience paid to the laws, this House will take into
.consideration the subject of tithes, and endeavour to form
some plan for the honourable support of the clergy, and the
ease of the people.”

The motion was seconded by Sir Henry Harstronge, and sup-
ported by Lord Edward Fitzgerald, Major Doyle, Mr. Todd Jones,
Mr. Charles O’Neil, and Mr. Curran. Mr. Curran observed upon
certain controversial publications between the Bishop of Cloyne
(Dr. Woodward) and the Reverend Dr. O’Leary. He said, it is
difficult and delicate to speak any thing on this subject, pecu-
liarly so to me, who, I know, have been grossly misrepresented as
an enemy to the rights of the church. 1 disclaim the charge. I
respect the clergy. I will never hear of any attempt to injure
their legal rights. Ilove their religion. There is only one re-
ligion under Heaven which I love more than the Protestant; but
I confess there is one, the Christian religion. As the subject has
been forced into the debate, I cannot help saying, that I think it
incumbent on the House to show themselves untainted by the in-~
tolerant principles of certain publications. In deing so, I am
persuaded they will perfectly concur with the respected author of
one of them. I am satisfied, that good and pious man has long
since regretted the precipitate publication of those hasty senti-
ments, and rejoiced that their natural tendency had been happily
frustrated by the good sense of the public. But I see no reason
for introducing the name of his adversary as a subject of censure
in this House. Mr. O’Leary is a man of the most innocent and
amiable simplicity of manners in private life. The reflection of
twenty years in a cloister has severely regulated his passions, and
deeply informed bis understanding. As to his talents, they were
public; and; I believe, his right reverend antagonist has found
himself overmatched as a controversialist. In this instance, it
was just that he should feel his superiority. It was the superiority,
not of genius only, but of truth, of the merits of the respective
causes. It was the superiority of defence over aggression. It
was the victory of a man, seeing the miseries of his country, like
a philosopher and a tolerating Christian, and lamenting them like
a fellow-subject, obtained over an adversary who was unfortun-
ately led away from his natural gentleness and candour, to see
those miseries, and, of course, to represent them through a
fallacious medium. '

" It was a victory in which, I am persuaded, the vanquished re-
joiced, and of which the victor rather bewailed the occasion than
exulted in the achievement. I am sorry that these subjects should
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be introduced into a debate of this kind; but as they were, I
think we should show the public that we were not inflamed against
our fellow-subjects by that persecuting or suspicious spirit, which
had been relinquished even by those that first caught and incau-
tiously endeavoured to propagate the infection.

The motion was strongly opposed by Mr. Orde, Sir Hercules
Langrishe, Mr. Bushe, Mr.George Ponsonby, Mr. Connolly, Major
Hobart, Mr. Mason, and Sir Francis Hutchinson. They argued,
that the time was improper ; that this would be to capitulate with
insurrection, and offer a reward for that obedience to the laws on
which they had a right to insist.

Mr. GratTaN replied: Sir, the subject has been agitated in
such a variety of different ways, and opposed by so many
gentlemen, that, even at this late hour of the night, I feel
myself under the necessity of making some observations ; and
at the same time I assure the House, that nothing but a con-
viction of the propriety of the motion could make me resist
the wishes of so many gentlemen, whom personally I love and
respect ; but I would appear a very light man, should 1, by
withdrawing the motion, give any ground to suppose that
I have taken up the subject without the most mature con-
sideration, or that I would hazard such a motion without
duly considering its consequences. This is not the case ; and,
therefore, it is not the smallness of the minority in which I
might be found that would induce me to relinquish a measure
ar 1smg from justice, mercy, and true policy. The only effect
a defeat on the present occasion can produce is, to confirm
me in a resolution of doing, in the next session, that which
the situation of the church and the people both require. I
have the utmost veneration, love, and respect for the church,
whichIam determined to prove, notby words only, butbyacts.
I have heard, indeed, very plausible professions of regard to
the church; but whlle they remain mere words, unaccom-
panied by deeds, I shall pay little regard to them. I am
determined to prove my affection to the church by my
actions, by securing her ministers in an honourable affluent
independence, and by removing every cause of dispute that
could endanger their persons or properties.

I could have wished that government had not taken any
part in the business. I cannot see what an English cabinet,
or an Irish secretary, has to do with it. The gentlemen of
the country know best their own situation ; it must therefore
be left to them. On the Riot-bill, the House had resolved
themselves into a committee on that part of the Lord
Lieutenant’s speech which respected the disturbances; they
did not, however, examine at all whether there were any dis-
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turbances, but they adopted a measure more adapted to an
adult sedition than to the suppression of a flying peasantry.
However, as ministers were responsible for the quict of the
country, the measure was agreed to; but having done so, it
certainly is now necessary to enquire into the distresses of
the people; to enquire into their grievances after they had
become coerced into obedience; after it has been declared,
by some of the first officers of the state, and allowed by every
one, that they were bowed down with misery, and ground to
the earth with oppression ; after we had passed a law to shoot,
and to hang, and to whip, and to banish, and to imprison
them, could it be thought too soon to enquire into their
grievances ? It might, indeed, be too late; but the dignity of
Parliament would be injured. And how has the right
honourable gentleman maintained that dignity ? By sealing
up the lips of the majority, and pronouncing his vefo against
compassion. I should have wished he had not rose, or
that the imperial vete had not sealed up the springs of hu-
manity.

It has been said that the exoneration of potatoes from tithe
would be of no advantage to the poor. Where have gentle-
men learned this doctrine? Certainly not in the report - of
Lord Carhampton. Or, will they say, that taking sixteen
shillings an acre off potatoes, is no benefit to the miserable
man who depends on them as his only food ?

It has been admitted that some tithes are illegal, such as
those on turf, and the poor man is advised to institute.a
lawsuit for relief. Are gentlemen serious when they give this
advice? or will they point out, how the man who earns five
pence a-day is to cope with the wealthy tithe-farmer who op-
presses him ? :

It has been said we should not pay any regard to people
in a state of resistance; that it would be derogatory to the
dignity of Parliament, and that they should apply in proper
form. I laugh at this lofty kind of language; there can
never be a time when it is improper for the legislature to do
justice.

The question was then put for going into the order of the day
(to supersede Mr. Grattan’s motion), and it was carried without a
division, .
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NAVIGATION ACT.
March 20. 1787.

N the 5th of March, Mr. Grattan had enquired from the Attor-

ney-general, regarding a bill for which leave had been given

on the 23d of February, under the title of a bill for the Improve-

ment of Navigation, whether the bill was to go farther than the

mere registry of ships. The Attorney-general said, the intention

was to insert a clause in the bill declaratory of the navigation act
being in force in this kingdom.

Mg. Gratrax then said: I find this bill is to enact the
navigation law; a law of greatest anxiety to the British
minister; a law intended, indeed, to confer equal benefits,
and impose equal restraints ; but so construed by Britain as
to confer benefits on herself; and exclude Ireland. This
was a principle of the propositions, and a very old complaint.
England sent plantation goods to Ireland, and refused to re-
ceive' them from us under colour and construction of one
and the same law, —this act of navigation. This law, it
seems, now, gentlemen begin to suspect is not valid in Ire-
land; and it is now proposed by them to be enacted here,
subject to the hostile construction, and itis to be brought
in on Wednesday, to be pressed, I suppose, with the usual
expedition.

The Attorney-general said that the right honourable gentleman
laboured under an error in his conception of the matter.

Mr. Grarrax. If I am inerror, Ierr with authority; I
have the authority of as good lawyers as the right honourable
gentleman, to say, that the act of navigation is not the law of
Ireland ; if I am in error, I have the authority of the measure
of the right honourable gentleman himself, who, justly diffident
of his own assertion, calls on Parliament to give it the autho-
rity of law, and proposes to enact the navigation law now,
about whose validity he says he has no sort of doubt, but acts
as it he had great apprehensions. Thisis a question of the
greatest consequence. I have no objection that the bill should
be brought in on Wednesday, provided it is to be printed,
time given to consider it, and the House to be called. Gen-
tlemen will recollect, that it has been ever the policy of
" England to bave the act of navigation acknowledged in
Ireland, and that, if a commercial adjustment should be
propesed next session, a doubt about the validity of the

YOL. I, 3
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navigation law, would be your strength, and your best chance
of muking good terms for the country. You are placed in a
great responsibility, by the bringing forward this question:
Ireland ought not to advance, but I am clear she should not
recede.

The motion to go into a committee on the bill having come on
this day, Mr. Grattan spoke as follows : —

Sir, From the thin and unfrequented state of these benches
one would naturally expect no business of moment : the navi-
gation act now under your consideration has been from the
earliest time an object to Great Britain; for this she has
incurred the jealousy of nations; to this she. attributes the
growth of her marine, the dominion of the sea; and she has
called it emphatically a great sea charter.

But this act, dear as it was to her, has been in its operation
as cruel to you: hardly had the act passed when you were
inhibited by one law from sending European goods to the
plantations. By another law your name was stricken out of
the bond, and the plantations were inhibited from sending
their articles to Ireland; and, finally, by another law, you were
inhibited from sending plantation goods to Great Britain, while
England, who drew up your act of customs, which, though
the measure of the Irish Parliament, was drawn up in England,
forced herself into your market by a clause in that act. Here
has been the construction or operation of the navigation act;
a construction of monopoly and contradiction ; a tyranny of
power over the rules of reason; an eperation of injustice,
the result of which was, that Ireland was turned out of every
market in the King’s dominions, her own not excepted;
while England construed herself into the Irish market, by an
authority derived from the explanation of one and the same
act, by the interpretation of whieh you were excluded. Thus
you stood, or nearly thus, until the settlement of 1779; here
the two nations came to an honourable explanation, .in which
the characters of both were raised, and in which, coupled with:
the scttlement of 1782, their animosities were buried for ever;
but, in the settlement of 1779, we did not comprehend the
channel trade, or the trade subsisting between Great Britain
and Ireland; that stood on its ancient base; which was, in-
equality ; here the dregs® of the provincial system remained
not yet purged off; you took the manufacture of England,
and the plantation-goods re-exported from England, and
England refused to take either from Ireland ; she got the raw
article from you, and you take the manufacture from her.
It was a condition that required arrangement, but was not a
condition (considering the great and recent acquisitions of



1787.3 NAVIGATION ACT. 19

this country) that should have called forth the very great
turbulence and impatience which attended the inauspicioué
discussion of the unhappy question, protecting duties, to
which the above condition had given birth; protecting duties
a question whether we should turn a vast number of articles
of the English manufaetures out of the Irish market; a ques-
tion taken up so improperly, so furiously agitated, and so
suspiciously deserted. The madness of the times frightened
the English mueh, but frightened every rational man in
Ireland much more, and did at last damn the pretensions of
those manufacturers who had just force enough to give birth
to an arrangement, of which protecting duties not only did not
make a part, butin which an express stipulation against them
made a principal part. The equality of the re-export trade
made another part. This was the system of reeiprocity, but
the manufacturers of England trembled at it; they had got
your market already; they, therefore, were not to gain any
thing by the experiment, and they were, therefore, left free to
indulge in the latitude of their ancient fears and airy specula-
tions. ‘They contemplated the low price of labour and
of provisions in Ireland; they mistook the symptoms of
poverty for the seeds of wealth; in your raggedness they saw
riches in disguise; and in destitution itself, they discovered a
powerful rival to the capital, credit, and commerce of Great
Britain.

Whilst your pretensions were thus opposed by some of
the English manufacturers, jealons of your poverty, they
were also combated by anotlier party, jealous of your liberty.
The remnant of Lord North’s ministry, who had supported
the minister in the fury of the American measuresy, but had
condemned his decline, and saw the moment when a great
man loses his virtues, that is, when he loses his power; that
remnant who had but one idea with respect to Great Britain,
Ireland, and America, coercion ! coercion! From that quar«
ter, the fourth proposition, if I am well informed, and some
of the other propositions, the result of a narrow mind, a
sordid circumspeetion, and a jealouS{ of the dominating
genius of an individual, and of the liberties of: a nation,
originated. Thus was Mr. Pitt’s system of reciprocity clogged
with a system of coercion, and thus fell the adjustment ; and
since that time we have no question in the least connected
with it, until a donbt has been entertained . of the validity of
the act of navigation. That doubt rests on two points; eue
is, the informal and narrow rule in the act of customs,
which enacts nothing, speaks only to the lower officers of the
revenne, and rather indieates a false opinien of the validity of
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:theact-ofnavigation in Treland, by the authority of the British
. Partiament, rather than a legislativeconfirmationof the law. Let
the learned decide : I know there are some most eminent law-
_yers, who do not think that rule sufficient to establish the act of
~navigation in point of law; in point of conformity it has not
.been disputed. The other ground of doubt is Mr. Yelverton’s
-bill; the clause in this bill is equqlity; it enacts such com-
‘mercial and navigation laws, as import to confer the same
benefits, and impose the same restrictions. Had the navi-
* gation act been unaltered, had it not been perverted from its
original purpose, it would have been established by Mr.
. Yelverton’s bill; but its inequality of operation stood in the
sway of its confirmation. Thus, the doubt of the validity of
the act of navigation arose from the narrowness of the rule,
and the honest latitude of the bill. In these circumstances a bill
is introduced, to establish in this country the act of naviga-
tion. I was not under error in any degree whatever with
.respect to the measure. I stated it to be the establishment of
the act of navigation; it is so. - It has been called a bill for
the trade of Irclarid; it is not so. It has been l'cpresented as
-a boon from England; it is not so. .
The act of nawgatlon is an act of empue, net of' cont-
merce ; Cromwell was no merchant, his mind was compass,
power, and empire. The navigation act is a restriction on
commerce in the benefit of shlppm a restriction on the
sale of - things imported and expmted conﬁnmg the sale and
‘purchase to “vessels and ports of a certain description. The
.compensation Great Britain receives, is in the carrying trade;
and a doubt bas arisen, whether the benefits she receives from
that trade, compensate for the restraint she imposes on the
sale of the commodity; but as to Ireland, there can be no
donbt at all. The act of navigation is clearly a restriction
without the compensation. Your trade does not receive
benefit from the alien duty. The act is a clog on your
plantation and a clog on your European trade. Does your
trade reccive benefit by being confined to vessels of a certain
-description, or a certain port? You incur the restraint on
the sale, but you do not get compensation : sce your tonnage
of 1734 : English in the Irish trade, 360,000 ; Irish, 7 1,000
thus:the act ‘of navigation is a restriction on commerce for
shlpp ng: a restriction on Irish commerce for British ship-
ping tlv refore, .the act of navigation is a grant to
. En"‘a")d
. I donot hesitate,to make that grant, nor do I require to
‘be exhorted to make that grant, by a suggestion, that an act
restrictive on our commerce is for.the benefit of our trade.
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1 know we must make some sacrifices, in sonic instances, to
the general cause. I know taxes are not commercial benefits
any more than acts .of navigation, but they arc necessary;
and, therefore, I do not hesitate to.conform to the British
act; desiring only, in order to warrant that conformity;
“that the conditions of the act may be effectually cqual. ~As
Irish conformity is necessary to the British empire, so is Irish
equality necessary to obtain that conformity; that is the true
principle that connects; it is the breath that lifts, and it is
the spirit that moves, and the soul that actuates; without it,
all is eccentricity; with it, the two nations gravitate to a
common centre, and fulfil their stated revolutions in the
imperial orbit, by rules, regular as ‘the laws of motion, like
them infallible, and like them everlasting! Nor do you here
demand an equality of which you are not a purchaser; you
purchased the right to equal admission, or equal exclu-
sion, under this act, by a long conformity to its restriction;
you have given to Great Britain, for that equality, your
carrying trade and your market, 100,000/ in plantation
goods, 360,000/, tonnage; nor do you in fact desire equal
advantages. You do not desire the British market, but you
wish to have the speculation of the British market, for the
chance of your own; it is not another man’s estate you desire,
but a'small channel throngh your neighbeur’s land, that you
may water your own, without the fear of inundation. The
English need not tremble; their estates in the plantations
articled to render the produce to Great Britain will not break
those articles. Cork will not be the emporium of the empire.
Old England will remain at the head of things. We only
aspire that the little bark of this island may attendant sail,
pursue the trinumph, and perchance partake some vagrant
breath of all those trade-winds that waft the British cmpire
along the tidc of commerce. AR

The equality we ask, is not only the birth of our condition ;
it is the dictate of our laws. See the act of 1782, the same
benefits and the same restraints; a principle very inadequate,
if applied, as the rule whereby to measure laws not yet in
existence; very infirm ground whereon to pledge the faith of
"Parliament to futurc adoption, but necessary for your con-
formity to any English act already in existence; a principle
_ of equality is thus registered in your own statutes.. The mer-
chants who petitioned were therefore moderate; they are men
respectable as merchants, as men of sense and men of probity ;
they did not desire you to repeal the navigation act, but theydid
desire that you would not re-enact it; that you would not give
any new sanction or authority to the act, without establishing

c3 . .
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and securing its benefits. 'They spoke like freemen the sug-
gestion of the laws, and demanded their right, equity, effectual
equity. They spoke a principle admitted even by the two
Houses of the British Parliament at a time not very favour-
able to your liberty, the time of the propositions. The fourth
proposition, inadmissible as it was, did not presume to ask of
you to adopt English laws of shipping and navigation, on a
principle other than that of equality. That proposition was
idle enough to expect that you should pledge your faith to a
future conformity to future English acts; but equality even
there was admitted, even by that oppressive narrow propo-
sition ; therefore, I think I have proved, that, in the act under
your consideration, you have a right to demand equality, and
I ask whether the clause sufficiently secures it ? The clause re-
cites the rule, and then enacts, and explains nothing, recites no
principle, secures no principle, removes no doubt; it leaves you
a verbal, not an operative equality ; equality of law, but not
equality of construction. In support of a clause so circum-
stanced, two principal arguments have been adduced ; one, that
the act of navigation is the law already, and the other, that it is
not. As to the first, if the whole of the argument rested here,
the argument and the bill would be easily disposed of. It is true,
the act of navigation has been complied with ; the merchants,
commissioners, and people, have obeyed it; the doubf must
arise somewhere out of this country, and if out of this country,
in some quarter appertaining to the British court; it is, there-
fore, a proposition from the British court to the Irish nation.
‘When we are employed in discussing this proposition, and
in removing the doubt the court of Great Britain may enter-
tain about the existence of the act of navigation, have we
forgotten that there does not exist a much more respectable
and more interesting doubt abont its construction ? and shall
we gratify the court by settling the one point, and not gratify,
serve, and secure the people, by settling and securing the
other ?

The other argument, that tells you the navigation act is
not the law, desires you with all speed to establish it, in order
to secure your plantation trade, But has any court of justice
impeached the validity of the act ? Any merchant disputed it ?
Any commissioner dispensed with it? There is the same con-
formity to the act of navigation now which obtained in 1780,
when we got the plantation trade, therefore, we are not called
on to re-enact it by virtue of the covenant, Supposing that
settlement to have the navigation act in contemplation, the
plantation trade is confined to the British plantation, and the
navigation act is co-extensive with the world; there is, there-
fore, a geographical error in the argument, supposing it to
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have any foundation in the fact; but to put this defiance tp
issue, I ask the right honourable gentlemen on the other side,
have they any authority from the British minister, to tell
Ireland, that, unless she shall re-enact the navigation law,
England will repeal the settlement of 17822 I wait for an
answer ; there is no such thing. .
The plantation trade is out of the question — I congratulate
you, your minds are at ease, that fear is idle. But if you were
to examine the value of that trade, with the loss of which you
are threatened, perhaps you would find that it is not inestim-
able. I allow it is of some value; I do not wish to depreciate
the grants of England; you do import directly and. you do
export directly something, but not in any very great quantity.
Whence do you get your sugar? From old England; what
bales of cotton manufacture or woollen manufacture have you
exported directly to the plantations? Have'we‘forgotten»cvhat
we have heard on the subject of the propositions, that our
plantation trade did not depend on the act of navigation,
but on the issue of the second market, that is, on the equal
operation of the navigation act, of the act before you? I
thought gentlemen went too far when they talked down the
plantation trade, as it were nothing without the market of
Eogland, without this point of construction or operation ; but
I am astonished that they now urge the plantation trade as an
argument for adopting the act of navigation, without taking
the precaution of securing that equality under the act, withou
which the plantation trade, in their opinion, is. inoperative.
One gentleman says it is law, another it is not law ; but both
agrce to prepossess your judgment, by excitinga false in-
difference or a false panic. There is another argument that
comes in aid of these, which tells you, it is of no consequence
whether the navigation act is or is not law ; because the in-
equality arises from two outstanding acts of Parliament; one
the act of customs in Ireland, which admits British plantation
goods ; the other the act of the twelfth of George IIIL in
England, which prohibits their import from this country; and
therefore he advises you to adopt the act of navigation, be-
cause there .are two other acts of Parliament which deprive
you of its benefits. Before you pass the clause under consider-
ation, recollect that we have not very indirectly been invited
to institute an adjustment with Great Britain. I am against
advancing on that subject; I do not wish to make new points
with England ; there are some things might be better adjusted,
but I would leave that adjustment to temper and to time,
England now receives France and excludes Ireland. Idonot
believe she need be afraid of being rivalled by either; but this
cd



24 NAVIGATION ACT. [ March 20.

is a consideration for her and not for us; we have done our
part; we have opened our market to Ingland; we cannot
give our constitution ; if she chuses to advance; if ashamed
to give privileges to France which she refuses to Ircland, she
wishes to relax, it is well ; we are ready to thank her; but if
the court wishes to advance, and proposes the removal of a
new doubt, by adopting a new and experimental measure,
such as the present, we must assert, and we reply by establish-
ing an old claim and an old principle. My answer to this
proposition is to take the act of navigation on its true prin-
ciple, and my sentiments are Irish equality and British ship-
ping; and my amendment is as follows, and my vote shall be
for the amendment and for the bill, for the English navigation
act on its own principle.

He concluded with moving the following amendment to the
preamble of the act:

¢« And whereas it is the meaning and intention of the said
act, passed in England in the twelfth year of King Charles II.
to impose the same restraints and to confer equal benefits on
His Majesty’s subjects in England and in Ireland, and that both
kingdoms shall be thereby affected in the same manner.”

To put the House in possession of the whole measure, he
stated that he intended to follow the amendment, by moving
the annexed proviso for the bill:

¢¢ Provided, that the said act, passed in Inglaud in the
twelfth year of the reign of Charles 11. shall bind his Majesty’s
subjects of Ireland, so long as it shall have the effect of con-
ferring the same benefist, and imposing the same restrictions,
on both kingdoms.

The amendment was supported by Mr. Corry, Mr. Ogilvie, and
Mr. Curran. It was opposed by Mr. Denis Daly, Mr. Beresford,
Mr. Mason, Sir Hercules Langrishe, and the Attorney-general.
They said, that in their conception the navigation act comprised
the same benefits in the two countries, and therefore the amend-
ment was unnecessary. The Attorney-general, alluding to the
propositions, made an attack on the English ‘opposition, and ridi-
culed the idea that they had shown any regard for the Irish con-
stitution in the whole or any part of that proceeding.

Mr GraTTaN observed: Sir, the right honourable gentle-
man (Mr. Fitzgibbon) makes a reply necessary ; he charges me
with speaking without knowing.well what 1 was about. I had
rather be the object of his severity than the retaliator of it; he
has mis-stated what I said ; perhaps a very able advocate, which
most undoubtedly heis, may think mistating a very fair figure
of argument, I did not say that the act of navigation was the
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law of Ireland ; I gave no opinion ; I said some great lawyers
doubted, but the people obeyed. 1 did not say that we had
no benefit from the direct plantation trade, but I did say that
as yet we had not any great benefit from it, no great direct
export or import. The righthonourable member has spoken of
the English opposition much to their disadvantage; he will
allow, however, they had one merit, that of making the right
honourable member Attorney-general. He is, however, too
high in situation, ability, and independency, to be the partizan
of the party in government, or any party; but if he has
censured the English opposition, he has censured his own
countrymen at least as liberally. Sir, they were invited to dis-
cuss the subject by the minister, they gave sach an opinion as
was approved of by many very able and very honest men. We
should treat that opinion at least with good manners, par-
ticularly the right honourable member should do so, because
he has abilities and pretensions sufficient to enter into the
fair field of argument without any other assistance. However,
what has fallen from the right honourable member is a proof
that a certain asperity is not inconsistent with an excellent
head and a very good heart.

The committee divided on Mr. .Grattan’s amendment ; — Ayes
52, Noes 127; Majority against Mr. Grattan’s amendment 75.

TITHES.

MR: GRATTAN MQVES FOR A COMMITTEE TO INQUIRE INTO THE
STATE OF TITHES.

February 14. 1788. -

N the 29th of January, the Secretary of State obtained leave

to bring in a bill to  enable all ecclesiastical persons and
bodies, rectors, vicars and curates, and impropriators, and those
deriving by, from, or under them, to recover a just compensation
for the tithes withheld from them in the year 1786, in the several
counties therein mentioned against such persons who were liable
to the same.” The bill was read a first time ; on which occasion,

Mr. Grarran said: I beg to recall to the recollection of
the House the notice which last session I gave of my intention,
in the course of . the present, to lay before the House a plan
for the commutation of tithes and the better maintenance of
the clergy. I now give notice, that it is my determination, as
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soon as the public business relative to the accounts and
supply should be dispatched, I shall enter upon the subject
of tithes; and I do not despair of being able to offer to the
House a plan perhaps not altogether perfect, but such as the
wisdom of Parliament might easily mature into such a system
as would give the clergy a more comfortable and more hon-
ourable support than they at present possess, without proving
in any degree burdensome to the farmer, or cultivator of land.
I see no difficulty in uniting the interests of the clergyman
and farmer, and putting an end jfor ever to those dissensions
so injurious to both ; at present I will not go farther into the
subject, because I conceive it could not be investigated, on
broad and extensive ground, till after the public business
had been goue through.

On this day, the 14th of February, he brought forward his pro-
mised motion.

He began by observing, that it was nof his intention to sur-
prise the House at present, by introducing so important a sub-
ject as that of tithes. I would prefer submitting the grievances
complained of by the peasantry to a committee, who would
examine if they really existed or not. That such a mode of pro-
ceeding would meet with the approbation of the House, I have
no doubt, as the committee, by considering the magicai error in
its true form, would see the necessity of a commutation of tithes ;
a commutation which, if I was to propose in the first instance,
without convincing the House that the peasantry were really
distressed, might bring on an opposition that I would wish,
if possible, to see avoided on the present momentous subject.
It is a position in politics, as well as in physics, that for the
purpose of removing the complaint, it was necessary for the
physician to know the nature of the disorder. For this pur-
pose there are many respectable witnesses ready to attend, to
prove their allegations, which, I am convinced, would show
the necessity of a reformation being made in the mode of
provision for the clergy. I therefore move, ¢ That a com-
mittee be appointed to enquire, whether any just cause of
discontent exists among the people of the province of
Munster, or of the counties of Kilkenny or Carlow, on
account of tithe, or the collection of tithes, and if any, to
report the same, together with their opinion therenpon.”

In this committee I shall state, and bring evidence of the
grievances under which the wretched people labour. In this
committee I shall also submit what occurs to me as the proper
remedy. I do not wish, in the first instance, to usher these
matters to the House, because, as I said before, I am unwili-
ing to risk the interest of the clergy, the cause of the poor,
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and the happiness of the country, upon my opinion. Let me
then beseech an inquiry, from which much good, and no
mischief whatever can possibly result.

The Attorney-gencral (Mr. Fitzgibbon), and Mr. Hobart, ob-
jected strongly to the mode pointed out by Mr. Grattan.

Mr. GraTTAN thenrose, and spoke asfollows: Sir, thepeople
in the south have grievances, and one of their principal
grievances is tithe; do not take it upon my authority; go
into a committee. It has been said, in defence of clerical
exactions, that though sometimes exorbitant, they have never
beenillegal, I deny it: and will produce proof at your bar,
that exactions in some of the disturbed parts have been not
exorbitant only, but illegal likewise. I will prove that, in
many instanges, tithe has been demanded, and paid for turf;
that tithe of turf has been assessed at one or two shillings a
house like hearth-money; and, in addition to hearth-money,
with this difference, that in case of hearth-money, there is an
exemption for the poor of a certain description; but here, it
is the poor of the poorest order, that is, the most resistless
people, who pay. I will prove to you, that men have been
excommunicated by a -most illegal sentence, for refusing to
pay tithe of turf. I have two decrees in my hand from the
vicarial court of Cloyne; the first excommunicating one man,
the second excommunicating four men, most illegally, most
arbitrarily, for refusing to pay tithe of turf; nor has tithe of
turf, without pretence of law or custom, been a practice only ;
but in some part of the south, it has been a formed exaction
with its own distinct and facetious appellation, the familiar
denomination of smoke-money. A right to tithe of turf has
been usurped against law, and a legislative power of commu-
tation has been exercised, I suppose for familiarity of
appellation and facility of collection.

I am ready, if the House will go into the inquiry, to name
the men, the parish, and all the circumstances.

It bas been urged, the law would relieve in the case
of demand for tithe of tnrf; but you have admitted the
poverty of the peasant, and you cannot deny the expense of
litigation.  Sir, the law has been applied, and has not re-
lieved. ]

I have authority from a person, now a most eminent judge,
and some years ago a most distinguished lawyer, to aflirm to
this House, that he, in the course of his profession, did repeat-
edly take exceptions to libels in the spiritual court for tithe
of turf, and that they were uniformly overruled; and I have
the same authority to affirm to you, that the spiritual courts
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do maintain a right to tithe for turf; and that, in so doing,
they have acted, and do act in gross violation of the law.

I am informed that tithe has been demanded for furze
spent on the premises, and, therefore, in circumstances not
subject to tithe, a demand oppressive to the poor, and repug-
nant to the law. _

Under this head the allegation is, that, in some of the
disturbed parishes of the south, tithe has been demanded and
paid, without custom, and against law; and that the cccle-
siastical courts have allowed such demands against law, and
this will be verified on oath.

The exactions of the tithe-proctor are another instance of
illegality ; he gets, he exacts, he extorts from the parishioners,
in some of the disturbed parishes, one, frequently two shillings,
in the pound. The clergyman’s agent is then paid by the
parish, and paid extravagantly. The landlord’s agent is not
paid in this manner; your tenants do not pay your agent ten
per cent. or five per cent. or any per centage at all. "What
right has the clergyman to throw his agent on his parish ? As
well might he make them pay the wages of his butler, or his
footman, or his coachman, or his postillion, or his cook.

This demand, palpably illegal, must have commenced in
bribery; an illegal perquisite growing out of the abuse of
power; a bribe for mercy; as if the tithe-proctor was the
natural pastoral protector of the poverty of the peasant against
the possible oppressions of the law, and the exactions of the
Gospel. He was supposed to take less than his employer
would exact or the law would allow, and was bribed by the
sweat of the poor for his perfidy and mercy. This original
bribe has now become a stated perquisite; and, instead of
being payment for moderation, it is now a per centage on
rapacity. 'The more he extorts for the parson, themore he
shall get for himself. ) .

Are there any decent clergymen who will defend such a

practice? WIill they allow that the men they employ are
ruffians, who would cheat the parson, if they did not plunder
the poor; and that the clerical remedy against connivance
is to make the poor pay a premium for the increase of that
plunder and exaction, of which they themselves are the ob-
jects? .
: I excuse the tithe-proctor; the law is in fault, which gives
great and summary powers to the indefinite claims of the
church, and suffers both to be vested in the hands not only of
the parson, but of a wretch who follows his own nature,
when he converts anthority into corruption, and law into
pecnlation.
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I have'seen a catalogue of some of their charges ; so much
for potatoes; so much for wheat ; so much for oats; so much
for hay — all exorbitant; and after a long list of uncon-
scionable demands for the parson, comes in a peculation for
the proctor: two shillings in the pound for proctorage; that
is, for making a charge, for whose excess and extravagance
the proctor ought not to have been paid, but punished.

Thus peculation has now become a law ; the proctor’s fees,
paid at first for a low valuation, are now in some cases added
to a full one; and the parish is obliged to pay ten per cent.
to the proctor for the privilege of paying the full tithe to the
parson. :

‘Under this head the allegation is, that the tithe-proctors in
certain parishes in the south do ask and extort from the poor
parishioner one or two shillings in the pound, under tke
description of proctorage — a fee at once illegal and oppres-
sive ; and this they are ready to verify at your bar.

It has been said, that an equity has been always observed
in favour of the tiller of the soil. This, I understand, will be
controverted ; and it will be proved, that, in some of the dis-
turbed parishes, the demands of the following articles will be
found to pay tithe: wheat, potatoes, barley, bear, rye, flax,
hemp, sheep, lambs, milch-cows, turf, pigs, apples, peaches,
bees, cabbage, oziers; in some, oblations, Easter-offerings,
burial-money. :
I understand that cvery thing of any consequence which is
tithed in.any part of Ireland, is tithed in Munster; that
potatocs, which are tithed in no other part of Ireland, are
tithed herc; and that each article is, in most of the disturbed
parts, tithed higher than in any other part of Ireland.

1. understand that it will appear, that, in some parts of
Kerry, they tithe potatoes 1/.; wheat 16s.; barley 13s.; oats
12s. 5 hay 2s. :

In Kerry they do not measure by the acre, but the
spade. They reckon, as I am informed, the breadth of their
potatoe-ridge, or trench, to be an Irish perch, or ten feet and
an half; the length, therefore, when 320 perches make an
acre, they measure by the spade length, which is five feet and
an half long ; ‘twenty of these Irish spades they suppose to
contain eighteen stone of potatoes, or what they call two
Kerry pecks; and as there are little more than sixty-one
score spades in the bed of 320 perches, that is, in an acre,
the whole quantity of potatoes is valued at 122 Kerry pecks,
which averages at twenty-pence the peck, that is 20s. the acre
for tithe of potatoes. ' !

r
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In a parish in the county of Cork, I understand, the fol-
lowing demand was made and paid: -

‘Wheat 8s. the English acre ; barley the same ; meadow 4s.;
oats 4s.; potatoes 12s.; proctor’s fees 2s. 2d. in the pound,
and this not for one year, but a succession. This, when
valued by the Irish acre, is, for wheat 13s.; barley 13s.;
meadow 6s. Gd. ; oats 6s. 6d. ; potatoes 19s.

This will better appear by stating to you some of the
proctor’s bills for a series of years, which 1 understand will
be proved at your bar.

In the year 1782.

L s d.
For 118 English acres of meadow - - 2116 O
16 Ditto barley - - - 512 O
8 Ditto Oats - - - - 112 ©
, 2 Ditto potatoes - - - 1 40
2s. proctorage - - - - 850
In the year 1783.
92 English acres of meadow - - B8 00
18 Ditto oats - - - 3 00
4 Datto potatoes - - - 2 8 0O
2s. in the pound proctorage - 212 ©
Valuation for 1784.

