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To the Public.


THE following Sheets, which contain a full and satisfactory Account of the Origin and Progress of the Irish Union, were received long since by the Editor from one of the State Prisoners. The publication has been delayed, in order that certain persons, implicated in the Rebellion, might not provoke the anger of the Irish Minister, during their confinement. They are now presented to the Public, not with a view to irritate, but to explain circumstances, amdand detail facts, which, it is probable, a great part of the Irish nation are perfect strangers to.









MEMOIR.


THE disunion that had long existed between the Catholics and Protestants of Ireland, particularly those of the Presbyterian religion, was found by experience to be so great an obstacle to the obtaining a Reform in Parliament, on any thing of just and popular principles, that some Persons, equally friendly to that measure, and to religious Toleration, conceived the idea of uniting both Sects in pursuit of the same object—a Repeal of the Penal Laws, and a Reform, including in itself an extension of the Right of Suffrage to the Catholic.


From this originated the Societies of United Irishmen, in the end of the year 1791; even then it was clearly perceived that the chief support of the Borough Interest in Ireland was the weight of English Influence; but as yet that obvious remark had not led the minds of the Reformers towards a Separation from England. Some individuals, perhaps, had convinced themselves that benefit would result to this country



from such a measure; but during the whole existence of the Society of United Irishmen of Dublin, we may safely aver, to the best of our knowledge and recollections, that no such object was ever agitated by its Members, either in public debate, or private conversation, nor until the Society had lasted a considerable time, were any traces of Republicanism to be met with there: its views were purely and in good faith what the Test of the Society avows. Those, however, were sufficient to excite the most lively uneasiness in the friends of Protestant Ascendancy and Unequal Representation; insomuch that the difficulty of their attainments, notwithstanding the beginning union of sects, became manifest. But with the difficulty, the necessity of the measure was still more obvious; and the disposition of the People, to run greater risques, for what they conceived both difficult and necessary to be had, was encreased. This will sufficiently account for the violent expressions and extraordinary proposals that are attributed to that society.—One of the latter was, that of endeavouring at some future, but undetermined time, to procure the meeting of a Convention, which should take into consideration the best mode of effecting a Reform in Parliament, as had been done in the year 1784. It was thought the weight and power of such a body, backed as it was hoped it would, with the support of Catholic and Protestant., and the encreased spirit towards Liberty which arose from the French Revolution, would procure a more favourable issue to the efforts of that Convention than had attended those of the former; but the object as yet went no farther than a Reform in Parliament, only on more broad and liberal principles.




The discussion, however, of political questions, both foreign and domestic, and the enacting of several unpopular laws, had advanced the minds of many people, even before they were aware of it, towards Republicanism and Revolution: they began to reason on the subject, and to think a Republican form of Government was preferable to our own; but they still considered it as impossible to be obtained, in consequence of the English power and connexion. This, together with its being constantly perceived that the weight of English, was thrown into the scale of Borough Interest, gradually rendered the connexion itself an object of discussion; and its advantages somewhat problematical. While the minds of men were taking this turn, the Society of United Irishmen of Dublin, was in the year 1794 forcibly dissolved, but the principles by which it was actuated were as strong as ever; as hypocrisy was not one of the vices of that Society; it brought its destruction on itself by the openness of its discussion, and publicity of its proceedings. Its fate was a warning to that of Belfast, and suggested the idea of forming Societies, with the same object, but whose secrecy should be their Protection. The first of these Societies was, as we best recollect, in the year 1795. In order to secure co‐operation and uniformity of action, they organized a system of Committees, Baronial, County, and Provincial, and even National; but it was long before the skeleton of this organization was filled up. While the formation of these Societies was in agitation, the Friends of Liberty were gradually, but with a timid step, advancing towards Republicanism; they began to be convinced, that it would be as easy to obtain a Revolution as a Reform, so



obstinately was the latter resisted; and as the conviction impressed itself on their minds, they were inclined not to give up the struggle, but to extend their views; it was for this reason that in their Test the words are “an equal representation of all the people of Ireland,” without inserting the word Parliament. This Test embraced both the Republican and the Reformer, and left to future circumstances to decide to which point the common strength should be directed; but still the whole body, we are convinced, would rejoice to stop short at Reform. Another consideration, however, led the minds of reflecting United Irishmen to look towards a Republic and Separation from England; this was the war with France: they clearly perceived that their strength was not likely to become speedily equal to wresting from the English and the Borough Interest in Ireland even a Reform; foreign assistance would, therefore, perhaps become necessary; but foreign assistance could only be hoped for in proportion as the object to which it would be applied was important to the party giving it. A Reform in the Irish Parliament was no object to the French—a Separation of Ireland from England was a mighty one indeed. Thus they reasoned: shall we, between two objects, confine ourselves to the least valuable, even though it is equally difficult to be obtained, if we consider the relation of Ireland with the rest of Europe.


Whatever progress the United System had made among the Catholics throughout the kingdom, until after the recall of Lord Fitzwilliam, notwithstanding many resolutions which had appeared from them, manifesting a growing



spirit, they were considered as entertaining an habitual spirit for Monarchy, but also as being less attached than the Presbyterians to Political Liberty. There were, however, certain men among them who rejoiced at the rejection of their claims, because it gave them an opportunity of pointing out that the adversaries of Reform were their adversaries; and that these two objects could never be separated with any chance of success to either. They used the recall of that Nobleman, and the rejection of his measures, to cement together in political union the Catholic and Presbyterian masses.


The modern Societies for their protection against informers and prosecution, had introduced into their Test a clause of secrecy. They did more—they changed the engagement of their predecessors into an Oath; and mutual confidence encreased, when religion was called in aid of mutual security.


While they were almost entirely confined to the North, but encreasing rapidly there, the Insurrection Bill was passed in the beginning of the year 1796, augmenting the penalties upon administering unlawful oaths, or solemn obligations, even to death: but death had ceased to alarm men who began to think it was to be encountered in their country’s cause. The statute remained an absolute dead letter, and the numbers of the body augmented beyond belief.


To the Armagh Persecution is the Union of Irishmen most exceedingly indebted. The persons and properties of



the wretched Catholics of that county were exposed to the merciless attacks of an Orange Faction, which was certainly in many instances uncontrouled by the Justices of Peace, and claimed to be in all supported by Government. When these men found that illegal acts of Magistrates were indemnified by occasional statutes, and the Courts of Justice shut against them, by Parliamentary barriers, they began to think they had no refuge but in joining the Union. Their dispositions so to do, were much encreased by finding the Presbyterians of Belfast especialy step forward to espouse their cause, and succour their distress. We will here remark once for all, what we most solemnly aver, that wherever the Orange System was introduced, particularly in Catholic counties, it was uniformly observed, that the numbers of United Irishmen encreased most astonishingly. The alarm which an Orange Lodge excited among the Catholics made them look for refuge by joining together in the United System; and as their number was always greater than that of bigoted Protestants, our harvest was ten‐fold. At the same time that we mention this circumstance we must confess, and must deeply regret, that it excited a mutual acrimony and vindictive spirit, which was peculiarly opposite to the interest, and abhorrent to the feelings of the United Irishmen, and has lately manifested itself, we hear, into outrages of so much horror.


Defenderism has been supposed to be the origin of the modern Societies of United Irishmen: this is undoubtedly either a mistake or a misrepresentation; we solemnly declare



that there was no connexion between them and the United Irish, as far as we know, except what follows:


After the Defenders had spread into different counties, they manifested a rooted but unenlightened aversion, among other things, to the same grievances, that were complained of by the Union. They were composed almost entirely of Catholics, and those of the lowest order, who, through a false confidence, were risking themselves, and the attainment of redress by premature and unsystematic insurrection. In the North they were also engaged in an acrimonious and bloody struggle with an opposite faction, called Peep‐of‐day boys. The advantage of reconciling these two misguided parties, of joining them in the Union, and so turning them from any views they might have exclusively religious, and of restraining them from employing a mutually destructive exertion of force, most powerfully struck the minds of several United Irishmen. For that purpose, many of them in the Northern counties went among both, but particularly the Defenders, joined with them, shewed them the superiority of the Union System, and gradually, while Government was endeavouring to quell them by force, melted them down into the United Irish body. This rendered their conduct infinitely more orderly, and less suspicious to Government.


It has been alledged against the United Irishmen, that they established a system of assassination. Nothing that has ever been imputed to them, that we feel more pleasure in being able to disavow. In such immense numbers as were



to be found in that body, altho’ uniformity of system may have given a wonderful uniformity of action, yet it is unfair and unjust to charge the whole body with the vices of a few of its members: individual grievances produced individual resentments, and the meeting of many sufferers in the same way, frequently caused them to concur in the same resolutions. It appears, indeed, by some trials, that a Baronial once took that subject into consideration, but it was manifest, it was taken up by them as individuals, whose principles, as it afterwards appeared, were not repugnant to the act. A Committee of Assassination has been much talked of—we have heard persons mentioned as members of it, whom we know from the most private and confidential conversations, to be utterly abhorrent from that crime. We solemnly declare, we believe that such a Committee never existed.—We most positively aver, iit never was with the cognizance of a part of the Union. We also declare, that in no communication from those who were placed at the head of the United Irishmen, to the rest of that body, and in no official paper, was assassination ever inculcated, but frequently and fervently reprobated. It was considered by them with horror, on account of its criminality, and with personal dread, because it would render ferocious the minds of men, in whose hands their lives were placed, most particularly placed; inasmuch as between them and the rest of that body were they out of the protection of the law. In proof of this assertion, we would beg leave to refer to a sketch of a publication which we believe was seized among the papers of one of us, at the time of his arrest, and which it was intended should appear if the paper to which it alluded had



not been discontinued.—One other consideration, which we entreat may not offend will, we hope, be decisive. If such Committee had existed, and if the men at the head of the United Irishmen had thought assassination a justifiable mode of attaining their ends, and had been capable of encouraging such atrocity, possessed as they were of wide‐spread means of acting, and powerful controul over men, who, it is now manifest, held the loss of life in utter contempt, the poinard would have been directed, not against such petty objects as an obnoxious county Magistrate, or an informer.


We were none of us members of the United System until September or October, in the year 1796; at that time it must be confessed the reasons already alledged, and the initiations of the preceding summer in the North, had disposed us to a Separation and Republic, principally because we were hopeless that a Reform would ever be yielded to any peaceable exertion of the people. We cannot be accurate as to the progress either of the numbers or organization of the United Irishmen, it having been an invariable rule, to burn all the returns or other papers, after they ceased to be useful; we have no documents wherewith to refresh our memories, but we apprehend the Report of the Secret Committee to be, in that case, sufficiently accurate, except that the numbers were always much greater than appeared by those reports; the documents on which they rely only noticed those who went regularly into societies; but great numbers, perhaps at a rough guess, half as many were sworn to the test, who were prevented by private motives and local circumstances, from



committing themselves in that way; we are however, convinced, that the numbers of the whole body could not latterly be less than 500,000.


The returns from the different societies, and committees upwards, specified among other thing, arms and ammunition; they were not originally included in them, nor were they introduced until after the passing the Insurrection and Indemnity Acts, when the people began to be more than ever carried towards resistance, and were extremely irritated by the indemnified violations of law in the North. The returns also stated, sums of money having been collected; those sums were always very small and applied towards the support of persons imprisoned on charges connected with the Union, and in conducting of their defences, any other expences were defrayed by occasional private subscriptions.


The printed Constitution mentions a National Committee, none such, strictly speaking, was ever formed, at first, because to its oppointmentappointment, two Provincials at least were necessary; and before the organization in any other part of the kingdom could reach to a Provincial, the immense numbers in Ulster required a supreme head. Some persons were then chosen by the Northern Provincial, with powers to associate to themselves such others as they should think fit. They were commonly called the Executive. When the organization began in Leinster, and shortly after the French left Bantry Bay, some persons resident in this province were associated to that body; things continued thus until many began to think, that elections should take place pursuant to the Constitution. The



fidelity of the people had by that time been so abundantly proved, that men did not hesitate to submit themselves to a guarded election by the Leinster Provincial. National Delegates were therefore chosen by it, who acted for their own province, and occasionally consulted with the Executive of the North on subjects of general importance. The election of National Delegates first took place, as we best recollect about the latter end of November or December 1797.