74 Acres of meadow - - 14 0 O.

9 Ditto, second crop potatoes - - 410 0
For 1785. -
8 Acres barley, second crop - - 216 0O
1 Ditto potatoes, second crop - 010 0
i For 1786.

3% Acres potatoes and flax . o 2 2 0
2 Ditto barley - - - 016 O
7 Ditto meadow - - . I 1-0
10 Cows - - - - 0 3 4

You will observe, that these are all the English acre, and
make the acreable ratages about what I have stated in round
pumbers. 1 have also to produce several affidavits of differ-
ent people (peasants I suppose they are), from the county of
Cork. The brief of which affidavits, I will now state to you «
they depose that a charge was made of ten shillings (English
acre I am informed) for wheat, and ten for potatoes, of the
worst kind.

That a charge was made of twenty shillings for an acre
and half of barley, and that the crop was a bad one,
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That a charge was made and exacted of fifteen shillings
for half an English acre of wheat, and half an acre of oats.

They prove that the tithe has increased of late in some parts
from five to eight or ten shillings the English acre for
potatoes ; from four to eight or ten shillings for wheat; and
for barley, oats, and hay, in a similar proportion.

They prove that the charges in the ecclesiastical courts
have swelled to ten times the original sum.

They prove that the tithe demanded in 1786, in some
instances, exceeded the rack-rent of the land ; they prove that
it is a practice to charge for more acres than the peasant has
in tillage, and they produce the charge of the proctor, and the
return of the surveyor; théy prove that the prices charged, in
some instances, in 1786, cxceeded the value of the tithe.

They prove an unchristian and uncharitable exaction.
‘What credit is to be given to these affidavits you will be the
best judge when you go into the committee; but this I think,
even on the statement you can decide that these peasants have
been oppressed by tithe; and however fondly and partially
these men may state their own case, yet it appears that they
have a case which you ought to consider, and that there has
not been that moderation on the part of parson and proctor
as by the former is so confidently alleged.

I understand, in the course of your enquiry, it will appear,
that a living has been lately and rapidly raised from 60/ to
300/ by the new incumbent; that a farm from 12/ a year
tithe has been raised to 60/ ; that a living in these disturbed
parts from 130Z has been, in the same manner and expedi-
tion, raised to 340 ; that another living in these disturbed
parts, in the same manner has been raised from 300. to
1000/. :

1 understand, it will appear to you, that 14/ have been
demanded and paid for eleven acres, the rent of which was only
11/ 1ls.; that flax has been in some of those disturbed parts.
rated exorbitantly ; that rape has been rated at one guinea an
acre; nay, one return goes so far as to say, 16I. were de-
manded for four acres of rape. These particulars you will
judge of when you open your committee, how far they may
be exaggerations, how far they may be grievances, after
every allowance for sanguine statement on the part of the
husbandman.

But there are some returns which cannot be exaggerations,
and which are exorbitant ; they are the returns of the proper
officer appointed by the court of Chancery to try petitions
under the compensation act.
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From Limerick there are five ; one is

Flax, from -  10s. to Os. | Meadow, from  2s. 3d. to $s.
Potatoes - - 8 —10 Sheep - - 0 4 —0O
Wheat - - 6 — 0 - | Lambs - 0 8 —o0
Barley - -6 — 0 Cows - - 0 2 —0
Qats - - 4 — 5 Receivers’ fees 2 2 —0

Proved to have been constantly paid.

November 5. 1787. Average valuation allowed.

Per Acre. Per Acre.
Flax - - - 12s. 0d. | Oats - - - 4s. 0d.
Potatoes - 10 0 Meadow - - 2 10
Rye - - - 6 0

Cows, 4d. each.
October 31. 1787. Average valuation allowed.

Per Acre. Per Acre.
Potatoes - - 10s. 0d. | Oats - - - 55.0d.
‘Wheat - - 10 O

Meadow - - 3 0
Cows, 3d. each. :

December 19. 1787. Average valuation allowed.

Per Acre, Per Acre.
Wheat - - 95.0d. | Oats - 5 - 4s.6d.
Potatoes - - 8 0 Meadow - - 2 6
Barley - - 7 6

Sheep, 4d.; Cows, 2d. each.

October 18. 1787. Valuation, per report made to the Lord
Chancellor.

Per Acre. Per Acre.
Potatoes - - 125 0d. | Barley - - 10s. 0d.
Flax - - 12 0 Oats - - - 6 0
Rape - - 12 0 Meadow - - 6 0
Wheat - - 10 0

Cows, 3d.; Sheep and Lambs together, 8d.

I shall now read you the return from Cork from the proper
officer appointed to try petitions. The return consists of
different acreable ratages. The acre, I am told, in that
country is the English acre ; if so, the ratages are as follow :

Potatoes. Wheat. ‘Bnrley. Oats. Meadow.
E.A. Ir. A. | E. A, Ir. A, E. A IrA. |E.A, Ir. A. | E. A. Ir. A,
s. s d. s, s d. s s, d. s s d. s. 8 d
5 8 1 —_—— _———e— e e | —
6 9 9 —_—— —_—— e e — — —
711 4 6 9 9 —_—— — 2 6 4 |— — —
8§13 0O 711 O —_—— — 3 410 2 3 8
914 O 813 0 5 8 1 4 6 6 3 4.10
1016 O 1016 0O 6 9 9 5 0 8 4 6 6
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I believe. there 'is no man who hears these charges that
will not pronounce some of them exorbitant, unconscionable,
and totally different from those which the advocates for tithes
have ventured publicly to acknowledge or defend. I believe
no man who hears these ratages, that will not say, that some
of them preclude the- idea of any equity in favour.of the
tiller of the soil, and that the person who makes such a demand
means to exact the last penny of his claim, and if he talks of
moderation is a hypoerite. .

As to potatoes, the clergyman ought not to proceed with
reference to the produce, but the price of labour : in the parts
of which I have been speaking, the price of labour is not
more than 5d. a-day the year round ; that is, 6/. 4s. the year,
supposing the labourer to work every day but Sunday; making
an allowance for sickness, broken weather, and holidays, you
should strike off more than a sixth: he has not, in fact, then
more than 5/ a-year by his labour; his family average about
five persons, nearer six, of whom the wife may make some-
thing by spinning (in these parts of the country there are
considerable manufactories). ' Iive pounds a-year, with the
wife’s small earnings, is the capital to support such a family,
and pay rent and hearth-money, and, in some cases of illegal
exaction, smoke-money to the parson. When a gentleman
of the church of Ireland comes to a peasant so circumstanced,
and demands 12s. or 16s. an acre for tithe of potatoes, he
demands a child’s provision, he exacts contribution from
a pauper, he gleans from wretchedness, he leases from penury,
he fattens on hunger, raggedness, and destitution. In vam
shall he state to such a man the proctor’s valuation, and
inform him, that. an acre of potatoes, well tilled, and in good
ground, should produce so many barrels; that each barrel,
at the market price, is worth so many shillings, which, after
allowing for digging, tithes at so much.

The peasant may answer this reasoning by the Bible; he
may set up against the tithe-proctor’s valuation the New
Testament ; the precepts of Christ against the clergyman’s
arithmetic;* the parson’s spiritual professions against  his
temporal exactions ; and, in the argument, the peasant would
have the advantage of the parson. It is an odious contest
between poverty and luxury—between the struggles of a pau-
per and the luxury of a priest. '

Such a man making such a demand, may have many good
qualities; may be a good theologian; an excellent contro-
versialist ;: deeply rea(% in -church history; very accurate in
the value of church benefices; an excellent high-priest—but
no Christian’ pastor. He is not the idea of a.Christian

VoL, II. D
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minister: the White-Boy is the least of his foes; his great
enemy is the precept of the Gospel and the example of the
apostles. :

With respect to the rudiments of manufacture, you ought
not to proceed according either to the produce or price of
fabour ; you should observe an equity-in fivour of the manu-
facturer. When 12s. an acre are demanded for flax, the
tithe is fatal to the progress of the linen trade in the south,
and the great words increase and multiply meet obstruction, in
this instanee, from some of the ministers of the Gospel, or
those employed by them, preventing the growth of manufac-
ture and population, by the excess of demand and the love of
riches. England established a modus for flax, a modus of
5s. an acre; and yet the linen manufacture is not the staple
of England, but was given up by England to be the staple of
Ireland. The Parliament of England establishes there a
modus of 5s. an acre for your staple, and some of your clergy
here demand for it 12s. an acre.

Under the head of excess the following allegation is sub-
mitted to your.consideration ; that, in certain parishes of the
south, the charge for tithe has been unconscionable, and has
not observed an equity in favour of the husbandman, the
poor, or the manufacturer.

But the law would relieve; turn to the ecclesiastical court ;
the judge is a clergyman, or appointed by a clergyman, and
of course is a party judge; and though, in some cases, his
personal rectitude may correct his situation, and prevent him
from being a partial, yet, from the constitution of his court,
he is a party judge. The ecclesiastical courts in England
maintained gravel and stone to be titheable, as some of ours
have maintained turf to be titheable. Lord Holt said, they
made every thing titheable ; < But,” says he, ¢ I do not regard
that; the Pope, from whom our clergy derive their claim,
though they depart from its alleged application, subjected to
tithe the gains of the merchant, and the pay of the army;
the canons went further, and held the tithe of fornication
and adultery to be the undoubted property of the church.”
We are now too enlightened to listen to claims carried to so
very great an extent; and ecclesiastical courts are less extra-
vagaut now; but still, the principle continues, the bias con-
tinues; still they are party courts; the evidence, like the
Jjudge, is a party ; he is worse; he is frequently the servant of
the party, and the nature of his evidence is the best calculated
to give every latitude to partiality and corruption ; he gene-
rally views the crop, when the crop is ripe, or when the
ground is ved; in the first'case he cannot, with any great
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accuracy, ascertain the quantum of produce, and in the last
case he cannot with any accuracy at all; and yet, without
survey, without measure, and, in some cases, without inspec-
tion of the crop, hear him swearing before a party judge,
to the quantum of ground and plodnce !

I have selected some cases from the vicar’s court of Cashel.
I will read them, and on some of them will niake such observ-
ations as occur to me. I will begin with the year 1766, to
prove the present mode and measure to be encroachment.

1766. — Seymour against Burke. Subtracted two-thirds of
two acres of bere, two acres of oats, five acres of oats and one
acre and an half of potatoes, and three acres of meadowing, parish
of Ballybrood, and county of Limerick, valued at 17. 12s.; it was
proved that all the tithes of said " parish belonged to promovent,
and that two-thirds of the tithes were subtracted by the impug-
nant.

Hanley against Ryan and others. Seven lambs and forty-two
sheep, 8s.2d.; one acre of oats and potatoes, 3s.; half an acre of
oats, 1s.6d.; seven acres of meadow, at 1s. 6d. per acre, 10s. 6d.

1767.—They had two acres of potatoes, 10s.; two acres of new
potatoes, 12s. ; three roods of oats, 2s. 3d. ; six acres of meadow,
at 1s.6d. an acre; furty-one sheep and twelve lambs, at 2d.

a-piece, 8s. 10d.

1768.— They had four acres of potatoes, 1/.; half an acre of
new potatoes, 3s. ; six acres of meadow, 9s.

September 1. 1769. — Knockgraffon. The Reverend Nicholas
Herbert against Parker. - Elght acres of wheat, at 5s. an acre.

Massey against Smithwick. Oats one acre and an half, 6s.;
on the lands of Ballynagrana, in the parish of Emly.

Morgan against Fitzpatrick. Ballydarrid, diocese of Cashel.
One acre and a half of bere, 7s. 6d. ; two acres of meadow, at
2s.6d. each, 5s.; three acres of oats, at 2s. 6d. each, 7s. 6d.

February 16. 1771. — Dr. Jarvis against the Morriseys. Half
an acre of potatoes, 4s.; one acre and ‘an half of wheat, 12s.; six
acres of meadow, 18s.; two acres of oats, 8s.; one acre of wheat
and some potatoes, 8s.; one acre of wheat and some potatoes, 6s.;
one acre of wheat and some potatoes, 8s. ; half an acre of potatoes
and oats, 3s. ; half an acre of wheat, 4s.; half an acre of potatoes,
4s.; one acre of oats and potatoes, 65.

Cooper against Glissan. One acre of oats, 3s. 6d.; one acre of
bere, 5s.; two acres of wheat, 10s. ; two acres of rape, 14s.

February 8. 1772.—Lloyd against Hourigan. Subtracted, in
1770, an orchard on the lands of Grange, in the parish of Cahir-
conlish, two-thirds of the tithes, 1/.6s.8d.; and on the lands of
Knockeen, another orchard, two-thirds of the tithes of which,
16s. 8d.

Hanley against Sadlier. Thirty acres of meadow, at 1s. 1d. an
acre ; twelve acres of meadow, at 1s.6d. an acre. Decreed, with
6s. 8d. costs. Note, the lands in the Union of Toom.

January 28. 1773. — Blake against Bryan. Brittas, in the
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parish ‘of Thurles, impugnant in 1771; subtracted two one-half:
acres of potatoes, at 7s.6d. ; one acre of barley, at 5s.; eighteen
acres of meadow, at 3s. And, in 1772, he subtracted seven one-.
half acres, at 8s.; four one-half acres of bere, at 7s. ; four one-half
acres of barley, at 5s.; eight acres of oafs, at 5s.; twelve acres
of meadow, at 3s.

- January 8. 1774.— Moore against several persons. Barley,
6s. 6d. an acre; wheat, 7s.; meadow, 2s. 6d.; potatoes, 8s.; inthe
parish of Emley.

Riall against several persons. Five om,-ha}f' acres of potatoes,
11.13s. ; two acres of oats, 8s.; one one-half acre of meadow, 6s.3
one aere of rape, 8s. Killenaule, decreed, with 6d. costs in each.

Cooper against Glissan. Bere, 5s. an acre; oats, 4s. an acre ;
oats, 35s.6d. an acre; wheat, 5s. Deanesgrove, in the parish of
the Rocks. f

Herbert against M‘Encraw. Wheat, 8s. an acre; oats, 3s.6d.;
bere and ﬂax Gs.; potatoes, 8s. Knockgraffon pansh

I"e[nuarJQ 1775. — Lockwood against Mockler. Barley, 5s.
an acre; oats, 3s.6d. ; bere, one one-fourth acre, Gs. 3d.  Ard-
m'lﬁ]e pamh. .

ockwood against Meagher. DBere, 5s. an acre ; oats, 3s.6d. ;
wheat, 65. Ardmayle parish. :

January 20. 1778. — Cooper against Cunningham. Thurles-
begg, the parish of‘ the Rocks ; oats, 3s.6d. an acre ; barley, 5s. ;
rape, 8s

1780. — Riall ag'umt Freehy. Ballingarry parish ; wheat, 5.
an acre ; potatoes, 2s. ; oats, 10d. Subtracted in 1777.

'lxerney against Cleary and others, Parish of Tennor potatoes,
Ss an acre; wheat, 7s.; bere, 6s.; oats, 4s.

Shaw against Carroll. Ballysheehan parish, two- thlrds of the
tithes ; two hundred and sixty-five barrels of potatoes, growing
on four one-half acres, at 3s.6d. a barrel, 8l 1s.3d.; forty-two
barrels of wheat, on seven acres, 2. 15s.; smty-four barrels of
bere, on four acres, 1/. 10s. 3d. In all, 7. 6s.6d.; with 1/ costs.

Hare against same. ‘Two hundred and s:xty five barrels of
potatoes, one-third of the tithes thereof, 1/. 9s. 81d.; forty-two
barrels, one-third of the tithes thereof, 1/. 8s. 2d. ; lxty-four bar-
rels of bere, onec-third of the tithes thereof, 133 7§d Decree,
thh 17. costs.

* Same against Mary Strang. Two thousand three hundred and
fifty barrels of potatoes, one-half of the tithe of which, 22/, 1s. 5d.;
bere, one hundred and twenty-eight barrels, one- half of the tithe
of which, 2/. 6s.4d.; oats, one hundred and forty-three barrels,
one-half of the tithe of which, 2/. 3s. 8d.; flax, one-half of the
tithe of which, 5s5.; hay, one hundred and twenty-five tons,
one-half of the tithe of which, 6/.5s. In all, 33/ 1s.4d. The
Archbishop took time to consider.

July 16. 1760, — Same against Mary Strang. Nave, for the
impugnant, prayed to be let into the merits, but His Grace over-
ruled him. Nave then tendered 10/ 4s5.9d. as a compensation,
which the promovent refused. Griffith prayed sentence, which
was decreed by His Grace for 33/, 1s. 4d., with 1/. 6s. 8. costs.
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August 12. 1782. — Massey against Murnane. Meadow, five
acres, 1/., and 1/ 6s. 8d. costs. ]

October 7. 1782.— Shaw against Mahoney. Ordered that
Gilbert Meara, the proctor of Cesar Sutton, be enjoined from
collecting or demanding tithes from any of the parishioners of
Ballysheehan, which are claimed by said Sutton. .

Hare against Strang. Decree that the appeal is deserted in
pain, and that a monition shall issue for 38/ 1s. 4d. pursuant to
the rule of the 16th July, 1781.

March 10. 1783. — Lloyd against Hoops. — Sixty acres of
meadow, producing two hundred and forty tons, value 16/ ; ten
acres, forty tons, 2/. 13s.4d.; six thousand and forty-eight stone
of potatoes, at 1d. per stone. The tithe in all, 2/.10s.4d., and
11. 6s. 8d. costs.

Ryan against Madden. Decree for 4s.6d. for the tithe of two
acres of meadow, and 1/. 6s. 8d. costs,

. Moore against Pat. Moroney. One acre potatoes, producing
sixty barrels, at 9s. 9d. per barrel, that is, 2/. 18s. 6d. per acre;
four acres of meadow, at two one-half tons per acre, at 17. a ton.

June 1785. — Ryan against Greene. Four acres and three-
fourths potatoes, at 64 barrels, containing 4256 stone, the tithe
425 stone, at 4d. per stone, amount to 57, 6s. 3d. ; flax, two acres
. and one-half, 160 stone, the tithe 16 stone, at 4/ 3s.4d.; oats,
four ‘acres and one-quarter, containing 232 stone, the tithe 43
stone, at 6d. per stone, 1/ 1s. 6d. ; meadow, ten acres, 30 tons,
the tithe three tons, at two guincas per acre, 6. 16s. 6. In all,
16L. 8s. 3d. :

Parish of Ballingarry, June 26. 1784.— Preston against Clifford.
In 1783, 420 stone of potatoes, tithe at 3d. per stone, amount to
10s. 6d. ; oats, 48 stone, tithe at 9d. per stone, 3s.44d. ; barley,
196 stone, tithe at 8d. per stone, 13s.; hay, 10s., tithe whereof
one ton, 2/. 3s.4d. Decree, and 1/. 6s. 8d. costs.

July 26. 1784, — Walsh against Fanning. Parish of Kilcooly,
in 1783, had two one-half ton, at 20s. per, the tithe 5 cwt., value
5s.; potatoes, 100 barrels at 3s. per, the tithe 1/. 10s.; oats five
barrels, tithe half-barrel, value 3s.6d. In 2ll, 1/ 18s. 6d. De-
cree, and 17, 6s. 8d. costs,

It appears from one of these decrees, that in the year 1780,
a demand is brought for two hundred aud sixty-five barrels
of potatoes, as two-thirds of the tithe of the parish of Bally-
sheehan. By what. learned process the proctor or evidence
can prove this precise value, or whether he has measured
the crop, I cannot say; but 1 most ‘strongly suspect the con-
trary; and then his valuation is a falsé and arbitrary accuracy,
and his sub-division of the crop is a trick to -increase the
charge. The minutencss of charge is the multiplication of
oppression. Do not imagine that the proprictor of tithe
cannot proceed otherwise than by this species of minute valu-
-ation; for'] have read you the report of suits brought in a
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different manner, to which I beg you may advert. This
method appears, from the report, an innovation. It is
tithing by mouthfuls.

It appears from this decrec, that these two hundred and
sixty-five barrels of ‘potatoes were the produce of four acres
and an half: the charge appears to be 4/, 3s. 9d., that is, near
1Z. the acre for potatoes; the ease goes on, and charges for
forty-two Dbarrels of wheat (not measured, I apprehend,)
4l. 4s. 6d. value 20s. the barrel; and as this appears to arise
from seven aeres, the charge is 12s. the acre; to this is
added 20s. eost. . .

The case that follows this, is a demand brought for one
third of the tithe, and proceeds on the same prineiple of
crafty minuteness, false aceuraey, and real oppression. i

In these eases you will recollect, that there should ever be
made a difference between the field price and market price:
the field price is what the eropis worth at the time, and.in
the state in which the parson’s right acerues; and the market
price is that to which the parson has no right. These dis-
tinctions do not seem always to have been religiously
adhered to by these elerical judges. 3 . ]

The next case I shall observe on is, a demand brought for
two thsonand thrée hundred and fifty barrels of potatoes, one
hundred and twenty-cight barrels of bere, and one hundred
and - forty-eight . barrels of oats. On what evidence? Who
was the laborious, indefatigable man who went through the
long process of measuring and weighing this ponderous and
bulky produce ? This is the case of Mrs. Strang; and the result
of thischarge is, a deeree for 33.. 14s., and 11.6s. 84, cost. There
is no neeessity for knowledge of fact to support sueh a demand;
the evidenee does it by his power of guessing, which, it seems,
before sueh a tribunal, is satisfactory. You think this measure
by the barrel a criminal ingenuity; but they earry it much
farther; they swear to the storie. I have read you a suit
brought for six thousand and forty-eight stone of potatoces ;
but there is a case which sums up all the principles which I
have stated and objected to; — it is the ease of Ryan against
Greene. In this, four acres and a quarter of potatoes are
alleged to have contained four thousand two hundred and
sixty-six stone, and are tithed at 57 Gs. 3d., which is above
one guinea an acre for potatoes; two aeres and a half of flax
are alleged to contain one hundred and sixty stone, and are
charged above 3/ 4s., above a guinea an acre for flax; four
acres and a quarter of oats, alleged to contain four hundred
and thirty-two stone, are charged 1/ 1s. 6d. about 5s. the
acre; ten acres of meadow, alleged to contain thirty ton, are
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charged at 6/. 6s. 6d. that is above 12s. the acre meadow ;
the decree went for the sum charged, 164 8s. 3d. and the costs
1l. 6s. 8d. An observation which aggravates even this case,
will oceur, when I tell you this ‘charge was made in a year of
famine; the famine of 1783, when an embargo was laid on your
exports, and the people nourished by contribution. There is
another aggravation even to this;-they charge-a famine price,
and calculate a plenty produce, and avail themselves of both.

There is another case of secarcity, where 2 suit is.brought
for four hundred and thirty stone of potatoes, valued at 3d.
per stone, a price of scarcity; for forty-eight stone of oats, a
price of scarcity, and for ten tons of bay, valued at 21. 8s. 4d.
the ton, a price of scarcity, decreed with 14 6s. 8d. costs.
Another case of scarcity; where a demand -is made for six
hundred and thirty stone of potatoes, valued at 3d. per
stone, a price of scalcity; ninety-six stone of oats, valued
at 9d. per stone, a price of scarcity; eleven tons of hay, at
21, 3s. 9d. the ton ; total tithe, 87. 16s., decreed with 17, 6s. 8d.
costs; and these seem to be the case “of poor peasants, who
have ‘but six hundred or four hundred stone of potatoes,
valued at 3d. a stone, in a hard year, in the famine 1783,
decreed with the aggravation of the highest costs the law
would allow.

But there is a case of a most extraordinary appearance;
a case which rises on famine. I do not see that any decree
was made upon it ; one acre of potatoes is alleged to contain
sixty barrels of patatoes, and each barrel is valued at 9s. 9d.
that is 27 18s. 6d. tithe for the acre of potatoes.

With regard to the legality of the conduct of a clergyman,
who, in rating his parishioners, takes advantage of a famine,
and brmgs up as it were the rear of divine vengeance, and
becomes in his own person the last great scourge of the hus-
bandman ; with regard to the legality of the conduct of a
clergyman, who not only takes the advantage of famine, but
joins a famine price to a plenty produce, and by one and the

same act punishes human industry, and agg ravates physical
misfortune; as to the legality of such conduct,-1 shall say
nothing ; it may be perfectly consistent with his ‘temporsd
claims, but blasts his spiritual pretensions for ever.

After these oppressions, the most grievous kind of oppres-
sions, oppressions by ‘judgment of law, you would hardly
listen to the minor grievance, where the decree shall be for
1Z. and the costs 1/. 6s. 8d.! where the decree shall be for 4s.
and costs 1. 6s. 8d.! There are several of this kind ; but this
would seem the mercy of the court admonishing the pe%fmtry
never to appear again before such a tribunal.
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From these instances I may infer, that the peasantry must
look for:redress to Parliament, and will: not find it in the
spiritual courts, which, from their distance, from the uncer-
tainty of their session, from their constitution, and from their
judgments, must rather give the tithe-farmer a confidence in
extortion, than the husbandman a confidence in the law.
From these instances, I think I have proved, that there has
existed such a thing as excess of demand ; excess of demand
without remedy ; and this excess would be better understood,
if you compare the ratages of the south with those of other
parts of the kingdom.

Here Mr. Grattan observed, that two material differences
existed : first, that potatoes were tithed no where but in the
south; secondly, that the other articles of tillage were tithed
no where so high as in the south ; that there were some few
parishes, it is true, in the north, and some parts of counties
that bordered on Munster, where-potatoes were tithed ; but
that the instances were few, and the exception proved the
rule. .

‘T'hat the other articles of tillage were not tithed so high in
other places, after making every allowance for difference of
soil.

Here Mr. Grattan stated the ratages which were usual in
the other provinces, and which were much less than those
exacted in the south, which, he said, appeared to be the
region of poverty, exaction, and tumult; and that the tumult
scemed commensurate with the exaction, which, he said, fell
particularly heavy on those who were the least able to pay.
He showed, that, in the other provinces, not only the
tithe on tillage was less, but that there were certain moduses
in some of their counties for articles which, in the south, were
heavily tithed. Thus, in the north, there was a modus for
flax, sixpence, be the quantity ever so great. That, in part
of Connaught, there was a modus for hay, sixpence per farm,
be the quantity ever so great. That considering the exemp-
tion of potatoes, these moduses, and the ratages on tillage in
the other parts of the kingdom, two observations must arise ;
first, either that the clergy were greatly cheated in the three
parts of Ireland, or that the people were greatly oppressed in
the south; 2dly, that you must raise the ratages of the clergy
in Ulster, Connaught, and Leinster, or you must now check
them in Munster. Are you prepared, said Mr. Grattan,
for the former of those events? Are yon prepared in Con-
naught and Ulster to pay 12s. or 14s. for potatoes, and 12s.
the acre for flax? Are you prepared in Ulster for the compen-
sation-bill, and the magistracy-bill, which must accompany
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and enforce such efforts to introducé¢ among you those exactions
which oppress Munster ? It is true, the north is teazed in some
counties, by small-dues, which it is a part of my scheme to
put an end to, and make a conipensation to the clergy.

The ratages of the south will be still better understood by
‘comparing them with her own ratages at a former period;
that from every information he could collect, they had greatly
increased. This would be a very proper subject for the com-
mittee. A .

That he had affidavits. to produce, stating the increase,
which was rapid and exorbitant, bearing no proportion what-
soever to the general increase in the value of things. That
these affidavits seemed warranted by current testimony of pub-
lic opinion, and particularly by extracts from the decrees of
the vicar’s court, where it appeared, not from one decree but
a course of decrees, that the acreable ratages of late had
greatly increased. :

Here he read some of the decrees before referred to. That
it had been said, that in the diocese of Cork and Ross, the
ratages had not increased these last thirty years. That he
was willing to rest the case on that fact, and if the ratages
in the south had not, within those last thirty years, greatly
increased, he was willing to give up the question; and he
desired a_committee to investigate and determine that im-
portant point.. That this encroachment, on which he insisted,
was the more inexcusable, when we considered the great
increase of tillage in the south, which of itself would have
increased the incomes of the clergy, even though they had
diminished their ratages; the causes of the increase of tillage
make the increase of ratage improper as well as unnecessary ;
because they are in some degree artifical ; the bounty on corn
is an artifitial cause. That bounty should not be tithed. The
effect of that bounty has not been prevented; but the full
cperation of it has been checked by excessive tithe, and has
been interrupted by tumult, the companion of these excessive
demands ; so that the excess of tithe re-acts on the premium,
and makes it doubtful whether the plough shall advance under
the bounty, or go back under the tithe.

Another artificial cause of the growth of your tillage in the
south, is your want of manufacture: a poor and rapid popu-
lation, that cannot be employed in manufacture, must be
cmployed in husbandry; but then it is miserable and ex-
perimental husbandry; what” Mr. Young calls an execrable
tillage on bog or mountain, which, by the laws of IEngland,
would be for scven years exempt from tithes, and which by
the laws of Ireland ought to be so.  You have two acts, one
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exempting newly-reclaimed ground from tithe of flax or hemp
for seven years ; and another exempting reclaimed bog, pro-
vided ten acres shall be reclaimed from tithe, generally for
seven years ; but why not, as in England, exempt all newly-
reclaimed ground from all manner of tithe for seven years?

Here Mr. Grattan mentioned, that he learned, in some of
the western parts of the county of Cork, they rated the moun-
taineers higher than in many parts of the richest low land;
<harging them by the spade length, a sum, which, when applied
to the acre, was equal to 20s. or 30s. the plantation acre. Thesc
parts, and their inhabitants, he understood, were entirely con-
signed to the dominion of the tithe-proctor or tithe-farmer,
and were cqually savage, oppressed, and turbulent.

This encroachment (said Mr. Grattan), this disproportion,
and this excess, which I have already particularized, are the
more to be lamented, because the law does not administer the
remedy. The ecclesiastical courts I have proved to afford no
redress whatever. Ihave shown that their judgments are not
founded in moderation, and are not always founded in law. -

The right of setting out the tithe has not always proved,
in the case of the poor, a security against illegal demands,
and does not affect to be a security against unconscionable
demands. -

By the law, the tenant must give forty-eight hours’ notice,
and bind himself to a day, whether fair or foul. In the case
of potatoes, he must, if the parson does not choose to attend,
leave the ridge in the field, which may prevent his sowing
winter corn, and be the difference between the profit on wheat
and on oats. ‘The tenant cannot dig his potatoes till October ;
he seldom does till November; and he must use them in
August, becausc the stock of last year is exhausted. Now
the digging a bowl of potatoes is, by construction in the
ecclesiastical courts, the subtraction, not of the particular
tithe, but of the tithes of the year: for simplicity of suit they
construe subtraction of one preedial tithe to be subtraction
of the whole; and for ‘extent of power, that is, for the sake
of bringing the whole under their jurisdiction, they construe
potatoes to be preedial tithe. Thus, the necessity of the year
brings the peasant under the “lash of ccclesiastical authority,
that great scourge of the farmer. -

In the last year, the peasantry very generally set out their
tithe, and the clergy, in several instances, refused to draw;
they did so in several instances where there was no illegal
combination, unless a combination among themselves, to
deprive the peasant of a right to set out his tithes, and get an
ex post facto law to collect their tithe in a new, summary, and
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oppressive mode.  Sir, it will be proved that the countryman
has waited day after day until the parson should draw his
tithe. It will be proved that he has left his crop in the field
until it has become green. It will be proved that he has
offered to the parson or proctor to hire them horses to draw
their tithe. It will be proved that he has offered to draw it
home at his own expense.

Here Mr Grattan read a notice from a landholder to a
clergyman, informing him, that he should draw on such
a day, and offering to lend the parson horses and cars, to
draw his tithe wherever he should appoint ; and he observed
that the parson had refused. . - He also observed, -that an offer
had been made to a clergyman by a gentleman, to draw, keep,.
and preserve the tithe in the gentleman’s haggard, if the cler-
gyman did not choose to keep it in his own ; which offer, Mr.
Grattan stated to have been refused ; the clergyman choosing
ta recover bya compensation, or an ex post facto law, which
went to deprive the countryman of his common right, without
any proof of his guilt.

That if such a bill was permitted, it would take from the
countryman, in some of the cases mentioned above, not the
tenth, but the fifth; for the tenant had lost by weather the
tithe severed and set ont, and was likely to pay another tithe
by act of Parliament. That this would be not compensation,
but robbery, and the worst species of rabbery, robbery by
authority of Parliament ; it would be, to take the most decided
and unconstitutional part, in a case where this House affected
to take no part at all; and where.it declined every kind of
information whatsoever, to enable it to take any part with
dignity, justice, or effect ; and that, by such a step, we should
put the Irish farmer, with respect to his tithe, on ground very
different from that of the English farmer, and ‘much more
disadvantageously.

‘That the law in England does not require forty-eight hours.
That where the tithe is left too long on the gmuml the law
of England gave the owner of the Jand an action on the case
qgamst the parson for his negligence. You  give the par-
son, said he, a compensation for his nefrhtrence. 1f tithes
set out remain too long on the ground, the law of England
gives-the owner of the land a right to take those tlthCS as
dam(we faisant ; if sued for them, he is to set forth how long
they lemame(l on the premises, and the j Jury (whom your bl]l
excludes and thus indirectly stigmatizes), is to decide. By
the law of England, the care of the tithe, after severance,
rests with the parson. 1In England, where the tithe of corn
was set out, and the parson would not take it, but prayed a
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remedy in the ecclesiastical court, a prohibition against the
parson was granted.

See how much more care the law of England takes of
the husbandman; how much more attention it affords him
than the law or the Parliament of Ireland; and it is one of
the charges and allegations of the husbandman of the south.

That in certain parishes, the parishioners have duly and

legally set out their tithes, have given due notice, and have
taken all the legal steps; but that no person has attended on
the part of the clergymen, under the expectation, they con-
ceive, of getting some new method of recovery, hitherto un-
known to the law, and tending to deprive, by a past operation,
.the parish of the benefit of its ancient right and privilege of
setting out the tithe.
.. This oppression connects itself with another part of this
subject; a very obnoxious, a very oppressive, and a very
notorious part of it, the tithe-farmer. The farming of any
revenue is a pernicious idea. It is the practice of absolute
Kings, who, anxious about their riches, and careless about
their peoplé, get a fixed income from some desperate ad-
venturer, and then let loose on the community this animal
of prey, at once destitute of remorse, and armed with authority.
.. In free countries such a practice is not permitted. You
would not allow it to the King, and you ought not to allow it
to the church. It is au evil in politics, but a scandal in
religion ; and the more dangerous in the latter, because tithe
being indefinite, the latitude of extortion is indefinite. The
‘use of the tithe-farmer is to get from the parishioner what the
parson would be ashamed to demand, and to enable the clergy-
man to absent himself from his duty; the powers of the tithe-
farmer are summary laws and ccclesiastical courts; his liveli-
hood is extortion; his rank in society is generally the lowest ;
and his occupation is to pounce on the poor, in the name of
the Lord. He is a species of woll left by the shepherd to
take care of the flock in his absence. He fleeces both, and
begins with the parson.