The military organization had no existence until towards the latter end of 1796, and was as near as could be engrafted on the civil: in order to avoid giving alarm, it continued to conceal itself as much as possible under the usual denominations. The Secretary of a society of twelve was commonly the petty officer; the delegate of five societies to a Lower Baronial, when the population required such an intermediate step, was usually the Captain, and the Delegates from the Lower to the Upper Baronial was usually the Colonel. All officers to Colonels up were indispensibly elected by those they were to command but at that point the interference of the societies ceased, and every higher commission was in the appointment of the Executive; only as soon as sufficient numbers of regiments were organized in any county, the Colonels were directed to transmit to the Executive the names of three persons fit, in their opinion, to act as Adjutants General for that county; of those the Executive chose one; and through this organ all military communications were made to the several counties; in consequence of such arrangements not more than one of the Executive need ever be committed with any county, and that only to a person of his own choice



from among the three. It so happened, that the same member was entitled to hold communications with several Adjutants General, which still further diminished the risk to the Executive: we refer to the amended printed Constitution, where the Military Constitution, without being named, is more correctly set forth, than we can give from memory. As to the manner in which these men were to be provided with arms and ammunition, every man who could afford it was directed to provide himself with a musket, bayonet, and as much ammunition as he could; every other man with a pike, and if he was able a case of pistols; but this, we apprehend, was not strictly adhered to. We have heard it said, that Treasurers were appointed for raising money to purchase arms, but no such appointment was ever made, at least by the Executive. Perhaps some private societies might have adopted such a measure.


In many instances the lower orders went about to private houses to search for arms; this the Executive constantly endeavoured to prevent, because they were unwilling to raise alarm in their adversaries, or let the members of their body acquire habits of plunder, and be confounded with robbers. They endeavoured to dissuade them from these acts, by representing to the people, that the arms would always be kept in better condition by the gentlemen than by them, and could be easily seized whenever necessary. In other respects our stores were in the arsenal in the Castle, and the military depots throughout the country; our supplies were in the Treasury.




A Military Committee was appointed by the Executive in February, 1798, for the principal purpose of preparing plans of operations, either in case of a premature insurrection, if we should be unfortunately and unwillingly forced into one, or of the invasion from France. As a Committee it did nothing, but some of its members took up the consideration of the latter subject, and framed instructions how to act in case of a landing of a foreign force; these were sent by the Executive to such Adjutants General as had received their appointments; they generally went to use every effort in favour of the French.


Attempts were made with as much zeal as the necessary caution would permit, to introduce the system among the military, the militia especially; but the reports of the agents were mostly confused and unsatisfactory, so that the success of the measure could never be ascertained with any tolerable accuracy.


We have read in some evidence lately given, that a person was appointed Colonel by a Commission from a General in the rebel army; we must beg leave to doubt, if not deny, the truth of that assertion: no General was ever chosen for Leinster, and Colonels were always appointed by their Captains; they derived their authority from this appointment, not from any Commission of a General.


If Irish officers in foreign service had joined in our cause, they would have been gladly received, and rapidly promoted. Indeed an attempt to procure that was actually let on foot;
​


we counted on their attachment to their native soil, and hatred to England, as a substitute for Republicanism, and when they should be convinced, that such a form of Government was the best security for the permanent separation of the two countries, we were sure of their fidelity. It has so happened, however, from the delay of peace on the Continent, or because our agent was over cautious in conducting the negociation, lest it should become known to the respective Potentates, and communicated to the British Court, that nothing in consequence of it has hitherto been effected.


We can aver, that no general plan of insurrection existed before the 12th of March, 1798; but some individuals had perhaps formed local ones, adapted to the taking Dublin, and a few other places. When the North was on the point of rising, after the celebrated Proclamation of General Lake a plan of operations had been suggested for that occasion, which was destroyed as soon as the people were dissuaded from the enterprise, of which we cannot now speak with any degree of precision.


Several recommendations were occasionally handed down from the Executive through the Committees, the dates or contents of which we cannot undertake to detail, unless they should be called to our recollection. The most remarkable as they now occur to us, was a recommendation to abstain from spiritous and exciseable articles, not so much to destroy the resources of Government, as for the purpose of preserving sobriety, which was so necessary to secresy, and morality, which was so necessary to good order. It may be right to



remark, that the recommendation was, however, painful to the people, and contrary to their former habits, most astonishingly complied with. The Executive also directed to discourage the circulation of bank notes, and published a hand bill, cautioning against the purchasing of quit rents, pursuant to a scheme then in agitation, declaring, that as such a sale was an anticipation of the future resources of the country, it should not be allowed to stand good in the event of a revolution. The reasons for these publications are obvious; we must here remark, that many things were introduced by the Executive to some one of its members. It having been an invariable rule, that no more than one of them should, on any occasion, be committed with persons not of its body; for this reason many things here stated are set forth on the credit of one individual, but believed by the remainder.


About the middle of 1796, a meeting of the Executive took place, more important in its discussions and its consequences, than any that had preceded it; as such we have thought ourselves bound to give an account of it with the most perfect frankness, and more than ordinary precision. This meeting took place in consequence of a letter from one of the Society, who had emigrated on account of political opinions: it mentioned, that the state of the country had been represented to the Government of France, in so favourable a point of view, as to induce them to resolve upon invading Ireland, for the purpose of enabling it to separate itself from Great Britain. On this solemn and important occasion, a serious review was taken of the state of the Irish



nation at that period: it was observed, that a desperate ferment existed in the public mind; a resolution in favour of a Parliamentary Reform had indeed been passed early in 1793 by the House of Commons, but after it had been frustrated by several successive adjournments, all hope of its attainment was vanished, and its friends every where proscribed; the volunteers were put down; all power of meeting by delegation for any political purpose, the mode in which it was most usual and expedient to co‐operate on any subject of importance, was taken away at the same time. The provocations of the year 1794, the recall of Lord Fitzwilliam, and the reassumption of coersive measures that followed it, were strongly dwelt on: the county of Armagh had been long desolated by two contending factions, agreeing only in one thing, an opinion, that most of the active Magistrates in that county treated one party with the most fostering kindness, and the other with the most rigorous persecution. It was stated, that so marked a partiality exasperated the sufferers, and those who sympathized in their misfortunes. It was urged with indignation, that notwithstanding the greatness of the military establishment in Ireland, and its having been able to suppress the Defenders in various counties, it was not able, or was not employed to suppress these outrages in that county, which drove 7000 persons from their native dwellings. The Magistrates, who took no steps against the Orangemen were said to have overleaped the boundaries of law to pursue and punish the Defenders. The Government seemed to take upon themselves those injuries by the Indemnity Act, and even honoured the violaters; and by the Insurrection Act which enabled the same Magistrates



If they chose, under colour of law, to act anew the same abominations. Nothing it was contended, could more justly excite the spirit of resistance, and determine men to appeal to arms, than the Insurrection Act; it punished with death the administering of oaths, which in their opinion were calculated for the most virtuous and honourable purposes. The power of proclaiming counties, and quieting them by breaking open the cabins of the peasants between sunset and sunrise, by seizing the inmates, and sending them on board tenders, without the ordinary interposition of a Trial by Jury, had, it was alledged, irritated beyond endurance the minds of the reflecting, and the feelings of the unthinking inhabitants of that province. It was contended, that even according to the Constitution and example of 1688, when the protection of the Constituted Authorities was drawn from the subject, Allegiance, the reciprocal duty, ceased to bind when the people were not redressed, they had a right to resist, and were free to seek for allies wherever they were to be found. The English revolutionists of 1688 called in the aid of a foreign Republic to overthrow their oppressors. There had sprung up in our own time a much more mighty Republic, which, by its offers of assistance to break the chains of slavery, had drawn on itself a war with the enemies of our freedom, and now particularly tendered us its aid. These arguments prevailed, and it was resolved to employ the proffered assistance for the purpose of separation. We were aware it was suspected that negotiations between the United Irishmen and the French, were carried on at an earlier period than that now alluded to, but we solemnly declare such suspicion was ill founded. In consequence of this



determination of the Executive, an Agent was dispatched to the French Directory, who aquainted them with it, stated the dispositions of the people, and the measures which caused them, he received fresh assurances that the succours should be sent, as soon as the armament could be got ready.


About October, 1796, a Messenger from the Republic arrived, who, after authenticating himself, said he came to be informed of the state of the country, and to tell the Leaders of the United Irishmen of the intention of the French to invade it speedily with 15,000 men, and a great quantity of arms and ammunition; but neither mentioned the precise time, nor the place, doubting, we suppose, our caution, or our secrecy. Shortly after his departure, a letter arrived from a quarter, which there was reason to look on as confidential, stating, that they would invade England in the Spring, and positively Ireland. theThe reason of this contradiction has never been explained; but the consequences of it, and the Messenger not having specified the place of landing, was, that when the armament arrived in December, 1796, at Bantry Bay, they came at a time, and in a port we had not foreknown.


After the intended descent had failed, it occurred to some Members of the Association, and their friends in the city, and to some of the most considerate of the United Irishmen, that one more attempt should be made in favour of parliamentary Reform. They hoped that the terrible warning which had been given by the facility of reaching our coasts, and if the armament had landed, the possibility at least of its



succeeding, would have shewn the Borough Proprietors of the necessity of conceding to the popular wish. The storm had dispersed a cloud big with danger, but it might again collect, and the thunder of republic and revolution again roll, and perhaps burst over their heads. This was then judged the best moment to pursuade them in the midst of their fears, to a measure strictly counter‐revolutionary.


We think it but right to state, that no greater connexion ever subsisted between any of the Members of the Opposition and the United Irishmen, except in this instance, and for the accomplishment of this purpose. In consequence of these joint efforts, a meeting was held at the Exchange, which declared in favour of Reform, and a proposal of that nature was submitted to Parliament. If in the course of that effort for Reform it had not become evident, that success was hopeless, it was the wish of many among us, and we believe the Executive would have gladly embraced the occasion of declining to hold any further intercourse with France, except sending a Messenger there to tell them that the difference between the Government and the People had been adjusted, and that they would have no business a second time to attempt a landing. In fact, no attempt or advance was made to renew the negotiation till April, 1797 when an Agent was sent. In the May following, the well‐known proclamation of General Lake appeared. This very much encreased the ferment of the public mind, and the wish for the return of the French, that they might get rid of the severities of martial law. It did more, it goaded many



people of the North to press the Executive to an insurrection, independent of foreign aid.


About this time a letter arrived, which assured us the French would come again, and requested that a person should be sent over to make previous arrangements. The eagerness of those in the North who were urgent for insurrection, was checked by making known this communication to them, and entreating for delay; it was resisted likewise by some of the most sober and reflecting among themselves, who were of opinion they were not yet sufficiently prepared for the attempt; those considerations prevailed, particularly as in order to enforce them, an advantage was taken of the wish expressed by their enemies, that the people might rise.


The impatience, however, which was manifested on this occasion, and the knowledge that it was only controuled by the expectation of speedy and foreign assistance, determined the Executive to send an Agent speedily to France in answer to the letter. This person departed in the latter end of June 1797. By both these Agents, rather a small number of men with a great quantity of arms, ammunition, artillery, and officers were required; a small force only was asked for, because the Executive, faithful to the principle of Irish Independance, wished for what they deemed just sufficient to liberate their country, but incompetent to subdue it.—This most determined resolution, and that of the whole body, being collected as far as its opinion could be taken, always has been in no event to let Ireland come under the



dominion of France, but it was offered to pay the expences of the expedition. The number required was 10,000 men at the most, and at the least 5000. The Executive inclined to the larger number; but even with the smaller, the general opinion among them was, there could be no doubt of success. As to the quantity of arms, by the first Messenger 40,000. stand were specified, but by the second, as much more as could be sent; the difference arose from the disarming that had gone on in the North, and the encreasing numbers who were ready to use them. The Executive also instructed its Agents to negociate for a loan of money, if it could be had in France; if not, to negociate with Spain—the sum was half a million. Our second Agent, on his arrival at Hamburgh, wrote a memorial, containing those and other details a copy of which, some way or other, we perceive the Government has obtained, and therefore refer to it. He then proceeded to Paris, to treat further on the business, where he presented a second memorial; the object of this was to urge motives arising out of the state of affairs, which would induce the Directory not to postpone the invasion. We cannot precisely state the whole of its contents, as, according to the constant practice already mentioned, no copy of it has been preserved; but it was to demonstrate a disposition that then existed in the Irish mind, was in no future contingency to be expected, on any subsequent rupture between Great Britain and the French Republic. His Majesty’s Ministers must see that Ireland would infallibly become the seat of war, if they did not previously remove their grievances, the existence of which would naturally invite, and



prove a powerful auxiliary to the enemy. Such a rupture, it was observed, must be in the contemplation of the British Cabinet, as several of its most leading members declared that they considered the existence of the British Monarchy incompatible with that of the Republic. Conciliation, then, according to every rule of policy and common sense, should be ultimately adopted; and though it should fall short of the wishes of the people, it was asserted, if once possessed of a reasonable share of liberty, they would not be brought to run the chance of a revolution in order to obtain a more perfect system of freedom.


Our second Agent, while at Paris, and pending the negotiation at Lisle, was told by some of the persons in power in France, that if certain terms, not specified to him, were offered by the English, peace would certainly be made.—However, after the negotiation was broken off, he received positive assurances that the Irish never should be abandoned, until a separation was effected, and that they should be left entirely at their own option to choose their own form of government.


About this time a person came over, informing us that a considerable army was ready, and embarked at the Texel, destined for Ireland, and only waiting for a wind. The troops afterwards disembarked, but we are ignorant of the reason why they never sailed, except perhaps that the wind continued so long adverse, that the provisions were exhausted—and that in the mean time disturbances broke out in the



French Government. It may be proper to remark, that in none of the communications or negociations with France, did the Government of that country ever intimate the place they would land, or, except in the first, the force they would bring.


Sometime in the beginning of the year a letter was received from France, stating, the succours might be expected in April. Why the promise was not fulfilled, we have never learned. We know nothing of further communications from any foreign state, nor of the future plan of operations of the French; but we are convinced they will not abandon the plan of separating this country from England, so long as the discontents of the people would induce them to support an invasion.


Let us, then, while Ireland is yet our country, be indulged in a few remarks, which we deem extremely important to its future prosperity; now that we have given these full and faithful details of the past, we cannot be suspected of any but pure disinterested motives in what we are about to say, ere we leave it for ever. The parts we have acted have enabled us to gain the most intimate knowledge of the dispositions and hearts of our countrymen. From that knowledge we speak, when we declare our deepest conviction that the Penal Laws, which have followed in such doleful and rapid succession—the House Burnings—Arbitrary Imprisonments—and Free Quarters—and above all, the Tortures to extort confessions—neither



have had, or can have, any other effect but exciting the most lively rancour in the hearts of almost all the people of Ireland, against those of their countrymen who have had recourse to such measures for maintaining their power, and against the connexion with Great Britain, whose men, and whose aid have been poured in to assist them.


The matchless fidelity which has marked the Union—the unexampled firmness and contempt of death, displayed by so many thousands at the halbert, in the field, in the gaol, and at the gibbet, exempt us from claiming any belief on our personal credit. If the hearts of the people be not attached by some future measures, this nation will be again, and more violently disturbed, on the coming of a foreign force. If a Reform be adopted, founded upon the abolition of Corporations and Boroughs, as constituent bodies, and the equal division of the representatives among those who may be entitled to the elective suffrage, the best possible step will be taken for preserving the Monarchical Constitution, and British Connexion. For the success of this measure we would not now answer—but of this we are sure, you must either extirpate or reform.


The hurry and still agitated minds with which we write, will, we hope, not only apologize for any inacuracy of stile, but likewise serve the much more important purpose, of excusing any expressions that may not be deemed sufficiently circumspect. Much as we wish to stop the effusion



of blood, and the present scene of useless horrors, we have not affected a change of principles, which would only bring on us the imputation of hypocrisy, when it is our most anxious wish to evince perfect sincerity and good faith. We however entreat Government to be assured, that, while it is so much our interest to conciliate, it is far from our intention to offend.



ARTHUR O’CONNOR.
THOMAS ADDIS EMMETT.
WM. JAMES M‘NEVIN.










EXAMINATION.


Substance of Thomas Addis Emmett’s Examination before the secret Committee of the House of Lords, on Friday, August
 10, 1798.




Committee. WERE you an United Irishman?


Emmett. My Lords, I am one.


Com. Were you a Member of the Executive?


Emmett. I was of the Executive from the month of January to the month of May, 1797, and afterwards from December, 1797, ’till I was arrested.


[I was then asked, as to the Military Organization, which I detailed.—They then asked, when the returns included fire arms and ammunition.




Emmett. After the Insurrection and indemnity Acts had been passed, when the people were led to think on resistance, and after 4000 persons had been driven from the county of Armagh by the Orangemen.


Com. Was not the name of Orangeman used to terrify the people into the United System?


Emmett. I do not know what groundless fears may have been propagated by ignorant people; but I am sure no unfair advantage was taken by the Executive. The Orange principles were fairly discussed, as far as they were known, and we always found, that wherever it was attempted to establish a lodge, the United Irish encreased very much.


Lord Dillon. Why, where was it endeavoured to introduce them except in the North, and the city of Dublin.


Emmett. My Lord, I can’t tell you all the places in which it was endeavoured, but I will name one, in the county of Roscommon, where I am told it made many United Irishmen.


Lord Dillon. Well, that was but very lately, and I endeavoured to resist it.


Com. When were the first communications with France?


Emmett. The first I heard of were after the Insurrection and Indemnity Acts had been carried; the first I knew of was after the French fleet had left Bantry Bay, and after it was manifest the effort for Reform would not succeed and permit me to add on my oath, it was my intention to propose to and from conversations I had with some of the Executive Directory, I am sure it would have been carried there, that if there had been any reasonable hope of Reform being



adopted, to send one more messenger to France, and he should have told them, the difference between the people and the Government was adjusted, and not to attempt a second invasion. [They then took me into detail through the whole of the negotiations and messages—stated that the demand on our part was from five to ten thousand men, and 49,000 stand of arms, by the first agent; that the instructions to the second agent differed by requesting more arms in consequence of the disarming of the North, which had intervened, and that the French had promised we should be at perfect liberty to choose our own form of government. It was expresly stipulated with them that they should conduct themselves so.]


Lord Chancellor. As they did in Holland?


Emmett. As Rochambeau did in America, my Lords.


They then entered on the subject of the Separation.


Lord Chancellor. How is it possible, Mr. Emmett, just look on the map, and tell me how you can suppose that Ireland could exist independent of England or France?


Emmett. My Lords, if I had any doubt on that subject, I should have never attempted to effect a separation, but I have given it as much consideration as my faculties would permit, and I have not a shadow of doubt, that if Ireland was once independent, she might defy the combined efforts of France and England.


Archbishop of Cashel. My God! her trade would be destroyed!


Emmett. Pardon me, my Lord, her trade would be infinitely encreased: 150 years ago, when Ireland contained



not more than one million and an half of men, and America was nothing, the connexion might be said to be necessary to Ireland, but now that she contains five millions, and America is the best market in the world, and Ireland the best situated country in Europe to trade with that market, she has outgrown the connexion.


Lord Chancellor. Yes, I remember talking to a Gentleman of your acquaintance, and I believe one of your body and way of thinking, who told me that Ireland had nothing to complain of from England; but that she was strong enough to set up for herself.


Emmett. I beg, my Lords, that may not be considered as my opinion: I think Ireland has a great many things to complain of against England: I am sure she is strong enough to set up for herself; and give me leave to tell you, my Lords, that if the government of this country be not regulated so as that the controul may be wholly Irish, and that the commercial arrangements between the two countries be not put on the footing of perfect equality, the connexion cannot last.


Lord Chancellor. What would you do for coals?


Emmett. In every revolution, and in every war, the people must submit to some privations; but I must observe to your Lordships, that there is a reciprocity between the buyer and seller, and that England would suffer as much as Ireland if we did not buy her coals. However, I will grant our fuel would become dearer for a time, but by paying a higher price we could have a full sufficient abundance from our own coal mines, and from bogs, by means of our canals.


Archbishop of Cashel, Why, twelve frigates would stop up all our ports.




Emmett. My Lord, you must have taken a very imperfect survey of the ports on the western coasts of this kingdom if you suppose that twelve frigates would block them up; and I must observe to you, that if Ireland was for three months separated from England, the latter would cease to be such a formidable naval power.


Lord Chancellor. Well, I can conceive the Separation could last twelve hours.


Emmett. I declare it to God, I think that if Ireland were separated from England, she would be the happiest spot on the face of the globe.


[At which they all seemed astonished.]


Lord Chancellor. But how could you rely on France that she would keep her promise of not interfering with your Government?


Emmett. My reliance, my Lords, was more on Irish powers, than on French promises; for I was convinced, that though she could not easily set up the standard herself, yet, when it was once raised, a very powerful army would flock to it, which organized under its own Officers would have no reason to dread 100,000 Frenchmen, and we only stipulated for a tenth part of that number.


Lord Kilwarden. You seem averse to insurrection; I suppose it was because you thought it impolitic?


Emmett. Unquestionable: for if I imagined an insurrection could have succeeded without a great waste of blood and time, I should have preferred it to invasion, as it would not have exposed us to the chance of contributions being required by a foreign force; but as I did not think so, and as I



was certain an invasion would succeed speedily, and without much struggle, I preferred it even at the hazard of that inconvenience, which we took every pains to prevent.


Lord Dillon. Mr. Emmett, you have stated the views of the Executive to be very liberal and very enlightened, and I believe yours were so; but let me ask you, whether it was not intended to cut off (in the beginning of the contest) the leaders of the opposition party by a summary mode, such as assassination: my reason for asking you is, John Sheares’s proclamation, the most terrible paper that ever appeared in any country: it says, that “many of your tyrants have bled, and others must bleed,” &c.


Emmett. My Lords, as to Mr. Sheares’s proclamation he was not of the Executive when I was.


Lord Chancellor. He was of the new Executive.


Emmett. I do dotnot know he was of any Executive, except from what your Lordship says—but I believe he was joined with some others in framing a particular plan of insurrection for Dublin and its neighbourhood—neither do I know what value he annexed to those words in his proclamation—but I can answer, that while I was of the Executive there was no such design, but the contrary—for we conceived when one of you lost your lives we lost an hostage. Our intention was to seize you all, and keep you as hostages for the conduct of England, and after the revolution was over, if you could not live under the new government, to send you out of the country. I will add one thing more, which though it is not an answer to your question, you may have a curiosity to hear. In such a struggle it was natural to expect confiscations; our intention was, that every wife who had not instigated her husband to resistance should be provided for out of the property, notwithstanding confiscations, and



every child who was too young to be his own master, or form his own opinion, was to have a child’s portion. Your Lordships will now judge how far we intended to be cruel.


Lord Chancellor. Pray, Mr. Emmett, what caused the late insurrection;


Emmett. The free Quarters, the House Burnings, the Tortures, and the Military Executions, in the counties of Kildare, Carlow, and Wicklow.


Lord Chancellor. Don’t you think the arrests of the 12th of March caused it?


Emmett. No, but I believe if it had not been for these arrests it would not have taken place; for the people, irritated by what they suffered, had been long pressing the Executive to consent to an insurrection, but they had resisted or eluded it, and even determined to persevere in the same line; after these arrests, however, other persons came forward, who were irritated, and thought differently, who consented to let that partial insurrection take place.