Here Mr. Grattan stated, that the tithe-farmer scldom got
less than one-fourth of the money collected, but sometimes
one-third. That there werc instances where he got even
more, and had reduced the parson to the state of a poor
pensioner on his own living. That he had heard, that
in one of the disturbed parishes, the parish had wished to
come to a good understanding with the clergyman, and to
pay him in person, but that the tithe-farmer had obstructed
such an accommodation, and had, by his mercenary interven-
tion, prevented. concord, moderation, and composition ; —
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parishes were 1ot only subject to owe titlic-farmer, but, in
some cases, were cursed with a legion of them. A non-
resident clergyman shall employ a tithe-farmer, who shall set:
the tithe over again to two blacksmiths, who'go among the
flock like two vultures. A tithe-farmer shall, on being
questioned, give the following account. of himself: That Le
held the tithe from one who had them from an officer, who
held them from a clergyman who did not reside in a parish
where there were resident no dean, no rector, no vicar, no
schoolmaster ; where the whole business of Christianity, on
the Protestant side, was transacted by a curatc at 50/, a-year;
and as the parish has been disturbed by the tithe-farmer or
proctor, so has it in some cases been quieted in getting vid of
him. I have known a case where the parish made with their:
_clergyman the following agreement: ¢ Sir, we:pay your
practor 800/ a-year, and .he gives you 600.. We wiil give
you 600L andbecome your collectors and your security.”  In
another living, the parish paid the proctor 450/ a-year, and
the proctor paid the parson 300/, The parishioners became
the collector and the security, paid the clergyman 3007 -a
year, took for their trouble 30/., and eased the parish of 1207, ;
the consequence was peace; and the more you investigate. this
subject, the more you will find that the disturbance.of the
people, and the exactions of the church, have been. com-
mensurate, and that the peace of the former has attended the
moderation of the latter; nor is it only the excess of exaction
which makes the tithe-farmer a public misfortune ; -his mode
of collection is another scourge. He puts his charges into one
or more notes, payable at a certain time; if not then dis-
charged, he serves the countryman with 2 summons, charging.
hin sixpence for the service, and one shilling for the sum-
mons ; he then sometimes puts the whole into a Kerry bond,
or instrument, which bears interest; he then either keeps the
‘bond over his head, or issues out execution, and.gets the
countryman’s body and goods completely into his power : to
such an abuse is this abominable practice carried, that in some:
of the southern parts of Ireland the peasantry are made tri-
butary to the tithe-farmer ; draw home his corn, his hay, and.
his turf — for nothing ; give him their labour, ‘their cars, and
their horses, at certain times of the year — for nothing.
These oppressions not only exist, but have acquired a formed
and distinet appellation — tributes ; tributes to extortioners;
tributes paid by the poor, in the name of the Lord. To
oppression we are to add intoxication, the drunkenness and
idleness which not seldom attend the method in which the
tithe-farmer settles his accounts with the poor parishioners,
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devoted to his care; the place in which he generally settles’
these accounts, makes his bargains, and transacts his business,
is the alehouse. He sometimes, I am told, keeps one him-
sclf, or he has a relation who gets a licence to sell ale and
spirits — beeause his friend is employed by the chureh, and
will bring him custom.

Do you, gentlemen, sign your leases in the alehouse?
‘What should you think of a steward who made your tenants
drunk, when he should collect your rents? and what should
a clergyman think of his_tithe-farmer who made his flock
drunk when he collected or settled his tithes, and bathed in
whisky this precious offering, this primseval property, held
by some to be the very essence of religion, and not only
ancient but divine?

To this loss of industry, you are to add the loss of revenue
(where, as in some cases, 1 am told), the revenue-officer is
the tithe-farmer, and in that most suspieious and deadly com-
bination of fraudulent eapacities, overcharges in tithe, and un-
dercharges in tax; that is, compensates to the countryman, by
robbing the King, and adds to'the crime of exaction the offence
of spoliation, and profits by both. I appeal to the commissioners
of the revenue, whether they have not good reason to suspect
such practices ? and Lappeal to some of a right reverend bench,
whether this is the only commutation which, in their opinion,
is practicable or proper? Under this head it is alleged, that in
certain parishes in the south, tithe-farmers have oppressed, and
do oppress His Majesty’s subjects by various ways of extortion,
by assuming to themselves, arbitrarily and cruelly, powers
which the law does not give, and by making an oppressive
use of those powers which the law has put into their hands.
And this the parishioners are ready to verify on oath.

To these evils are’ we to add another, which is the prin-
cipal source of them all — the uncertainty of tithe: the full
tenth ever must be oppressive.

A tenth of your land, your labour, and your eapital, to those
who contribute in no shape whatsoever to the produce, must
be oppression ; they only think otherwise who suppose that
every thing is little which is given to the parson; that no
burden can be heavy, if it is the weight of the parson; that
landlords should give up their rent, and tenants the profits of
their labour, and all too little ; but uncertainty aggravates that
oppression ; the full tenths ever must be uncertain as well as
oppressive; for it is the fixed proportion of a fluctuating
quantity, ‘and unless the high priest ean give law to the
winds, and aseertain the harvest, the tithe, like that harvest,
must be uncertain; but this uncertainty is aggravated by the
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pernicious motives on which tithe frequently rises and falls.
It frequently rises on the poor; it falls in compliment to the
the rich. It proceeds on principles the reverse of the Gospel ;
it crouches to the strong, and it encroaches on the feeble ; and
is guided by the two worst prineiples in society, servility and
avarice united, against the cause of charity, and under the
cloak of religion. : i

Here let me return to and repeat the allegations, and. call
on you once more to make the enquiry. Itis alleged, that in
certain parishes of the south, tithe has been demanded and
paid for what, by law, was not liable to tithe; and that the
ecclesiastical courts have countenanced the illegal exaction ;
and evidence is offered at your bar to prove the charge on

oath, s
" Will you deny the fact? Will you justify the fact? Will
you enquire into it? :

It is alleged, that tithe-proctors, in certain parishes of the
south, do exact fees for agency, oppressive and illegal; and
evidence to prove the charge is offered on oath. Will you
deny the fact ?- Will you justify the fact? Will you enquire
into it ?

It is alleged, that in certain parishes of the south, tithes
have been exeessive, and have observed no equity for the
poor, the husbandman, or the manufacturer; and evidence is
offered to prove this charge on oath !

Will you deny thefact? Will you justify the fact? Will
you enquire into it?

It is alleged, that in certain parishes of the south, ratages
for tithes have greatly and unconscionably inecreased; .and
evidence is offered to prove this charge on'oath. Will you
deny thefact? Will you justify the fact? Will yon enquire
into it ? '

It is alleged, that in certain parishes of the south, the
parishioners have duly and legally set ouat their tithe, and
given due notice; but that no persons have attended on the
part of the proctor or parson, under expectation, it is appre-
hended, of getting some new method of recovery, tending to
deprive the parish of the benefit of its ancient right, that of
setting out their tithe; and evidence is offered to prove this
charge on oatl. ‘ :

It it alleged, that in certain parishes of the south, tithe-
farmers have oppressed, -and do oppress His Majesty’s sub-
jects, by various extortions, abuses of law, or breaches of the
same; and evidence is offered to prove this charge on oath,
Here, onee more, I ask you, will you deny the fact? Will
you justify the fact? Will you enquire into it. ? :
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This being the state of the church in certain pavishes in
the south, Favishs to know, what in ‘the mean time within
those districts becomes of religion? Here are the parson and
parish at variance, about that which our religion teaches us
to despise— riches. Here is the mammon of unrighteousness
set up to interrupt our devotion to the true God. The dis-
interested, the humble, the apostolical.character, during this
unseemly contest, what becomes of it? Here are two powers,
the power in the tenant to set out his tithe, the power in the
church to try the matter in dispute by ecclesiastical jurisdic-
tion; two powers vested by the law in the respective hands
of church and laity, without any effect but to torment one
another ; the power of setting of tithe does not affect to
defend the tenant against unconscionable demand; and if
attended with combination, secures him against any effectual
demand whatsoever. The power of trying the matter in
dispute, by ecclesiastical jurisdiction, does not take place,
except in cases of subtraction, and when it does take place, is
a partial trial. Thus, as the law now stands, combination
is the defence of laity, and partiality of the church.

The equity in favour of the tiller of the soil (a very neces-
sary equity indeed) becomes a new source of disturbance,
because the parties are notagreed what that equity should be ;
the ‘countryman, not conceiving that any one can in equity
bave a right to the tenth of his land, labour, and capital, who
does not own the land, nor plow, nor sow, nor reap, nor
contribute, in any degree whatsoever, to the produce. The
tithe-farmer having no idea, but that of iniquity on the sub-
ject. The parson, perhaps, conceiving that a tenth on tillage
is a bare compensation in equity, for what he deems the
greatest of all iniquity, your vote of agistment. Thus, the
two parties, the parson and his parish, the shepherd and his
flock, with opposite opinions, and mutual powers of annoy-
ance, in the parts I have alluded to, seem to go on in a
rooted animosity and silent war. »

Conceive the pastor looking over the hedge, like a spy, to
mulct the extraordinary labours of the husbandman,
~ Conceive him coming into the field, and saying, ¢.You are
a deserving husbandman; youn have increased the value of your
field by the sweat of your brow; Sir, I will make you pay me
for that;” or conceive a dialogue between a’ shepherd and
one of his flock; ¢ I will take your tenth sheaf; and if you
choose to vex me, .your tenth hen, and your tenth egg, and
your .tenth goose” (not so the apostles); or conceive him
speaking to his flock by parable, and saying, ¢ The ass
stopped with his burden; and his burden was doubled, and
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still he stopped, and his burden was still increased ; and then
the perverse animal, finding his resistance in vain, went on; so
even you shall find resistance but increase your load, until
the number of acts of Parliament shall break your back.”

These pastoral discourscs, if they have taken place, how-
ever well intended, will not, I fear, greatly advance the cause
ot'the faithful, particularly in a country where the numbers
remain to-be converted to the Protestant religion, not only
by the superior purity of its doctrine, but by the mild dis-
interested peace-making spirit of its teachers.

Will not the dignitaries of the church interpose on such
an occasion > How painful must it have been to them, the
teachers of the Gospel, and, therefore, enemies to the shedding
of blood, to have thought themselves under the repeated
necessity of applying to Parliament for sanguinary laws. The
most sanguinary laws on your statute-books are tithe-bills;
the White-Boy act is a tithe-bill ; the riot act, a tithe-bill.

How painful to those dignitaries must it be, to feel them-
selves in the office of making perpetual complaints against
their own flock, and to be conscious, in some instances, of
having jaded and digusted the ears of the court, by charges
against the peasantry ? How painful for them to have repeated
recourse to the military in their own case, and to think that
many of their sinful flock, but their flock notwithstanding,
were saved from the indiscriminating edge of the sword by
ecclesiastical zeal, tempered and withheld, and, in some cases,
disappointed by the judicious merey of military command ?

We, the laity, were right in taking the strongest measures
the last session: it was our duty to assert; but of these
churchmen, it is the duty, and I suppose the nature, to de-
precate, to incline to the mild, the mecek, the dispassionate,
and the merciful side of the question, and rather to prevent
by moderation than punish by death. :

Whether these exactions were in themselves sufficient to
have produced all the confusion of the last year, I know net,
but this I do believe, that no other cause had been sufficient
without the aid of exaction; if exaction had not existed, the
south would not, I believe, have been convulsed. A contro-
verted election alone could not well have been an adequate
cause; the objects of attack must, in some cases, have been
something more than partizans, and the flame spread by
contagion, the first touch must have been an apcident, but
the people were rendered combustible by oppression.

The White-Boy ‘should be hanged; but I think the
tithe-farmer should be restrained: 1 would inflict death on
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the felon, and impose moderation on the extortioner; and
thus relieve the community from the offences of both.

But do not let us so far mistake the case, as to suppose it a
question between the parson and the White-Boy ; or that the
animosity which has been excited is confined to felons; no;
it is extended far more generally ; it is extended to those who
have been active in bringing those felons to justice; and men
will appear at your bar who have suffered under excess of
demand, and have acted to restore peace, the instrument of
quiet, and the objects of exaction; let us, therefore, examine
the subject, and having already, with great propricty, taken
the most decisive steps against the insurgent, let us enquire
now into the cause of the outrage, and see whether exaction
might not have had some share, at least, in the origin of it;
and if so, let us strive to form some plan which may collect
the riches of the church, without repetition of penal laws or
of public disturbance.

In forming a plan for the better provision of the church,
the first thing te be considered is the quantum of provision ;
the sceond consideration is the funds from whence that pro-
vision is to arise. The quantum of provision should be the
usual net income on an average of ycars, except in some
parishes of great exaction; I say usual, because I would not
materially alter their allowance; I say, on an average of
years, because 1 would not make recent encroachment on
property ; 1 say net, because when the public shall become
the tithe proprietor’s agent, the public will have a right to
the benefit of the agency. ,

That their income is discoverable I affirm, and I affirm it
under the authority of their own act, and their own practice.
‘Without going farther back than the last session, you will find
the compensation-act requires the person suing on the act to
make a discovery of his customary income, and in some cases
discovery of his ratages for three years back on oath; it
requires that he should, in his affidavit, set forth that the
valuation of 1786 is made, as near as possible, the ratage of
the three former years; it requires that where a valuation of
the tithe of 1786 could not be made, a valuation of the cus-
tomary tithe for three years back should; it enables the conrt
to appoint persons to enquire into the fact, and call for parties
and papers, and thus establishes two principles which were
denied ; that the annual income of benefices is discoverable,
and that the particnlar ratage is_discoverable also. I might
go back to the act of Henry VIII. which requires that a
commission should be directed to enquire into ecclesiastical
benefices and to report the value of thesame; and I might
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further adduce the act of William IIL which gives to
the ecclesiastical person who builds, two-thirds of the sum
expended, which sum is to be aseertained by a certificate ;
which certificate, by the 12th of George II. shall contain
an account of the clear yearly income of the benefice.
After these instances, I hope no man will deny that the
income of the clergyman is discoverable; particularly, when
the compensation-act of the last winter requires such a
discovery to be made on the oath of the parson. That
act was supported by the whole bench of bishops; it was
probably framed with their advice and suggestions. They
would not require their clergy to report on their oath what
they themselves conceived, or had maintained to be impossible;
as if it was impossible to make a discovery for the purpose of
commutation, but, for the purpose of compensation, easy and
obvious.  Thus, when I affirm the discoverability of the
clergyman’s income, I have not only the authority of the
church, but its oath.  The net return should be the parson’s
perpetual income, subject to the exception stated above ; but
in order to guard him against the fluctuation of currency, I
would fix the value of that income in grain; it should be the
value of so many barrels of wheat, to be estimated every seven
years by the corn-office, or the clerk of the market, who now
quarterly strikes the average value of corn throughout the
kingdom. Thus, his income should not be absolutely either
corn or money; but the value of so much corn to be paid in
morney.

As to the fund from whenee these reeeipts should arise,
that fund should be a charge on the barony, to be levied like
other county charges. This method is easy, for it is already in
use; the head constable should be the parson’s collector, and
the county should be his seeurity.

To this I know the objection, and it is an objection which
can be best answered by those who make it. It will be said
that this scheme prevents the division of unions, and the in-
crease of poor livings. Apply the first fruits as they ought
for the increase of poor livings, and the repairs of the church,
and then you will answer your own argument; but a fictitious
and remote valuation for the benefit of the rich elergy has
been made of these charitable funds, frustrating the purpose
of the charity equally to the negleet of the church and the
poor. The luxury of the priest has usurped the funds of the
poor and of the church, then sets up against both a miserable
modus, and prescribes in this instance against charity and
religion. ’ o

However, if the dignitaries of the church will not, Parlia-
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ment may answer this argument, and provide for more clergy
as occasion shall permit. You imparish by act of Parliament ;
with proper provision, when you see the necessity,  you may
divide.. The care of religion is placed no where better than
in the legislature. Popery will tell you, that when it was
entirely left to the care of the priesthood, it was perverted and
destroyed. .

But, if objections should be made to this plan; and in order
to give the church the growth of the country, there is another
plan, a modus; let every article which shall be subject to
tithe be set forth in a tithing table, with certain ratages
annexed, let those ratages be taken, and set forth in the tithing
table as now equivalent to so many stone of bread corn.

Let the act provide, that there shall be a septennial valua-
tion of bread corn, by the clerk of the market, or the proper
officer. _

Let there be an exemption for the rudiments of manufacture,
and a saving for all local custom and exemptions: such as
potatoes in most places, hay in several, and such like.

In order to form this modus, which should be provincial,
not universal, let four provincial committees be appointed.
You will see a precedent in your journals; on the report of
these provincial committees, form your bill. In your bill you
will probably think proper to give agistment, or a certain sum
for head-money, not in addition to, but in case of ratages on
tillage.

In forming your ratages, you will probably enquire into the
acreable ratages now established, and adopt them where they
are reasonable, and reject them where they are exorbitant:
where there are no acreable ratages established, the contiguons
parish or county, where they are established, will furnish you
with a rule. ’

If once you appoint committees, the parson and parish will
both come forth with information; and from both you will
collect the present ratages, and be enabled to make a rule. In
forming this rule, you will probably think proper to exempt
the poor man’s garden in the south from the tithe of potatoes.

"The true principle, with respect to your peasantry, is ex-
oneration; and if T could not take the burden entirely off
their back, 1 would make that burden as light as possible ;
I would exempt the peasant’s cow and garden from tithe; if
I could not make him rich, I would do the next thing in my
power; I would consider his poverty as sacred, and vindicate
against an extortioner the hallowed circle of his little boundary.
The loss to the church might be easily compensated, particu«
larly if you give agistment or head-money in ease of tillage.
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I would also relieve the north from small dues, as I would
relieve the poor of the south from the tithe of potatoes ; and
where these small dues had loilg obtained, I would make the
parson compensation, either by giving him head-money, or by
making an estimate of these dues, and raising them in the way
of other county charges.

-Should it be said, that we should as well exempt the
peasant from rent as well as from tithe; to that uncharitable
and unchristian observation, I answer, no. The land is not
his own, but his labour is his own. The peasant is born with-
out an estate; he is born with hands, and no man has a
natural right to the labour of those hands, unless he pays him :
thus, when you demand of the peasants rent; you ask for
your own estate; when you demand tithe, you ask for a
portion of the peasant’s estate, the poor man’s only estate, the
inheritance which he has in the labour of his hand, and the
sweat of his brow.

Human laws may make alterations, and when made must
be observed ; but it' should be the policy of human laws to
follow the wisdom of the law of nature.

The result of these principles, and of these committees, pro-
ceeding on the rules I have submitted, would be the benefit of
the church, as well as the relief of the farmer, for establishing
a modus on the average ratages of a certain number of years,
except in cases of exaction, you would give the church as
much as they have at present, except in those instances of un-
conscionable demand ; and as the ratages would come net to
the owner of the tithe, you would, in fact, on this principle,
give the church more; the spoil of the tithe-farmer would,
therefore, enable you even to lower the ratage, and yet give
more to the church ; so that the result would probably-be, that
the moderate clergyman would get more, and the uncharitable
clergyman would get less, which would be a distribution of
justice, as well as of property.

Having once agreed on the modus, I would wish to give the
clergy, or lay impropriator, for the recovery of their income,
any mode they chose to appoint, civil bill, or any other
method, and then you will save them the charge and disgrace
of an expensive agency, which expense arises from the diffi-
culty of the recovery, and the uncertainty of the demand ; and
if you add the facility and cheapness of collection, with the
certainty of income, to the quantum, under the modus, on the
principles I have stated, you will find the value of the church
property would, even in the opinion of a notary public, be in-
creased, though the imaginary claim would be circumscribed
and diminished. This is no conimutation, no innovation;
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here is only a regulation of tithé, and an . abolition of tithe-
farmers, and of those abuses which have grown out of the
uncertainty of tithe; it takes from tithe'its deadly sting, —uncer-
tainty, and makes it cease to be a growing penalty on extra-
ordinary labour; and it puts the question directly to the
moderation of the church. Will you insist on indefinite de-
mand, and unconscionable ratage, as an essential part of the
Christian religion, or the Protestant establishment? The
Bible is the answer to this question, even though the clergy-
man should be silent; and therefore it is, that I press this method
the more, because it does not involve the subject in speculation,
nor rest the redress of the peasantry on the ingenuity of system,
but makes that relief a matter of moderation, and of Christian
charity. Were you disposed to go further, you might form, on
this regulation, a commutation, whsch should more effectually
relieve the plough, and should, at the same time, give the benefit
of the growth of the country to the church: Let a person in
cach parish be appointed in vestry, by the parson and the
parishoners, and if they do not agree, let each appoint.their
own, who shall every. year make a return of acres under
tillage to applotters, who shall make a valuation of the same
according to a tithing table, such as I have stated, to be
established by act of Parliament, and that valuation to be
raised in the manner of other baronial charges. Thus the
parson’s income would increase with the extent of tillage,
without falling principally on the plough. The principle of
this plan, if you choose to go beyond a modus is obvious.
The mechanical part of this, and of the other regulation which
I have submitted, will be best detailed in the provincial com-
mittees, if you shall choose to appoint them ; for, in fact, your
plan must arise out of the enquiry, and the resolutions of these
committees ; and the great difficulty on the subject, is your
aversion to the enquiry. There are other difficulties, I allow;
the difficulties of pride, the difficulties of passion, the difficul-
ties of bigotry, contraction of the head, and hardness of the
heart.

¢ Tithes are made more respectable than, and superior to,
any other kind of property. - The high-priest will not take a
parliamentary title;” that is, in other words, he thinks they
have a divine right to tithe.

Whence ? None from the Jews ; the priesthood of the Jews
had not the tenth ; the Levites had the tenth because they had
no other inheritance; but Aaron and his sons had but the
tenth of that tenth; that is, the priesthood of the Jews had but
the hundredth part, the rest was for other uses ; for the rest
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of the Levites, and for the poor, the stranger, the widow, the
orphan, and the temple. _

But supposing the Jewish priesthood had the tenth, which
they certainly had not, the Christian priesthood does not
claim under them. Christ was not a Levite, nor of the tribe
of Levi, nor of the Jewish priesthood, but came to protest
against that priesthood, their worship, their ordinances, their
passover, and their circumcision.

Will a Christian priesthood say, it was mecet to put down
the Jewish, but meet likewise to scize on the spoil? as if
their riches were of divine right, though their religion was
not; as if Christian disinterestedness might take the land,
and the tithe given in licu of land, and possessed of both,
and divested of the charity, exclaim against the avarice of
the Jews !

"The apostles had no tithe; theydid not demand it. They and
He whose mission they preached, protested against the prin-
ciple on which tithe is founded. ¢ Carry neither scrip, nor
purse, nor shoes; into whatsoever house ye go, say, peace.”

Here is concord, and contempt of riches, not tithe, ¢ Take
no thought what ye shall cat, or what ye shall drink, nor for
your bodies, what ye shall put on;” so said Christ to his
apostles. Does this look like a right in his priesthood to a
tenth of the goods of the community ?

‘¢ Beware of covetousness; seek not what ye shall eat, but
seek the kingdom of God.” '

¢ Give alms, provide yourselves with bags that wax not old ;
a treasure in heaven which faileth not.” This does not look
like a right in the Christian priesthood to the tenth of the
goods of the commnnity exempted from the poor’s dividend.

¢ Distribute unto the poor, and seck treasure in heaven.”

¢ Take care that your hearts be not charged with surfeiting
and drunkenness, and the cares of this life.”

One should not think that our Saviour was laying the found-
ation of tithe, but cutting up the roots of the claim, and pro-
phetically admonishing some of the modern priesthood. If
these precepts are of divine right, tithes cannot be so; the
precept which orders a contempt of riches, the claim which
demands a tenth of the fruits of the carth for the ministers of
the Gospel.

The peasantry, in .apostolic times, had been the object of
charity, not of exaction. Those to whose cabin the tithe-
farmer has gone for tithe of turf, and to whose garden he has
gone for the tithe-potatoes, the apostles would have visited
likewise ; but they would have visited with contribution, not
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for exaction : the poor had shared with the apostles, though
they contributed to the churchman.

The Gospel is not an argument for, but against the right-
divine of tithe ; so are the first fathers of the church,

. It is the boast of Tertullian, ¢ Nemo compellitur scd sponte
confert heee quasi deposita sunt pielatis.” 3

With us, men are not under the necessity of redeeming
their religion; what we have is not raised by compulsion ;
each contributes what he pleases ; modicam unusquisque stipen-
dium vel cum velit, et st modo velit, et si modo posset ; what we
receive, we bestow on the poor, the old, the orphan, and the
infirm.

Cyprian, the bishop of Carthage, tells you, the expenses of
the church are frugal and sparing, but her charity is great;
he calls the clergy his fiatres sportulantes ; a fraternity living
by contribution !

¢ Forsake,” says Origen, ¢ the priests of Pharaoh, who
have earthly possessions, and come to us who have none; we
must not consume what belongs to the poor; we must be
content with simple fare, and poor apparel.” :

Chrysostome, in the close of the fourth century, declares,
that there was no practice of tithes in the former ages; and
Erasmus says, that the attempt to demand them was no better
than tyranny.

But there is an authority still higher than the opinions of
the fathers, there is an authority of a council, the couucil of
Antioch, in the fourth century, which declares, that bishops
may distribute the goods of the church, but must takeno part
to themselves, nor to the priests that lived with them, unless
necessity required them justly; ¢ Have food and raiment;
be therewith content.”

This was the state of the ehurch in its purity; in the fifth
century, decimation began, and Christianity declined; then,
indeed, the right of tithe was advanced, and advanced into
a style that damned it. The preachers who advanced the
doctrine, placed all Christian virtue in the payment of tithe.
They said, that the Christian religion, as we say the Pro-
testant religion, depended on it. They said, that those who
paid not their tithes, would be found guilty before God; and
if they did not give the tenth, that God would reduce the
country to a tenth. Blasphemous preachers ! grossignorance
of the nature of things ! impudent familiarity with the ways
of God ! audacious, assumed knowledge of his judgments, and
a false denunciation of his vengeance! And yet even thesc
rapacious, blasphemous men, did not acknowledge to demand
tithes for themselves but the poor; alms! the debt of charity,
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the poor’s patrimony. ¢ We do not limit you to a precise
sum; but you will not give less than the Jews;” decimee sunt
tributa egentium animarum, redde tributa pauperibus. Augus-
tine goes on, and tells you, that as many poor as die in your
neighbourhood for want, you not paying tithe, of so many
murders will you be found guilty at the tribunal of God;
tantorum homicidiorum reus ante tribunal Eterni Judicis appare-
bit. ¢ Let us,” says St. Jerome, ¢ at least follow the ex-
ample of the Jews, and part of the whole give to the priest
and the poor.” To these authorities we are to add the
degree of two councils, the provincial council of Macon, in
the close of the sixth century, and the decree of the council
of Nantz, in the close of the ninth. The first orders that tithes
may be brought in by the people, that the priest may expend
them for the use of the poor, and the redemption of captives.
The latter decrees that the clergy are to use the tithes, not as
a property, but a trust ; non quasi suis sed commendatis.

It was not the table of the priest, nor his domestics, nor
his apparel, nor his influence, nor his ambition, but a Christian
equipage of tender virtues, the widow, the orphan, and the
poor; they did not demand the tithe as a corporation of pro-
prietors, like an East-India Company, or a South-Sea Com-
pany, with great rights of property annexed, distinct from
the community, and from religion; but as trustees, humble
trustees to God, and the poor, pointed out, they presumed,
by excess of holiness and contempt of riches. Nor did they
resort to decimation, even under these plausible pretensions,
until forced by depredations committed by themselves on one
another. The goods of the church, of whatever kind, were
at first in common distributed to the support of the church,
and the provision of the poor; but at length, the more
powerful part, those who attended the courts of princes, they
who intermeddled in state affairs, the busy high-priest, and
the servile, seditious, clerical politician ; and particularly the
abbots who had engaged in war, and had that pretence for
extortion, usurped the funds, left the business of prayer to
the inferior clergy, and the inferior clergy to tithe and
the people !

Thus the claim of tithe originated in real extortion, and
was propagated by affected charity ; at first, for the poor and
the church, afterwards subject to the fourfold division, the
bishop, the fabric, the minister, and the poor; this in
Europe !

In England, tithe is not founded on divine right, but was
said to be introduced by murder. A king of Mercia, in the
seventh century, assassinates another prince in a most bar-
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barous manner, and grants, with what power I know not, the
tenth of his subjeets’ goods, .for absolution ; but in England,
as elsewhere, the fourfold division took place. So says
Blackstone.

Nay, the preamble of the grant of Stephen recognizes tithe
to be alms: 5

¢ Since it is divalged, far and near, by the church, that souls
may reccive absolution by the grant of alms, I, Stephen, to
save my own soul, that of my father’s, and that of my
mother’s, and my relations.” . -
Then he goes on, and grants or confirms tithes and other
things. ;

Nay, there arc two acts of Parliament express, one the
13th Richard II. providing that, for the appropriation of
benefices, there shall be provision made for the vicar and the
poor. ¥ .

The cause of this act of Parliament were benefices given to
persons who did not, or could not preach, lay persons, some-
times nuns, (as we give them to non-residents,) to the neglect
of the poor’s portion.

These principles were departed from, and the trust most un-
doubtedly buried in oblivion ; but, let me add, the Christian
religion was forgotten likewise.

Hence, the Reformation bringing back Christianity to its old
purity ; and hence a superior and milder order of priests, who
purged the spiritual and some of the temporal abominations,
but did not entirely relinquish the claim to the tithe; though
I must own great numbers have too much purity to insist on
it; aclaim which I have shown to have been in its creation
an encroachment on the laity, and in its application, an
encroachment on the poor. No divine right; no, nor
natural right: the law of nature and the law of God are the
same; the law of nature doth not give property, but the law
of nature abhors that disproportion of property which is to be
found in the claim of 900 or 1000 men to the tenth of the
goods of 3,000,000; a claim in the 3000th part of the com-
munity to the tenth ofits property ; surfeit on the part of the
few ; tamine on the part of the many; a distribution of the
fruits of the earth ; impossible, beastly, shocking in itself, and,

* Because divers damages and hindrances have oftentimes happened by
the appropriation of benefices in some places, it is agreed, that in ever:
licence it shall be expressly comprised, that the diocesan of the place shall
ordain, according to the value of such churches, a convenient sum of
money shall be paid and distributed yearly, out of the fruits and profits
of some churches, to the poor parishioners of some churches, in aid of
their sustenance for ever ; likewise, that the vicar be well and sufficiently
endowed. Statute Henry IV. confirms this act.
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when accompanied with a claim to extravagant moderation
and purity, ridiculous and disgusting ! a claim against the
proportions of nature and the precepts of the GospeT!

* I know there are acts of Parliament on this subject. The
act of Henry VIII. which requires the setting out of the tithe;
an.act of collection, not creation; an act which had the lay
impropriator in view, and which seems to take for granted a
claim of superstition, founded on the pretence of charity. I
know there are many subsequent acts (which are called- tithe-
bills) intended to assist the collection of customary, not full
tithe, and in that confidence granted by Parliament.

I am not now enquiring whether the claim to the full tithe
is legal, but whether the application of that tithe, for the sole
purpose of supporting the priest, is usurpation. And I have
shown you that tithe was a charity, subject to the support of the
poor in the first place, and the priest in the last. I have
shewn you, that tithe does not stand on the delicate ground
of private property. I have shown you that it was a trust,
converted into a property, by abuse; which abuse the legis-
lature may control, without sacrilege or robbery. If a right
to the full tenth is yet insisted on, give them the full tenth, on
-the principles on which alone they at first ventured to demand
it; subject to a poor-rate. Let the trust be executed; let
widows and orphans shareit; let the House of industry, and
the various hospitals and' infirmaries, shareit. ~Let the house
of God (now an hovel repaired at the expense of Parliament,
though, by the canon law, it should be repaired by the priest-
hood) shareit; let the poorer order of the peasantry share’it.
Ifthe clergy will insist on taking the full tithes of his potatoes ;
if they take the staff out of his hands, they must carry the
peasant on their shoulders. :

Thus, the clergy, insisting on the summum jus, and the laity
on the summa justitia, the former would not be richer by the
change. I should, on such a change, condole with the church,
and congratulate the poor; and I should applaud the dis-
cretion, as well as the moderation, of those excellent pastors,
who did not rake up, from the ashes of superstition, this claim
to the tenth, but were satisfied with competence and character,
-and brotherly love, and a right to live by their ministry; a
right, set forth in the Gospel, and which nature had set forth,
even though the Gospel had -been silent.

Impracticable! impracticable! impracticable, a zealousdivine
will say ; any alteration is beyond the power and wisdom of
Parliament ; above the faculties of man to make adequate pro-
vision for 900 clergymen, who despisc riches. Were it to raise
2 new tax for their provision, or for that of a body less holy,
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how easy the task ! how various the means! but, when the
proposal is to diminish a tax already established ; an impossi-
bility glares us in the face, of a measure so contrary to our
practices both in church and state. .
If you think the property of the church divine, and that
when you affect it at all, you touch on holy things, then call the
proposal, profane, sacrilegious, blasphemous; but never cal.
the proposal impracticable. How are the clergy paid in
Holland? by fixed salary; how in Scotland? by fixed salary ;
never less than 1000 marks, nor more than 3000. Are the
clergy in Scotland deficient ? Has history no obligation to the
clergy of that sagacious people; how are the civil, military,
and revenue establishments paid in Ireland ? by fixed salary.
You have not found it difficult, but fatally facile to create such
salaries. In these last twenty years, you have created not a
few, and you have done this for laymen, to whom salary was
the principal object; but for the church, where the provision,
the temporal consideration, is but secondary; a moderate
ueans for the support of the great duty of prayer ; to suppose
the regulation of that provision impracticable, annexes a
most trauscendant importance to what is gross and temporal,
and a comparative insignificance to what is pure and spiritual,
and throws a certain complexion of grossness, and inabstinence,
on certain devout and most learned controversialists. If, in-
deed, you conceive what is given in commutation should be
equal to the tenth of your produce, the impracticability is
admitted. While 1 admire the enormity of the suggestion,
I acknowledge the impracticability of the execution of it. I
believe the legislature will never agree to give them the tenth
either in commutation or tithe; both are impracticable; such
a claim, and such a commutation ! that 900 men should have
the tenth of the property of 4,000,000, and you will find we
are much more; the custom of the country, the modus of
several places, your own vote of agistment, and above all, the
interest of religion and of frugal piety, forbid it; give them
the tenth, and you give away your religion; but if you mean
a commutation for customary profits, not extravagant claims,
I think I have shown you that commutation is not impractica-
ble; I have shown you how their present livings can
be discovered, and can be commuted. The value is not an im-
penetrable mystery ; there is hardly a parish in which you
could avoid to find twelve respectable parishioners who would
ascertain their ratages, and their income; nor is there a
clergyman who could not tell you, nor a tithe-farmer, nor a
tithe-proctor, nor a bishop, for he, in his traffic with the
minister about translation, generally gives in a schedule of
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the value of the livings in his diocese. I think it unnecessary
to add, that there are several acts, and one of the last session,
requiring such a discovery, and the ratages in certain cases to
be made on oath.