Lord Chancellor. Were all the Executive arrested or put to flight by the arrests of the 12th of March?


Emmett. Your Lordships will excuse my answering to that question, as it would point out individuals.


Lord Chancellor. Did you not think the Government very foolish to let you proceed so long as they did?


Emmett. No, my Lord, whatever I imputed to Government, I did not accuse them of folly. I knew we were very attentively watched, but I thought they were right in letting us proceed. I have often said, laughing among



ourselves, that if they did right they would pay us for conducting the revolution, conceiving as I then did, and still do, that a revolution is inevitable, unless speedily prevented by very large measures of conciliation. It seemed to me an object with them, that it should be conducted by moderate men, of good moral characters, liberal education, and some talents, rather than by intemperate men of bad characters, ignorant, and foolish; and into the hands of one or other of those classes it undoubtedly will fall. I also imagined the Members of Government might be sensible of the difference between the change of their situation being effected by a sudden and violent convulsion, or by the more gradual measures of a well conducted revolution, if it were effected suddenly by an insurrection—and I need not tell your Lordships that had there been a general plan of acting, and the North had co‐operated with Leinster, the last insurrection would have infallibly and rapidly succeeded; in such case, you would be tumbled at once from your pinnacle; but if a revolution were gradually accomplished, you would have had time to accomodate, and habituate yourselves to your new situation. For these reasons I imagined Government did not wish to irritate and push things forward.


Lord Chancellor. Pray, do you think Catholic Emancipation and Parliamentary Reform any objects with the common people?


Emmett. As to Catholic Emancipation, I don’t think it matters a feather, or that the poor think of it. As to Parliamentary Reform, I don’t think the common people ever thought of it, until it was inculcated to them, that a Reform would cause a removal of those grievances which they actually do feel. From that time I believe they have become very much attached to the measure.




Lord Chancellor. And do you think that idea has been successfully inculcated into the common people?


Emmett. It has not been my fortune to communicate much with them on that subject, so that I cannot undertake to say how far it has been successfully inculcated into them; but of this I am certain, that since the establishment of the United Irish system it has been inculcated into all the middling classes, and much more among the common people, than ever it was before.


Lord Chancellor. And what grievances would such a Reformed Legislature remove?


Emmett. In the first place, it would cause a compleat abolition of Tythes; in the next, by giving the common people an encreased value in the democracy, it would better their situation, and make them more respected by their superiors; the condition of the poor would be ameliorated; and what is perhaps of more consequence than all the rest, a system of national education would be established.


Lord Dillon. The abolition of Tythes would be a very good thing; but don’t you think it would be more beneficial to the landlords than the tenants?


Archbishop of Cashel. Aye, it is they would benefit by it.


Emmett. My Lords, I am ready to grant, that if Tythes were now abolished, without a Reform, there are landlords who would raise the rent on their tenants, when they were making new leases, the full value of the Tythes, and, if they could, more; but if a Reform succeeded the



abolition of Tythes, such a Reformed Legislature would very badly know, or very badly perform its duty, if it did not establish such a system of landed leases as would prevent landlords from doing so; and let me tell your Lordships, that if a revolution ever takes place, a very different system of political economy will be established, from what has hitherto prevailed here.


Lord Glentworth. Then your intention was to destroy the Church?


Emmett. Pardon me, my Lord, my intention never was to destroy the Church. My wish decidedly was to overturn the Establishment.


Lord Dillon. I understand you—and have it as it is in France?


Emmett. As it is in many parts of America, my Lords.


Lord Kilwarden. Pray, Mr. Emmett, do you know of any communications with France since your arrest?


Emmett. I do, my Lord, Mr. Cooke told me of one.


Lord Kilwarden. But don’t you in any other way, whether communications are still going on between this country and France?


Emmett. No, but I have no doubt that even after we shall have left this country, there will remain among the 500,000 and upwards which compose the Union, many persons of sufficient talents, enterprize, enthusiasm, and



opportunity, who will continue the old, or open a new communication with France, if it shall be necessary; and in looking over, in my own mind, the persons whom I know of most talents and enterprize, I cannot help suggesting to myself persons I think most likely to do so; but I must be excused pointing at them.



THOMAS ADDIS EMMETT.



N. B. I have only noted down such questions and answers as I imagine will not be inserted in the Reports of the Secret Committee.








MR. O’CONNOR’s EXAMINATION.


The Examination of Arthur O’Connor, before the Secret Committee of the House of Lords, August the 9th, 1798.




Committee. Were you of the Executive of the Irish Union?


O’Connor. I was a Member of the Executive from the time I became a Member of the Union.


Com. When did the communication between the Union and France begin?


O’Connor. You, I suppose, have the Report I signed and delivered to the Irish Government, in conjunction with Mr. Emmett and Mr. M‘Nevin?


[The Chancellor nodded assent; but none of the other Members of the Committee].


O’Connor. In that Report you will find the whole of that important transaction detailed. You will there find that the first alliance that was formed between the Union and France was in the middle of 1796. You will see that before



the Executive entered into any alliance with France, or that it resolved on resistance to the tyranny of the Irish Government, a solemn meeting was held, when, after considering the uniform system of coercion and opposition, which had been pursued from 1793 by the Irish Government against the Irish people; and finding that 1796 had opened with the sanguinary laws, called the Insurrection and Indemnity Acts, whereby the most sacred rights of the Constitution were destroyed, the most gross violations of the laws by the Magistrates were indemnified—that the expulsion of 4000 unoffending inhabitants of the county of Armagh, from their homes and properties, left no doubt that all protection was at an end, the Executive were decidedly of opinion, that by the principles of the Constitution, as established by the Revolution of 1688, they were justified in calling in foreign aid, and in resisting a Government which had forfeited all claims to obedience.


Com. You are under a mistake: the Insurrection and Indemnity Acts were not passed until the end of 1796.


O’Connor. I am confident I cannot be mistaken; for I know that these acts were what filled up the measure of that oppression which decided the Executive to seek foreign aid; and, I am confident, it did not come to that determination until May, 1796; and I also recollect that I left this country in February, 1796; and before I left it, the Attorney General had moved these two bills; but if you can have any doubts, your Journals will clear them up.


Com. When did the Military Organization begin?


O’Connor. Shortly after the Executive had resolved on resistance to the Irish Government, and on an alliance with France, in May, 1796.




Com. Were there no communications with France before the middle of 1796?


O’Connor, None I can confidently affirm, that until the conduct of the Irish Government forced the Executive to resist, which was, as I have stated, in the middle of 1796, no alliance whatsoever was formed, between the Union and France.


Com. Did the Executive imagine the North would rise if the French landed?


O’Connor. We had no doubt but the North was sensible of the tyranny of the Government, and that they would take the first opportunity to free their country.


Com. When was the first communication with France after the Bantry Bay expedition?


O’Connor. I was a close prisoner in the Tower, from February, 1797, to August following it; in August I heard of the first communication after the Bantry Bay expedition.


Com. What did the dispatch contain?


O’Connor. It stated that a considerable force of 15,000 or 20,000 men were embarked at the Texel, and that they would sail in a week.


Com. What prevented their sailing?


O’Connor. The wind continued directly contrary for several weeks after, and the changes which took place on the 4th of September probably had some effect on the expedition.




Com. Was it mentioned in the dispatch where the landing should take place?


O’Connor. It was not; the Directory do not communicate such important intelligence, except to those to whom it may be absolutely necessary.


Com. Had you any intelligence of the invasion at Bantry Bay?


O’Connor. There was a messenger who arrived in November, 1796; he said the French would arrive shortly, but did not say where.


Com. Had you any other intelligence?


O’Connor. We received a letter about the time of this messenger’s arrival, (a French agent,) which stated that the expedition was postponed; this has never been accounted for.


Com. Was there a person sent in Spring, 1797, to France?


O’Connor. During the time these messengers were sent off I was a close prisoner.


Com. Did you see Dr. M‘Nevin on his return from France?


O’Connor. I shall not answer any thing about Dr. M‘Nevin, or any other person.


Com. Oh! he has been here.


O’Connor. If so, there is the less occasion for you to ask me about him; I shall not answer any questions of any one.




Com. Did you see any person who returned from France towards the end of 1797?


O’Connor. I did.


Com. What intelligence did he bring?


O’Connor. When he left France, he was assured that assistance would be sent, though no time was mentioned; but so considerable a change had taken place in France on the 4th of September, 1797, and our messenger having left Paris before that period, and not arriving here till after, we did not know what measures the new arrangement might give rise to.


Com. Have you heard that some conversation on Irish affairs had passed between General Vallence, and some persons of this country?


O’Connor. I cannot conceive that General Vallence could have any thing to do with the business; he was an emigrant.


Com. Was there any connexion between the Union and the British and Scotch Societies.


O’Connor. The Executive carefully avoided any.


Com. Was there not some connexion between individuals?


O’Connor. I cannot say what individuals may have done; the Executive was careful to confine itself to the affairs of Ireland. As one of the Executive, I can say, I never had the most distant with any British Society; nor did I ever interfere with the politics of England.




Com. Do you know any thing of a Loan being negociated for with France or Spain?


O’Connor. Some of our agents were ordered to negociate for half a million with either of these Powers.


Com. Was your place in the Executive filled up when you left this in January, 1798?


O’Connor. My place in the Executive of Leinster was filled up.


Com. Were you not Proprietor of The Press?


O’Connor. I was, until it was destroyed by the Irish Government.


Com. Was it not for the purpose of promoting the Union that you set it up?


O’Connor. The inculcating Union amongst my countrymen, was a principal object; I had also in view to expose the outrages and tyranny of the Irish Government; but it was not set up by the Union; it was my own individual undertaking; it was under my sole controul; and it was set up by me on the broadest basis, for the support of the liberties of my country.



ARTHUR O’CONNOR.








MR. O’CONNOR’s EXAMINATION.


The Examination of Arthur O’Connor, before the Secret Committee of the House of Commons, 16th of August 1798.




Committee. Explain the first formation of the alliance between the Irish Union and the French?


O’Connor. If you have seen the report I signed and delivered in conjunction with Emmett and M‘Nevin, it will not be necessary I should go very fully into that important transaction; but if you have not seen it, I will explain it more fully.


Com. We have not seen the report you allude to.


O’Connor. Sometime in 1795, or the beginning of 1796, a letter was received by the Executive of the Union from France, from some individuals of the Union, who had fled from persecution; in which they mentioned, that they had made such a representation of the state of Ireland, that they believed the French would be induced to treat with the Union, to free us from the tyranny under which we groaned.



This letter was not acted upon by the Executive at the time it was received, from their unwillingness to have recourse to foreign aid, except in the last resort, and in the hope, that the effects on the popular mind from the tyrannical measures which Government had pursued, would induce them to abandon their measures of coercion, and to adopt measures congenial to the wishes of the people. But when the Executive saw the year 1796 open with the Insurrection Bill—that 4000 unoffending inhabitants of the county Armagh had been driven from their homes, on account of their religious opinions, by a lawless banditti, who were not only not restrained by Government, but aided and instigated by its Magistracy, and that an act was passed to indemnify the most gross violation of the most sacred laws by the Agents and Magistrates of Government. Roused by these fresh instances of tyranny, the Executive of the Union held a most important meeting to consider the state of the country—to determine on what measures these sanguinary, tyrannical proceedings of Government made it necessary for us to adopt. The views and conduct of those who exercised the powers of Government were coolly and dispassionately discussed. The Executive were convinced, and the same conviction was in every mind, that a system of monopoly and usurpation had absorbed every part of the Constitution which belonged to the people; that those who exercised the assumed right of representing the people of Ireland, were self‐constituted; that they acted with the sole view of advancing their individual interests; and that what was called the Emancipation of the Irish Legislature in 1782, was nothing more than freeing a set of self‐constituted individuals, from the absolute controul of the British Legislature, that they might be at liberty to sell themselves to the corrupt controul of the British Ministry,. The Executive considered which had the Constitution on their side, they who contended that the House of Commons should be filled with the real Representatives of the People of Ireland, or those individuals who contended, that it should be filled with themselves.



This was the great point at issue, by which the past, the present, and the future conduct of the Irish Government was to be judged, without even appealing to the imprescriptible right of a People to put down oppression. Standing on the ground of the Constitution, the Executive looked back upon the sanguinary, tyrannical measures, which had been invariably pursued by the Irish Government and Legislature, under the controul of the British Ministry from 1793, they were convinced, that if the most faint connexion existed between those who filled the places of the people’s representatives, and the people, no Government or Legislature durst commit such unexampled outrages as those which had been perpetrated, and indemnified in Ireland; that no lawful or just Government could by any possibility be driven to burn houses, or to torture the persons of the people to extort obedience. The Executive looked back to the melancholy history of Ireland, they saw how dreadfully it had been torn and wasted by religious dissentions. The first object of the Executive was to destroy religious discord, and promote brotherly love and affection among all the people of Ireland, be their religious belief what it may. The next object of the Union was to promote a Reform of the Government, and to regain those rights which were the people’s birthright by the Constitution; yet the oath which bound the people to these first duties of Christianity, Morality, and the Constitution, was punished with death by the Insurrection Act, which by some other of its clauses broke down every barrier of Liberty that not only every effort was made to oppose us in these our exertions to destroy religious discord, but that no means were left untried to organize a sect, founded upon the diabolical oath of extermination, whose institution was avowedly for the purpose of perpetuating religious discord and rancour. This was not all—the expulsion of 4000 Irish citizens, with every aggravation of cruelty and horror, which was followed by the Indemnity Act, left no doubt on the mind of the Executive, that all



the excesses and outrages were either openly or secretly the acts of the Government and Legislature of Ireland. Struck with the enormity of these acts and outrages, the Executive looked back to the history of James II. and after compairing his conduct with the conduct of the Irish Government, they were decidedly of opinion, that the conduct of the Irish Government had been beyond comparison, more tyrannical and cruel. They were of opinion, that if the people were justified in calling in foreign aid, to rescue their liberties and constitution from James’s government, it was infinitely more justifiable in us to call in foreign aid. The Executive were of opinion, that the Irish Government had not only forfeited all title to obedience from the people, but that we were called on to resist its most unparalledunparalleled usurpation and tyranny. That as the people of Ireland had been disarmed, contrary to the right of every free people; and as the tyranny under which the Government was upheld, was supported by the men and the money of one foreign nation, we stood peculiarly necessitated to seek the aid of some other foreign power. Actuated by this reasoning, the Executive sent to seek an alliance with France, in May, 1796, which was actually formed in the August following, the first which was formed between the Irish Union and France.


Com. Did you not go to Hamburgh, and afterwards to Switzerland, in the summer of 1796, in company with another person?


O’Connor. This question points at Lord Edward Fitzgerald; and as it is notorious he did accompany me to Switzerland in 1796, and although my friend is no more, I will not answer any thing, which could in the most distant manner lead to the disclosure of any act of his; besides, I am not bound by the stipulation I have entered into, for saving the lives of those you have in your power, to disclose any act of my life prior to my becoming a Member of the



Union; but so little am I inclined to withhold the account of any part of our conduct, and so fully am I convinced of the rectitude of what we have done, that if you will be satisfied with the substance of the transactions of the Union, without leading to names or persons, I will give it.


Com. Well, we will be content with the substance, without any allusion to names or persons.


O’Connor. In May, 1796, after the important meeting of the Executive I have just mentioned was held, they sent to France, to adjust the terms of the alliance, to plan the manner the succours should be seconded, so as to insure success. The most important part of the terms was, that France was to assist Ireland in freeing herself from the tyranny of those who exercised the Government of Ireland, and that Ireland should be free to frame whatever constitution she might think fit to adopt. The same expedition which was afterwards equipped, and sent to Ireland under Hoche, was agreed on, and every thing was settled, which could ensure success on its landing. At the same time it was proposed to the person who formed this first alliance between France and the Union, that a body should be sent against England to cause a diversion, to retaliate for the Quiberon expedition. To dissuade the French from the invasion of England, this Irish negociator used every argument in his power. He said, from his knowledge of England, the best men of that country would be most hostile to any interference of the French in the government of their country, on the same just principles that they condemned the interference of England in the government of France.—That the situation of Ireland and England were very different, that in Ireland the people were most solicitous for the aid of France, to rescue them from foreign and domestic tyranny; but that the majority of the people of England would be averse to their interference—that many of the



people of England were beginning to see and feel the ruin the Ministers had brought on the nation, by engaging in the war; but that if they invaded their country, it would bury all consideration of the injustice of the war, under the immediate consideration of self defence; that it would prove the greatest support to an unpopular Ministry, by giving them an unlimited power over the remaining wealth of England, in any way they might wish to take it, while a guinea could be extorted. These, together with other arguments, were thought conclusive by those to whom they were addressed, and the invasion on England in 1796 was abandoned.


Com. Was not M. Barthelemy privy to these transactions?


O’Connor. I will not answer any question where the name of any person is mentioned.


Com. But he is a foreigner.


O’Connor. I care not; the name of a foreigner or a countryman shall be equally inviolable with me.


Com. Was it not at Paris this first alliance was formed?


O’Connor. It was not; if it was, you would have no need to ask me the question.


Com. Was it at Lisle?


O’Connor. It was not.


Com. Were you of the Executive?




O’Connor. I was of the Executive from the time I became a Member of the Union in 1796, until I was obliged to fly my country abruptly in January, 1798, to avoid being taken off by a foul plot which was laid by some of the under agents of the Irish Government, but which my respect for the safety of those who gave me the intimation of it, obliges me to keep secret.


Com. Inform us of the progress and extent of the organization.


O’Connor. When I was imprisoned in February, 1797, the organization had made considerable progress in Ulster, and things were in train to extend it to the other three provinces. On my libration in the August following, I found the means we employed before my imprisonment had been successful in extending the organization, particularly in Leinster; but that it had been thrown into confusion by the burnings, hangings, and torturings, which had been extended from Ulster to the other parts of the country.—But to such a degree had the minds of the people been exasperated by the cruelties of the Government, the disposition towards the Union was so strong in the three provinces, that in four months after my libration I was enabled as one of the Northern Executive (there being no Executive for Leinster during this period) to organize 70,000 men in Leinster only, while the number of those who took the test of the Union was nearly equal to the population of the three provinces; to such a degree did the Irish Government raise the resentment of the people against it, by the cruelties it practised to support its powers, and to keep down the national spirit for liberty.


Com. Was not your object in forming the organization to effect a revolution?




O’Connor. If our meer object had been to effect a revolution, the British Ministry, and the Irish Government were effecting one more violently and rapidly than we wished for; we clearly perceived, that the measures, they adopted to prevent revolution, were the most effectual that could be devised to ensure it. When we viewed the state of the British empire, we were convinced we need not take much pains merely to make revolution. If that was our sole object, we knew that the Irish Government, of itself, could not exist one month; we saw that it was the men and the money of England, which upheld the Irish Government; we therefore looked to the state of Great Britain, and considered the state of its actual Government, and we were of opinion, that the measures which the present Ministry had pursued, were the most rapidly ruinous which could be adopted. We examined her state before the war, we saw that as before the enormous expenditure, which the war occasioned, the Minister could not extort more than sixteen millions annual revenue, it would be impossible, after hundreds of millions of the national capital had been squandered, that thirty millions annual revenue, could by any physical possibility, be extorted, which was the least her peace establishment could amount to. But that even supposing thirty millions annual revenue could be raised on Great Britain, experience convinced us, that liberty must be destroyed by such additional means of curruption being thrown into the hands of the Executive; and we were convinced, that a nation which had lost her liberty could not long support such monstrous burthens, on the principle, that capital, like fluid, would find its level; we were of opinion, that as the profits of capital would be higher in France than in England, the vast exhaustion of capital which had taken place in France would be replenished on a peace, by the flowing in of a considerable portion of British capital, and that this disposition on the part of the British capitalist, to transport his wealth, would be farther encreased by a desire to avoid the enormous taxes, to which his industry and his



​profits would be exposed. These considerations, amongst many others, left no doubt on our minds, that the powers of England, by which alone the tyranny and usurpation of the Irish Government and Legislature were supported, must be very shortly destroyed.


Com, If you did not organize for the purpose of effecting a revolution, what other object had you in view?


O’Connor. We saw with sorrow the cruelties practised by the Irish Government had raised a dreadful spirit of revenge in the hearts of the people; we saw with horror that to answer their immediate views, the Irish Government had renewed the old religious feuds; we were most anxious to have such authorities as the organization ready constituted to prevent the dreadful transports of popular fury, We hoped that by having Committees for each barony, County Committees, and Provincial Committees; by holding out the benefits of the revolution to those who supported it, and by withholding its benefits from those who should disgrace it by popular excesses, we should have been able to restrain the people. But those who had monopolized the whole political power of the Constitution, finding, that they stood in need of some part of the population, and that from their monopoly being so directly opposite to the interest of all classes of the Irish nation, they could not hope for the support of any (be their religion what it may) on the score of politics, except those in the pay of Government. Finding how necessary it was to have some part of the population on their side, they had recourse to the old religious feuds, and set on foodfoot an organization of Protestants, whose Fanatism would not permit them to see, they were enlisted under the banners of religion, to fight for political usurpation they abhorred. No doubt, by these means you have gained a temporary aid, but by destroying the organization of the Union, and exasperating the great



body of the people, you will one day pay dearly for the aid you have derived from this temporary shift.


Com. Government had nothing to do with the Orange System, nor their oath extermination.


O’Connor. You, my Lord, [Castlereagh] from the station you fill, must be sensible that the Executive of any country has it in its power to collect a vast mass of information, and you must know from the secret nature, and the zeal of the Union, that its Executive must have the most minute information of every act of the Irish government. As one of the Executive, it came to my knowledge, that considerable sums of money were expended throughout the nation, in endeavouring to extend the Orange system, and that the Orange oath of extermination was administered; when these facts are coupled, not only with general impunity, which has been uniformly extended towards all the acts of this infernal association, but the marked encouragement its members have received from government, I find it impossible to exculpate the government from being the parent and protector of these sworn extirpators.


Com. Were not some of the Union very Monarchical?