Men are apt to argue as if an error in that discovery
might be fatal, as if the essence of religion was in the quantum
of solid food, and as if 30/ a year more, or 30/ less, would
be a difference decisive as to the propagation of the Gospel.
The inaccuracy that may attend the various ways of inform-
ation on this subject cannot be much, and, if it shall, in a
small degree, lower the great livings, and raise the small,
cannot be fatal.

I should not wish to give the ministers of the Gospel less
than they have’at present, except in some cases of hardship
and extortion ; but suppose some of them did receive less,
would the church fall?  The importance and the difficulty of
accuracy on this question are both overrated. .

This objection of impracticability, therefore, against a com-
mutation is but a pretence, and against a modus is not even
a pretence; or is it impracticable to enquire into the present
ratages, and on that information to proceed? If so, if this
step is impracticable, the abuses that grow out of tithes are
incurable; and then you ought to reject the system of tithe as
an incorrigible evil, and recur to another mode of paying
your clergy. If a modus is impossible, & commutation is
necessary. :

We are too apt to conceive public cares impracticable;
every thing bold and radical, in the shape of public redress,
is termed impracticable. .

I remember when a declaration of right was thought im-
practicable; when the independency of the Irish Parliament
was thought impracticable ; when the establishment of a free
trade was thought impracticable; when the restoration of the
judicature of our peers was thought impracticable; when an
exclusion of the legislative power of the council was thought
impracticable; when a limited mutiny-bill, with Irish articles
of war in the body of it, and the declaration of right in its
front, was thought impracticable; when the formation of a
tenantry-bill, for securing to thc tenantry ‘of Ireland their
leasehold interest, was thought impracticable; and yet those
things have not only come to pass, but form the base on
which we stand. Never was there a country to which the
argument of impracticability was less applicable than Ireland.

Ireland is a great capacity not yet brought into action;
much has been civilized, much has been reclaimed, but
something is to be redressed; the lower orders of the people
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claim your attention ; the best husbandry is the husbandry of
the human creature. What! can you rectaim the tops of
your mountains, and caunot you improve your people ? Every
animal, except the tiger, (as I have heard), may be tamed;
the method is to feed, to feed after a long hunger; you have
with your own peasantry began the process, and you had
better complete the experiment.

Inadequate!inadequate! interposes the advocate for exaction,
the rich will intercept the relief intended by Parliament.

This objection supposes the condition of the peasantry to be
poor in the last degree ; it supposes that condition to arise from
various complicated causes; low price of labour, high price of
land, number of absentees, and other causes; and it refers
the poor to the hangman for regulation, and to Providence
for relief; and it justifies this abandonment of one part of the
community, by a crimination of the other: on a surmise that
the upper orders of men in this country are complete ex-
tortioners, and would convert abatement of tithe into increase
of rent, and thus intercept the justice of Parliament. Here
I must absolntely and instantly deny the fact; the landlords
are not as described ; expensive frequently, I allow; but an
hospitable, a humane, and affectionate people; the genius of
the Irish nation is affection; the gentlemen are not extor-
tioners by nature, nor (as the tithe-farmer is) by profession.
In some cases they do set their land too high, in many
not; and on that head they are daily becoming more
reasonable.

Your magistracy-bill, your riot-act, your compensation-bill,
what becomes of the authority of these laws with the lower
orders, if you argue them into a conviction that the land-
lords of Ireland, that is, the landed interest, who passed these
acts in their collective capacity, are, in their individual
capacity, but so many extortioners ? Look to the fact, to their
leasés for thirty-one years, or three lives; look to their lands.
See the difference between the lands of laymen, who have an
interest in the inheritance, and of churchmen, who have only
the esprit de corps, that is, a false and barren pride, in the
succession ! Look to the landlords’ conduct — they passed a
tenantry-bill; the bishops rejected a lease-bill, and have
almost uniformly resisted every bill that tended to the im-
provement of the country, if, by the remotest possibility, their
body could be in the smallest degree prejudiced in the most
insignificant of its least warrantable pretensions; but if still
you doubt, call forth the tenantry, and put the question to
them ; do not take your opinion from the oppressor; ask the
oppressed, and they will tell you, what we know already, that
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the great oppression is tithe ; the middle-man’s over-reaching,
as in many instances I acknowledge he is, compared to the
tithe-farmer’s, is mercy. Suppose him as destitute of com-
punction, he is not armed with- the same powers of torture,
though he had the same genius for oppression; he has not
his own tribunals, nor can he put the countryman to expence
of attending on vicars’ courts, nor of watching his crop, nor
of delaying his harvest home, nor of notices, nor summonses,
nor of drinking at his alehouse, while the value of the tithe is
computed, nor of all that train of circumstances and charge
with which the uncertain dues of the church are now collected,
at the expence of the morals of the people.

Bat if the charge was founded in fact, it is not an argnment,
and has nothing to say to the question, where similar exertions
of oppressicn, it morally probable, are rendered legally impos-
sible. The landlord cannot, in consequence of exemption
from tithe, raise his rent on his lessees, during the continuance
of the term. Now, do you imagine that it is the cottager
only, and not the lessee also, that complain of tithe ; they are
both aggrieved ; the tenantry of Ireland are aggrieved; the
lessee, therefore, must be relieved by the plan, and the cot-
tager cannot be equally oppressed, because he agrees for his
rent before he sows his crop; but pays his tithe afterwards;
the latter of course must be, and the former cannot be, a
charge for his extraordinary labour. Rent is a charge on
land, tithe on labour; the one definite, the other indefinite;
they are not convertible; increase your rent under any pre-
tence, still it must avoid the essential evil of tithe; the evil of
being arbitrary; a tax rising with industry. Suppose the
severest case, one pound an acre advanced rent for potatoe
ground, the cottager, by extraordinary labour, works himself
comparatively out of his rent, and into a greater tithe; thus
extortion by rent, is but a cruel compulsion on extraordinary
labour, but tithe a penalty.

There are certain arguments, which leading to something
absurd and nonsensical, are stricken out of the tribe of logic;
those arguments should meet the same fate which lead to some-
thing that is worse than either nonsense or absurdity, to cruelty
and to oppression. Of this tribe is the reasoning I now com-
bat, an argument which would leave the landlords without
character, to leave the common people without redress. 1
condemn the premise, but I abhor the conclusion. What!
should the clergy oppress the poor because the landlords (as
is alleged) do so already ? because the latter (as is alleged)
over-value land, shall the church overcharge labour ? because
the peasant pays (as is alleged) sometimes five or six pounds
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per acre for his land, shall he pay twelve or twenty shillings
to the parson for his potatoes ? "The premises of this argument
impeach the character of the higher order, and the conclusion
would steel one order against the other, and the result of such
reasoning would leave you (what it affects to find you) wicked
and miserable; and common sense and Christian charity lift
up their hands against such an opprobrious premise, and such
a pernicious conclusion. i
If such were the state of our country, the church should
interpose and give a good example, and not follow a bad one ;
they should say, we will take the lead; we will ourselves
moderate the exactions which oppress the poor; if the rich
take the advantage, and frustrate our pious intention, we are
not in fault; the character of religion is free; her ministers do
not participate in the plunder of the people. The vote of agist-
ment left the measure I propose practicable, and made it
necessary ; by that vote you sent the parson from the demesne
of the gentleman into the garden of the cottager; by that vote
ou said you shall not tax us; it remains for you to say, yon
shall not tithe the poor unconscionably ; but going as far as
that vote and no farther, you declare to the proprietors of
tithe, ¢ Tithe the poor as you please, provided we do not pay
you;” and this is what some mean by their zeal in the support
of the church; this is the more exceptionable, when you recol-
lect, that of the poor who pay your clergy, there are numbers
of a different religion, who of course receive no consideration
from your clergy, and must pay another clergy. The Pro-
testant interest may require that these should contribute to the
Protestant establishment; but, the proportion and the
manner in which you now make them contribute, redounds
but little to Protestant honour, either in church or state.
Aye; but will you encourage tumult? Will you reward
the White-Boy ? Will you give a premium to disturbance ?
Sir, do not advert so lightly to the state of this country, nor
pass so superciliously over general distress, as to think that
the Right-Boy or White-Boy, (or by whatever other vagrant
denomination tumult delights to describe itself) are the only
persons who suffer by the present state of tithes; there are
two other descriptions who are oppressed by them; those
who did nothing in the late disturbance, and those who took
part to quell them. Can you suppose so many would have
been neutral in the suppression, if they had not been a party
to the oppression? And have you complained of the languor
of your magistracy, and the supineness of the Protestant
country gentleman, without adverting to the reason? The
tumult was confined, but the suffering was extensive. But
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there is another body of men who suffer; they who took part
to suppress. Have they any pretensions? Do you deny that
they are sufferers? they will come to the bar and prove it;
they will prove two things very material, very worthy your
attention ; their merit and their suffering.

Yes; but will you innovate? Admit tT)is argument, and we
sit here to consecrate abuses. The statutes of mortmain were
innovations ; the suppression of monasteries innovation; the
reformation innovation; for, what is the Protestant religion,
but the interposition of Parliament, rescuing Christianity from
abuses introduced by its own priesthood ?

Institutions, divine and human, corrupt by their nature or
by ours; the best human institution, the British constitution,
did so corrupt, that, at different periods, it was anarchy,
oligarchy, despotism ; and was restored by Parliament.

The only divine institution we know of, the Christian re-
ligion, did so corrupt, as to have become an abomination, and
was rescued by act of Parliament.

Life, like establishments, declincs; disease is the lot of
nature; we oppose its progress by strong remedies ; we drink
a fresh life at some medicinal fountain, or we find a specific in
some salubrious herb: will you call these restoratives innova-
tion on the physical economy? Why then, in the political
economy, those statutes which purge the public weal, and from
time to time guard that infirm animal, man, against the evils to
which civil society is exposed, —the encroachments of the
priest and the politician ?

It is then on a false surmise of our nature, this objection;
we live by a succession of amendment ; such is the history of
man, such, above all, is the history of religion, where amend-
ment was even opposed; and those cant expressions, the
supporting church and state, were ever advanced to con-
tinue the abuses of both. On those occasions, prejudices,
from the ragged battlement of superstition, ever screened
innovation. \When our Elizabeth established the Protestant
religion, she was called an innovatress; when Luther began
the Reformation, he was called an innovator; nay, when
Herod and the high priest Caiphas (and high priests of all
religions are the same) heard that one had gone forth into the
multitude preaching, gathering the poor like the hen under
her wing; saying to the rich, give unto the poor, and look
for treasures in Heaven, and take heed that your hearts be
not overcharged with luxury, surfeit, and the eases of this life;
I say, when Herod and the high priest saw the Author of
the Christian religion thus giving comfort and countenance,
and hope to the poor, they were astonished, they felt in his
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rebuke of their own pomp and pride, and gluttony and
beastliness, great inunovation: they felt in the sublimity of
his moral, great innovation; they saw in the extent of"his
public care, great ihnovation; and, accordingly, they con-
spired against their Saviour as an innovator; and under the
pretence of supporting what they called the church and state,
they stigmatized the redemption of man, and they crucified
the Son of God !

If we were desirous to retort on the church the argument of
inuovation ; its own history is fertile : what is the idea of pro-
perty in the church, but an innovation? their conversion of
property from the great body of the Christians, to their own
use ? innovation ; their temporal power? innovation; their
application for donations, equal to a tenth? innovation ; their
conversion of those donations to their own use? innovation ;
their excluding the fabric of the church, as well as the poor,
from the benefit of those donations ? innovations ; their various
tithe-bills? innovation; their riot-act? innovation; their
compensation-act ? innovation. )

"To judge of the objection of innovation against my plan,
see what that plan does not do.

It does not affect the doctrine of our religion; it does not
alter the church establishment; it does not aflect the constitn-
tion of episcopacy. The modus does not even alter the mode
of their provision, it only limits the quantum; and limits it
on principles much less severe than that charity which they
preach, or that abstinence which they inculcate. Is this in-
novation ? as if the Protestant religion was to be propagated
in Ireland, like the influence of a miiister, by bribery; or
like the influence of a county candidate, by money; or like
the cause of a potwalloping canvasser, by the weight of the
purse; as if Christ could not prevail over the earth, unless
Mammon took him by the hand. Am I to understand, that if
you give the parson 12s. in the acre for potatoes, and 10s.
for wheat, the Protestant religion is safe on its rock; but if
you reduce him to 6s. the acre, for potatoes and wheat, then
Jupiter shakes the Heavens with his thunder, Neptunc
rakes up the deep with his trident, and Pluto leaps from his
throne? See the curate; he rises at six to morning-prayers ;
he leaves company at six for evening-prayer; he baptizes, he
marries, he churches, he buries, he follows with pious offices
his fellow-creature from the cradle to the grave; for what im-
mense income! what riches to reward these inestimable
services? (Do not depend on the penury of the laity, let his
own order value his deserts;) 50/ a year! 50L ! for praying,
for christening, for marrying, for churching, for burying, for
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following with Christian offices his fellow-creature from cradle
to grave; so frugal a thing is devotion, so cheap religion, so
casy the terms on which man may worship his Maker, and so
small the income, in the opinion of ecclesiastics, sufficient fov
the duties of a clergyman, as far as he is connected at all with
the Christian religion,

I think the curate has by far too little; bloated with the
full tenth, I think the church would have abundantly too
nnch. '

The provision of the church is not absolute property, like
an estate, but payment for a duty: it is salary for prayer, not
the gift of God independent of the duty. He did not send
his Son to suffer on earth, to establish a rich priesthood, but
to save mankind ; it is the donation of the laity, for the duty of
prayer. The labourer deserves hire for doing his duty; heis
paid not as a high priest, but a pastor in his evangelic,not his -
corporate capacity ; when he desires to live by his ministry,
he demands his right; when he desires the tenth of your
wealth, he demands your right ; and he presumes riches to be
the right of the church, instead of supposing, what he ought,
the Gospel to be the right of the people, and competency for
preaching the Gospel, not luxury, to be the right, as it is the
profession, of the church. A provision for the minister of
the Gospel on its own principles, keeping clear of the two ex-
tremes; poverty on one side, and riches on the other; both
are avocations from prayer; poverty, which is a struggie how
to live, and riches, which are an occupation how to spend.
But of the two extremes I should dread riches; and above all,
such indefinite riches as the tenth of the industry, capital, and
land of 8,000,000 would heap in the kitchens of 900 clergy-
men ; an impossible proportion; but, if possible, an avocation
of a very worldly kind, introducing gratifications of a very
temporal nature ; passions different from the precepts of the
Gospel.  Ambition, pride, and vain-glory, add to this acqui-
sition of the tenth ; the litigation which must attend it, and
the double avocation of luxury and law; conceive a war of
citations, contempts, summonses, civil bills, proctors, attornies,
and all the voluminous train of discord, carried on at the suit
of the man of peace; by the plaintiff in the pulpit, against the
defendants, his congregation. It is a strong argument against
the tenth, that such claim is not only ineonsistent with the
nature of things, but absolutely incompatible with the exercise
of the Christian religion. Had the apostles advanced among
the Jews pretensions to the tenth of the produce of Judea,
‘they would not have converted a less perverse generation;:
but they were humble and inspired men ; they went forth in
humble gnise, with naked foot, and brought to every man’s
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door, in his own tongue, the true belief; their word prevailed
against the potentates of the earth; and on the ruin of
Barbaric pride, and pontific luxury, they. placed the naked
majesty of the Christian religion.

This light was soon put down by its own ministers, and, on
its extinction, a beastly and pompous priesthood ascended.
Political potentates, not Christian pastors, full of false zeal,
full of worldly pride, and full of gluttony, empty of the true
religion. To their flock oppressive, to their inferior clergy
brutal, to their king abject, and to their God impudent and
familiar ; they stood on the altar, as a stepping-stool to the
throne, glozing in the ear of princes, whom they poisoned
with crooked principles and heated advice, and were a faction
against their king when they were not his slaves; the dirt
under his feet, or the poniard in his heart.

Their power went down ; it burst of.its own plethory, when
a poor reformer, with the Gospel in his hand, and with the
inspired spirit of poverty, restored the Christian religion.
The same principle which introduced Christianity, guided
reformation. What Luther did for us, philosophy has done,
in some degree, for the Roman Catholics, and that religion
has undergone a silent reformation; and both divisions of
Christianity, unless they have lost their understanding, must
have lost their animosity, though they have retained their
distinctions. The priestlicod of Europe is not now what it
was once; their religion has increased as their power has
diminished. In these countries particularly, for the most
part they are a mild order of men, with less dominion and
more piety, therefore, their character may be, for the most
part, described in a few words — morality, enlightened by
letters, and exalted by religion. Such, many of our parochial
clergy, with some exceptions however, particularly in some
of the disturbed parts of the kingdom ; such some of the heads
of the church ; such the very head of the church in Ireland.
That comely personage who presides over a vast income, and
thinks he has great revenues, but is mistaken; being, in fact,
nothing more than the steward of the poor, and a mere in-
strument in the hand of Providence, making the best possible
distribution of the fruits of the earth.

«Of all institutions,” says Paley, ¢ adverse to cultivation,
none so noxious as tithe ; not only a tax on industry, but the
industry that feeds mankind.”

It is true, the mode of providing for the church is excep-
tionable, and in some parts of Ireland has been, I apprehend,
attended with very considerable abuses ; these are what I wish
to submit to you. Yon will enquire whether, in some cases,
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the demands for tithes have not been illegal, the collection of
them oppressive, the excess of demand uncharitable, and the
growth of it considerable and oppressive. Whether, in all
cases, the tithe-farmer has been a merciful pastor, the tithe-
proctor an upright agent, and even the vicar himself a most
unbiassed judge.

In this enquiry, or, in forming some regulations for this
enquiry, you will not be withheld by the arguments of pride,
_ bigotry, and prejudice; that argument which, reflecting on
God, maintains the sacred rights of exaction ; that other
argument which, reflecting on Parliament, denies your
capacity to give redress; that other argument which, reflect-
ing on human nature, supposes that you inflame mankind by
redressing their grievances; that other argument which tra-
duces the landed interest of Ireland as an extortioner, and
belies one part of the community to continue the miseries of
the other; an argument of calumny, an argument of cruelty.
Least of all, should you be withheld by that idle intimation
stuffed into the speech from the throne, suggesting that the
church is in danger, and holding out, from that awful seat
of authority, false lights to the nation, as if we had doated
back to the nonsense of Sacheveral’s days, and were to be
ridden once more by the fools and bigots. Parliament is not
a bigot ; you are no secretary, no polemic; it is your duty to
unite all men, to manifest brotherly love and confidence to
all men. The parental sentiment is the true principle of
government. Men are ever finally disposed to be governed
by the instriunent of their happiness; the mystery of govern-
ment, would you learn it? Look on the Gospel, and make
the source of your redemption the rule of authority; and,
like the hen in the Scripture, expand your wings, and cover
all your people.

Let bigotry and schism, the zealot’s fire, the high-priest’s
intolerance, through all their discordancy, tremble, while an
enlightened Parliament, with arms of general protection, over-
arches the whole community, and roots the Protestant ascend-
ancy in the sovereign mercy of its nature. Laws of coercion,
perhaps necessary, certainly severe, you have put forth
already, but your great engine of power you have hitherto
kept back ; that engine, which the pride of the bigot, nor the
spite of the zealot, nor the ambition of the high-priest, nor
the arsenal of the conqueror, nor the inquisition, with its
jaded rack and pale criminal, never thought of; the engine
which, armed with physical and moral blessing, comes forth
and overlays mankind by services — the engine of redress;
this is government, and this the only description of govern-

¥ 3



70 TITHES, [Feb. 14.

ment worth your ambition. Were I to raisc you to a great
act, 1 should not recur to the history of other nations; I
wounld recite your own acts, and set you in emulation with
yourselves. Do you remember that night when you gave
your conntry a free trade, and with yonr own hands opened
all her harbours? 'That night when yon gave her a free
constitution, and broke the chains of a century, while
England, eclipsed at your glory and yonr island, rose as it
were from its bed, and got nearer to the sun? In the arts that
polish life, the inventions that accommodate, the mannfac-
tures that adorn it, you will be for many years inferior to
some other parts of llurope; but, to nurse a growing people,
to mature a struggling, though hardy community, to mould,
to multiply, to consolidate, to inspire, and to exalt a young
nation, be these your barbarous accomplishments !

I speak this to you, from a long knowledge of your charac-
ter, and the various resources of your soul ; and I confide my
motion to those principles not only of justice, but of fire,
which I have observed to exist in your composition, and
occasionally to break out in a flame of public zeal, leaving
the ministers of the crown in eclipsed degradation. There-
fore, I have not come to you furnished merely with a cold
mechanical plan, but have submitted to your considcration
the living grievances, conceiving that any thing in the shape
of oppression made once apparent — oppression, tco, of a
people you have set free —the evil will catch those warm
susceptible propertics which abound in your mind, and
qualify you for legislation.

The motion was opposed by Mr. Browne, member for the col-
lege, Mr. Parsons, and the Attorney-general. They admired the
ability with which the motion was brought forward; but they
stated their conviction that it struck at the foundation of the
church establishment, and tended to degrade its ministers by
bringing evidence to the bar to arraign them. The clergy would
be degraded if their income was diminished. The distresses of
the people did not arise from tithes, but from the conduct of their
landlords. They admitted, that where tithe of turf had been de-
manded, it was clearly illegal ; but every commutation appeared
to them to be impracticable.

Mr. Curran strongly supported the motion. He said that the pas-
tor and the flock were at variance ; and for the honour and security
of both, an enquiry should be adopted. He would never consent
to abridge any of the rights of the church which were established
by law. The grievances were considerable, and some effort to
relieve the people ought to be made ; the more so, as the present
adwinistration had boasted so highly of their spirit of cconomy
and reduction.
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The House divided on Mr. Grattan’s motion ;— Ayes 49, Noes
121 ; Majority against Mr. Grattan’s motion 72. Tellers for the
Ayes, Mr. Grattan, Mr. Curran; for the Noes, the Attorney-
general, Sir Hercules Langrishe.

. TITHES.

THE SECRETARY OF STATE (MR. HU’.[‘C]IINSON) MOVES THE BILL
TO COMPENSATE THE CLERGY FOR THE LOSS OF TITHES.

February 16. 1788.

'J_‘HE House went into a committee on the bill brought in by

the Secretary of State * to enable all ecclesiastical persons
and bodies, in certain counties and counties of cities, to recover a
just compensation for the tithes withheld from them in the year
1787, in the several counties and counties of cities therein-men-
tioned, against such persons as were liable to the same.” M.
Hayes (of Avondale), Mr. William B. Ponsonby, and Sir Lucius
O’Brien, made some objections to the bill; among others, to the
clause which, in particular cases, dispensed with the trial by jury,
and to that which gave the claims of the clergy for tithe a pre-
ference over the right of the landlord for his rent. :

Mr. Grarran said: I believe the House will excuse me if
I trouble them with some observations on what has fallen
from the right honourable gentleman. To whatever he asserts
of his own knowledge, I give the most unbounded confidence,
but to what he has received from others, I caunot pay the
same regard ; that at best stands only on the same ground
with the information I have received, and which I have stated
to the House. Thus we have information against inform-
ation, assertion against assertion., I honour and applaud the
right honourable gentleman for the part he has taken in this
business; it is what I expected from him; but I cannot,
therefore, give up my own judgment, or shut my eyes to the
facts that I have stated. The right houourable gentleman has
stated the general average rates of several dioceses. I have
stated thie particular rates exacted in the disturbed parishes :
the House is to judge of the subject; and this very difference
between the statement of the right ionourable gentleman and
mine, proves the necessity of going into the committee, where
no member’s report of the matter should be taken, but where
papers may be called for, and every fact verified upon the oaths
of credible witnesses.

The right honourable gentleman has stated, that he has
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had information from the best authority, from the bishops
themselves; and he states an average. Now an average may
be reasonable, and in particular cases very unnreasonable;
the moderation of one man may be set off against the rapacity
of another, and in general accounts cover his exaction: this
is rewarding avarice and punishing Christian liberality. I
have not, therefore, gone upon a general average, but on the
exactions praetised in particular parishes. The right honour-
able gentleman has stated, that tithes have not been raised in
their value for the last twenty or thirty years in the dioceses
of Cork and Ross. Now, upon this point also, I am ready
to join issue with him, and if I do not show that in some of
the most moderate parishes they have risen from four and five
shillings for wheat and potatoes, to seven and eight shillings
within the last thirty years, I will give up the question for
ever. I desire the right honourable gentlemen to meet me,
and rest it on that single point.

The right honourable gentleman has stated to you an
average of the tithes of Cloyne. Sir, I am ready to show you
a parish in that diocese where wheat pays 16s., potatoes 16s.,
barley 9s. 9d., oats 8s., and meadow 6s. 6d. This, Sir, will be
proved on the affidavits of the men who pay it, and supported
by their receipts. This, Sir, is the return of the officer who
tried the suits in Cork ; and these are English acres. If, then,
there be any thing like moderation in the average tithe of that
diocese, how very low indeed must the charge of some parsons
be to admit of this exorbitance! It must appear that in
some parishes the parson extorts unreasenable tithes, in others
he loses his right; and, therefore, the necessity of an enquiry.

The right honourable gentleman has adduced an example
from England, to prove the moderation of the charge for tithes
in Ireland; but the fact is, that England pays much less
in tithes upon the whole, though an opulent country,
than Ireland pays, poor as she is. I have the very best
authority for saying, that the rate of tithes in the county of
Chester is eight shillings an acre less than the rate of the
diocese of Cloyne, whilst the husbandry of the county of
Chester is eight shillings better; how then stands the pro-
portion of the tithes of England to the wealth of England,
and how stands the proportion of the tithes in Ireland to the
wealth of Ireland ?

Sir, I understand that in a great number of cases, the tithes
have been fairly set out in the fields, and due notice given by
the farmers ; I understand these tithes are now perishing and
rotting, because the parson will not draw them. If this be
the case, would you give the parson a power to compel farmers

13



1788.] DUBLIN POLICE BILL. 73

to pay for those tithes which have perished through the par-
son’s obstinacy ? would you let him tax the farmers double, in
a tax already exorbitant? would you let the farmer first lose
his grain, and after his money? Sir, there are some cases
which 1 mentioned the other night, in which the farmer
actually offered to leave the tithes in the parson’s barn; will
you punish the persons who made such an offer ?

I do not like the principle of depriving the farmer of his
trial by jury, and giving the parson a rapid and powerful
remedy against beggars; it may force emigrants, and certainly
will make the parson odious to the parish. Are the people
solvent? Can the parson do any thing more than send them
to jail? I declare for once, that I would rather pay the
clergyman his loss out of the public coffers, and regulate the
future, than again revive the miseries of the people.

Here Mr. Grattan stated a number of cases of the ntmost
exorbitancy in rating tithe, particularly some decreed in the
court of Cashel, where four acres and a half of potatoes were
charged 5. 6s. 3d., and the charge decreed with about a
guinea costs; two acres and a half of flax, the prime of
our staple manufacture, for the raising which the state gives
bounties yearly, 31 4s., ten acres of meadow 6/. 16s. These
charges were decreed, as was 2/. 16s. 6d. for one acre of
potatoes, it having been sworn in court that the said acre
produced sixty barrels of potatoes, valued at 9s. 9d. the barrel ;
this in the year 1783, the famine price, but the calculation of
abundance.

If these facts, he said, could be explained, he was sure they
could not be justified. The White-Boys were certainly ont-
rages; but though he condemned their meetings, he would
not countenance extortion; he wounld hang them if rebellious,
but he would not rob them.

The committee went through the several clauses of the bill ;
the chairman reported progress, and asked leave to sit again.

DUBLIN POLICE BILL.

February 25. 1788.

A PETITION, numerously signed by the inhabitants of Dublin,
was presented by Mr. Hartley, against the police bill. It
prayed that they might be heard by counsel in support of the
allegations in their petition.

On this day the House resolved itself into a committee on the
bill. Witnesses were examined, and counscl heard, when Mr.
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Hartley moved the following resolution : ¢ That it appears to this
committee, that the establishment of the police, in its protection
of the inhabitants of this city, is insufficient ; but its charge on
the public has been enormous.”

This resolution was opposed by Mr. Marcus Beresford, Mr.
Mason, and Mr. Burgh (the Accountant-general), who moved
that the chairman do leave the chair.

Mr, GraTTAN said: I cannot pass over the subject of the
police of Dublin without animadversion; whether the old watch
or the modern police are most insufficient to every purpose of
protecting the lives and properties of the citizens ; whieh body
most departed from the object of its institution, and most
cminently failed in the execution of justice, I cannot presume
to determine; it is that dull and useless contest and emulation,
which I must consign to men more experienced in the oppres-
sion of the city than myself. I perceive from the evidence
before you, that robberies are as common as ever, that mid-
night outrages, &c. are on the same footing, as under the
dominion of the old watch; I perceive that the disorders of
your city are in as perfect and uninterrupted vigour, as at
any former period.

I recollect that upon the first appointment of the police in
in 1786, that there was within a certain district, a suspense
imposed on outrage and robbery, but both soon returned.
There is no security, no regulation under the present police,
which you did not experience before, when the city was left
entirely unprotected, and, if I were to judge from the
evidenee before you, I should say, that neglect was a principle
of office. :

I find from that evidence, that some of the present divisional
magistrates, do business only at certain times, that is, before
dinner; that, after that hour, the.citizen, who is so importu-
nate and unseasonable as to call on a divisional justice about
the business of his office, is sure to be denied, or perhaps
insulted.  This was the case of Mr. Hone, who was robbed,
with the conuivanee, as he thought, of the police, and who
was rash enough to call upon an alderman at an unseasonable
hour ; the moment of relaxation, when magistracy is disposed
to delight itself with something more amusing than the business
of justice; in one of these moments, Mr. Hone, who was
robbed, called on one of the divisional justices; the servant
desires the importunate citizen to go to the devil ; the citizen,
not choosing to follow his advice, and expostulating a little
on the subject about which-he came, saw, as the door opened,
the divisional justice who had been denied; but the citizen,
who had been robbed, mistook his time for calling on a divi-
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sional justice, he called in the evening, when virtue relaxes
itself, and does not relish interruption from complaint of rob-
bery, and subjects of that nature. This is one of the many
instances which have appeared before this committee, of the
neglect and supineness of the divisional justices, who are paid
by the public for their extraordinary activity. From the many
instances which appear in evidence, from what we know our-
selves on a comparison between the old watch and the modern
police; which has proved most useless for every purpose of
defence, I think is a doubtful contest: but, on a comparison,
which has been most mischievous, which has most insulted
the persons, violated the property, and encroached on the
liberty of the citizens; the modern police surely carries
the victory. It appeared from the witnesses examined, that it
was the common practice of the police to insult and abuse the
citizens; to put them into the watch-house, without any pre-
tence whatever, and to detain them there the whole night,
and then dismiss them, because they had no colour or pretence
whatever, to have confined them for a moment; it appeared
that the citizens had been in the course of suffering these
insults from a body of men, who had been stated, in debate,
to be the refuse of the community, and who were taken from
the road to be the guard of the city: it had appeared that
the insolence of the police was only equalled by the negligence
of some of the justices ; one of them was charged with having
refused to discharge, or bail a boy the nephew of a respect-
able citizen, who was committed for throwing a stone; and
the reason given by the magistrate for refusing bail, was, that
such an offence was felony without the benefit of clergy! If such
things happened in the city of London, the sufferer would
have made the magistracy tremble ; and if the magistracy had
taken shelter under the court, the injured citizen would. have
shaken the state: but in Ireland we have the British constitu-
tion, but we have not its maxims, and we want spirit to
restrain the insolence of office.

I need not go at large into particulars, which prove abun-
dantly the insolence and outrage of the police guard, and the
great and criminal reluctance of the divisional justices to
punish them as they deserve. When a right honourable
gentleman mentioned, that, on his application against some of
the police, one of the justices immediately took the most active
measures, I cannot avoid, and with some concern, comparing
the different effect of application, coming from a poor citizen
and a right honourable member ; and when I see the supine-
ness in listening to the one, and the courtly promptitude in
attending' to the other, I condemn and hate that partial dis-



76 DUBLIN POLICE BILL. [Feb. 25.

tribution of justice which pays respect to rank, and does not
pay attention to injury. :

On this part of the subject, without going further into what
is known and felt, and' confining debate merely to the evidence,
I am supported in saying, that the modern police, though
not, perhaps, more useless, are much more mischievous than
the-old watch; have committed more outrages, insulted more
citizens, and trespassed more on the liberty of the subject.
But when you compare the expence of the two establishments ;
when you find, as appears from the account, that the police in
a year and a quarter has cost 23,000/ besides about 20001.
for salaries not set forth in the account, but existing notwith-
standing, then indeed it must occur to every man, that the
old watch, though no defence, was not so great a nuisance;
the citizens were robbed ou cheaper terms, the inhabitants
and the public now pay enormously for dragooning the city.
You have heard a melancholy detail of citizens insulted,
women imprisoned, and a total contempt of law by the officers
of justice.

You have heard the charges which those officers of justice
have made for the service they have rendered, 23,000/ or
rather 25,000 in a year and a half; of which 11,000/ are
for the police men on the guard, and the remainder salaries
and. incidental charges, which contribute to the hours of
pleasure, when a magistrate is not to be disturbed by the
importunity of justice. Conceive this city paying such a sum
as appears from your paper, and receiving such treatment as
appears from the evidence.

A right honourable gentleman has said, that the evidence
was oxﬁy ex parte; it is true; and if the resolution went for
the prosecution of that justice who refused to discharge a boy
on bail, on supposition that throwing a stone was felony with-
out benefit of clergy; I, certainly, for one should have wished
to have heard the alderman explain that matter. But when
the motion before you is not personal, and only goes to con-
demn the police, and when a proposal has been made by one
of the representatives of the city, to postpone the question
until the divisional justices shall be heard, and that proposal
declined, will any man call this ex parte evidence? If the
right honourable member says, you cannot from particular
grievances of abuse condemn an establishment generally, there
1s something of logic in his idea, but nothing of politics. How
could the city prove the insufficiency of the police in general,
but by producing particular instances of citizens neglected and
outraged ? But the member forgets, that it is not merely the
cvidence of as many as you would listen to, but it is the
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petition of 7000, who all protest against the police, as a mea-
sure prodigal and oppressive, and prove their general allega-
tion by particular instances of outrage on oath; but these
instances do not prove so little as that the citizens are ne-
glected ; no; they prove that they are abused by their guard ;
they convict the police of committing those outrages which
they are enormously paid to prevent or punish.

When first this establishment was proposed, in the shape
of a bill, I opposed it. I foretold, at that time, that the
police-men would be bad soldiers and bad citizens ; I did not,
but might have added, that they would be bad watchmen. I
added, that the bill, inadequate, I apprehended, to establish
the peace of the city, would totally destroy the freedom of the
corporation ; that, in fact, the court was taking into its own
hands the regulation of the city; for you can consider the
magistrates of the police in no other light than the servants
of the crown, and the police as a regulation under the court,
instead of what before took place, a regulation under the
corporation. What has been the effect of this change?
You have silenced the corporation, you have secured the
minister’s peace in the city, but you have not secured the
peace of the city itself; the bill has not been inadequate to
all its objects; it has destroyed the independence of the cor-
poration; it has done so by an immense patronage. I,
therefore, originally objected to this bill, formed to secure the
number of votes, not lives, and to extinguish in the city, not
robbery, but public spirit.

That a bill could be framed in a few days, as the repre-
sentative of the city has mentioned, free from the objections and
expence of the present police, is indubitable. There is nothing
in the way of such a measure, except a desire to preserve the
patronage which protects the present bill, and also protects
the scandalous abuse of authority, which has taken place
under this bill, and to which a number of respectable wit-
nesses have borne testimony, and one of them, an old friend
and school-fellow, who has been alluded to in this debate,
and without reason, — Mr. Miller, a scholar, a man of zeal in
the public cause, and a clergyman of worth, against whom
nothing can be advanced, except that with all his diligence,
he has gotten, as yet, no adequate provision in the church.

On the question being put, that the chairman do now leave the
chair, the committee divided ; — Ayes 100, Noes 41 ; Majority 59.



78 BARREN LAND BILL. [March 10.

BARREN LAND BILL.

MR. GRATTAN MOVES THE BILL FOR THE IMPROVEMENT OF
BARREN LAND.

March 10. 1788.

R. GRATTAN had on a former day presented three bills to

ascertain the tithe of rape; to encourage the improvement df
barren land, by exempting from tithe for seven years any that
should be reclaimed ; also, a bill to ascertain the tithe of flax in
the province of Munster. These bills were received, and read a
first time.  On this day, when the order for the House to go into
a committee to ascertain the tithe of rape was read, the Attorney-
gencral ( Mr. Fitzgibbon) opposed the motion.

Mr. Grarran said: He thought the present occasion as
fit as any that could offer, to consider the merits of the three
bills together, and to decide on what was proper to be done.

The right honourable gentleman had objected to the bill
for ascertaining the tithe of rape as an unnecessary bill,
because rape was cultivated in order to reclaim and bring in
barren lands; and a bill was expected to pass, to exempt all
reclaimed lands from every kind of tithe for the first seven
years. He said, he rather thought the right honourable gen-
tleman mistaken ; rape, he believed, was often cultivated in
good land; as the bill would only exempt the produce of
newly-reclaimed land frown tithe, it would so far fall short of
his intention. He had known where one guinea an acre tithe
had been charged for rape; he could not suppose that any
man would have the conscience to charge this for newly-
reclaimed, or for barren land; he had been informed, that four
pounds an acre had been charged for tithe; he did not know
the fact himself, but he had offered to produce at the bar the
person who had been so charged; sixteen pounds for four acres
of rape. He understood, that rape was become a very consider-
able object of exportation; not less than 30,000/ worth had been
exported in the Jast year; a premium was given to encourage
its growth ; but no premium- could operate to any effect,
while counteracted by such enormous tithe as he had stated.

As to what the right honourable gentleman had said,
respecting the bill for ascertaining the tithe of flax in Munster,
he agreed with him, that the bill was exceptional, but the
exception to it was, that it did not abolish the tithe of flax
altogether; for surely nothing could be more absurd than to tax
the staple manufacture of the country. Ile had shown that
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flax in Munster was charged with a tithe of twelve shillings
an acre, whereas, in England, though it is not the staple of
the country, five shillings is the tithe allowed. He desired
to ask gentlemen, did they think that England would lay any
imposition ‘at all upon flax were it the staple of the country?
They must confess she would not. She has proved it by
exempting madder, which she considered as an article auxi-
liary to her staple. In a word, he was of opinion, that every
thing csscutial to the manufactures of the country should be
tithe-free, and that the legislature shoulll make the church
full compensation in money; to encourage the materials of
manufacture with premiums in one hand, and to depress
them by a demand for tithes in the other, was most grossly
absurd. He would, therefore, whenever the question came
fairly before the House, propose to abolish all tithe on flax,
and  to make the clergy compensation in money. At
the same time he must observe, that he could not have
supposed any body of men would resist a bill giving so high
a tithe as five shillings an acre on flax in Munster.

- As to what the right honourable gentleman had said, with
respect to a danger ‘which might arise from the bill, he could
see no cause for such fear. The bill, at the same time that it
secured to the clergy a tithe of five shillings per acre on flax in
Munster, did also secure for ever to the north its present modus.
Itwas to be recited inthe preamble of the bill; — ¢ Thatwhereas
the linen manufacture had flourished where flax was exempted
from tithe, or where a moderate modus had been established.”
If the House would assent to this preamble, they would then
recognize the principle, that manafactures should, as far as
possible, be disencumbered of taxation, and he was convinced
cvery gentleman would, in private, allow the justice of this
principle.  He could not see why any reasons of delicacy
should prevent them from declaring it. He knew it was
supposed, that though the bill should pass that House, it
might be lost in another place; that consideration should
never deter the Commons from doing their duty.. Let the
Commons pass such bills as they deemed advantageous to
the country, and throw the odium of rejecting them upon
others.

There were three bills now in contemplation; if the House
would pass but one of them, he should consider it a benefit;
but he would consider the benefit much greater if the House
would pass them all.

The question was then put, that the Speaker do leave the chair,

which was negatived. ) )
The House then went into a committee for the improvement of
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barren lands. The Attorney-general said, his right honourable
friend, in bringing forward this measure, had conferred very great
advantages both on the clergy and laity, and was, in his opinion,
well entitled to the thanks of every friend to Ireland, and, as one,
he took the liberty of returning him his very hearty thanks.

‘The committee then went into the several clauses of the bill,
which was so modelled as to exempt for seven years from tithes
all such barren lands as should be thereafter reclaimed and cul-
tivated. S

The committee reported progress ; and the bill was finally passed
into a law.

— ]

HEARTH-MONEY TAX.
March 15. 1788.

N this day Mr. Conolly proposed certain resolutions, the
object of which was to procure a return of all houses paying
hearth-money, the value of which are not greater than 30s. per
annum on the full improved rent, and inhabited by persons who
have not lands, goods, or chattels, to the value of 5/.

Mr. O’Neill seconded the motion. It was opposed by Mr.
Bushe, the Chancellor of the Exchequer (Sir John Parnell), and
Mr. Burgh (Accountant-general). They objected to the difficulty
and uncertainty of obtaining a true account, and the danger of
holding out to the people the idea that the tax could be dispensed
with. The resolutions were supported by Mr. Forbes and Mr.
Grattan, who said,

That if gentlemen were agreed in the principle, they would
not differ about the mode. There was no doubt that such an
order- could be framed as to give the House satisfactory
knowledge of such persons as come within his right honourable
friend’s description of poverty ; and a knowledge also of the
amount of their usual payment, that we might know the sam
to be compensated to the state; the hearth-money acts had
admitted the poverty of the peasant to be ascertainable, for
they gave cxemptions to a description of persons who had
but four pounds, as certified by the magistrate. Why not send
out an order, requiring the collectors to make a return of the
poor within his right honourable friecnd’s motion ; such return
to be certified by a magistrate ? Why not proceed on the plan
of the act which is already in existence, but whose exemption,
from a change in the value of money, have lost the extent
which the act was originally intended for? In fact, his right
honourable friend’s motion does nothing more than lay the
foundation of extending, or rather reviving the humane pro-
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visions in one clause of the hearth-money act; and his right
honourable.friend was perfectly proper in moving his resolu-
tions now ; because the return should be made early the next
session, before we go into the committee of ways and means,
where a compensation to the state, founded on such a return,
should naturally be made. ) :

£ The motion, thercfore, of his right honourable friend was
seasonable and practicable ; but the cause of opposition to his
motion was an opposition to his principle. The ministry, he
said, do not choose to velax any part of the hearth-money to
case the peasantry. In this 1 am sure they are wrong. I
am convinced, that the man who has but five pounds in the
world, and pays thirty shillings for his house, ought not to
pay hearth-money ; the strongest argument for his relief is the
bare statement of his condition. 'What benefit does the state
confer on such a man, that it should have a right to tax him?
In what property do your laws protect such a man; a man
who has no property; who has nothing, except that labour
which he gives the state? He gives you his labour, and you
give him a share in your taxes. What my right honourable
friend has laid down, is the true principle of government, and
ought to be the rule of yours, that the poor of such a de-
scription as he states, ought not to be taxed; that men who
receive no benefit from the state, ought not to share in its
burden ; they should be exonerated on the most extensive
principle; the peasantry of Ireland, when they are quiet,
ought to be nursed, not taxed; their growth will make you
ample amends for every exemption you afford them.

A right honourable gentleman on the floor has said, that
hearth-money is the only tax the peasant pays, and therefore
he thinks it is not necessary to abolish that tax ; but I think
it is necessary to abolish that tax, as far as relates to the
peasantry, and for the very reason, because it is the only tax
the peasantry pay; that is, becanse they are so extremely
poor, so very wretched, that they cannot afford to consume in
any great degree the articles which are taxed in this country;
a country where almost every thing is taxed; where soap,
candles, and tobacco are taxed. The wretchedness of their
living, and the misery of their consumption, is the reason
why they scarcely pay any. tax but the hearth-money, and is
likewise a reason why they should not even pay hearth-
money. 263400

I laugh at the idea that we cannot make a compensation to
the state, and still more at the supposition that the Crown has
an interest in continuing this tax on the lower orders of the
people, as if the Crown had not an interest in placing its sup-
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port on ways and means the most humane and respectable.
For the sake of the Crown, as well as of the peasantry, I
should wish this tax were taken off, in order to give relief to
the one, and a more creditable revenue to the other.

The question being put, the resolutions were negatived without
a division.

TITHES.

MR.GRATTAN MOVES CERTAIN RESOLUTIONS REGARDING TITHES.
April 14. 1788.

N this day, Mr. GraTTAN brought forward his motion respeet-
ing tithes. He spoke as follows:

Sir, I submit to you certain great principles as proposi-
tions to the church. To stand the foundation of future bills ;
to stand the sentiments of the Commons; and to be (if these
sentiments are resisted by a right reverend bench), our
acquittal and justification to the public.

The first resolution relates to barren land, ¢ Resolved, that
it would greatly encourage the improvement of barren lands
in Ireland, if said lands, for a certain time after being re-
claimed, were exempt from the payment of tithes.”

This is a maxim of politics, and requires nothing more for
its adoption on the part of the chnrch, but the exercise of Chris-
tian charity and common sense. This is the law of England, and
true in the wilds of America, as well as in England; a principle
which barbarity and civilization equally proclaim.

This does not ask any thing from the clergy except the usc
of their understanding ; that they will restrain an unseasonable
appetite, postpone a premature voracity. That they will on
this occasion indulge themselves in a sagacity superior to that
of the fowls of the air, who devour the seed, and equal to the
wisdom of the hind, who waits for the harvest. Have mercy
on the infant labours of mnankind, respect the plough, and,
instead of dogging its paces as a constable would a felon,
imitate the barbarous, but, in this instance, more civilized
Persian monarch, who began his reign by taking the plough
in his royal hand, and did homage to that patient instrument
which feeds mankind.

To say that the bill in question enriched the community at
the expence of the clergy, was but a poor and uncharitable
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- argument, the result of hot counsel, and erabbed sentiments.
If it does enrich the community, but not at your expence,
you give nothing. What! will the eagle come down, that
you may tithe him, and the stag of the mountain stop at thy
bidding? You give nothing, except to yourselves and your
successors the chance of getting something from that which,
but for such an encouragement, might remain to you and to
us, to all eternity, wretched and unprofitable. Supposing,
therefore, that the clergy were in no particular to make
sacrifices to the good of their flock, that they were to get
every law they asked for themselves, and to assent to none on
the behalf of their parishioners; yet still should they accede
to this measure; on a principle of enlightened selfishness ; on
a principle not of piety, but of usury; and to resist it, would
argue an incapacity to see not only the public interest but
their own.

On such a principle of narrow and ignorant precaution had
thelaity proceeded, they would never havegranted the premium
on the inland carviage of corn, nor on the export of corn, nor
on the export of linen, on the sale of woollen, nor the growth
of flax, nor of rape: they would have checked the growth of
agriculture, and of manufacture, and of course the growth of
tithe. Make the precaution of some of the heads of the
church the folly of the laity, extend their principles to us, and
we starve the community.

To suppose that the encouragement given to barren lands
would lay the foundation of law-suits, is only to argue an
ignorance of the law ; has the law done so with respect to flax?
done so with hemp or bog? and yet such laws have existed.
Do not they know that the barren-land bill was not an
original bill, butan extension of the provisions of acts already
in existence, from whence none of these consequences had
flowed ; and, therefore, this objection only proves the objectors
to be, I will not say bad lawyers and bad husbandmen, but to
be, I will say, in their knowledge of husbandry, and their
knowledge of law, vastly inferior to themselves in the science
of divinity ; and while I excuse the errors of some of the
reverend bench, I much honour the sense of those of their own
order on that bench, who did most decidedly and explicitly
differ from them; who saw that the clergy had a common
interest in the country; that it was inconsistent in them to
desire to partake of the growth of the kingdom, and to check
that growth when the opportunity occurred; who saw the
feeble policy of any thing like a little combination against the
general sense; who thought the best method of preventing a
faction in the laity, was to resist a faction in the church; and

G 2
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who also thought that the two bills, the hemp-bill, and the
barren-land-bill, recommended by government, sent up by
the unanimous sense of the House of commons; proved to
be useful by the example of Great Britain, and espoused by
publie wishes, was not exactly the ground on which the
bishops should post themselves against the interest of the
community.

I have mentioned that this measure is supported on princi-
ples of Christianity. ‘

Isaiah makes two predictions: the one is a denunciation
against such as oppose the kingdom of Christ; the second an
annunciation to those who receive it; and he makes the point
of the curse that very sterility which the enemies of this
measure would promote, and the point of the blessing that
very fertility which the bill went to encourage: ¢ the wilder-
ness and solitary place shall be glad, and the desert shall
blossom as the rose.”

I have taken the prediction of Isaiah, and reduced its
principles to a resolution, which I have already read, and
which I shall have the honour to propound to you; and I put
it to grave authority to verify their prophet.

In the measure to which I refer, there was a particnlar com-
pact,_if report says true: three bills were bronght in; two
were to be rejected. by the influence of government in this
House, provided the third should pass the Lords, without the
opposition of the chureh. Thus the publie were to receive
some benefit, and the excessive zeal of a certain part of the
right reverend bench, was to be shielded by the hand of
government from repeated opportunities of exposing their
prineiples.

The compact was fulfilled on the part of government; two
bills were rejected in the House of Commons, by compact ;
and the third destroyed in the other House, in breach of
compact. A minister is, I must suppose, a heretic, with whom
holy men need not observe faith. To destroy this bill, the
first method that oceurred was petition; the petitioners, very
few in number, but certainly very respectable names, complain
that they will be greatly prejudiced by the improvement of
barren lands *; they petitioned against it in the most un-

* % To the Right Honourable the Lords Spiritual and Temporal, in Par-
liament assembled, the humble petition of several of the clergymen of the
church of Ireland, on behalf of themselves and others of the said clergy,
showeth, That your petitioners apprelrend that the clergy of the said
church in general, and your petitioners in particular, will be greatly pre-
judiced in their properties, in case a bill now depending before your Lord-
ships, to extend the provision of an © Act to encourage the improvement
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qualified manner, not against any particular clause, nor against
the frame of the bill, but against the bill itself. The names
are few; but if names alone, without reasons, could give
weight to a petition, this petition has that weight, I acknow-
ledge. I should be sorry to offend against the interest or the
apprehensions of the petitioners; unable to reconcile both,
and obliged to make a choice, I must advance _their interest
in defiance of their dispositions. Petition was not deemed
sufficient; another method of damnation was resorted to —
amendment; and the amendment was a clause of encroach-
nient ; an encroachment of the worst kind, an extension of
the power of the spiritual courts on the temporal; the spiritual
courts were to stand in the place of judge and jury. With
what safety you will decide, when I read you two decrees of
the spiritual court of Cloyne, one excommunicating a country-
man for refusing to pay tithe of turfagainst law, and the other
excommunicating eight persons for the same illegal reason.
The idea of their amendment was this: no encroachment on
sterility ; no invasions of the plough on barren land, unless
you will at the same time invade the boundaries of your law.
This presumptuous amendment being most judiciously with-
drawn, because it could not have passed, (for it could not have
passed the House of Lords ultimately) another was introduced
not equally mischievous; but I speak with the greatest
deference to high authority; a little unintelligible, a little
long, a little perplexed, aud a little embarrassing; a clausc
in an old miscellaneous act is extracted, to be applied to the
case of barren-land, to which, in the English act, it had no
immediate reference. The above clause requires two witnesses
on the part of the countryman, and gives to.the parson double
costs, and obliges the countryman to declare in prohibition,
laying him under the difficulty of an action at law.

-The bill so loaded justly fell; those vigilant, but, in this
instance, most mistaken men, who destroyed it, will hereafter
sec the wisdom of adopting the bill without the first amend-
ment, without the second amendment,; and without any amend-
ment at all. One should imagine some characters took a
pride in barren land ; in this sentiment only have they resisted
the bill, founded on the English act, enabling the bishops to
grant leases; is it not enough, that a thirteenth part of the

of barren and waste land and bogs, and planting of timber trces and
orchards,”? should pass into a law. Your petitioners, therefore, humbly
beseech your Lardships to permit them to be heard by counsel against the
said bill. And your petitioners will pray.”

¢ 3
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land of the country should be in the hands of ecelesiastical
corporations ? Is it necessary that such land should be as
barren as possible? You need not ask which is church land
in Ireland; you know it by the infallible traces of barrenness
and misery; contiguity to a great town is not sufficient to
give life and pulsation to this palsied part of the ereation ;
one would imagine the estate was doing penance on earth, and
that the inhabitants had laid up all their treasures in heaven ;
or were here in a state of purgatory, under Protestant bishops.
Strange, that the latter should object to a tenure which would
enable them to make freeholders, and encourage the Pro-
testant interest; strange, that they should insist on keeping
their estates on terms at once hostile to representation and
conformity.

The next resolution which I shall propose to you is one
respecting flax. It is as follows :

¢ Resolved, That a domestic supply of flax is an objeet .
to which all His Majesty’s subjects of Ireland should eon-
tribute.

¢ That this House has greatly contributed to said ob-
ject by various bounties, but that the linen manufacture has
only flourished in those parts of the kingdom, where a total
cxemption from, or a small composition for, tithe of flax has
existed.

¢ That in order to extend the linen manufacture, said ex-
emption or composition should be made general.”

"This, too, is a principle, the rudiments of manufacture should
not be tithed; surely not of your staple, and above all, not of
your only staple manufacture; to advance this has been long
the speech from -the throne; the echo of that speech your
address, and the object of various and expensive premiums;
to introduce it into the south has been long the wish of that
province ; to attend to it now has become your particular
duty, because Russia has laid a duty of five per cent. on her
exports to these countrics, the treaty with England being
at an end. Will any man in the south sow flax to pay 12s. an
acre tithe, when in the north he pays but 6d. per farm? The
despair of the southern provinees to grow flax, in any degrec,
was admitted by a proposal to distribute the flax premiums
into provincial portions, on an allegation that the north took
a great portion, and the south little or nothing; that is, the
north does grow flax because it does not pay tithe; and the
south does not grow flax, because it does pay tithe; and thus
embarrassed by the tithe, the wretched expedient was to take
the lbounty from the north, in order to pay the tithe of the
south. :
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Here, again, I must do justice to government; they did
intend a modus for flax as well as for hemp ; and one reason,
perhaps, among others, was the late duty on Russian flax.
This gracious and benign intention of government, was, by
cpiscopal interference, rendered abortive; that same episcopal
interference, on which the nation is to charge the loss of the
barren-land bill, did, with the best intention, to be sure, but
the worst effect, oppose both salutary measures, the modus for
hemp, and the modus for flax.

That opposition to the hemp bill failed, because that bill
was deemed beneficial to the navy of England, and was an
English as well as an Irish measure ; but that opposition to
the flax bill succeeded, because flax was only material to the
Irish manufacture, and was a measure purely Irish. The
hemp bill, however, did not pass unmolested, and the same
regard in holy men for ties with a minister, still operated ;
it was teased and persecuted by that same episcopal inter-
ference. This bill was to have been defeated by petition * ;
the petitioners complain of this bill in the same unqualified
manner as in the instance of barren land; they are to be
rnined by the extent of manufacture, petition was not relied
on; this bill was also to have been dcfeated by amend-
ment; that amendment, intended by way of preamble, set
forth, that hemp was an article necessary for the navy of
England, to which all His Majesty’s subjects should con-
tribute ; a facility this.in a reverend quarter to grant public
money for new purposes, beyond the bounds of duty.  This
preamble contained three principles: first, an implied protest
against the principle of modus in favour of Irish manufacture ;
secondly, an express assent to that principle of supply to that
navy, originating in the Lords, in breach of the privilege of
the Commons, at the suggestion of the spiritual Peers. As the
other amendments encroached on the temporal courts, so this
encroached on the Commons. This amendment being most
wisely given up, because impracticable, as well as most impro-
per,the whole repugnance to the bill ended in an idle resolution,
declaring ¢ that a domestic supply of hemp may greatly con-

# « To the Right Honourable the Lords Spiritual and Temporal, in Par
liament assembled, the humble petition of several of the clergymen of the
church of Ireland, on behalf o(P themselves and others of the said clergy,
showeth, That your petitioners, conceiving that themselves and their
brethren may be materially injured by a bill now before this House, en-
titled, * An act for the better ascertaining the tithes of hemp,” and which
is committed for Saturday next, humbly beseech this right honourable
House to permit them to De heard by council against the said bill. And
your petitioners will pray.”
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tribute to the maritime protection of this kingdom, an object
to be promoted by the united exertions of all His Majesty’s
subjeets ;3 of which resolution the reverend petitioners have
the most reason to complain; for it says, you petition
against the manufacturing part of your own floek ; there you
are perfeetly right, and we are with you; but your petition
goes also against the interest of the navy of England; there
you go too far; besides, this is a question of British govern-
ment, and we, on this point, not ouly leave you, but we
protest against yomw, and have entered on the journals our
resolution accordingly.

So it appears, as the business was mismanaged; but those
'who know the zeal on this occasion of some of the right
reverend bench, must be convineed that this never was their
intention. On the contrary, they did most entirely approve of
the petitioners and the: petition, and had not, perhaps, con-
fined their connection with the petition to the cold and
languid office of mere approbation.

The next resolution relates to the sustenance of the poor,
as the two others relate immediately to their industry; it is
proposed to put the poor of the south on the same footing
with the poor of the north, east, and west, by exempting his
potatoe-garden from tithe. When we state that potatoes are
the food of the poor, we understate their importance; they
are more ; they are the protection of the rich against a poor-
rate, and therefore invaluable to you, as well as to the peasant.

¢ Resolved, That potatoes are the principal subsistence of
the poor in Ireland, and are, in a great part of the kingdom,
most fortunately exempt from tithe.

¢« Resolved, That it would much contribute to relieve the
poor of the south of this kingdom, if the benefit of said
exemption was extended to them; and if it shall be made
to appear that the owners of tithe shall suffer thereby, this
House will make them just compensation.”,

In three-fourths of this kingdom, potatoes pay no tithe; in
the south, they not only pay, but pay most heavily. They
pay frequently in proportion to the poverty and helplessness
of the countryman; for in the south it is the practice to
crouch to the rich, and to encroach upon the poor; hence,
perhaps, in the south, the mutability of the common people.
‘What so galling, what so inflammatory, as the comparative
view of the condition of His Majesty’s subjects in one part of
the kingdom and the other! In one part their sustenance
is free, and in the other tithed in the greatest degree; so that
a grazier coming from the west to thesouth shail inform the
Jatter, that with him neither potatoes nor hay are tithed ;
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-and a weaver coming from the north shall inform the south,
that in his country neither potatoes nor flax are tithed ; and
thus are men, in the present unequal and unjust state of
things, taught to repine, not only by their intercourse with
the pastor, but with one another.

To redress this requires no speculation ; no extraordinary
exercise of the human faculties; no long fatiguing .process of
reason and calculation, but merely to extend to the poor of the
south the benefits which are enjoyed by His Majesty’s subjects
in-the other parts of Ireland; it is to put the people of the
south on a level with their fellow-creatures. If it shall be
said, that such an exemption would cause a great loss to the
parson; what a terrible discovery does that objection dis-
close! that the clergy of the south are principally supported
by the poor, by those whom they ought, as moral men, to
relieve, and Christian men support, according to the strictest
«liscipline of the church. + DI

To excite a certain quarter to this principle, perhaps the
best method would be the stimulation of example. 1 shall
accordingly produce two examples ; one example drawn from
the country supposed to be the most bigotted in Lurope, and
the ather trom that-man supposed to be the most pronc to
clerical avarice and ambition. The first, the kingdom of
Spain, the latter is the Pope. In 1780, Pope Pius VI
sends a brief to the King of Spain, enabling him to dispose
of one-third of” ecclesiastical estates and benefices in his pre-
sentation, to which no cure of souls was annexed, in charity ;
and further sets forth in his brief this reason, that the relief
and succour of the poor was particularly incumbent on him.
The King of Spain, in 1783, pursuant to this brief, publishes
bis edict, reciting the brief, and appointing a commission to
dispose of the third, as above recited, in the support of the
poor, and then he specifies the objects; endowments of all
kinds of retreats and receptacles for the poor, such as hos-
pitals and houses of charity, foundations for orphans and
foundlings. The better to enforce the exccution of the first
cdict, the King of Spain publishes another, commanding, in
a peremptory manner, the execution of the first; and he
adds, a principle inseparable from the claims of tithes, that
such charitable aids peculiarly belong to ecclesiastical rents,
according to the most sound and constant discipline of the
church.

Here are the sovercign Pontiff of the Catholic faith, and
the Catholic King of Spain, distributing one-third of a part
of the revenues ot their church for the poor; and here are
some of the enlightened doctors of our. church deprecating
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such a principle, and guarding their riches against the en-
croaching of Christian charity. I hope they will never again
afford such an opportunity of comparing them with the Pope,
or contrasting them with the apostles. I do not think their
riches will be diminished ; but if they were to be so, is not
the question directly put to them, which will they prefer?
their flock or their riches? for which did Christ die, or the
apostles suffer martyrdom, or Paul preach, or Luther protest ?
Was it for the tithe of flax, or the tithe of barren land, or
the tithe of potatocs, or the tithe-proctor, or the tithe-farmer,
or the tithe-pig? Your riches are secure; but if they were
impaired by your acts of benevolence, does our religion de-
pend on your riches? On such a principle your Saviour
should have accepted of the kingdoms of the earth, and their
glory, and have capitulated with the devil for the propaga-
tion of the faith. Never was a great principle rendered pre-
valent by power or riches; low and artificial means are
resorted to for the fulfilling the little views of men, their love
of power, their avarice, or ambition; but to apply to the

reat design of God such wretched auxiliaries, is to forget
ﬁis divinity, and to deny his omnipotence. What ! does the
word come more powerfully from a dignitary in purple and
fine linen, than it came from the poor apostle with nothing
but the spirit of the Lord on his lips, and the glory of God
standing on his right hand ? What! my Lords, not cultivate
barren land ; not encourage the manufactures of your coun-
try ; not relieve the poor of your flock, if the church is to be
at any expence thereby ! Where shall we find this principle ?
not in the Bible. I have adverted to the sacred writings,
without criticism, 1 allow, but not without devotion ; there is
not in any part of them such a sentiment; not in the purity
of Christ, nor the poverty of the apostles, nor the prophecy of
Isaiah, nor the patience of Job, nor the harp of David, nor -
the wisdom of Solomon ! No, my Lords; on this subject your
Bible is against you ; the precepts and practice of the pri-
mitive church against you; the great words increase and
multiply, the axiom of philosophy, that nature does nothing
in vain ; the productive principle that formed the system, and
defends it against the ambition and encroachments of its own
clements; the reproductive principle which continues the
system, and which makes vegetation support life, and life
administer back again to vegetation; taking from the grave
its sterile quality, and making death itself propagate to life
and succession ; the plenitude of things, and the majesty of na-
ture, through all her organs, manifest against such a sentiment ;
this blind fatality of error, which, under pretence of defend-

3
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ing the wealth of the priesthood, checks the growth of man-:
kind, arrests his industry, and makes the steriﬁty of the planet
a part of its religion.

As I have proposed three measures for the benefit of the
people, I shall now submit a fourth for the benefit of the
church. It is a resolution which is as follows :

“ Resolved, That this House will be ready to relieve the
owners of tithes from the necessity of drawing the same; and
to give said owners a power of recovering the value of the
same, in all cases, by civil bill, or otherwise, provided said
owners of tithe shall conform to certain ratages to be ascer-
tained by act of Parliament.”

The resolution will be best explained by a bill, which I
have drawn, and which I mean to propose hereafter; the
brief of which I will now state to you. The bill enacts, that
every owner of tithe shall be relieved from the difficulty of
drawing the same, by civil bill, for any sum whatsoever, pro-
vided said owner of tithe shall conform to certain ratages in
the bill set forth; these ratages will be such as Parliament
shall think proper, different, perhaps, according to the differ~
ent provinces, and the result of the enquiry of provinces, and
the result of the enquiry of provincial committces.

I have set forth, in the bill for Munster, such a ratage as
was nearly stated by learned authority, as the average ratage
of the richest diocese therein ; the principal articles of which
are, potatoes, the Irish acre, 6s, wheat 6s., barley 5s.,
meadow 3s., oats 3s.

The bill enacts, that, in the neighbourhood of a city, the
tithe of meadow shall be increased ; it further enacts, that the
owner of tithe shall have a power, on due notice, to enter in
order to survey; it enacts, that the above ratages shall be
estimated as worth so many stone of bread corn, which is
every seven years to be valued by the clerk of the market,
who strikes the averages for the kingdom; that septennial
valuation of the corn to be the septennial ratages for the owner
of tithe. :

The bill enacts, that all small dues shall cease, and that
instead thereof, in parishes where small dues shall have been
paid for these last ten years, a valuation shall be made of
such, by a person appointed in vestry; said valuation to be
levied, not off' the poor, nor the particular individual, but
generally after the manner of baronial charges; my idea and
fixed attention being to relieve the poor of the south from
the tithe of potatoes, and the north from small dues; an
endeavour which, however opposed, will, by perseverance,
succeed ; it is rational, it is just. 'The bill contains a proviso,
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which saves and confirms all kinds of moduses or exemption ;
so that what has not hitherto paid, shall not pay now; thus
potatoes and other articles, where they have not usually paid,
shall not become tithable.

The next resolution is, to compel residence. It is strange
that such a resolution should ever have become necessary.

< Resolved, That, the better to sccure the residence of the
clergy, a moderate tax on non-residence would be expedient.”

In the long contest of the clergy on the subject of tithe, I
do not find that residence has been much insisted on, as
useful to the Protestant interest, though tithe has been
thought indispensable.  Provided tithe shall be paid, it
seems what is done for the tithe, the preaching and the pray-
ing, is not material, in the opinion of the grave and reverend
personages; the army do not act by proxy ; the commissioners,
the judges, do not act by deputation. I have never heard of
virtual redemption, salvation by remote and magnetical oper-
ation. Residence is required by canon, common, and statute
law ; by the canon law, a parson, who left his living without
leave, was deprived. By the common law it appears, that
residence was necessary; for when an action was brought
against the rector of B., he pleaded that he was commoraut
in D. The plea was over-ruled, because he had not denied
himself to be rector of B., and his parish determined his
locality necessary by several statutes. "The acts of Henry VIII,,
after forty days’ non-residence, imposes a fine. The act of
Edward VI, after eighty days’ absence, disables the parson
from recovering on his own leases. The act of Henry VI.
subjects the parson who leaves the country to the forfeiture
of his annual income. But though the law weresilent, decency
on this occasson is loud.

‘What a cast and complexion are thrown on this questiou,
and those who so strenuously insist on the law for tithes, and
so commonly transgress the body of law, that requires them
to attend the duties of religion! In England, residence is
better observed and enforced. The practice of England has
shown a greater regard both for husbandry and prayer; and yet
in England residence is not more necessary, because our lower
people want more instruction, and our country can less afford
any addition to the absentee drain, to which an absentee
tithe, and absentee Gospel, are sad aggravations. Talk not
of a want of glebe-houses, or even of churches. Has the
Presbyter a glebe-house? Has the priest a glebe-house? Does
the latter preach the errors of the church of Rome from a
straw-built hovel ? and do our clergy, to preach the truth of
the Protestant religion, require a mansion? Had the first-
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fruits been, by the richer parts of their own order, and parti-
cularly the bishops, faithfully and justly valued, and applied to
the building of churches and the increase of poor livings, the
advocates for non-residence would want their voluptuous
apology. But it has! happened that the first-fruits, by a
remote and antiquated valuation, are rendered of no account ;
they do not, Ly that valuation, which was made in the reign
of Henry VIII. produce more than 430%; at this day the
bishoprics alone amount to near 70,000/. a-year, the first-
fruit of which, without going farther, would be a great fund
for building of churches and glebe-houses, and increasing poor
livings. You see that, in fact, first-fruits are now a most
miscrable modus; and it is very remarkable, that the very
men who object to any modus, however rational, in favour of
the manufacturer, have themselves set up a modus against the
church; amodus, the most irrational and illiberal, against
the poor cf their own order, and the house of their own
God! ¢ We cannot reside, because we have neither house
nor church;” that is, the richer part of your order have taken
to themselves the funds of the church, and now you have no
place to pray in! :

But though I would compel residence, T would compel it
by a moderate process; a moderate tax, to commence after
absence for a certain time. I would not leave the dispensing
with residence to the bishop, because I would not put into
his hands the talents and suffrages of the parochial clergy; I
would not enable him to say, ¢ Sir, you have written too freely
on constitutional subjects, youmust reside;” or, ¢“Sir, you have
voted for the popular candidate, and must reside.” I would
not make residence an instrument of undue influence, nor
would I wish to make the parochial clergy mean and subser-
vient to their bishop. I would compel residence by a tax,
and that should be moderate, with certain allowances; my
principle with respect to the residence of the minister being
this, — his parish ought to be his home, but not to be his
prison.