O’Connor. My first political acquaintance with the body of my Catholic countrymen, to whom I suppose you allude, was in 1791, whilst I was High Sheriff of the county of Cork, when I defended the Catholics from an attack which was made upon them by the monopolists of our representation in that part of Ireland. At that time the Catholics of Ireland were just beginning to feel the influence of the French revolution, and to be sensible of the degrading to state to which centuries of oppression had reduced them; they were, however, strongly addicted to Monarchy, and made their first advances in pursuit of



freedom in a very humble manner; but the contempt and insult with which their first petition was scouted from the House of Commons, roused them to a sense of their rights as men.—In 1792, they again petitioned, but in terms of boldness proportioned to the insult with which their former petition had been treated. They were joined by the Presbyterians, and the contemptuous manner with which both petitions were refused, created an union of sentiment, whereby the Catholics were led to examine what title to power those had who thus insultingly denied the joint desires of the great mass of the Irish nation. They passed from any explanation with the Irish Parliament, and negociated with the British Ministry, whom they found controuled every act of the Government and Legislature of Ireland. While the Catholics were succeeding with the British Ministry in England, the Borough‐mongers of Ireland were most active amongst the Grand Juries in the Summer of 1792, in pledging lives and fortunes, never to grant the claims of their Catholic countrymen. When the Parliament met in 1793, the mandate came from the British Ministry to accede to a partial emancipation of the Catholics. This was not all; in the Session the House of Commons resolved that the National Representation stood in need of Reform: they raised the hopes of the Irish but to blast them afterwards. This most impolitic conduct brought the Irish Government into the utmost disrepute, and was followed by a declaration on the part of the Catholics in 1793, to stand or fall with their countrymen on the great question of obtaining a National Representation. From this time the Irish Government seemed to abandon all idea of conciliating the Catholics, and to think only of punishing them for what they thought ingratitude. In pursuance of this plan, all idea of Catholic Emancipation and Parliamentary Reform was scouted; British troops were poured into Ireland, and prosecutions commenced



against some of the Catholic and Presbyterian leaders in 1794, on such evidence as clearly demonstrated they were undertaken from vindictive motives of resentment. These measures were calculated to eradicate the inveterate predeliction for Monarchy from the hearts of the Irish Catholics. In 1795, the British Ministry appeared sensible of the consequences which had resulted from the measures which had been pursued hitherto in Ireland; and an attempt was entered on to regain the Catholics, by sending Lord Fitzwilliam, with powers to choose his own Councils. The hopes of the national mind were raised, particularly of the Catholics; but the recal of Lord Fitzwilliam, the abandonment of the projected political changes, the renewal of the reign of terror and coercion, totally alienated the minds of the Catholics from their confirmed propensity to Monarchy. No doubt the French Revolution had a great and powerful effect in exciting the Catholics of Ireland to attain their long lost Liberty; but it was the measures of the British Ministry, and the Irish Government, which hurried them into their present violent detestation of Monarchy, and their present ardent love, Representative Democracy, which was confirmed in the minds of the very lowest orders, by being familiarized with the organization of the Union, and by observing its good effects.


Com. Why, what opinion have the lower classes of the people of political subjects?


O’Connor. The lowest societies of the Union conversed freely of the corruption, the usurpation, and the venality of Parliament. While I was a Member of the House of Commons, you know the frequent conversation amongst the Members was—how much has such an one given for his seat? From whom did he purchase? Has not such an one sold his borough? Has not such a Lord bought? Has not such a Peer so many Members in this House? Was not such Member with the Lord Lieutenant’s Secretary, to insist on



some greater place or pension? Did not the Secretary refuse it? Has he not gone into the Opposition? These, and such like facts, are as well known to the lowest classes of the Union as to yourselves.


A Member of the Com. Mr. O’Connor is perfectly right; I have heard the lowest classes of the people talk in that style.


O’Connor. The people are conscious you are self constituted, and not their delegates; men who have no other object in view but to advance their own individual interests.


A Member of the Com. That we are a parcel of placemen and pensioners?


O’Connor. Exactly so.


Com. What is the object the people have in view at present?


O’Connor. I believe they have laid by for the instant all idea of speculative politics, and think only how they shall annihilate the insupportable usurpation and cruelty of the British and Irish Government, and how they shall best avenge the blood which has been shed, and the tortures which have been inflicted, to support a Government they detest.


Com. Was there not a disunion in the Executive?


O’Connor. From the time I was elected one of the Executive, I never experienced any disagreement?




Com. Were there not men who could influence the people to disobey the orders of the Executive?


O’Connor. On the contrary, they were always obeyed with the most zealous alacrity. No doubt the secret manner in which we were obliged to conduct the business of the Union, gave great scope to intrigue; yet I found that wherever religious prejudices were placed in the way of political liberty, the people invariably disregarded the former, and adhered to the latter.


Com. Did not the Executive form a plan of a Constitution for Ireland’s future government?


O’Connor. The Executive never thought itself invested with power to meddle with the future Constitution of Ireland, that could have been the work only of those, whom the people of Ireland might elect for that express purpose. We were elected solely for to devise means of wresting power out of the hands of men, who had violated every part of the Constitution, and liberties of Ireland, and outraged every feeling and right of man, by the means they employed to retain their usurpation.


Com. What do you think would tranquilize the people of Ireland, aud induce them to give up their arms?


O’Connor. That is a question which would require the best head to answer, and the best heart to execute; I am not so ignorant of human nature as to suppose, that those men who have so long engrossed the enormous emoluments of ill, and unjustly acquired power, will ever restore them to the people, however manifest it must appear to an unprejudiced mind, that the most dreadful ruin awaits the present fruitless effort which is made to retain them.




Com. But what, in your opinion, would tranquilize Ireland, and induce the people to give up their arms?


O’Connor. Under the present system of usurpation and corruption, every source by which the Irish nation could acquire wealth, is betrayed to Great Britain, and even the wretched pittance her industry gathers is thrown a prey to monopolists of her political power, who have sold her dearest rights. By this double plunder, the people of Ireland are destitute, not only of every convenience and comfort of life, but of the bare necessaries to support their existence. If you would tranquilize a people, you must cease to oppress them—you must cease to betray them; make them happy, and you will make them tranquil. The great and main source, from which the wants of a people are supplied, is agriculture; yet near two millions worth of the rude produce of the agriculture of Ireland is annually exported to pay non‐resident landlords; for this there is no return; it is all loss to the Irish nation, and is, of itself, a sufficient drain to impoverish a greater nation for extent than Ireland. The commerce of Ireland has to cope with the most commercial nation on earth in its very vicinage, under the disadvantage of a general admission of every species of manufactured and foreign produce on one side, and of as unlimited rejection on the other, with scarcely one exception. When the agricultural produce of a people—when their home and foreign markets are sold, the consequence must be, that they must experience a great dearth of national capital; hence the best machinery, and the most extensive division of labour, by both which, labour is so wonderfully abridged, the low profits which result from abundant capital, and the being able to give long credits, are all lost to a nation bereft of every means to acquire wealth. By this cruel injustice, England can supply the people of Ireland with their manufactures cheaper than the Irish can manufacture their own



materials, whereby our manufactures (the other great source for acquiring national capital) shares the same fate with our agriculture; and the abused laws by which the fisheries of Ireland have been destroyed, compleat the catastrophe of the ruin of Irish industry, in the several ways of acquiring wealth with which God and Nature have endowed her. But this is not all; the small portion of wealth which the Irish nation acquires under these mutilated means is subject to a thousand of the most gross extortions. A most monstrous establishment (and that for one‐tenth of the nation only), under the name of supporting the Ministers of Religion, but really for the purpose of the most flagrant corruption—a vast military establishment, which those who exercise the powers of Government are obliged to keep up, as the sole means by which they can maintain the actual usurpation of all popular and constitutional rights—sinecure places—pensions—and the various ways which are hourly devised for draining the people. These, if you would tranquilize the people, you must abolish—you must restore to them those means for acquiring wealth which God and Nature gave them—you must not subject the wealth they do acquire to any exaction which is not absolutely necessary for the support of a Government capable of affording them protection. The result of the pillage which the Irish nation at present undergoes is, that it diminishes national capital—that wages are low, and employment so doubtful, the greatest causes of national misery. The next great evil which results from this great dearth of national capital is, that land has become the only material the people have to work on, which cannot be exported; every one is forced to hire it, as his only means of employment; and the competition has made the rents of lands much higher than they otherwise would be, whilst the tythes (the most impolitic of imposts) are an endless source of vexation and litigation between the people and the Ministers of Religion. If you would correct all these evils, restore to the Irish nation its just rights; then



wealth must flow in from every quarter; thousands of means of exercising industry will present themselves; wages will be liberal; rents will be moderate; and it will be as impossible to disturb the public mind, when the reign of justice shall be established, as it will be to tranquilize it as long as the actual system of usurpation, plunder, and tyranny shall be continued. It is oppression which has armed the People of Ireland—by justice only you can disarm them. A just government, which emanates from the people, and which exists but for the people’s protection and happiness, need never dread their arms, or desire to see them disarmed. As long as you are anxious to disarm the people, so long you have no reason to expect they should be tranquil.


Com. You have made politics and political economy your study: what political changes do you think would tranquilize Ireland?


O’Connor. Restore the vital principle of the constitution, which you have destroyed, by restoring to the people the choice of Representatives, who shall controul the Executive, by frugal grants of the public money, and by exacting a rigid account of its expenditure. Let the people have Representatives they can call friends—men in whom they can place confidence—men they have really chosen—men chosen for such time, that if they should attempt to betray them, they may speedily have an opportunity of discarding. Give us such a House of Commons, and I will answer for the tranquility of my country. Place but the public purse in the hands of such Representatives, and I will answer for it, the People of Ireland will not have to complain of the profligacy, the tyranny, or usurpation of Government or Legislators.—How such a House of Commons could be chosen (if it was not the interest of those who monopolize the national representation to oppose it) would not be a difficult task to devise.




Com. Was not the Union to destroy the constitution?


O’Connor. We could not have an intention of destroying a constitution, of which we did not believe there was one particle in existence. A House of Commons, so far chosen by the people, and so far independent of the Crown, as to controul it, by its sole exercise of power over the public purse, was the vital principle of the Constitution, it was by taking the demands from time to time, to this power over the public purse, that those rights, one after another, have been gained, which rights constitute the constitution. The instant such an House of Commons ceased to exist, and that it was supplanted by a House of Commons which represents itself; from that instant the vital principle which created the Constitution, and which alone could preserve it from bankruptcy and ruin, was at an end. It was not to destroy this vital principle of the Constitution, it was to put down a Parliament of self constituted, men, who first destroyed every vestige of the Constitution, and then committed every outrage and cruelty to support their usurpation.


Com. Why, did you not intend to set up a Republic?


O’Connor. I have already told you we did not conceive that any power was vested in us to set up any Constitution. We were chosen solely for the purpose of putting down your usurpation of the Constitution and Liberty of the Irish nation. I know not whether those who would have been chosen by the people of Ireland for the purpose of forming a Constitution, would have adopted the Constitution you have destroyed. I know not whether it is possible to build up such a Constitution, now it has been destroyed. I know not whether they would have formed a Constitution purely representative, from a conviction that an elective government, in which the people, whether by their delegates, or in their proper persons, exercise a controul over the government,



I hold to be a Republic. As such, the Constitution (as long as a House of Commons made any part of it) was a Republic; but whether the future government of Ireland may be less, equally, or more democratical than the Constitution, those who shall be chosen to frame it can alone determine.


Com. Was there any thing implied in the Oath of the Union, than what was set forth in the Test?


O’Connor. Certainly not; for all we wanted was to create a House of Commons which should represent the whole people of Ireland; and for that purpose we strove to dispel all religious distinctions from our political Union, and after we had destroyed your usurpation of our national representation, and that we had set up a real representation of the whole people of Ireland, we were convinced there was no evil which such a House of Commons could not reach; we were satisfied, that to set up such a House of Commons was our right, and that whether the other parts of the Constitution could stand or not, after the House of Commons was restored to the Constitution, yet we were assured that our liberties would exist, but that without a constitutional House of Commons, the Government must of its own nature speedily end in bankruptcy and ruin, from the vast expence of the corruption and force which it required to uphold it.


Com. How was the late rising occasioned?


O’Connor. I have already told you how; from the beginning of the French Revolution the measures pursued by the British Ministry and the Irish Government have worked up the minds of the people of Ireland to their present highly irritated state—at one time raising their hopes—at another time blasting those hopes; at one time promising Emancipation and Reform—and at another time



resisting both with fire and sword—burning houses—hanging—lashing—and torturing—means unjustifiable to support any system, and which a just Government could not for one instant stand in need of. These no human patience could endure, and yet (from a conviction that they were practised to goad the people to a premature attempt to put down their oppressors) as long as I could remain, I used every means in my power to endure a little longer; but when, to avoid being dispatched, I was forced to fly, those into whose hands the executive power of the Union was vested, yielded to the pressing solicitations of the people of the most oppressed parts, who were desirous to risk their lives, in order to rid themselves of the cruelties they hourly experienced.


Com. Are there not Committees forming at the present moment?


O’Connor. I know not what Committees are forming; but I am well assured the people of Ireland will never abandon the Union, and that its principles will never be eradicated from their hearts until we obtain our object?


Com. How can deputations be sent to France?


O’Connor. By as many ways as there are human devices.


Com. Could you get one to go to France now?


O’Connor. Thousands, if necessary.


Com. How is that possible?


O’Connor. Unless you destroy every vestige of commerce, we can find no difficulty in sending to France. Not



a ship that sails, that contains an United Irishman, that does not contain a faithful messenger.


Com. Do you know any thing of the future plans of the French?


O’Connor. I do not; but I firmly believe they will never abandon their engagements with us.


Com. Were there many men of property in the Union?


O’Connor. Men of property usually consult their own personal interests, which is a great check to any generous or disinterested exertion of patriotism; such men seldom run great hazards in the public cause. If we had been content with a hollow support, we might have had abundance of them; however, there were many of considerable property, who upon principle were of the Union.


Com. Would you not have destroyed the Protestant Religion, and the Protestant Establishment?


O’Connor. The destruction of Religion is one thing, the destruction of Establishments another; the great and just principle upon which the Union is formed is the most perfect freedom for all religions alike. We are of opinion that the present monstrous Protestant Establishment in Ireland is a grievous burthen on Presbyterians, Catholics, Quakers, Protestants, in short, on all the people of Ireland—highly unjust to those who are not of the Protestant religion, and highly injurious to the Protestant religion itself; for we are convinced it would work a very desirable change in the Protestant Clergy of Ireland, if they were made to owe their maintenance to a faithful discharge of their functions, instead of obtaining it by a base and disgraceful cringing



patrons; and that if there was no other objection to tythes than their being an endless source of discord between a Christian Ministry and the People, they ought to be abolished.


Com. How did you mean to pay the half million you wished to borrow from France or Spain?


O’Connor. When the present Government can borrow millions on millions, we could have had no difficulty in paying half a million. If millions can be had out of Irish industry, by a Government which has sacrificed every means of acquiring wealth, we have no doubt a Government that restores those rights could easily find means to discharge any debts we should contract in the contest.


Com. Do you imagine Ireland could exist as an independent nation?


O’Connor. I have not a doubt of it. We have five millions of a brave hardy people, and if we had the government in our hands but for a short time, to organize and to arm them, we could defy the whole world. Once possessed of a country, they would fight for it; and it is one of the strongest countries in Europe by nature. It must have a tactic peculiar to itself, and the people of Ireland must execute that tactic.


Com. Could not Great Britain destroy your trade with her navy?


O’Connor. I doubt if the rest of the world would allow her to shut them out from so good a market. If we were once free, I doubt she could effect it. I doubt she could have power, after the separation of Ireland, to act so injurious a part; but as Ireland has no foreign dominion, and



I trust never will, if her whole foreign trade was carried on by foreign ships, it is of little matter. The old notion that a carrying trade is the most beneficial, is nonsense; the home trade should be the great national object, and that would be most flourishing. There is no convenience nor a comfort of life that we could not find in our island; and the temporary inconvenience and loss we should feel by being obliged for a long time to supply ourselves, would be compensated in a great measure, by the number of hidden resources we should discover.



ARTHUR O’CONNOR.








DR. M‘NEVIN’s EXAMINATION.


The Examination of William James M‘Nevin, before the Secret Committee of the House of Lords, August 7, 1798.




I took the following minute of my examinations before the Secret Committee of the Lords and Commons, being then convinced that they would not publish the entire of my answers, and that I should possibly find it necessary, in vindication of truth, to publish them myself. The garbled, disingenuous report of these Committees has appeared, and I had then an opportunity of complaining to the Lord Chancellor of the unfairness with which my examinations are set forth in the appendix to it. He did not deny the fact, but declared very roundly, I must not expect they would publish more of them than would answer their purpose.—This, to be sure, was candid, and I will not conceal one of the very few merits I can allow his Lordship.


The Lord Chancellor had before him extracts from the Memoire, which we sent to Lord Castlereagh, on the 4th of August, in fulfillment of our agreement with Government. They related to the facts detailed in our paper



concerning the history and progress of the Union, detached from an account of the motives and abuses which were stated by us to have given rise to the resolutions we adopted. The examination was altogether conducted in a manner to obtain for such parts of the Memoire, a certain authenticity for publication, without publishing the Memoire itself. He went into a minute examination of the civil and military organization, and the various communications with France. When he came to that part which mentions another Memoire given to the French Minister at Hamburgh, he turned to an extract of a copy of it, which he had before him upon some subsequent occasion. He said that no copy of the entire was ever sent from England, and in this I can readily believe him.—He asked how that Memoire happened to be given to the French Minister; I answered that the Irish Agent applied to the French Minister for a passport to go into France, which the Minister made some difficulty in granting, but called for a Memoire, and offered to transmit it to his Government. The Memoire was accordingly written, and soon after the person got a passport. This tedious examination took up several hours.


Lord Chancellor. Pray, Dr. M‘Nevin, what number of troops did the Irish Directory require from the French Government for the invasion of Ireland?


M‘Nevin. The minimum force was 5,000 men, the maximum 10,000; with that number, and a large quantity of arms and ammunition, we knew that an Irish army could be formed and disciplined; this, aided by the universal wish of the people to shake off the yoke, we had no doubt would succeed; and we were always solicitous that no foreign force should be able to dictate in our country: Liberty and National Independence being our object, we never meant to engage in a struggle for a change of masters.




Lord Chancellor. Was not your object a separation from England?


M‘Nevin. It certainly became our object, when we were convinced that Liberty was not otherwise attainable; our reasons for this determination are given in the Memoire; it is a measure we were forced into, in as much as I am now, and always have been of opinion, that if we were an independent Republic, and Britain ceased to be formidable to us, our interest would require an intimate connection with her.


Lord Chancellor. Such as subsists between England and America?


M‘Nevin. Something like it, my Lord.


Archbishop of Cashel. In plain English, that Ireland should stand on her own bottom, and trade with every other country, just according as she found it would be her interest?


M‘Nevin. Precisely, my Lord; I have not, I own, any idea of sacrificing the interests of Ireland to those of any other country; nor why we should not, in that, as in every other respect, be as free as the English themselves.


Archbishop of Cashel. Ireland could not support herself alone.


M‘Nevin. In my opinion she could; and if once her own mistress., would be invincible against England and France together; but this, my Lord, is a combination never to be expected. If necessary, I could bring as many proofs in support of this opinion as a thing admits of, which may be only supported or opposed by probabilities.




Lord Kilwarden. Had the North any intention of rising in rebellion in the summer of 1797?


M‘Nevin. It had an intention of rising in arms after General Lake’s proclamation.


Lord Kilwarden. What prevented it?


M‘Nevin. The people of the North were made acquainted with assurances received about this time from France, that the expected succours would be shortly sent to us; and it was represented to them, that we would be giving the English a great advantage by beginning before they arrived. For this, as well as other reasons, I was always averse to our beginning by ourselves.


Lord Kilwarden. Then if you thought you would have succeeded you would have begun?


M‘Nevin. Most probably we should; at the same time I am bound to declare, that it was our wish to act with French aid, because that would tend to make the revolution less bloody, by determining many to join in it early, who while the balance of success was doubtful, would either retain an injurious neutrality, or even perhaps oppose it.


Lord Kilwarden. The Union held out to the poor an assurance that their condition would be ameliorated; how was this to be accomplished?


M‘Nevin. In the first place, by an abolition of tythes; and in the next, by establishing such an order of things as would give more free scope to their industry, and secure to them a better recompence for it.


Archbishop of Cashel. You know varyvery well if tythes



were abolished the landlords would raise the rents, and the tenants would not be benefited.


M‘Nevin. I know, my Lord, that during the period of the lease, at least, there would be no such rise, but that now, year after year, there is not a single improvement made by the tenant, without the Parson’s getting a proportion of the profits; it is a tax which encreases in proportion with the tenants’ industry, and encroaches on his capital, in order to form an income for a man, to whom he is not indebted for any service, and in general there is the loss of the full tenth between the Incumbent and his Proctor.


Archbishop of Cashel. Can you account for the massacres committed upon the Protestants by the Papists in the county of Wexford?


M‘Nevin. My Lord, I am far from being the apologist of massacres, however provoked; but if I am rightly informed as to the conduct of the Magistrates of that county, the massacres you allude to were acts of retaliation upon enemies, much more than fanaticism: moreover, my Lord, it has been the misfortune of this country, scarcely ever to have known the English natives or settlers, otherwise than enemies, and in his language the Irish peasant has but one name for Protestant and Englishman, and confounds them; he calls both by the name of Sasanagh; his conversation, therefore is less against a religionist than against a foe; his prejudice is the effect of the ignorance he is kept in, and the treatment he receives. How can we be surprized at it, when so much pains are taken to brutalize him?


Lord Chancellor. I agree with Dr. M‘Nevin; the Irish peasant considers the two words as synonimous; he calls Protestant and Englishman, indifferently, Sasanagh.




Lord Kilwarden. I suppose the religious establishment would be abolished with the tythes?


M‘Nevin. I suppose it would.


Lord Kilwarden. Would you not set up another?


M‘Nevin. No, indeed.


Lord Kilwarden. Not the Roman Catholic?


M‘NEVIN, I would no more consent to that than I would to the establishment of Mahometanism.


Lord Kilwarden. What would you do then?


M‘Nevin. That which they do in America; let each man profess the religion of his conscience, and pay his own pastor.


Lord Chancellor. Do you think the mass of the people in the provinces of Leinster, Munster, and Connaught care the value of this pen, or the drop of ink it contains, for Parliamentary Reform or Catholic Emancipation?


M‘Nevin. I am sure they do not, if by the mass of the people your Lordship means the common illiterate people; they do not understand it. What they very well understand is, that it would be a very great advantage to them to be relieved from the payment of tythes, and not to be fleeced by their landlords; but there is not a man who can read a newspaper, who has not considered the question of Reform; and was not once at least attached to that measure; the people of the least education understand it; and why the



common people, whose opinion on every other occasion is so little valued, should be made the criterion of public opinion, I do not know.


Lord Chancellor. I dare say they all understand it, better than I do?


M‘Nevin. As to Catholic Emancipation, the importance of that question has passed away long since; it really is not worth a moment’s thought at the present period.


Lord Dillon. Has the Union extended much into Connaught?


M‘Nevin. It has, very considerably.


Lord Dillon. I did not think so. What is the extent of the organization?


M‘Nevin. Less, perhaps, than in other places; it got later into Connaught, but very great numbers have taken the test. From the misery of the poor people, and the oppressiveness of landlords in many parts of that province, we have no doubt but if the French ever land in force there, they will be joined by thousands, probably by the whole of its population.


Archbishop of Cashel. If the French had made peace at Lisle, as you say they were willing to do, they would have left you in the lurch; and may they not do so again?


M‘Nevin. The French Government declared, that it would not deceive the Irish; and that it must make peace if England offered such terms as France had a right to expect; but that if the insincerity of the Cabinet of St. James’s should



frustrate the negociation, the Irish should never be abandoned; and I now consider the Directory as bound by every tie of honour never to make peace until we are an independent nation.


Archbishop of Cashel. What security have you that the French would not keep this country as a conquest?


M‘Nevin. Their interest and our power: if they attempted any such thing, they must know that England would not fail to take advantage of it; that she would then begin to get a sense of justice towards Ireland, and make us any offer short of separation, as she did America, when by a like assistance America was enabled to shake off her yoke; moreover it is not possible for the French to send any force into this country, which would not be at the mercy of its inhabitants; but the example which was held out to them, and to which they promised to conform., was that of Rochambeau in America.


A Member of the Com. To what number do you think the United Irishmen amounted all over the kingdom?


M‘Nevin. Those who have taken the test do not, I am convinced, fall short of 500,000, without reckoning women anand old men,. The number regularly organized, is not less than 300,000; and I have no doubt all these will be ready to fight for the liberties of Ireland, when they get a fair opportunity.


Lord Chancellor. We shall not trouble you with any more questions.



WILLIAM JAMES M‘NEVIN








DR. M‘NEVIN’S EXAMINATION.