I have submitted the resolutions; I mean to put the House
in possession of them. All I desireis, thatthey may have a
fair examination. Of government, all 1 ask is impartiality ; all
I deprecate is predetermination. I do not desire that they
should assent to either my facts or principles, but I desire a
fair trial for both. I desirc, moreover, that in holding their
deliberation, they may not take into their cabinet the enemy.
If these principles are false, they will die of themselves, without
the interposition of government; if right, they will at last
prevail, and then government would be obliged to retract a
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resistance precipitately made.  As to the southern peasantry,
all I ask on their part is peace. If the White-Boys break out
again, I give up this business. I will be the first to support
strong measures of coercion. The gentlemen of the south
should inform them, that if they had originally represented
the oppressions they suffer under tithe, by humble petition to
Parliament, they must have been redressed; the parson and
the tithe-farmer would not have chosen to have defended,
or to contittue demands publicly stigmatised for extortion
and avarice. In a free country, the mere promulgation
of injury is the certainty of redress; but those desperate
wretches had not the courage to apply to the legislature, and
had the despair to apply to outrage; the consequence was, as
always must be, they consigned their bodies to the hangman,
and left to their families a continuation of the grievances ; and
involved in their disgrace a great part of the pecasantry, who
were equally oppressed, and entirely innocent. 'The truth is,
the tithe-farmer had no case but the White-Boy ; they both
stood on the crimes of the other, and murder was a greater
offence than extortion.

With respect to a right reverend bench, I mean a part of
that bench, all I ask is temper. I stated several allegations;
I am ready to prove them. I stated, that in some parts of
the south the demands of tithe had exceeded the bounds of
law; I repeat the allegation. I stated that the proctor had,
in many places, demanded and received a certain per centage,
called proctorage, against law and charity; I repeat that
allegation. I stated, that in parts of the south, certain
ministers or their proctors had been guilty of exactions which
‘were unconscionable, and I stated also that they had recently,
and greatly and unconscionably increased their ratages; I
repeat that allegation. I stated that the tithe-farmers did
very generally, in the parts disturbed, oppress the common
people, and had exceeded their legal powers, or had most
grossly abused them : these allegations I repeat now ; and am
ready to go into proofs, whenever gentlemen choose to give me
such an opportunity.

I am not responsible for the precise quantity of every return
stated to me. Some of the statements are official, and cannot
be disputed, and are enormous; others come from the op-
pressed, and may be sanguine. I am not responsible for the
precise quantities in such a case; but I am responsible for this
allegation, that there exists great oppression; I repeat it
again, there exists great oppression.

As to the resolutions which I now submit, and which, next
session, I shall move, the right reverend quarter will consider,
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that some of those propositions are in their principles already
the law of England. With what justice can they attempt to
deprive Ireland of the benefit of such laws? Ireland, a country
requiring so much more encouragement, and paying abun-
dantly more to the church. A celebrated bishop in England
has calculated, that the income of the church in England,
including all bishoprics, and even.the estates of the univer-
sities, would, if distributed, amount to 150/. foreach clergyman.
A learned bishop in Ireland has calculated, that, excluding
bishoprics and universities, the income of the church in
Ireland would amount to 148/ for each clergyman. Thus,
by this calculation, excluding their great riches, I mean the
bishoprics, the ministers of the Protestant church of Ireland
have within 2/. as much as in England; and, including
bishoprics, must have, beyond all comparison, more than in
England, where the extent of tlie cures is incomparably less,
even supposing our clergy were all to reside, and while this
kingdom has two other orders of priesthood to support. Such
of our bishops who came from another country, and have
intercepted the views of some of the younger branches of our
best families here, will naturally wish to make some compen-
sation. The laws of the country to which they owe their
birth, they, I suppose, will not object to communicate to this
country, to which they owe their situation.

Some of the resolutions are not only founded on principles
of husbandry, but maxims of Christianity. These, I hope, will
not meet with inveterate opposition from any of the right
reverend bench ; those of them the most adverse and inveterate
will soften, when they consider the Christianity of clothing
the naked, and feeding the hungry; or rather, indeed, of
suffering the naked and the hungry to feed aud clothe them-
selves, by encouraging their manufacture; giving certain
privileges to their infant labours, and by leaving in their
principal food the poor, unoppressed by avarice and exaction
under any pretence whatsoever. However, if this shall not
be the case; if these sound doctrines and these charitable
principles are received by some of a certain quarter with
hardness of heart, and their author with clerical scurrility, I
cannot help it. I shall persist, notwithstanding, in making my
solemn appeal against such men to their own Gospel; which,
as it is the foundation of their power, so must it be the limits
of our veneration.

The resolutions were opposed by Mr. Browne (of the college),
Mr. Mason, the Secretary of State (Mr. Hutchinson), the Chan-
cellor of the Exchequer, Sir Johin Parnell, and Sir Lucius O’Brien.
They objected to the resolutions appearing on the journals, and
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stated, that the House, by agreeing to the barren land bill, had
expressed a much stronger opinion than those resolutions conveyed,
The question of adjournment was accordingly proposed, and
passed without a division.

MEETING OT PARLIAMENT.

SPEECH OF THF. LORD-LIEUTENANT (MARQUIS OF BUCKINGHAM).
HIS MAJESTY'S ILLNESS,

February 6. 1789.

ON the 5th, the session was opened by the Lord-lieutenant,
~with the following speech te both Houses of Parliament :

"« My Lords and Gentlemen,

¢« With the deepest concern, I find myself obliged, on opening

the present session of Parliament, to communicate to you the

ainful information, that His Majesty has heen for some time
afflicted by a severe malady, in consequence of which he has not
honoured me with his commands upon the measures to be recom-
mended to his Parliament.

¢« T have directed such documents as I have received respecting
His Majesty’s health to be laid before you; and I shall also com-
municate te you, so soon as I shall be enabled, such further in-
formation as may assist your deliberations on that melancholy
subject.

« Gentlemen of the House of Commons,

¢« Deeming it at all times my indispensable duty to call your
attention to the security of the public credit, and to the main-
tenance of the civil and military establishments, I liave ordered
the public accounts to be laid before you.

« My Lords and Gentlemen,

« It is unnecessary for me to express to you my earnest wishes
for the welfare and prosperity of Ireland, which, iu every situation,
1 shall always be anxious to . promote: nor need I declare my
confidence in that affectionate attachment to His Majesty, and in
that zealous concern for the united interests of both kingdoms,
which have manifested themselves in all your proceedings.”

Lord Kilwarlin moved an address of thanks to the Lord-lieu-
tenant. He was seconded by Mr. French; and a committee was
appointed to prepare the same. On the 6th, the address was
brought up.

«To His Excellency George Grenville Nugent Temple, Marquis
of Buckingham.

« May it please Your Excellency, 5

« We, His Majesty’s most dutiful and loyal subjects, the Com-

mons’ of- Ircland, in Parliament assembled, beg leave to return
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Your Excellency our most humble thanks for your excellent
speech from the throne.

“ We cannot adequately express the poignaney of our sorrow,
in being informed by Your Excellenecy that His Majesty has been
for some time afflicted with a severe malady, in consequence of
wlich Your Excellency has not received his royal commands upon
the measures to be recommended to his Parliament.

¢ We return Your Excellency our sincere thanks (however
we must lament the necessity of such a circumstance) for ordering
the communication of such documents as you have received re-
specting His Majesty’s health, as well as for your intention of
laying before us such farther information as may assist our de-
liberations on that melancholy subject.

¢ Nor can we withhold our tribute of acknowledgment to Your
Excellency for pointing our attention to the support of our public
credit, and the maintenance of the civil and military establish-
meuts, as well as for your solicitude to prepare us for those sub-
jeets, by ordering the public accounts to be laid before us. On
these great objects of general importance, we shall endeavour to
act with a becoming care to the national interests, and the honour
of His Majesty’s crown.

“ We are duly impressed with a lively and grateful sense of
[Here the amendments were moved ] the earnest wishes that Your
Excellency is pleased to express for the welfare and prosperity of
Ireland, which you have been always anxious to promote ; and we
flatter ourselves, that His Majesty’s most faithful Commons will
be found to merit the favourable opinion which Your Excellency
entertains of them, by manifesting, under the pressure of the
present calamity, the most genuine and cordial loyalty and attach-
ment to their beloved monarch, and the most zealous regard for
the united and common interests of both his kingdoms.”

On the third paragraph being read, Mr. Grattan asked what the
documents were to which the paragraph alluded ? Mr. Fitzherbert
replied, the copies of the examinations and reports of the physi-
cians attending His Majesty, taken before the Privy Council and
Parliament of Great Britain. They were the only documents he
had to offer.

Mr. GraTTAN said, That the object of his question was, to
discover whether any other evidence relative to His Majesty’s
health than that whieh had been laid before the Houses on
the other side of the water, was expected? TFor his part, he
was clear that the physicians’ report who attended his
Sovereign, as solemnly given and properly certified, was com-
plete and conclusive evidence; but the House should not
wait for His Excellency’s report of these transactions, for if
they did, it would appear to the world as if the measure of
another assembly was to be the rule of their conduct. He
had a high veneration for such respectable authority, but
he spurned the idea of dictation; the first was evidence,

YOL. II. | H
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the last control; and if the House were to wait for it, they
would act with gross impropriety; for the pretence of such
a form being necessary, was designed to cut out the free
agency of the Irish Parliament; it was meant as the ground
for wanton delay. If you act with as much expedition as
decency and propriety will admit, then you discharge your
duty to the constitution and to the people; if you acquiesce
in the procrastination, you will be accused of a servile sub-
mission, at once injurious and improper. He thought this
paragraph in the address an insidious way of plunging Par-
liament into a delay which they ought certainly to avoid.
Undoubtedly the House ought to have the best evidence ; and
what better could they expect than a copy of what the phy-
sicians who attended his Majesty had deposed in their
examinations, once before the Privy Council, once before the
House of Lords, and twice before the House of Commons ?
This was certainly the best evidence which the peremptory
nature of the case would admit; and though he would will-
ingly look to the conduct of England upon this great occa-
sion, yet, as he had said before, it was not with an eye of
servile acquiescence. Ireland waits not for a lesson from
Britain, nor for a model whereby to frame her proceedings.
They ought to call for the evidence he had stated; they ought
to consider it; and if, in a few days, it should appear that His
Majesty was incapacitated, then it would be necessary for
some resolutions to be proposed, to give life and animation to
the executive government.

“The paragraph then passed unanimously. On the fourth para-
graph being read, Mr. Grattan spoke as follows :

I wish that the Lord-lieutenant’s name had not been in-
troduced into this address. The expences of the Marquis of
Buckingham were accompanied with the most extraordinary
professions of economy and censures on the conduct of the
administration that immediately preceded him. He has ex-
claimed against the pensions of the Duke of Rutland, a man
-accessible undonbtedly to applications, but the most dis-
‘interested man on earth, and one whose noble nature de-
manded some, but received no indulgence from the rigid
principles or professions of the Marquis of Buckingham. He
exclaimed against his pensions, and he confirmed them ! He
_resisted motions made to disallow some of them, and he
finally agreed to a pension for Mr. Orde, the secretary of the
‘Duke of Rutland’s administration, whose extravagance was at
“once the object of his invective and of his bounty ; he resisted
-this pension, if report says true, and having shown that it
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was against his conscience, he submitted. Mr. Orde can
never forgive the Marquis the charges made against the
man he thought proper to reward; the public will never
forgive the pension given to a man the Marquis thought
proper to condemn. The pension list, whose increase the
Marquis condemned, he had an opportunity to restrain. A
bill, limiting the amount of pensions, was proposed by an
honourable friend of mine, and was resisted by the Marquis
of Buckingham ; his secretary was the person to oppose that
bill, and to give a signal to the servants of the crown to
resist it. He assigned his reason, viz. because he thought
His Excellency was entitled to the same confidence which
had been reposed in other viceroys, that is, the confidence
which the Marquis of Buckingham pathetically declared had
been grossly abused. The police was another theme of His
Excellency’s indignation ; he exclaimed, or has been said to
have exclaimed, against the expence of that establishment. A
committee was appointed to examine into its utility, and,
after a long and minute investigation, discovered that the
turbulence and corruption of the police-men were at least
equal to the extravagance of the establishment. With this
two-fold knowledge of its prodigality and its licentiousness, he
defended the police establishment, and resisted a measure to
repeal that bill; defending in Parliament every measure
against which he was supposed to have exhausted his time in
invective and investigation.

The park establishment was supposed also to have excited
hisindignation. A motion was made to disallow some of those
charges, and resisted by all the strength of his government.
He was on these subjects satisfied with a minute examination,
a poor and passionate exclamation, and a miserable acquies-
cence. Some of these expences must have stopped, because
they were for furniture and improvement, and were not
annunal expence; but the principle remains; the country is
open to the repetition of the charge, and the Marquis has
only to take credit for the ceasing of charges, which must for
a time have stopped of themselves, but which, by his influence
and resistance in Parliament to motions disallowing them,
may berenewed. But he not only continued the evil he found,
he introduced a number ; on the expences of his predecessor,
he introduced jobs of his own. He increased salaries in the
departments which he proposed, and was said to reform. He
made, by that increase, certain places parliamentary objects,
which before had not come into the sphere of what is called
parliamentary corruption, and greatly increased the influence
of the Crown at the time he affected to reduce the expence of

H 2
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the nation. The disposition he made of some of those offices
was in favour of very worthy men. I will not say, that one
of them is not yet underplaced, but I do say, that his office
ought not to have been raised to his merits, for his merits are
his own, and of course during life; but the increase is per-
-petual ; and the increase of salary will never want a pretence,
if this argument is admitted. You will easily have that
species of economy, which does at least as much mischief as
good, checks peculation, and promotes undue influence. He
did not confine himself to the increase of salaries; he pro-
jected, if fame says true, a number of new offices to be created
for the accommodation of friends, at the public expence, by
dividing and splitting offices, or boards, under that worst
species of profusion, the mask of economy ; laying the found-
ation of new salaries hereafter, and increasing undue influence
for the present. But there is one of his projects he has
actually carried into execution — the revival of an obsolete
office, the second counsel to the commissioners. That office is
the remnant of a wretched job, attempted eighteen years ago,
and put down, because impracticable and improper. The
division of the boards of custom and excise for extending the
undue influence of the Crown; that measure was put down :
but the second counsel, a wretched reinnant, was suffered for
a time; and when the then counsel, Mr. Maunsel, died, his
place also was discontinued., - It thus remained on the estab-
lishment an obsolete unoccapied office, until it has now been
revived by the Marquis of Buckingham, no doubt, it will be
said, for the purpose of saving. ‘T'he officer is to be a great
saving to the public; he is to be fed like the first counsel in
the revenue. You are to have two counsel instead of one,
to give opinions, and to receive fees in all revenue proceed-
ings; but this is to be a great saving. He is not at present
to be consulted in the framing of the money-bills; but this is
a private transaction; and this is a saving on whose duration
I fear you can but little depend.

I have stated particular instances of the expensive genius
of the Marquis of Buckingham, in the management of the
public money, and in the course of one year, the year in which
even prodigal Lord-lieutenants impose on themselves a reserve.
But these particular instances are principles, bad principles.
The attempt to increase the number of offices, is an attempt to
increase corruption; the man guilty of that attempt is not
pure. The revival of an obsolete useless office for a friend, is
a bad principle; and if accompanied with extraordinary pro-
fession of public parsimony, is a detestable principle; hypo-
crisy added to extravagance! My great objection to the
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Marquis of Buckingham is not merely that he has been a
Jjobber, but a jobber in a mask ! My objection is not merely
that his administration has been expensive, but that his
expences are accompanied with hypocrisy ! It is the afiectation
of economy, attended with a great deal of good, comfortable,
substantial jobbing for himself and his friends ! .

This leads to another measure of the Marquis of Bucking-
ham, which is the least ceremonious, and the most sordid and
scandalous act of self-interest, attended with the sacrifice of all
public decorum ; I mean the disposal of the reversion of the
place of the chief remembrancer to his brother; one of the
best, if not the very best office in the kingdom, given in rever-
sion to an absentee, with a great patronage, and a compen-
sation annexed. This most sordid and shameless act was
committed exactly about the time when this kingdom was
charged with great pensions for the bringing home, as it was
termed, absentee employments. This bringing home absentee
employments was a monstrous job; the kingdom paid the
value of the employment, and perhaps more; she paid the
value of the tax also. The pensioner so paid, was then suf-
fered to sell both to a resident, who was free from the tax; he
was then permitted to substitute new and young lives in the
place of his own, and then permitted to make a new account
against the country, and to receive a further compensation,
which he was suffered in the same manner to dispose of. 1In
excuse for this sort of traffic, we were told, that we are not
buying places, but principles, the prineiple of confining the
great employments of this country to residents; a principle
invaluable, we were told, to her pride and her interest.
‘While we were thus buying back principles, and while the
Marquis of Buckingham was professing a disinterested regard
for the prosperity of Ireland, in opposition to these principles
and these professions, he disposes of the best reversion in Ireland
to his own family; the only family in the world that cannot
with decency receive it, as he is the only man in the world
that cannot with decency dispose of it to them.  After this,
do not call Lord Buckingham disinterested ; call himn any
thing else; give him any appellation you please of ability
or aetivity, but do not call him a public reformer; do not
ridicule him, by calling him a disinterested man.

Gentlemen have spoken about public inconstancy, and have
dwelt on the rapid turn of the public mind, in despising now,
what a year ago it seemed to idolize. But let those gentlemen
reflect a little.  'When a man in a high situation professes to
be a reformer ; when he exclaims against the profusion and
memory of his predecessor ; when he teaches the people to

w3
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deccive themselves; enfeoffs himself to popularity; shakes
hands with the populace ; when such a man agrees to no one
constitutional or economic bill; on the contrary, resists mo-
tions for disallowing extravagance, and bills tending to secure
the country against future extravagance, and sets up his own
temporary regulations, his own contingent savings, and casual
fractions of economy, in the place of laws, such a man must
speedily forfeit the opinion of the public; but when the same
man shall, to the crime of omisssion, add that of commission,
shall increase the expences of which he complained on the
principle which he affected to reprobate; multiply undue
influence, and create or revive offices merely for private
gratification; and, finally, shall attach the best office of the
kingdom to his family, while he affects to attach the love of
the public to his person; I say, such a man cannot be sur-
prised at the loss of popularity; an event the natural conse-
quence, not of public inconstancy, but his own inconsistency ;
of his great professions and his contingent savings, over-
balanced by his jobbing; a teazing and minute industry, end-
ing in one great principle of economy, and tarnished by
attempts to increase the influence of corruption, and by a
sordid and indecorous sense of private interest. For these
reasons, among other public ones, which I could give, I enter
my protestation against the Marquis of Buckingham.

Mr. GraTTaN then proposed the following amendment to
the address : — After the words ¢ we are duly impressed with a
lively and grateful sense of,” to insert these words: ¢ the many
and numerous blessings this country has received, during His
Majesty’s reign, and under the pressure of present calamity,
shall manifest the most genuine and cordial loyalty and attach-
ment to our beloved Sovereign, and our most zealous regard for
the united strength, and common interest of both kingdoms.”

The amendment was supported by Mr. George Ponsonby, Mr.
William B. Pousonby, Mr. Curran, Mr. Serjeant Toler, and Mr.
Marcus Beresford. The conduct of the Marquis of Buckingham
was defended by Mr. Toler, Mr. Marcus Beresford, Mr. Corry,
Sir John Blaquiere, and Colonel Hobart. It was then moved that
the following words should stand part of the address : ¢ And we
return our sincere thanks to Your Excellency for the earnest
wishes that your Excellency is pleased to express for the welfare
and prosperity of Ireland, which you have always been anxious
to promote.”” This amendment, together with that of Mr. Grattan,
was passed, and the address was agreed to.

Mr. Fitzherbert presented the report from the committee of
the Lords and Commons appointed to examine the physicians on
the state of His Majesty’s health, which was ordered to be
printed. He then moved, that the House do, on Monday, the



1789.] HIS MAJESTY’S ILLNESS. 103

16th, resolve itself into a committee to take into consideration the
state of the nation.

Mr. Grattan moved that the House will, on Wednesday, the
11th, resolve itself into the said Committee,

Sir Hercules Langrishe said, that the question was of such
magnitude, that it ought not to be delayed. It regarded the
appointment of an executive magistrate during the indisposition

f His Majesty.

Mr. Secretary Hamilton coincided in the necessity of naming
the earliest day for the consideration of the subject. Parliament
has now, for the first time, to discharge that important function,
the exercise of which they owed to a right honourable gentleman
(Mr. Grattan), by whose talents and exertions, seconded by the
spirit of the nation, their parliamentary independence had been
established. He instanced the proceedings in England at the time
of the Revolution. The nation did not wait for a meeting of the
convention ; but the Peers, and some of the members of the dis-
solved Parliament of Charles II., immediately addressed the
Prince of Orange to take on himself the direction of public affairs.

The question was then put. The House divided ; — Ayes 74,
Noes 128 ; Majority in favour of Mr. Grattan’s motion, 54. Tel-
lers for the Ayes, Lord Kilwarlin and the Attorney-general; for
the Noes, Mr. Grattan and Mr. Curran.

HIS MAJESTY'S ILLNESS.

MR. GRATTAN MOVES THE RESOLUTION ON THE SUBJECT OF
1118 MAJESTY'S 1LLNESS.

February 11. 1789.

ON the 7th, the Chancellor of the Exchequer, after stating the

necessity of proceeding to public business, in consequence of
the situation in which the country was placed, moved that this
House do, on Monday next, take into consideration His Excel-
lency the Lord-lieutenant’s speech.

Mr. Grarran deemed the motion to be rather somewhat
improper. In his opinion, both for the sake of decency, and
out of respect to our most gracious Sovereign, an enquiry into
the state of His Majesty’s health ought to procede all other
business whatever ; and he should therefore move an amend-
ment to the motion made by the right honourable gentlengun,
« that the consideration of His Excellency the Lord-lieu-
tenant’s speech be postponed till Thursday next.”

H 4
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The Attorney-general opposed the motion. He stated, this
was a new idea; but the evil consequences would rest on the head
of the individual who suggested the proceeding. Mr. Grattan’s
motion was then agreed to.

And on this day-Mr. G. Ponsonby moved for the order of the
day, ¢ That the House do resolve itself into a committee of the
whole House on the state of the nation.”

Mr. Fitzherbert and the Attorney-general proposed to delay
the consideration of the business to Monday, the 16th, as certain
documents were expected from England that were of great im-
portance. .

The Attorney-general said, it would be necessary that the pro-
ceedings in Ireland should be carried on in the same manner as
in England, and any person who would controvert that position
would be a very bold man.

Mr. G. Ponsonby replied, that the assertion of the right
honourable gentleman formed no ground to support his propo-
sition. He has said, that he will be a bold man who will differ
from the mode adopted in England. I hope, Sir, we shall be
bold ; not too bold ; — bold in argument, modest in assertion.

The House then resolved irself into a committee. Sir Lucius
O’Brien in the chair. The clerk then read the documents relative
to the King’s health, the physicians’ examinations, opinions, &c.

Mr. Grarran rose and said: Sir, the right honourable
gentleman (Mr TFitzherbert) has stated the plan of the Castle,
which it seems are limitations and a bill. He proposes to
name for the regency of this realm, His Royal Highness the
Prince of Wales. 1In this we are perfectly agreed ; but I must
in this add, that he only follows the most decided wishes of
the people of Ireland. We are clear, we have been so from the
first, that His Royal Highness the Prince of Wales ought, and
must be the Regent; but we are also clear, that he should be
invested with the full regal power, plenitude of royal power.
The limitations the member proposes to impose, are suggested
with a view to preserve a servile imitation of the proceedings
of another country; not in the choice ofa Regent, which is a
common concern, but in the particular provisions and limit-
ations, which are not a common concern, and which ouglt to
be, and must be governed by the particular circumstances of
the different countries. The bill or instrument, which he calls
a bill, is suggested on an opinion, that an Irish act of Par-
liament might pass without a King, in a situation to give the
royal assent, and without a Regent appointed by the Irish
Houses of Parliament to supply his place. The idea of limit~
ation, I conceive to be an attack on the necessary power of
government; the idea of his bill is an attack on the King of
Ireland. 'We have heard the Castle. Dissenting, as we must

from their suggestion, it remainus for us to take the business
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out of their hands, and confide the custody of this great and
important matter to men more constitutional and respectable.
The Lords and Commons of Ireland, and not the Castle,
should take the leading part in this great duty. The country
gentlemen who procured the constitution, should nominate the
Regent. T shall submit the proceedings we intend, in the
discharge of this great and necessary duty.

We propose to begin by a resolution declaring the incapa-
city of the King, for the present, to discharge the personal
functions of the regal power. It is a most melancholy truth ;
buit a truth notwitstanding so fully proved and so generally
admitted, that no man who does not proceed on the principle
of affected stupidity, can entertain a doubt of it. The recovery
of the Sovereign, however the object of every man’s wishes, is
that uncertain event on which no man will presume to despair
or to decide. Having, then, by the first resolution ascertained
the deficiency in the personal exercise of the regal power, the
next step which I shall submit is, the supply of that deficiency.
"I'his melancholy duty falls on the two Houses of the Irish Par-
liament, whether you consider _them as the only surviving
estates capable of doing an act, or as the highest formed
description of his Majesty’s people of Ireland. The method
whereby I propose these great assemblies shall supply this
deficiency, is — address. There are two ways of proceeding to
these august bodies perfectly familiar; one is by way of legis-
lation ; the other by way of address. When they proceed by
way of legislation, it is on the supposition of a third estate in a
capacity to act; but address is a mode exclusively their own,
and complete without the interference of a third estate; it is
that known parliamentary method by which the two Houses
exercise those powers to which they arc jointly competent ;
therefore it is I submit to you the mode by address, as the
most proper for supplying the present deficiency; and though
the address shall, on this occasion, have all the force and
operation of law, yet still that force and operation arise from
the necessity of the case, and are confined to it. 'We do not
profess to legislate in the ordinary forms, as if legislation was
your ordinary province; we propose to make an efficient third
estate in order to legislate ; not to legislate, in order to create
the third estate, the deficiency being the want of an efficient
third estate. The creation of such an estate is the only act that
deficiency makes indispensable ; so limiting your act, you part
with your present extraordinary power the moment you exer-
cise it, and the very nature of your act discharges and deter-
mines your extraordinary authority.

But as the addresses of Parliament, though competent on
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the event of such a deficiency to create an efficient third
estate, yet do not, and cannot with propriety annex to their
~ act the forms of law and stamps of legislation, it is thought
adviseable, after the acceptance of the regency, that there
should be an act passed, reciting the deficiency in the personal
exercise of the regal power, and of His Royal Highness’s
acceptance of the regency of this realm, at the instance and
desire of the two Houses of the Irish Parliament; and fur-
ther, to declare and enact, that he is and shall be Regent
thereof during the continuation of His Majesty’s present
indisposition. 'The terms of the act are to describe the powers
of the Regent ; and the powers intended, is the personal exer-
cise of the full regal authority; and the reason why plenitude
of the regal power is intended by the address, and afterwards by
the bill, is to be found in the nature of the prerogative, which
was given, not for the sake of the King, but of the people,
for whose use kings, and regents, and prerogatives were con-
ceived. We know of no political reason why the prerogatives
in question should be destroyed, nor any personal reason why
they should be suspended.

I have stated the method to be pursued; indeed the method
almost states itself; most undoubtedly, it is not the method
pursued by Great Dritain; but the diversity arises from
obvious causes. The declaration of right is omitted in our
proceedings; why? because we know of no claim advanced
against the privileges of the people. A declaration of right
in such a cause, would be a declaration without a meaning;
it would bespeak an attack which has not been made, and would
be a defence against no invasion ; it would be a false alarm,
and hold out false signals of public danger in times of perfect
safety, confounding and perplexing the public mind; so that,
in the moment of real attack, the people would not be forth-
coming. I object to a declaration of right in Ireland, there-
fore, as bad husbandry of popular artillery. I object to it
also, as attempting to convey to posterity historic evidence
against the constitutional principles of the second person in
His Majesty’s dominions, without any ground or pretence
whatsoever. Ior these two reasons, I have not adopted the
declaration of right, conceiving it would in this country be no
more than a protestation against a claim which has not been
made, and, therefore, would be a false alarm and a false sug-
gestion.

Our method differs also from that pursued by Great
Britain, inasmuch as we give the full exercise of the regal
power ; whereas the Parliament of Great Britain has imposed
limitations ; but 1 have assigned a general principle why
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limitations are omitted; and I may add, that whatever reasons
may have been supposed to exist in England for those limit-
ations, they are not so much as pretended here. I have,
therefore, thonght it unnecessary and improper to enfeeble a
government which we profess to restore, as 1 thought it also
improper to defend a constitution which we acknowledge to
be uninvaded. As the substance of our proceedings is dif-
ferent, the mode is different also, and it is” impossible, even
though we wished it, that the mode should be the same. The
mode proposed by the Castle differs from that of Great Britain
more than that which I have submitted; that which I have
submitted departs from the model of England, but does not
commit you with England, nor cast the least reflection on
the wisdom of her measures. We concur in the great object,—
the Regent. In the proceedings necessary to form the regency,
the deliberation of the two countries are governed by their
respective circumstances. In the proceedings which I have
submitted, it is sufficient to affirm, that all the great objects
which can attract the care of a nation, are punctiliously
attended‘to. And first, your constitution. In every stage of this
business you exercise the power of a free and an independent
House of Parliament ; the incapacity of the King to the per-
sonal exercise of the regal power, you discuss and decide ;
the deficiency thereby declared, you supply; and having
supplied that deficiency, you proceed to legislate, and give
your own work the clothing and stamp of law. As to your
government, you restore it, and restore it to all its energies,
that the concern of the people for the indisposition of their
King may not be aggravated by a tottering and impotent
administration of public affairs. You also manifest attachment
to the Royal family, not only by renewing the government in
the person of the heir apparent, but by renewing it in a
manner honourable both to prince and people.

In this great measure, I have not relied on my own judg-
ment; I have had resource to history, I have looked for the
highest land-mark in the British annals, and have found it in
the period of the Revolution.

The address which will be moved, in part of its phraseology,
is copied from an address voted by the convention Parliament
to the Prince of Orange, desiring him to take upon himself
the conduct of public affairs. The idea of proceeding by
address is taken also from those addresses which declared the
Prince and Princess of Orange King and Queen of Ireland ;
and the idea of an act is also taken from the same period ; in
the second session of the convention Parliament an act passed,
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containing the substance of the addresses last mentioned, and
giving the whole the clothing and form of law.

There are points in which the Revolution bears a near re-
semblance to the present period, as there are other points in
which it is not only different but opposite. The throne being
full, and the political capacity of the King’s existing, the
power of the two Houses cannot be applied to that part of the
monarchical condition, but the personal capacity of the King,
or rather the personal exercise of the royal power being
deficient, and the laws of the land not having, in the ordinary
course of law, made provision for that deficiency, and one of
the estates being incapable, it remains with the two others to
administer the remedy by their own authority; the principle
of your interference is established by the Revolution; the
operation. of that principle limited by the contingency ; the
power of the Houses of Parliament in the one case extended
to remedy a defect in the personal and political capacities of
the mounarch. In the present case it extends only to remedy
a defect in the personal capacity, but in both cases it is the
power of the Houses of Parliament called upon to interfere by
their own anthority when the ordinary course of law has made
no provision, and where the three estates cannot supply the
defect. I have, therefore, had recourse to the precedent of
the Revolution in the mode of supplying the present defi-
ciency.

Gentlemen have called this an important day. I will add
to the expression. I willcall ita proud day for Ireland. She
has deserved it; she has struggled hard for her independency,
and she is now disposed to make a most judicious use of it.
Itis not a cold, deliberate act, supplying a deficiency in
the real function ; it is not a judicious, but languid nomina-
tion of a substitute for the exercise of monarchical power.
This country annexes a passion to her proceeding, and
kindles in love and affection to the House of Brunswick,
and the effect of her exertions, and the great labour of
years in restoring her constitutional rights and privileges, she
now gathers, in a harvest which she shares with her princes.

He concluded by moving the following resolution: “Resolved,
that it is the opinion of this committee that the personal
exercise of the Royal authority, is, by-his Majesty’s indispo-
sition, for the present interrupted.”

The question being put, it passed without a division.
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Mr. Connolly then moved the following resolution: ¢ That it
is the opinion “of  this committee, that an humble address be pre-
sented to His Royal Highness, humbly to request His Royal
Highness to take upon himself the government of this realm during
the continuation of His Majesty’s present indisposition, and no
longer ; and, under the style and title of Prince Regent of Ireland,
in the name of His Majesty, to exercise and administer, aceording
to the laws and constitution of this kingdom, all regal powers,
jurisdiction, and prerogatives to the crown and government thereof
belonging.”

The motion was seconded by Mr. George Ponsonby. It was
supported by Lord Henry Fitzgerald, Mr. Sheridan, Mr. Curran,
the Secretary of State (Mr. Hamilton), Mr. Bushe, Mr. Corry,
Mr. Hardy, and Mr. Michael Smith. They founded their argu-
ments chiefly on the point that the House could not proceed by
bill, inasmuch as there existed only two estates in consequence of
the indisposition of His Majesty, and to proceed by bill would
imply that the three estates were perfeet and entire. The principle
of the Revolution was their guide, and there the mode was by
address. It was farther contended, that the aets annexing the
crown of Ircland to the crown of England did not impede the
mode of proceeding. It was a matter of indifference whether the
seal of England was affixed by the Regent in the capacity of
Regent of England, or as Regent of Ireland. The act of 1782
made, in this point, no alteration in the manner of passing laws ;
the great seals of both countries were as requisite before as after
the passing of that act. Three things were necessary for passing
a bill into alaw : 1st, The greatseal of Ireland ; 2d, The great seal
of England; 8d, A commission for giving the royal assent. Such
a commission was annexed to every bill, and conld only be granted
to the Regent of Ireland ; and, thercfore, no law could pass until
a regent was first appointed.

The resolution was opposed by Mr. Molynenx, Mr. Hobart,
Mr. Johnson, and the Attorney-general (Mr. Fitzgibbon), who
argued very strenuously against the mode of proceeding by ad-
dress. He asserted that great danger was likely to result from
the -mode proposed. He referred to the act of the fourth of
William and Mary, cap. 1. sec. 1., the act of recognition, which
set forth the union of the kingdom of Ireland to the Crown of
England ; and he argued from thence, that the executive being
the same, the Regent should be the same. A case of extreme
difficulty would arise if a different person was appointed Regent
in both countries. It should therefore be first ascertained whether
the Prince of Wales was appointed Regent of England. The act
of 1782 had rendered the great seal of England necessary to the
passing any Irish law. This act was prepared by the right
honourable gentleman (Mr. Grattan), and is now found an imped-
iment in the way of the doctrine advanced by him. He then read
the amendment that had been proposed by Mr. Flood to that act,
which was a proof of the authority which the King of England
exercised in the passing Irish acts; and if the Prince did not accept
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the regency, and that the address should reach him, it would call
on him to act in defiance of the statute which makes the crowns
inseparable. The Attorney-general stated, that the law which
rendered the great seal of Britain necessary to the passing an
Irish act had been proposed by Mr. Grattan, and the error, if any,
lay with him.

Mr. GraTTAN said : — I shall endeavour to recall the minds
of gentlemen to the present posture of the debate. "We have
gained ground in the argument; the limitations are not
defended ; they are not, itistrue, given up; they are alleged
to be intended, and acknowledged to be indefensible ; proposed,
scouted, and adhered to; and. in the contempt into which this
part of the plan of the castle has fallen, the vile insinuations of
intended prodigality and perverted bounty, (insinuations
maliciously whispered against a great Personage) have also
fallen, and remain in the contempt they deserve. So far the
plan stands condemned in the opinion of its principal suppor-
ters. But gentlemen who cannot defend their own measure,
impeach ours; and they recur to that vile common place, and
antiquated cant, ever resorted to by men concerned in
unconstitutional attempts : The connection is danger, by our
proceeding. How? prove it —by resorting to the line of
succession | His Royal Highness the heir apparent, with
irresistible claims to the regency, the choice of Great Britain,
and a middle term between the two nations? No; folly, pre-
sumption. Do not attempt to call that nomination a step to
separate from England. Is it then by appointing him with
full regal authority ? No; the railers on the subject of con-
nection now affect an indifference on the subject of limitation
Is it by appointing him at this time ? idle and trifling! What !
so many months after the Royal indisposition; after the
business had terminated in Great Britain, in the choice at least
of the same person. No; but then, gentlemen, it is done by
address; it is the mode against which they direct their indig-
nation ; and arguments, which were intended to be applied in
favour of limitations, are now, and with equal folly, applied
against proceeding by address. But the refutation of every
objection to the address proposed, is to be found in the mon-
strous scheme which the enemies ofthis address have conceived,
and would endeavour to impose on the country.

A bill passed without a third estate, without an Irish Regent,
and without any authority from the Irish Parliament, to give
the Royal assent. But the arguments advanced in the support
of this plan are worse by far than the plan itself. We have
been told that the Regent named by the Parliament of Great
Britain, before he is adopted by Ireland, is competent to give
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the Royal assent to an Irish bill; we have been told that a
British Regent is competent to supersede a Regent appointed
by Ireland ; we have been told that the British convention
may make a law for Ireland; they may, we are told, make a
Regent, and that Regent may supersede one who has been
made by Ireland; that is, he may set aside the act of our
country by virtue of an authority derived from the British
Parliament ; thus far, the right honourable member, by the
juggle of a crown-lawyer, restored the supremacy of the
British Parliament over this kingdom. He has done this by
playing tricks with signs and seals, and confounding the
stamp of authority with authority itself; and he has proceeded
in criminal error to such a rash and desperate excess as to
attack the ascertained privileges of our Parliament, and the
dearest rightsof his country. Hehas endeavoured, by his argu-
ment, to take away from this country the power of choosing a
Regent, and has sought to cast an air of silly ridicule and
trifling scorn on her appointment, and has also endeavoured,
with equal error and temerity, to give to another the power
of imposing a Regent upon you, and by its own authority;
and he thinks he has succeeded to prove his desperate con-
clusions, when he shows, or fancies he shows, that the
undoubted rights of his country may be destroyed, and all the
pedantry of legal form punctiliously adhered to. These forms
of office he sets upon against the substance of the privilege of
the people, and in the place of the real official anthority ; and
because the individual may not aver against certain marks and
tokens, he thinks the Parliament of this country like a subject,
equally bound and concluded, not enabled, he supposes, to
enquire how such marks have been affixed to public acts. And
what is the condition of the authority they are supposed to
represent? With equal zeal and equal error to the abuse of
legal knowledge, and in defiance of the laws of the land, have
we been told that his Majesty legislates in Ireland as King of
Great Britain. The argument we have heard to-night, in its
first step, has introduced over this realm the aunthority of the
British Parliament or convention, and in its next desperate
effort, has taken away from this realm the authority of the
King of Ireland; the statute-laws of this country pass, ac-
cording to this argument, without the consent of the King of
Ireland. :

The King of Ireland is not a part of the Irish legislature,
we are gravely, confidently told, in a strain of legal perplexity,
quibble, and mistake. The laws of your country tell us, that
the crown of Ireland is an imperial crown; the claim of
right which you preferred affirms, that the King, Lords and
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Commons of Ircland are the only body competient to make
laws. Have we said this, and pledged our lives and fortunes
to this, that we should now with the member say, that the
King, Lords and Commons, are not competent to make laws ?
that the King of Ireland is no part of the legislature ? that it
is the King of Great Britain, or rather, the great seal of
England, and the Lords and Commons of Ireland, who are the
competent legislature? If hisargument be true, Ireland has no
King, or her King has no legislative authority. If his argn-
ment be true, the Royal assent given in Parliament, it is an
idle ceremony, and the bill binds the subject, cven though
that assent should be withheld.

Such is the monster that has been composed in place of the
old constitution, by the force of rash assertions, and legal
Jjuggle, assuming the name of law argument. According to this
doctrine, the great seal of Great Britain is not an instrnment
to authenticate the Irish bill, but does import, and operates as
the Royal assent in Ireland; and though the King is declared
by Parliament to be incapable of giving the Royal assent, and
though this country has named no regent or substitute, yet
still is her Parliament coneluded by the Royal assent, or what
he calls the Royal assent, the great seal of England. This is
the substance of his doctrine.

The member hesitates a little at the enormity of his own
conclusions, and not venturing at last as he did at first, to
affirm that a bill bound the subjects of Ireland, provided the
great seal of Great Britain was annexed, even though it did
not receive the Royal assent in Parliament, he changes his
terms a little, and says that the great seal of Great Britain is
the organ of the Royal assent in Ireland, and from this he
wishes you to conclude, what he ought not to advance, that
the Royal assent so conveyed, must be the Royal assent of
the King of Great Britain ; that is, that the King of Ireland
gives no assent at all, and is no part of our legislature. The
offensive conclusions drawn from his arguments make the
sophistry on which these arguments are, less an object of
attention.

He tells you, that an act in 1782, vests the Royal assent in
the British erown. He resorts to the act, and finds it is his
assertion, not the act, which vests the Royal assent in the
British crown. The act says, that such bills as return to
Ireland under the great seal of England unaltered, and none
other shall pass; that is, not that they have actually passed by
coming to Ireland under the great seal, but that such and
such only are in a capacity to pass; the act makes different
provisions, all which must take place before our bills can pass
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into law; they must return to this country; they must return
without alteration ; and they must return under the great seal
of Great Britain as usual ; and then, says the right honour-
able  gentleman, they are the law. But I tell him, they
are not the law ; they are then qualified to receiye the Royal
assent, without which they cannot be law; that Royal assent,
is the assent of the King of Ireland.

The right honourable gentleman has charged on me the
formation of that bill he alludes to. He should know it was not
my bill: it was drawn by the most constitutional lawyer that
ever was Attorney-general*. The idea of the bill was to pre-
vent the suppression of our bills in the Irish privy council,
and their alteration in English or Irish; and it was intended
to reject that part of Poyning’s law which required the great
seal of England to be annexed. 'We did not, as the member
would suggest, introduce that ceremony: we found it. The
law not being sufficient to warrant the member’s doctrine, he
resorts to fortify his misconstruction to an amendment, as
giving the true interpretation; which amendment he reads
from the journals, and which appears to have been rejected, and
for which he acknowledges he did not vote; and this is the
way he supplies constrnction and explanation for the statutes
of his country. If the bill he alludes to is defective, he is
more guilty than I am ; for he was then in Parliament, an acute
lawyer, whose business it was to examine the phraseology of
your bills.  Does he now tell us, that very bill against which
he never, murmured, and for which he voted, has done the
mischief; and that it is not his perverse and desperate ex-~
planation, but the acts which he supported, that have des-
troyed the Irish monarchy ? He impeaches an act for which
he voted, by an amendment which he opposed, and which
amendment, when examined, does not answer .his purpose;
for the amendment does not attempt to allege, that the
royal assent of the King of Ireland is not given, and given
only in Parliament, but that the bill does not return to
receive the royal.dissent likewise in Parliament. No man
said then, nor did the amendment attempt to insinuate, that
the royal assent was supplied by the great seal of England,
nor did any man object to the act of 1782, or law of
Poyning’s, because requiring the authentication of the great
seal of England. Why did they not object? Because they
knew perfectly well, that the great seal was only an instru-
ment of connection, and was not what the member states, a
substitute for the royal assent. The right honourable gentle-
man resorts to another act, that of recognition, which proves

* Mr. Yelverton.
VOL, 1I. ° I
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what nobody denies, the annexation of the crown, and which
proves and ‘ascertains also, what he has attempted to deny,
the existence, properties, and prerogatives, of the imperial
crown of England. The act of Henry VIIL, commonly
called the act of annexation, proves and ascertains what the
member’s arguments would deny, the existence, properties,
and prerogatives of the Irish crown. The object of that act
is expressed to be a principle combating directly the principle
of his argument ; for the act sets forth the reason of its being
made, in order to raise in the mind of the people of Ireland
the authority of the lord thereof: the lordship is created into
an imperial crown annexed, but not merged in that of
England, with all the dignities, properties, and prerogatives
of an imperial crown. So that the idea of creating and pre-
serving all the regal properties of the King of Ireland, ran
pari passu with the idea of annexation.

The right honourable  member having failed to give legal
reasons, proceeds to give political ones, for his opinion; and
he tells you, that the connection of the two kingdoms depends
on the annexation of the crown. He is right; but then he’
slides a little, and he melts down annexation into dependence,
and dependence into extinction. He says, your freedom exists
in the independence of your Parliament, and your cennection
in the independence of the crown, or rather its extension.
Thus the independence of your Parliament comes out to be
the independence of two of the estates, and the extinction of
the third ; on which extinction depends, by his reasoning, the
bond of empire. The right honourable member proceeds to
threaten us with various consequences, if we combat his doc-
trines and his plans; consequences which have no relation to
the question before you, and are more likely to flow from
the offensive and unconstitutional doctrine which this night
we have heard, than from any thing else. If the King is
the bond of union, any attack on his essential property, his
legislative capacity, and, above all, his existence, such as we
have shown the doctrine of this night to be, must be also an
attack on that union, and on the passions of the subjects,
so necessary to preserve that union in their steady and proved
attachment to the person and family of their sovereign.

It is a great objection to the doctrine of this night, that it
tends to estrcl)g allegiance. The people of this country will be
layal to their King ; but when you set up baubles in his place;
when you set up phantoms that can give no protection, and are
only the stamp of authority ; when, instead of the Royal family
wearing the Irish crown, they are directed to contemplate as
the object of affection, an officer with the great seal in his
hand; will the advocate for such doctrine answer for the
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affections of His Majesty’s subjects of Ireland ? — thus per-
plexed and confounded by signals instead of princes, and the
dead letter of authority instead of the living ohjects of affection,
The people have a pride in their King, and will not
transfer their love; but, on the contrary, will kindle at the
quibble, that would set in his place the great seal as an
object of their allegiance, and the substitute as their monarch.
This doctrine is the more criminal, I have said, in its con-
sequence, because it set out with a profession, that the great
bond of connection is the King; it mentions, I have said,
that the two countries are kept together by the monarch ;
liaving made “such a profession, it extinguishes that bond of
union, the monarch of Ireland, and extinguishes with him
the affections of his people, attached to his person and family,
I say, extinguishes, or vainly means to transfer them to the
official stamps by which he acts, and which can excite no
passion, command no allegiance, and give no protection; and
which, when set in the place of the King, revolt the feelings
and affront the understanding of plain men and a sanguine
country, Gentlemen talk of government. What government
can preserve authority on such terms? And what man can
entertain a love for the government of his country, when
such a barren quibble, in the place of the Irish crown, is
offered to his contemplation, and such a wretched phantom
is pretended, not to command, but to balk the loyalty of a
sanguine people ? Depend upon it, this argument does not go
more to extinguish the King of Ireland, than the allegiance
of the Irish nation. They will not be loyal to the English
chancellor, nor the English great seal, nor the officers of
the crown, English or Irish, whom chance has made the
ministers of the will of the monarch. They demand a real
living object of attachment, and expect it not in the fiction,
but the family of their sovereign, in the House of Brunswick,
the hereditary kings, by the laws and constitution of this
realm. ‘

These crown lawyers that undermine the Irish throne, are
not aware of the mischief of their offensive doctrine; they
do not know what valuable passions they extinguish, what
principle of attraction they destroy; they do not consider
the effect of their sophistry on the human mind, and its cold
pestilential consequences in the breast of every subject. He
cannot detect, perhaps, but he revolts at the errors of such
doctrine, and turns from phantoms set up in the place of
princes, and refuses his allegiance to idols, which the pedants
of the profession advance in the place of the Sovereign of
Ireland, or the family of their Sovereign.

12
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Could I agree with the prineiples of the argument of. this
right; conld I banish {rom this question all rc:collectnon of the
royal family and the people ; could I conceive that the pest
system for Treland would be a government without monarchical
power, and a Parliament without deliberative properties;
could I imagine that on the question of an Irish regency, we
should keep clear of two considerations, the Regent and the
kingdom, and only attend to our connection .wil.h Great
Britain, yet I should abjure this doctrine, and this language,
as fatal to this principle. I should think that they brought
that very connection, I will not say into danger, but they
(lnmpcdythe zeal, and extinguished the ardour of it, by the
offensive and wanton manner in which such doctrines intro-
duces it. 'Why make the connection with England a wretched
theme for sophistry?  'Why make it a constant opportunity for
rebuke? Why make it a pretence for the humiliation of
Ireland? Why introduce it where it is not in danger, and resort
to it as a pretence for scolding the people of Ireland? Why
interrupt a proud day like this with monstrous doctrine that
affects to ground itself on that connection, to which it is
highly prejudicial, and tell the people of Ireland, ** Do not
deé[’xberate; do not indulge your intemperate ardour to the
royal family; do not venture to exercise a free will in favour
of your princes; wait for the determinations of another country,
and echo them; wait for the great seal of that country, your
King! register, recite.”

This is incensing one country against another, and making
the British name an organ for threats, not arguments, for
denunciations, not affection. And, in order to prove the offen-
siveness of such doctrine, let me suppose that the British nation
were to adopt it, and speak to Ireland in the lauguage of the
Irish member. How should we feel ? how should we resent ?
But coming from some of our body, it is less inflammatory; and
yet, is there a country gentleman in this House who is not by such
language inflamed? roused with indignation, ont borne down by
conviction? feeling on its own principles, a love for the connec-
tion,distinct aud superior to allegiance or patriotism. I condemn
this argument. I think the connection must be the first victim
of it. 1 will banish, for a moment, from my mind the princi-
ples of public virtue, of allegiance to the crown, and love for the
people; and I will allow that such a question as the present
should be ruled exclusively, with a view to connection ; yet, as
the. public mind is already impregnated with those patriot
and loyal principles, -and as we cannot destroy the criminal
tendency of allegiance and patriotism in the mind of our fellow-
subjects, let us capitulate with virtues which we cannot extir-
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pate, and, instead of placing them in adversity, let us set them
in harmony with connection. Tell your countrymen that your
connection with Great Britain is the source of her liberty, and
a means of her greatness. Make them proud of standing by
the side of England. Tell them that all their passions and
interests can be completely gratified and respectively adhered
to with the strictest conformity to every principle of connection,
and' that the boldest exercise of freedom, and the noblest
indulgence of every loyal affection, are perfectly conformable
to the closest bands with the British connection. This is the
way to promote the connection. ' Nations are governed, not by
interest only, but by passion also; and the passion of Ireland
is freedom. So much her passion is, that if any Parliament
could bring this nation bound hand and foot to the feet of the
throne, with a proffer of her liberties; a wise monarch, who
loved power, would reject the proffer of her servitude, and set
her free to command her absolutely.

I must abjure the impolicy of the argument I have heard
this night ; but, on principle as well as policy, I must condemn:
it; and even could I have hesitated betore about the propriety
of the measures I have submitted, yet now I should think:
it indispensable to insist upon them, because the doctrine
advanced is a challenge to this House. You are now called
upon to assert the rights of your monarchy; to maintain the
existence of a King of Ireland, and the imperial rights of the
Irish crown. It is no longer about the energy of government,
important as that question may be. It is no longer a question
about the dignity of your princes, great and august as their.
rank and situation and qualities have rendered them. Itisa
question that comes home to yourself; you must exert an
original mind on this subject: you must dare to love the royal
family; you must do honour to your Prince, to exert the free-
dom of your people.

The question being put on the re¢solution, it passcd with_out a
division, and a committe¢ was accordingly appointed to draw up
au address to His Royal Highness the Prince of Wales.
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REGENCY.

ADDRESS TO THE PRINCE OF WALES TO ASSUME THE TITLE
AND POWERS OF REGENT OF IRELAND.

February 17. 1789.

ON the 12th, Mr. Fitzherbert informed the House, that, by His

Excellency’s command, he had to lay before them the resolu-
tions agreed to by both Houses of the British Parliament, and laid
before His Royal Highness the Prince of Wales; together with
the answer of His Royal Highness. The paper containing the
resolutions was ordered to be laid on the table.

Mr. Connolly reported the following address from the com-
mittee appointed to preparc the same:

¢ May it please Your Royal Highness,

« We, His Majesty’s most dutiful and loyal subjects, the Com-
mons of Ireland, in Parliament assembled, beg leave humbly to
request that Your Royal Highness will be pleased to take upon
you the government of this realm during the continuation of His
Majesty’s present indisposition, and no longer; and, under the
style and title of Prince Regent of Ireland, in the name and on
the behalf of His Majesty, to exercise and administer, according
te the laws and constitution of this kingdom, ALL REGAL POWERS,
JURISDICTION; AND PREROGATIVES TO THE CROWN AND GOVERN-
MENT THEREOF BELONGING,”

The address was opposed by Mr. Wellesley Pole and the
Attorney-general, who stated, that he considered the address was
tending to dethrone the King. The question was put, and it was
carried without a division.

On this day (the 17th), the Chancellor of the Exchequer stated,
that so much of the session had passed over, that it would be
scarcely possible to pass even the shortest money bill without
violating several orders of the House, if another day was lost ;
he therefore wished that the business might be permitted to go
on. Sir Henry Cavendish observed, that there was no standing
order in force. The Attorney-general said, that whenever there
is a majority against administration, that majority must be con-
sidered as the governing power of the country; and if that power
should stop the bill which prevents the disbanding of the army,
and the bill of supply, the evil consequences of such a proceeding
would fall upon their heads.

Mr. GRATTAN said : what the right honourable baronet (Sir
Henry Cavendish) has offered, is a complete and conclusive
reason for not proceeding in the manner he desires. If, as
has been said by the right honourable baronet, there be no dis-
cussion, no debate, or division, then possibly the bills may
pass before the 25th of March ; but this would be reducing
the committee to a mere form ; and I own, atany time, I would

18
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rather break through a standing order than pervert its
intention. However, I think a short bill may be drawn,
which will answer every purpose. We may then go into the
committee, where we can proceed with proper deliberation
and due attention.

I admit that what has fallen from the right honourable
gentleman the Chancellor of the Exchequer, contains matter
of great importance, and well worthy the attention of the
House. My own opinion at first had been, that, havin agreed
to the address for supplying the deficiency in the thix’% estate,
we should impose a total suspension of public debate. A
right honourable gentleman on the other side said, the
gentlemen in opposition to administration were the govern-
ment, and that the administration were not the government.
If it were so, then it must be acknowledged that the gentlemen
who where said to be the government gave a very strong
instance of their moderation, in not desiring to make use of
their power, and in checking every exercise of it, and im-
posing a total suspension of debate until the third estate was
perfect. As to the continuation of the present bills, the
necessity was apparent; but declining the exercise of power in
any other case was certainly a proof of moderation in gentle-
men, when there was no superior power in the country to
controul them.

The right honourable gentlemen (the Attorney-general) is
not warranted in supposing that we would run a risk of dis-
banding the army, or of disappointing the public creditors.
There 1s no such thing to be apprehended ; and, therefore, 1
langh at such imaginary terrors. Neither is there any proof of
a want of moderation in the persons who compose the majority
in this or in any other House. It has not been proposed that
Parliament shall adjourn until the address of His Royal
Highness shall be received. It is only intended to adjourn from
daytoday. However, theopinion of the right honourable the
Chancellor of the Exchequer deserves every degreeof attention ;
and if to-morrow he will be pleased to lay before the House
any just grounds for apprehending that the army may be dis-
banded, that treaties may be infringed, or that public credit
may be injured, by the mode intended to be pursued; argu-
ments supported on such grounds will doubtless have their
full force in the minds of gentlemen. I cannot say what
doctrines were maintained in another place, not having attended
the debate. But what I saw in the papers was mere nonsense,
equally unconstitutional and illegal. I am, therefore, convinced
it could neither be the sentiments or speech of any noble lord;
but I have the most indubitable evidence now on the table,

4
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that the Lords have concurred with us in the uaddress, and
this is ground enough for me to presume that they have con-
curred with us in opinion.

A message was received trom the Lords, that they had con-
curred with the Commons in their address to His Royal Highness
the Prince of Wales, and made the following amendment therein
(proposed by Lord Charlemont): After the word ¢ assembled,”
and before the word ¢ beg,” the following words were inserted :
¢« Beg leave to approach your Royal Highness with hearts full of
the most loyal and affectionate attachment to the person and
government of your royal father, to express the deepest and most
grateful sense of the numerous blessings which we have enjoyed
under that illustrious House, whose accession to the throne of
these realms has established civil and constitutional liberty upon a
basis which we trust will never be shaken; and at the same time,
to condole with Your Royal Highness upon the grievous malady
with which it has pleased Heaven to afflict the best of sovereigns.

‘“We have, however, the consolation of reflecting, that this severe
calamity bath not been visited upon us until the virtues of Your
Royal Highness have been so matured, as to enable Your Royal
Highness to discharge the duties of an important trust, for the
{:erformance whereof the eyes of all His Majesty’s subjects of both

ingdoms are directed to Your Royal Highness.”

This amendment was agreed to, and it was ordered that Mr.
Connolly do carry the address, as amended, back to the Lords.

The following was the paper laid before the House by order of
the Lord-lieutenant :

Copy of the resolutions agrecd to by the Lords Spiritual and
Temporal, and Commons, of Great Britain, and laid before his
Royal Highness the Prince of Wales, on Friday, January 30th,
1789, with His Royal Highness’s answer thereunto.

Die Veneris, 23 Januarii, 1789.

Resolved, That for the purpose of providing for the exercisc of
the royal authority during the continuance of His Majesty’s illness,
in such manner and to such extent as the present circumstances
and urgent concerns of the nation appear 10 require, it is ex-
pedient that His Royal Highnéss the Prince of Wales, being
resident within the realm, shall be empowered to exercise and
administer the royal authority, accerding to the laws and consti-
tution of Great Britain, in the name and on the behalf of His
Majesty, and under the style and title of Regent of the kingdom,
and to use, execute, and perform, in the name and on the behalf
of His Majesty, all authorities, prerogatives, acts of government
and administration of the same, which belong to the King of this
realm to use, execute, and perform, according to the laws thereof,
subject to such limitations and exceptions as shal] be provided.

Resolved, That the power so given to His Royal Highness the
Prince of Wales, shall not extend to the granting of any rank or
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dignity of the peerage of the realm to any person whatever,
except to His Majesty’s royal issue, who' shall have attained the
full age of twenty-one years.

Resolved, That the said powers should not extend to the granting
of any office whatever, in reversion or to the granting of any
office, salary, or pension, for any other term than during His
Majesty’s pleasure, except such offices as are by law required to
be granted for life or during good behaviour.

Resolved, That the said powers should not extend to the granting
of any part of His Majesty’s real or personal estate, except so far
as relates to the renewal of leases.

Resolved, That the care of His Majesty’s royal person, during
the continuance of His Majesty’s illness, should be committed to
the Queen’s most Excellent Majesty; and that Her Majesty
should have power to remove from, and to nominate and appoint
such persons as she shall think proper to the several offices in His
Majesty’s househeld, and to dispose, order, and manage all other
matters and things relating to the care of His Majesty’s royal
person during the time aforesaid ; and that for the better enabling
Her Majesty to discharge this important trust, it is also expedient
that a council should be appointed to advise and assist Her Ma-
jesty in the several matters aforesaid, and with power, from time
to time, as they may see cause, to examine, upon oath, the physi-
cians and others attending His Majesty’s person, touching the
state of His Majesty’s health, and all matters relative thereto.

Die Mercurii, 28 Januarii, 1789.

Resolved, That a committee be appointed to attend His Royal
Highness the Prince of Wales, with the resolutions which have
been agreed to by the Lords and Commons, for the purpose of
supplying the defect of the personal exercise of the rayal authority
during His Majesty’s illness, by empowering His Royal Highness
to exercise such authority in the name and on the behalf of His
Majesty, subject to the limitations and restrictions which the cir-
cumstances of the case appear at present to require ; and that the
committee do express the hope which the Lords and Commons
entertain, that His Royal Highness, from his regard to the in-
terests of His Majesty and the nation, will be ready to undertake
the weighty and important trust proposed to be invested in His
Royal Highness as soon as an act of Parliament shall have been
passed for carrying the said resolutions into effect.

Die Jovis, 29 Januarii, 1789.

Ordered, That the Lord President of the Council, and the Lord
Privy Seal, do attend His Royal Highness the Prince of Wales,
with the several resolutions agreed to by both Houses of Parlia-
ment, for the purpose of supplying the defect of the personal
exercise of the royal authority during His Majesty’s illness, on
the part of this House.

Die Sabbati, 31 Januarii, 1789.
The Lord President reported, that he and the Lord Privy Seal
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had, according to order, waited on His Royal Highness the Prince
of Wales with the resolutions of both Houses of Parliament, and
that His Royal Highness was pleased to return the following
answer :
¢:-My Lords and Gentlemen,

¢ I thank you for communicating to me the resolutions agreed
to by the two Houses, and I request you to assure them, in my
name, that my duty to the King (my father), and my anxious con-
cern for the safety and interests of the people, which must be
endangered by a longer suspension of the exercise of the royal
authority, together with my respect for the united desires of the
two Houses, outweigh, in my mind, every other consideration,
and will determine me to undertake the weighty and important
trust proposed to me, in conformity to the resolutions now com-
municated to me. Iam sensible of the difficulties that must attend
the execution of this trust, in the peculiar circumstances in which
it was committed to my charge, in which, as I am acquainted with
no former example, my hopes of a successful administration can-
not be founded on any past experience ; but confiding that the
limitations on the exercise of the royal authority, deemed neces-:
sary for the present, have been approved only by the two Houses
as a temporary measure, founded on the loyal hope, in which I
ardently participate, that His Majesty’s disorder may not be of
long duration, and trusting, in the meanwhile, that I shall receive
a zealous and united support in the two Houses, and in the nation,
proportioned to the difliculty attending the discharge of my trust
m this interval, I will entertain the pleasing hope, that my faith-
ful endeavours to preserve the interests of the King, his crown,
and people, may be successful.

¢ QOrdered, That the said resolutions, with the answer of His
Royal Highness the Prince of Wales therecunto, be forthwith
printed and published.

(Signed) ¢ GeorcE Rosk, Cler. Parlianientor.”

(A true copy.) “ ALLEYNE FITzZHERBERT.”

SUPPLY.

February 18. 1789.

N the preceding day, the address to His Royal Highness the
Prince of Wales was returned from the Lords, who agreed
thereto, with the insertion of an amendment complimentary to His
Majesty. It was agreed to by the Commons; and, on this day,
Mr. Grattan moved ¢ That this House do accompany the Lords
to-morrow, at half after three o’clock, in carrying up to His
Excellency the Lord-lieutenant, the address of bot‘fzi I-{)ouses to
His Royal Highness the Prince of Wales.”
The question being put, it passed unanimously.
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--Mr. GRATTAN then said: with respect to the business of
going into the supply, it had been his opinion that it would
be highly improper, until the two Houses had provided for the
deficiency in the third estate, which they had now done, by
addressing His Royal Highness the Prince of Wales to
take upon himself the government of the realm during His
Majesty’s present indisposition. Any step previous to this
would not only have been improper, but, he would say, uncon-
stitutional. But having now done with that business, and
resting in confident expectation that His Royal Highness will
accept the regency, and having weighed with great attention
the arguments of the right honourable gentleman (the Chan-
cellor of the Exchequer), he was disposed to accelerate, as
much as possible, the public business. The right honourable
gentleman had declared, that there was still time to pass the
money bills. He was convinced the right honourable gentleman
was right; and, therefore, he and the gentleman with whom he
acted, stood clear of any imputation or blame that might arise
from delay. He and his friends, the country gentlemen of
Ireland, had acted upon principle, and he rejoiced that in so
doing no inconvenience had been laid upon the country. It had
been his intention to continue the duties and loans by short
mouney bills, and he had in view, as a precedent, the short
money bill of 1779, which, by the way, he observed, though
productive of the greatest good, had produced to the country
none of the inconveniencies which gentlemen had seemed to
apprehend. He was, however, willing to be counselled in the
present case by -the right honourable the Chancellor of the
Exchequer in the mode of procedure; for he agreed with him,
that the spirit of the standing orders of the House, whether
these orders had been received or not, was a necessary guard,
intended to stop any improvident grant of the public money.
He proposed, therefore, for the present, to let the necessary
bills be passed in the most expeditious way, observing all
the usual forms, and keeping still open the committee of
accounts, whereby the House might, at a future period of the
_session, investigate the public revenue and expences, with the
greatest accuracy. He concluded with observing, that he
would not have ventured to consent to these measures, had he
not first consulted that most respectable description of persons,
the country gentlemen; they were for going on with the
public business, and he was ever happy in agreeing with their
wishes.

The order of the day, ¢ That the House do take His Excel-
lency the Lord-lieutenant’s speech into censideration,” was then
agreed to. The House went into a committee of supply ; and the
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motion, that a supply be granted to His Majesty, passed unani-
mously.

ANSWER OF THE LORD-LIEUTENANT.— REFUSAL
TO TRANSMIT THE ADDRESS.

February 19. 1789.

N this day the Lords and Commons, with the Chancellor and
Speaker at their head, went in procession to the Castle, to
wait on the Lord-licutenant with their address, to be transmitted
by His Excellency to His Royal Highness the Prince of Wales ;
and when the House met, the Speaker informed them that they
had attended the Lord-lieutenant, and that His Excellency had
returned the following answer :
¢« Under the impressions which I feel of my official duty, and’
of the oaths which I have taken, as chief governor of Ireland, I
am obliged to decline transmitting this address to Great Britain ;
for I cannot consider myself warranted to lay before the Prince of
‘Wales an address, purporting to invest His Royal Highness with
power to take upon himn the government of this realm, before he
shall be enabled by law so to do.”

Mr. GraTraN said : it would be highly improper to enter
into any business after such an answer had been received ; and,
in order to consider what steps were necessary to be taken, he
should move the question of adjournment. He hoped the
House on this important occasion would act with dignity,
temper and decision. He therefore moved, that the House do
adjourn till to-morrow.

This motion was unanimously agreed to; and the House ad-
journed accordingly. :

REGENCY.

MR. GRATTAN PROPOSES CERTAIN RESOLUT!ONS IN CONSEQUENCE
OF THE REFUSAL OF THE LORD-LIEUTENANT TO TRANSMIT

THE ADDRESS.
February 20. 1789.
MR. FITZHERBERT (secretary) moved, that the answer of

L the Lord-lieutenant be entered on the journals. After afew
words from Mr. Todd Jones and Mr. Grattan, who said, T am
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satisfied to let the answer be entered on the journals, in order to
make way for some resolutions which I intend to propose, as
necessary to carry the intention of the two Houses into effect,
and as a vindication of their honour and constitutional conduct.
The motion was agreed to. ;

Mr. GraTraN then moved, “That His Excellency the Lord-
lieutenant, having thought proper to decline to transmit tp
His Royal Highness George Prince of Wales the address of
Jboth Houses of Parliament, a competent number of members
be appointed by this House to present the said address to his
Royal Highness.”

The Attorney-gencral asked what number were to be ap-
pointed.

Mr. GrarTan explained: that he had left the number at
large,and made use of the words ¢ competent number,” because
he did not wish to conclude the Lords; and as it was always
the practice that two members of the House of Commons
should be named for one of the other House, in cases where
both Houses acted in concert by a deputation, he wished the
Lords first to name their number, and the Commons would
afterwards appoint twice so many.

The measure was strongly epposed by the Attorney-general
and Mr. Parsons (afterwards Lord Ross). It was, however,
carried without a division.

Mr. GratTaN then moved, “That Mr. Connolly do attend
the Lords with the said resolution, and acquaint them that
this House requests them to appoint members of their own
body, to join with the members of the Commons in presenting
the said address;” which motion was agreed to.

Mr. Grarran then moved, ¢ That the answer of His
Excellency the Lord-licutenant should be read ;” which being
done,

Mr. GraTrAN said: I do not think it possible after the answer
we have just heard, that any gentleman can entertain a doubt
of the necessity of our coming to some resolutions to maintain
the dignity and privileges of Parliament. Sir, we were wise in
adjourning last night to give time to deliberate ; —it was an
awful pause; a solemn interval, and will give weight and con-
sequénce to the measures we may adopt. In any controversy
with the chief governor, it becomes us to observe the most
punctilious ceremony, and in the particular case before the
House tenfold attention is necessary, because it is to remain a
record and a precedent upon your journals; because it isa
case on which the privileges of the country depend. Our con-
duct, therefore, should be founded in law and the constitution,
and should be even respectful to the chief governor who has
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maligned our proceedings. I will, therefore, move a resolution,
the truth of which no man candeny; and if it be admitted,
the Lord-lieutenant’s answer must necessarily be disallowed.
He then moved, ¢ That in addressing His Royal Highness the
Prince of Wales to take upon himself the government of
this country, on the behalf and in the name of His Majesty,
during His Majesty’s present indisposition, and no longer, the
Lords and Commons of Ireland have exercised an undonbted
right, and discharged an indispensable duty, to which, in the
present emergency, they alone are competent.” '

This was strongly opposed by the Chancellor of the Exchequer
(Sir J. Parnell), Serjeant Toler, Serjeant Hewit, and the Attor-
ncy-general (Fitzgibbon), who said, this was a measure that
committed the two countries ; the principles of the address were
pernicious and unconstitutional ; that the claim set up by the two
Houses of Parliament was illegal and unfounded ; that the con-
nexion between the two crowns was shaken by it, and the security
by which men held their property-in Ireland was endangered;
that the Lords and Commons of Ireland had not a shadow of right
to provide, by their authority, for the executive government of
Ireland ; and if the Lord-lieutcnant had transmitted the address,
he would have subjected himself to impeachment.

It was supported by Mr. Forbes, Mr. Bushe, Mr. Arthur
Brown, Mr. Curran; and Mr. Charles O’Neill. They denied the
doctrine laid down by the Attorney-general, and contended that
the Regent of England was not, de jure, Regent of Ireland ; and
this even the debates in the English Parliament admitted ; that
the conduct of the Lord-lieutenant was_deserving of censure, in
setting up his opinion against the legal act of the two Houses of
Parliament. A stigma had been cast upon the proceedings of
the two Houses of Parliament of Ireland, and their dignity re-
quired a vindication. :

The Chancellor of the Exchequer moved an amendment to the
resolution, by inserting after the word ¢ country,” and before the
word ¢ on,’” the following words, ¢ according to the laws and
constitution of this realm.” This was agreed to; and the question
being put on the motion thus amended, the House divided ; —
Ayes 130, Noes71. Tellers for the Ayes, Sir John Blaquiere
and Mr. Browne; for the Noes, the Attorney-general and Serjeant
Toler.

Mr. GraTraN then addressed the House: Sir, I did not
take up your time on the last question, which has been just
carried. It was a moment for acting, not speaking. Having
now asserted your rights, I hope no members will hereafter be
so indecent, so unconstitutional, or so extravagant, as to
combat them.

No man now, I hope, will presume to affirm, that an
English regent, made by English statute, has any authority in
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this kingdom, unless he shall be also made regent in Ireland
by the consent and advice of the Lords Spiritual and Tem-
poral, and the Commons of Ireland. e

No member will now, I hope, presume to call your addresses
illegal. No member will now attempt to say, that the prin-
ciples they contain are pernicious. No man will now attempt
to say, that a Lord-lieutenant, taking his commission under
the authority of a regent, invited by this address, is liable to
impeachment. No man will now, I hope, resort to such a mean
artifice to undermine the new government.

Your resolution has imposed on these assertions, I hope,
becoming silence. You have asserted your rights; you have
deputed a committee of your own members to present your
address to the Prince of Wales; it remains for you now to
censure the Viceroy. g

I now move, that it be resolved, ¢ That His"Excellency the
Lord-lieutenant’s answer to both Houses of Parliament,
requesting him to transmit their address to His Royal
Highness the Prince of Wales'is ill-advised ; contains an un-
warranted and unconstitutional censure on the proceedings of
both Houses of Parliament, and attempts to question the
undoubted rights and privileges of the Lords Spiritual and
Temporal, and the Commons of Ireland.”

This was opposed by Sir Frederick Flood, Mr. H. L. Rowley,
Mr. Parsons, and the Attorney-general, who moved the following
amendment : ¢ Although this House cannot know the impres-
sions of official duty, nor the ob]igations of the oath under which
His Excellency feels himself obliged to act, and although His
Royal Highness the Prince of Wales is not as yet invested with
the powers of Regent in Great Britain.”

Mr. Parsons attacked the conduct of Mr. Grattan throughout
the entire of this proceeding, and accused him of want of con-
sistency. ¢ If the title-deed of my property (said he) was a
king’s letter, and, in the moment of his distress, I hurried, with
indecent haste, to strip him, defenceless as he lay, of his robes of
royalty, I should be inconsistent.”

Mr. Grarran replied: I am sure the House would think
me extremely ill-bred, were I, at this late hour, to waste their
time in answering the honourable gentleman; I shall not,
therefore, be guilty of such ill-breeding. I shall only observe
on one point: Sir, I do not owe my property to a king’s
letter ; I hold my property by the same tenure the House of
Brunswick holds the throne of these realms — the gift of the
people and the constitution.

The question was put on the amendment, and the House di-
vided ; — Ayes .78, Noes 119; Majority against the amendment
of the Attorney-general 41. Tellers for the Ayes, Right Hon-
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ourable William Conyngham and Mr. Parsons; Noes, Sir John
Blaquiere and Mr. Forbes. 'y

Mr. Burgh (the Accountant-gencral) then moved another
amendment, to come in at the end of the original motion, ¢ of
making a Regent of Ireland without law, and whom we know not
to be Regent of Great Britain.”” He said, he wished as much as
any man to have His Royal Highness made Regent of Ireland as
soon as he was made Regent of England.

The amendment was negatived without a division ; and the main
question being put, the House divided ; — Ayes. for the main
question 115, Noes 83 ; Majority for Mr. Grattan’s resolution 32.
Tellers for the Ayes, Sir John Blaquiere and Mr. Forbes ; Noes,
Mr. Wellesley Pole and Mr. Marcus Beresford.

A message was received from the Lords, stating that the Lords
had concurred in the resolution of the Commons, and had ap-
pointed ¢ His Grace the Duke of Leinster, and the Earl of
Charlemont, to join with such members as this House shall appoint,
in presenting the address of both Houses to His Royal Highness
the Prince of Wales.”

Mr. GraTtran then moved, ¢ That the right honourable
Thomas Connolly, right honourable John O’Neill, right
honourable W. B. Ponsonby, and James Stewart, Iisq.
should be appointed the members on the part of the Com-
mons, to present the address of both Houses to his Royal
Highness the Prince of Wales.”

They were unanimously appointed, and individually expressed
the deep sense of the high honour conferred by the House.

SUPPLY.— SHORT MONEY BILL.

MR. GRATTAN MOVES THAT THE SUPPLY BE GRANTED FOR 4
LIMITED PERIOD.

February 25. 1'789.

ME. MASON reported from the committce of supply the fol-

lowing resolutions :

¢ That it is the opinion of this committee, that a sum not ex-
ceeding 2,2140,204J. 14s. 8d. was the debt of the nation at Lady-
day, 1788. _

“ That it appears to this committee, that the nation is also liable
to the payment of certain life annuities, at the rate of 6/. per cent.
per annum, for a sum of 440,000/ ; and is also liable to the pay-
ment of certain other life annuities, at the rate 0of 71. 10s. per cent.
per annum, for a further sum of 300,000 '
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“ That it is the opinion of this committee, that a supply be
granted to His Majesty towards payment of the said debt and the
said annuities, and towards supporting the several branches of the
establishments, and for defraying the other necessary expences of
government for one year, ending the 25th of March 1790.”

Mr. GRATTAN said, that he had an amendment to propose :
he observed, that on a former night he had, on avowing his
intention to move a short money bill, emphatically declared
that it was his intention to provide for the support of public
credit by voting the loan duties, by voting those that related
to our colony treaty, and those that related to the treaty with
the French King; his amendment positively excluded them,
and he mentioned it in the hope that gentlemen, in the
course of argument, might not avail themselves of what had
no foundation; he did not think the exceptions necessary
which related to our treaties; but he adopted them lest any
alarm, real or pretended, should go abroad. This was no new
matter, and they might proceed according to the usual rules
of Parliament. :

In the report from the committee of accounts it had been
stated, that they had not had time to examine the various
articles, and, therefore, the House would act wisely to pause ;
for if they voted the establishments for a year, they would be
bound to provide for them, although no examination had
taken place.

He then moved an amendment to the last resolution, by
inserting after the word % annuities,” the following words,
¢ and for supporting certain branches of the establishment,
and defraying certain of the other necessary charges of
government for one year ending the 25th of March 1790,
and for supporting the remainder of the branches of the
establishment, and defraying the remaining necessary charges
of goverment for two months, ending the 25th of May next
inclusive :” —and that the remaining words of the resolution
after the word ¢ annuities,” be expunged.

This was strongly opposed by Mr. Corry, the Attorney-general,
the Chancellor of the Exchequer, Mr. Marcus Beresford, and
Mr. Denis Daly. The Attorney-general said, that economy was
not the real object of this measure ; it was proposed with a view
to restrain the prerogative of the crown, and prevent a dissolution.
A proceeding of such a nature, in the time of Lord Townsend,
had cost the people half a million of money to procure an address
from their representatives to His Excellency. I hope 1 shall
never again see half a million of money employed in such a man-
ner. It was supported by Mr. George Ponsonby, Mr. Gervais
Parker Bushe, and Mr. Brownlow, who contended that His Ex-
cellency was unfortunately at variance with the two Houses of
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Parliament,” and “that it was necessary for them to have recourse
to such a measure as the present.. Lord Townsend had prorogued-
the ‘Parliament, and entered a protest”against their proceedings,
because they had exercised the right of originating bills of supply.-
Now, what Lord Townsend had done, the Marquis of Buckingham
might do, if the supplies were voted for a year. .

The question being put, there appeared ; — Ayes 105, Noes 85.
Tellers for the Ayes, Mr. George Ponsonby, Mr. Arthur Browne;
for the Noes, Major Hobart, Sir Nicholas Lawless. ' ‘

. The next resolutions were then read, ¢ That 12,000 effective
men, commission and non-commission officers included, are neces-
sary to be maintained within this kingdom for its defence. ¢
. % That to enable His Majesty to carry into execution his
gracious intentions and determined resolution, signified to us by
Lord Viscount Townsend, late Lord-lieutenant of this kingdom,
by His Majesty’s command, to keep within this kingdom, for the
necessary defence of the same, 12,000 effective men, commission
and non-commission officers included, at all times; unless in cases
of invasion or rebellion in Great Britain, 3232 men, commission
and non-commission officers included, be maintained for one year,
from the 31st of March, 1789, to the 1st day of April, 1790, in-
clusive ; so as that the forces on the establishment of this kingdom
may amount to 15,232 effective men, commission and non.com-
mission officers included.”

Mr. GraTTAN moved an amendment to this resolution, by
inserting after the word ¢ maintained,” the words ¢ from
the 31st day of March 1789, to the 1st day of June 1789,”
and expunging the words, ¢ for one year from the 31st of
March 1789, to the 1st day of April 1790,” and that the
words that follow be expunged.

The question being put on this amendment, the House divided;
— Ayes 102, Noes 77. Tellers for the Ayes, Mr. George Pon-
sonby and Mr. Arthur Browne; for the Noes, Major Hobart, Sir
Nicholas Lawless. 4

* The forty-second resolution was then read: ¢ That the supply
granted to His Majesty towards payment of the said debt, an-
nuities, establishments, and other charges of government, be a
sum not exceeding 3,252,2830.” .

Mr. GrarTaN moved an ‘amendment to the resolution, by
inserting after the word ¢ exceeding,” the .words ¢ three
millions,” and expunging the words ¢ three millions two
hundred and fifty-two thousand two hundred and eighty-
three pounds.” .

And the gt'xe.stiqn being put on the amendment, it was carried
without a division.
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SUPPLY.— SHORT MONEY BILL.
NG February 26. 1789.

TH E House resolved itself into a committee of ways and means,
. Mr. Mason in the chair. On the first resolution being moved
in the committee, viz. * That the several duties, &c. herein-
after mentioned, be granted to His- Majesty, from the 25th of
March, 1789, to the 25th of March, 1790,” Mr. Grattan moved,
as an amendment, to insert the words ¢ to the 25th of May,
1789,” instead of the words - to the 25th of March, 1'790.” '
« iThis was strongly opposed by Mr: Parsons and the Attorney-
general, who alleged that the object of these proceedings was to
restrain the Crown in the exercise of its undoubted prerogative,
and to prevent the prorogation of Parliament; that having quar«
relled-with the Lord-lieutenant, they became apprehensive of* his
resentment, and wished to prevent him from exercising his un-
doubted prerogative. He had voted for a short inoney bill before,
because the country required free trade; but the object of this
measure was faction. He inveighed in severe terms against the
opposition.

Mr. Grarran said: I think it necessary to make some ob-
servation on the charges of faction so liberally thrown out by
the right honourable gentleman. Against whom were those
charges made? Against the Lords and Commons of Ireland
who had voted an address to the Prince of Wales; against
the Lords and Commons of Ireland that supported the con-
stitution of this country ; against the Lords and Commons of
Ireland who censured Lord Buckingham, when he maligned
their conduct, and opposed them in the exercise of their un-
doubted privileges. I am astonished that the right honourable
gentleman should venture to throw out these charges. I am
still more astonished at the calm temper with which gentle-
men received them; but their moderation was honourable,
their calinness was dignity. ’

The right honourable gentleman has said, that the measure
of a two months’ money-bill could not be supported on the
ground of economy ; and blamed, as a measure of faction, an
attempt to prevent the exercise of the undoubted prerogative
of the Crown, in dissolving or proroguing Parliament. Did
the right honourable gentleman recollect, that if such was
the' undoubted prerogative of the Crown, the undoubted pre-
rogative of Parliament was to grant or withhold the people’s
money, as they judged most conducive to the people’s welfare ;
and if they thought that the Crown might be advised to

K2
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abuse its prerogative, they were warranted in gnarding against
such abuse? For, if His Excellency should be persuaded that
Parliament acted upon a low principle of faction, much was
to be apprehended; and it would be _pusillanimous in Par-
liament not to guard against an improper exercise of the pre-
rogatives of the Crown. ) o

The right honourable gentleman has alluded to a report
which, he said, was current through the town, as to a paper
containing several names. If such a paper does exist ; if it is
founded on a principle of honour that binds man to man; if it
is founded on a principle of securing the rights of Parliament,
and the privilege of uninfluenced voting, inviolate, then such
a paper is not only honourable, but necessary; and if, by the
language thrown out, any man shall be prevented from enter-
ing into such an association, he must feel a want of spirit, and
sink in his own esteem.

As to the House having quarrelled with the Lord-lien-
tenant, the right honourable gentleman has stated a wron

osition; it was not the House that quarrelled with the

}I)..qrd-lieutenant,, it was the Lord-lieutenant that quarrelled
with us, and it is wise to prevent him from carrying a measure
of revenge into execntion.

. The amendment was supported by Mr. Hardy, Mr. Brownlow,
Mr. Saunderson, and Mr. Arthur Browne : — Ayes for the amend-
ment 65, Noes 50; Majority for Mr. Grattan’s motion 15. Teller
for the Ayes, Mr. Saunderson; for the Noes, the Attorney-
general.

£

COMMISSIONERS’ LETTER. — THE PRINCE OF

WALES'S ANSWER.
Marck 2. 1789.

HE Speaker informed the House that a letter had been’ de-
" livered to him in the chair this day, directed * To the right
honourable the Speaker of the House of Commons, Ireland,”
which he read to the House, and it contained as follows :

] COMMISSIONERS’ LETTER.
¢ To, the right honourable the Speaker of the House of
Commons, Ireland. - ] '
_ ¢ Sir; we have the honour to acquaint you, for the inform-
ation of the House of Commons, that, in pursuance to their order,
we have presented the address ‘of both Hotises to. His Royal
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Highness the Prince of Wales, who was graciously pleased to give
us the enclosed answer, from which it will appear to the House,
that dit is our duty to wait His Royal Highness’s further com-
mands. ‘

¢ We have the honour to be, Sir, your most obedient humble
servants, .
¢ Thos. Conolly, W. B. Ponsonby,
John O’Neill, Ja. Stewart.

¢ London, Feb. 27. 1789.”

THE PRINCE'S ANSWER.

¢ My Lords and Gentlemen, '

‘* The address from the Lords spiritual and temporal, and
Commons, of Ireland, which you have presented to me, demands
my warmest and earliest thanks. &

¢ If any thing could add to the esteem and affection I have for
the people of Ireland, it would be the loyal and affectionate at-
tachment to the person and government of the King, my father,
manifested in the address of the two Houses. :

¢ What they have done, and their manner of doing it, is a new
proof of their undiminished duty to His Majesty, of their uniform
attachment to the House of Brunswick, and of their constant care
-and attention to maintain inviolate the concord and connection
between the kingdoms of Great Britain and Ireland, so indispens-
ably necessary to the prosperity, the happiness, and liberties of
both.

¢ If, in conveying my grateful sentiments on their conduct in
relation to the King, my father, and to the inseparable interests
of the two kingdoms, I find it impossible adequately to express
‘my feelings on what relates to myself, I trust you will not be the
less disposed to believe, that I have an understanding to compre-
hend the value of what they have done, an heart that must re-
member, and principles that will not suffer me to abuse their con-
fidence.

‘¢ But the fortunate change which has taken place in the cir-
cumstances which gave occasion to the address agreed to by the
Lords and Commons of Ireland, induces me for a few days to
delay giving a final answer, trusting that the joyful event of His
Majesty’s resuming the personal exercise of his Royal authority
may then render it only necesary for me to repeat those sentiments
of gratitude and affection for the loyal and generous people of
Ireland, which I feel indelibly imprinted on my heart.”

Mr. GrarTan then moved, ¢ That the letter and His Royal
Highness’s answer to the address be entered in the journals
of the House.” Ordered unanimously.

"~ Mr. Grattan observed, that as His Royal Highness’s
answer was not final to the business, it would be at present
unnecessary and unseasonable to enter into any resolutions
thereon.

K 3
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OFFICES IN REVERSION.

MR. GRATTAN PROFOSES HIS RESOLUTION RESPECTING THE:
GRANT OF OFFICES IN REVERSION.

March 3. 1789.

R GRATTAN said : Sir, I rise to offer to the House a
resolution which I think is absolutely necessary from a
transaction that has lately taken place. I -think it necessary
to call to the attention of the House certain principles which
the gentlemen with whom I have generally the honour to
eoincide have considered as the indispensable condition
without which no government could expect their support, and
which the present government had resisted. ’
The first was a reform of the police. At present the_ in-
stitution could only be considered as a schenie of patronage to
the Castle and corruption to the city; a scheme which had
failed to answer the end of preserving public peace, but has
fully succeeded in extending the influence of the Castle.

It had been thrown out on a former occasion when I had
intimated my intention of reforming the police, that the bill
to be proposed would be as bad as that at present existing,
but that assertion was not founded in trath. The bill which
‘I wanted to introduce was intended to rescue the corporation
of the city out of the court, and to make them responsible to
the public for their conduct, to restore the peace and liberty
of the city, and to provide against any abuse of power in
those to whom the guardianship of that peace and liberty
should be committed. This bill had in the last session been
stated as necessary, buthad been resisted by Lord Buckingham’s
government, but it should now be soon introduced.

Another principle much desired was to restrain the abuse
of pensions by a bill similar to that in Great Britain. This
principle Lord Buckingham had resisted, and his resistance
to it-is one great cause of my opposing his government.

To these Iwould add another principle, — the restraining
revenue officers from voting at elections. This is a principle of
the British Parliament, and it is certainly more necessary
here from what had lately taken place, where, by a certain
-union of family interests, counties had become borounghs, and
those boroughs had become private property. : ;

But the principle to which I beg to call the immediate
attention of the House, is that of preventing the great offices

15
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of the state from being given to absentees. This is a principle
admitted by all to be founded in national right, purchased by
liberal compensation, and -every departure from -it must be
considered as a slight to the nobility and gentry of Ireland,
who certainly were better entitled to the places of honour and
trust in their own country,, than any absentee could possibly
be; but, besides the slight shown to the nobility and gentry of
Ireland, by bestowing places of honour, of profit, and of trust,
on absentees, the draft of money from this country, the insti-
tution of deputies, (a second establishment unnecessary were
the principals to reside,) the double influence. arising from
this raised the abuse into an enormous grievance. . - :

After the nation. had recovered its liberty, one of the firs
objects was to bring home the great offices of the state: These
Have been taken away in an unjust manner,” and in violation
of native right when the country was under oppression. I do
not mean to enter into a question, whether too much was paid
for bringing home great employments. 1 shall not dispute
the price, as it was the purchase of a principle; but the prin-
ciple being once established, that it was wise and honourable
in the nation to purchase home the great offices of the state,
and this having been actually reduced to practice in instances
of the chancellorship of'the Exchequer, the vice-treasurership,
the clerk of the crown and hanaper, &c. it followed as a neces-
sary consequence that the granting away again great places,
to absentees, must be highly improper, and a gross violation
of the principle purchased by the nation.

With respect to the- reversionary. patent granted to Mr.
Grenville; of that gentleman’s. merits in his own country, he
would say nothing, they could be no reason for granting him
a great employment in this, where it was most certain he never
would reside; and, therefore, in condemuing the grant, 1o one
had a right to argue that it was condemned as a grant to the
Lord-lieutenant’s brother, but as a grant to a person that must
necessarily be an absentee. It must be condemned as a
slight and .an affront to the native resident nobility and gentry
of Ireland.

I beg to ask, are we ready to submit to such an insult? Are
we ready to submit to have the principle which we have pur-
chased violated? Are we ready to return to that state of degrad-
atton and contempt, from which the spirit of the nation has
so lately emancipated itself? If we are not, we shall not hesi-
taté to come to a resolution asserting the principle which we
have purchased. Ishall submit such a resolution worded in the
most guarded manner, not attacking the prerogative of the
Crown to grant, but condemning the advice by which the

X 4
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Crown was misled to abuse that prerogative. I therefore move
the following resolution : —

¢ Resolved, that recommendations for the purpose of grant-
ing the great offices of this kingdom, or the reversion of great
offices, to absentees, are improvident and prejudicial, especially
now as great annual charges have been incurred by making
compensation to absentees for resigning their offices, that those
offices might be granted to residents.”

The motion was opposed by Mr. Parsons, Mr. O’Hara, Mr.Coote,
Mr. Hobart, the Chancellor of the Exchequer, the Attorney-general,
and the Prime Serjeant. They contended that the resolution con-
veyed a false impression; namely, that the Crown was disposed to
grant the great offices of state away from the nobility and gentry of
the country. The fact was thereverse. The judges and the bishops

_(a thing before unheard of) were now almost all Irishmen ; be-
sides, the Crown had a right to bestow places on whomsoever it
thought proper. As to the office which Mr. Grenville held, it
required laborious attention, and must be executed by deputy ;
and Mr. Grenville deserved the reward for the exertions he had
made to obtain an act of relinquishment, on the part of England,
of the claim to legislate for Ireland. On this topic Mr. Par-
sons enlarged, and entered into an invective against the con-
duct of Mr. Grattan, and the line he took on the subject of
simple repeal. Mr. Grattan replied; but as these speeches
were of a personal nature, and the difference that followed was
adjusted in the House, it is unnecessary to make further mention
of them. The motion was supported by Mr. Charles O’Neill,
Mr. Hardy, Mr. George Ponsonby, Mr. Forbes, and Mr. Cur-
ran. They defended the principle of the motion. It was in-
jurious to the country to grant offices to absentees, and still
more so to grant offices in reversion; and what had lately oc-
curred was a proof of it. A pension of 1700/. a-year was placed
on the establishment, by the present Lord-licutenant, for the
Secretary to the late Lord-lieutenant; and this reversion he had

ranted to his own brother. The King’s prerogative was too fre-
quently abused by such improvident and unjustifiable grants; and
this measure would go to restrain the evil,

The Attorney-general moved the question of adjournment; on
which the House divided; — Ayes 115, Noes 106 ; Majority for
the adjournment 9. Tellers for the Ayes, Major Hobart and Mr.
lC)_enis Browne ; for the Noes, Sir Edward Newenham and Mr.

urran. °
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PENSION BILL.

MR, FORBES MOVES THE BILL TO DISQUALIFY PENSIONERS FROM
1 SITTING IN PARLIAMENT.

March 9. 1789.

N the 4th of March, Mr. Forbes had obtained leave to bring
in ¢ A bill to disable any person from being chosen a mem-
ber of, or sitting or voting in, the House of Commons, who has any
pension during pleasure, or for any number of years from, or holds
‘any office or place of profit created after, a certain time, under
the Crown, and to limit the amount of pensions.” On this day it
was read a second time ; and Mr. Forbes moved that it be com-
mitted. Mr. Mason said that the bill was introduced for the pur-
‘pose of diminishing the influence and just prerogatives of the
Crown; and as he had uniformly opposed all measures of such a
nature, he would move that ¢ the bill be committed on the 1st of
May next.” "Fhis was supported by the Attorney-general, Mr. Denis
Browne, the Chancellor of the Exchequer, Mr. Holmes, Mr. Hamil-
ton, Mr. Alexander, Mr. Hobart, Mr. Toler, and Mr. Marcus
Beresford. They objected to the measure as-being peculiarly un-
gracious at the present moment, to salute His Majesty, on his
recovery, with marks of indignation and complaint. This measure
would effect a change in the constitution, and abridge the rights
of the Crown. It should be remembered, that, in the year 1757,
a factious aristocracy bore down the government. The aristocracy
at present have overcome the government, and a proper influence
in the Crown was necessary to counterbalance it. The original
motion was supported by Mr. Brownlow, Mr. Dunn, Major Doyle,
Mr, Arthur Browne, Mr., Westby, Mr. Hardy, Mr. Curran, Mr.
Corry, and Mr. George Ponsonby. They said, it was necessary
to controul the grants of our chief governors; that the principle
‘was a constitutional one; it was acted on in Great Britain, where
a bill of this nature existed already. As to the evil of an un-
limited power to.grant pensions, the strongest proof of the abuse
was shown to be in the grant of Mr. Orde’s pension; and if the
author of the propositions was entitled to such a reward, no man
could be refused. 'The reversionary grant of that pension to the
brother of the Lord-lieutenant was an additional proof of the ne-
cessity of a reform in such a system,

Mr. GrarraN. On the general principle, the enemies to
this bill cannot stand. A pensioned Parliament is: not con-
stitutional, nor has it been held so by Great Britain. In the
time of 'William IIL a pension bill passed in Eungland ;
in the present reign another. The gentlemen who oppose 2
pension bill in Ireland, will explain how it happens that&
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precaution necessary for the freedom of one country shall be
prejudicial to the welfare of the other. They must prove that
the individuals of this kingdom are more honest, or that the
kingdom is not entitled to the same privileges; they must
prove a natural superiority in the men, or a natural degrada-
tion in the country. The truth is, it is contumacious towards
Ireland, to refuse to her, constitutional benefitsjwhich havebeen
granted to Great Britain. Aware of this, gentlemen have
resorted to two special arguments, finding the general prin-
ciple was against them. They rest their objections to the bill
‘on the recovery of the King, and the economy of the Marquis
of Buckingham. With respect to the former, His Majesty’s
name should not be introduced to influence debate, still less
His Majesty’s feelings, and, least of all, jealousies imputed as
-entertained by His Majesty against constitutional bills. -Gen-
tlemen presume that His Majesty will resent a bill in Ireland,
which he thought proper and just for the people of England ;
and argue from a misrepresentation of his royal mind, im-
properly introduced to overawe debate, and grossly misrepre-
sented. The only excuse for such an irregular allusion is, that it
is accompanied by a most grateful account of an improvement
in His Majesty’s health. - :

The second special objection against this bill is the supposed
frugality of the Marquis of Buckingham ; and a proof of that
economy is his opposition to a pension bill. I do not say that
His Excellency is a spendthrift, but I will not allow him to be
an economist; his revival of the obsolete office of the second
council to the commissioner was not economy ; his projected
division of the boards of stamps and accounts, providing for
more members of Parliament, and sowing the seed of more
salaries, is not economy ; his reversionary grant to his brother,
an absentee, of the best place in this kingdom, is neither dis-
intcrestedness nor economy. His granting 3000/ a year
in pensions the first year of his government is not economy.
Surely these measures are not such proofs of his economy as
to stand in the place of good laws. If the pensions added by
Lord Buckingham, if the pension to Mr. Orde was not the
measure of Lord Buckingham, but of his predecessor, imposed
on his present Excellency, and against his profession and
principles, the result of such a supposition is an argument
decisive in favour of this bill; for it proves that you cannot
rely on the Lord-lieutenant, but must, if you mean to limit
the pension list, resort to an act of Parliament. Bat the folly
of relying on His Excellency on this subject will be more
apparent if you consider that he may not be your Lord-licu-
tenant for a month; and those who reject the permanency of
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Jaw, and prefer the principles of the Viceroy (supposing those
principles to have existence) trifle with their country, refusing
a security which they cannot impeach, and offering a security
on whose duration for an hour they cannot depend.

The House divided on Mr. Mason’s motion ; — for the adjourn-
ment 98, against it 130; Majority 32. Tellers for the Ayes,
Major Hobart and Mr. Marcus Beresford; for the Noes, Mr.
Forbes and Mr. Curran.

The House then went into the committee, and in a subsequent
stage of the bill Mr. Forbes moved that the pensions be limited
to the sum of 80,0001. ; which was agreed to, and the bill ultimately
passed into a law, whereby the improper influence of the Crown
was in some measure restrained. -

HIS MAJESTY'S RECOVERY.
March 14. 1789. -

ON this day the House of Commons attended His Excellency

the Lord-lieutenant in the House of Peers, when he was
pleased to make the following speech to both Houses of Parlia-
ment.

“ My Lords and Gentlemen,
< With the most heartfelt satisfaction I take the earliest oppor-
tunity to inform you, in obedience to the King’s command, that it
has pleased the Divine Providence to remove from him the severe
indisposition with which he has been afllicted ; and that, by the
blessing of Almighty God, he is now again enabled to attend to the
urgent concerns of his kingdoms, and personally to exercise his
royal authority.
¢ Gentlemen of the House of Commons,
¢ I have submitted to His Majesty’s consideration the supplies
which you have already granted for the immediate exigencies of
the public service, and the (Ferformance of the national engage-
ments; and I am commanded by His Majesty to express his per-
fect confidence in your readiness to make such further provision
as shall be necessary for the usual support of His Majesty’s
government.
¢ My Lords and Gentlemen,
¢TI have it particularly in charge from His Majesty to assure
you, that the prosperity of his faithful and loyal people of Ireland,
from whom His Majesty has repeatedly received the strongest
proofs of affectionate attachment to his sacred person, will ever be
near to his heart ; and that His Majesty is fully persuaded that your
zeal for the public welfare will enable him to promote, by every
wise and salutary measure, the interests of this kingdom.
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<« ] cannot conclude this communication to you, without ex-
pressin% my fullest conviction that His Majesty’s faithful Parlia-
ment of Ireland does not yield to any of his subjects in sincere
and devout acknowledgments to Almighty God for the restoration
of His Majesty’s health, and in fervent prayers that a long con-
tinuance of that blessing may secure to his people the happiness
which they have constantly enjoygd under His Majesty’s mild
.and auspicious government.”

Lord Kingsborough moved the address, which was seconded by
Mr. La Touche. Mr. Grattan expressed his heartfelt satisfaction
on the joyful tidings of the happy recovery of His Majesty. The
address was as follows :

¢ To the King’s most excellent Majesty.
¢« Most gracious Sovereign,

¢« We, Your Majesty’s most dutiful and loyal subjects, the
Commons of Ireland, in Parliament assembled, beg leave to lay
before Your Majesty our assurances of the sincere and cordial
satisfaction with which we are penetrated, on being informed from
the throne, by Your Majesty’s command, that it has pleased the
Divine Providence to remove from Your Majesty the severe indis-
position with which you have been afflicted, and that, by the
blessing of Almighty God, you are now again enabled to attend
to the urgent concerns of your kingdoms, and personally to exer-
cise your royal authority.

¢ We assure Your Majesty that we shall justify the confidence
you entertain, that we shall cheerfully proceed in making such
provision as may be necessary for the honourable support aof Your
Majesty’s government. )

¢ We should be dead to every generous feeling, should we omit
to acknowledge Your Majesty’s unceasing solicitude for the in-
terests ,of Ireland, or to second, by exery salutary effort, your
benevolent wishes for the welfare of your people.

¢« The numerous blessings .derived to this kingdom from Youyr
Majesty’s auspicious reign are deeply imprinted in our bosoms ;
and sensible as we are .of the inestimable valye of these benefits,
we beg leave to repeat.to Your Majesty, upgn this joyful occasion,
our most sincere professions of respect and attachment to your
Royal person, family,.and goyernment.

<« We.conclude these our fervent congratulations with devout
acknowledgments to the Almighty for this signal instance of his
.goodness, In restoring our beloved monarch to the prayers of an
afflicted people; and our gratitude for such a mark of the Divine
favour is only equalled by the ardency of, our wishes for the con-
;tinuance of Your Majesty’s health, and that Your Majesty may
enjoy that invaluable blessing during.a long and happy reign.”

His Majesty’s answer to the above address was as follows :

“ GeorGE R.
« His Majesty thanks his faitbful Commons for their loyal and
affectionate.address, ;and for. their assurances, of.the sincere and
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cordial satisfaction which they feel on the interposition of Divine
Providence, in removing from him the severe indisposition with
which he has been afflicted.

« Nothing can be more satisfactory to His Majesty than the
disposition expressed by the House of Commons, cheerfully to
proceed in making such provisions as are necessary for the honour-
able support of His Majesty’s government.

« He receives with the greatest pleasure the acknowledgments
of the House of Commons, of their sense of the solicitude which
His Majesty can never cease to entertain for the interests of Ire-
land, ds well as their professions of respect and attachment to his
person, family, and government. G. R

THE ANSWER OF THE PRINCE OF WALES.
March 20.1789.

"THE commissioners appointed: to: present the address of both

Houses of Parliament to the Prince of Wales, having returned
from England, Mr. Conolly, this day, 'informed- the House, that
the members appointed by the House to present the address of
both Houses of Parliament to His Royal Highness the Prince
of Wales, had waited upon His Royal Highness with the said
address, to which His Royal Highness had given the following
answer, which Mr. Conolly read in his place:

“ My Lords and Gentlemen,

¢ The happy event of the King’s recovery, and the consequent
re-assumption of the exercise of his auspicious government, an-
nounced, by his royal commission, for declaring the further causes
of holding the Parliament of Great Britain, lias done away the
melancholy necessity which gave rise to the ‘arrangement proposed
by the Parliament of Ireland; but nothing can obliterate, from
my memory and my gratitude, the principles upon which that
arrangement was made, and the circumstances by which it was
attended. ) I

“ T consider your generous kindness to His Majesty’s royal
family, and the provision you made for preserving the authority
of the Crown in its constitutional energy, as the most unequivocal
proofs which could be given of your affectionate loyalty to the
King, at the time when, by an afflicting dispensation -of Provi-
dence, his government had suffered-an intermission, and his House
was deprived of its natural protector.

¢« T shall not ‘pay so ill a compliment to the Lords and Commons
of Iréland, as to suppose that thiey were mistaken in their reliance
on the Ynoderation of ‘my views, ‘and the pu