The Examination of William James M‘Nevin, before the Secret Committee of the House of Commons, August the 8th, 1798.




Lord Castlereagh. Dr. M‘Nevin, the Lords have sent us the minutes of your examination before them, and we only wish to trouble you with some questions relative to the interior state of the country.


Speaker. Pray, Sir, what do yonyou think occasioned the insurrection?


M‘Nevin. The insurrection was occasioned by the house‐burnings, the whipping to extort confessions, the torture of various kinds, the free quarters, and the murders committed upon the people by the magistrates and the army.


Speaker. This only took place since the insurrection.


M‘Nevin. It is more than twelve months [(looking at Mr. Corry) since these horrors were perpetrated by the Antient Britons about Newry; and long before the insurrection



they were quite common through the counties of Kildare and Carlow, and began to be practiced with very great activity in the conntiescounties of Wicklow and Wexford.


Corry and Latouche. Yes, a few houses were burned.


M‘Nevin. Gentlemen, there were a great deal more than a few houses burned.


Speaker. Would not the organization have gone on, and the Union become stronger, but that the insurrection was brought forward too soon?


M‘Nevin. The organization would have proceeded, and the Union have acquired that strength which arises from order; organization would at the same time have given a controul over the people, capable of restraining their excesses; and you see scarcely any have been committed in those counties where it was well established.


Lord Castlereagh. You acknowledge the Union would have become stronger, but for the means taken to make it explode?


M‘Nevin. It would every day have become more perfect, but I do not see any thing in what has happened to deter the people from persevering in the Union and its objects; on the contrary, if I am rightly informed, the trial of force must tend to give the people confidence in their own power, as I understand it is now admitted, that if the insurrection was general, and well conducted, it would have been successful.




Sir J. Parnel. Do you know the population of Wexford county?


M‘Nevin. Not exactly; but people agree, that if the insurrection of a few counties n Leinster, unskilfully as it was directed, was so near overthrowing the Government, a general rising would have freed Ireland.


Lord Castlereagh. Were not the different measures of the Government, which are complained of, subsequent to various proceedings of the United Irishmen?


M‘Nevin. Prior, my Lord, to most of them; if your Lordship desires it, I will prove by comparison of dates, that Government throughout has been the aggressor.—(His Lordship was not curious.)


Speaker (looking at the minutes from the Lords): You say that you wished to keep back the insurrection; how do you reconcile that with the general plan of arming?


M‘Nevin. From the time we had given up Reform as hopeless, and determined to receive the French, we adopted a military organization, and prepared to be in a condition to co‐operate with them; but it was always our wish to wait, if possible, for their arrival. We wished to see liberty established in our country with the least possible expence of private happiness, and in such a way that no honest man of either party should have cause to regret it. We had before our eyes the revolution of 1688, in which a popular General, with only a small army, gave the friends of liberty an opportunity of declaring themselves; accordingly, upon that celebrated occasion, the junction of the people of England with King William was so extensive, that war and its concomitant evils, were entirely precluded. I know the case would be the same here if there was a French landing.




Mr. Alexander. Altho’ talents and education are to be found in the Union, yet there is no comparison in point of property between those who invited the French, and those who brought in King William.


M‘Nevin. Pardon me, Sir, I know very many who possess probably much larger properties than did Lord Danby, who signed the invitation to the Prince of Orange, or than did Lord Somers, who was the great champion of the revolution. The property in the Union is immense; but persons in a situation to be more easily watched were not required to render themselves particularly conspicuous.


Speaker. But in case of a revolution, would not many persons be banished or destroyed, and their properties forfeited—for instance, the Gentlemen here?


M‘Nevin. We never had a doubt but in such an event many of those who profess to be the warmest friends of the British connexion, would very quickly join us, and the readiness with which we have seen them support different other Administrations, led us to suppose they might possibly do us the honour of supporting our own. I am confident Sir, that in case of revolution, the United Irishmen would behave better to their enemies, than their enemies do to them.


Speaker. Was not the Olive Branch, and the arms she had on board, destined for this country?


M‘Nevin. I never heard they were; arms have been frequently offered, but we always refuse to accept them, without troops; for we knew that insurrection would be the immediate consequence of a landing orof arms, and we constantly declaired to the French Government, that we



never meant to make our country a La Vendee, or the seat of Chouan.


Speaker. Do you think Catholic Emancipation or Parliamentary Reform are objects of any importance with the common people?


M‘Nevin. Catholic Emancipation, as it is called, the people do not care about; I am sure they ought not now; they know, I believe, very generally, that it would be attended with no other effect than to admit into the House of Peers a few individuals who profess the Catholic religion, and enable some others to speculate on seats in the House of Commons. No man is so ignorant as to think this would be a national benefit. When Lord Fitzwilliam was here I considered the measure a good one, as it would have removed the pretexts of those feuds and animosities which have desolated Ireland for two centuries, and have been lately so unhappily exacerbated; but now that those evils have occurred, which the stay of that Nobleman would have prevented, they are not little measures which can remedy the grievances of this country.


[Speaker, looking over at somebody. See that.]


Speaker. But are you not satisfied that Reform would go as little way to content the people as Catholic Emancipation?


M‘Nevin. Sir, I can best answer that question by declaring what the sentiments of the United Irishmen were at different periods. When Mr. Ponsonby brought in his first bill of Reform, I remember having conversed with some of the most confidential men in the North on that subject, and they declared to me, they would think the country happy, and likely to think itself so, by getting that bill. When he
​


brought in his last bill, I am sure the country at large would have been satisfied with the same.


Lord Castlereagh. They would have been satisfied to effect a Revolution through a Reform?


M‘Nevin. If a change of system be one way or other inevitable, of which I have no doubt, and which you yourselves cannot but think highly probable, who can be so much interested in its occurring peaceably as you are; in any tranquil change you will return your properties, and the immense influence which attaches to property; in such a situation you would necessarily have a considerable share in the management of affairs; and I cannot conceive how a revolution, effected in such a manner, would much confound the order of society, or give any considerable shock to private happiness.


Speaker. Don’t you think the people would be dissatisfied with any Reformed Parliament which would not abolish the Church Establishment and Tythes?


M‘Nevin. I have no idea of a Reformed Parliament that would not act according to the interest and known wishes of the people. I am clear that Tythes ought to be suppressed, and have no doubt the Church Establishment would follow.


A Member. Would you not set up another?


M‘Nevin. Most certainly not; I consider all Church Establishments as injurious to Liberty and Religion.


Mr. J. C. Beresford. Will you tell me what you understand by a free House of Commons?




M‘Nevin. One which should be annually and freely returned by the people, and in which their interests, for the most part, should direct their decisions.


Mr. J. C. Beresford. What do you think of Pot‐walloping Boroughs—they afford a specimen of universal suffrage?


M‘Nevin. I know some adversaries of Reform who have less reason to be displeased with them than I have, but they are a proof how useless would be any partial Reform, and that a thing may be noxious in a detached state, which would form a valuable part of a good system.


A Member. It seems we are reduced to the unfortunate situation of not being able to content the people without a Reform, which would overthrow the Church Establishment, and break the connexion with England?


M‘Nevin. If you be in that situation, give me leave to tell you, it was brought on by the perseverance with which every species of Reform has always been refused, and the contumely manifested towards those who who petitioned for it.—Discussion was provoked by this treatment, and resentment excited; the consequences of which are now, that the people would probably exercise to its full extent whatever privilege they acquired, though if timely granted, they would stop far short of the length to which it might be carried; this is the nature of man; but, Sir, I see no necessary connexion between the fall of the Establishment and a separation from England.


Speaker. Sure, if the head of the Church was removed the connexion would be broken?




M‘Nevin. It might be preserved through the King, if the Irish thought proper to retain it. As the Parliament now exists, with two thirds of it (if I may be allowed to speak frankly) the property of individuals in the pay of the British Cabinet, the connexion is indeed injurious to Ireland, and it is rendered so by the Parliament; but if we had a free Parliament, there might be a federal connexion advantageous to both countries.


Sir J. Parnel. Under that federal connexion Ireland would not go to war when England pleased?


M‘Nevin. I hope not. Were the connexion of this nature, it would probably have preserved England from the present war, and rendered her the same kind of service which might be expected from a free House of Commons if she had one.


A Member. What has hitherto prevented the French from invading this country?


M‘Nevin. Nothing, I am sure, but inability; this, however, will not always last; and I have not the least doubt but when it passes off, they will invade it, unless by a change of system you content the nation, and arm it against them; it will then defend itself, as it did before by its Volunteers.


Speaker. What system?


M‘Nevin. A system of coercion, and a system of injustice, to be replaced by a system of freedom.


Sir J. Parnel. Would you not be disposed, as well as other Gentlemen, who may have influence with the people, to exert it, in order to induce them to give up their arms, without the intervention of force?




M‘Nevin. I cannot answer that question, unless I am told what equivalent is meant to be given them for such a surrender.


Sir J. Parnel. Pardon.


M‘Nevin. They never considered it a crime to have arms, nor do I; on the contrary, they have been taught, and know it is a right of theirs to possess them. If any attempt is made to take from them their arms, they will mistrust the motives, and think, not without reason, that it is intended by such conduct to leave them naked, at the mercy of their enemies.


Sir J. Parnel. Pikes are horrible weapons, and I don’t know but a law might be passed against them.


M‘Nevin. I am sure I have seen as strange laws passed without any difficulty, but one might equally as well be made against Muskets and Bayonets.


Sir J. Parnel. But Pikes are not in the contemplation of the law which gives the subject the right of possessing arms.


M‘Nevin. I believe, Sir John, the law which declares that right to belong to every freeman, was partly obtained by the Pike.


Speaker. It was Magna Charta.


Lord Castlereagh. What is likely to be the effect of the insurrection that has been just put down?


M‘Nevin. It will teach the people that caution which some of their friends less successfully endeavoured to inculcate;



and I am afraid it will make them retaliate with a dreadful revenge the cruelties they suffered, whenever they have an opportunity.


Lord Castlereagh. Will they, do you think, rise again?


M‘Nevin. Not, I believe, till the French come; but then most assuredly, whenever they can join them.


Speaker. Will the people consider themselves bound hereafter by the oaths of the Union?


M‘Nevin. I suppose they will.


Speaker. Would you?


M‘Nevin. I who am going to become an emigrant from my country am dispensed from answering that question; yet I acknowledge, were I to stay, I would think myself bound by them; nor can I discover any thing in what has passed to make it less my duty.


Speaker. Aye, you consider a Republican Government more economical?


M‘Nevin. Corruption is not necessary to it.


Speaker. How did you mean to pay the loan from Spain; I suppose from our forfeited estates?


M‘Nevin. Rather, Sir, from your places and pensions. If I only take the pension list at 100,000l. (it has been



considerably higher, and I believe it is so still) that alone would be sufficient to pay the interest of four times the half million we meant to borrow. I need not tell you that money can be got, when the interest can be regularly paid. We conceive also there are several places with large salaries, for which the present possessors do no other service than giving votes in Parliament; another considerable fund would, we imagine, be found by giving these sums a different application.


Speaker. Do you remember Mr. Grattan’s motion about Tythes—was not that a short cut towards putting down the Established Church?


M‘Nevin. If the stability of the Established Church depends on the payment of Tythes, the Church stands on a weaker foundation than in civility I would have said of it, but sure I am, Sir, that if Tythes had been commuted according to Mr. Grattan’s plan, a very powerful engine would have been taken out of our hands.


A Member. Is not the Union much indebted to the Roman Catholic Clergy?


M‘Nevin. The principle of burying all religious differences in oblivion was warmly embraced by the Catholic Clergy; some of them became more active members of the Union, and I make no doubt but they are in general well affected to the liberties of their country.


Speaker. Have not the Priests a great influence over the people?




M‘Nevin. When they espouse the interests of the people, they are readily obeyed by them, from the reliance that is placed on their better sense and education; when they oppose these interests, they are certainly found to have neither authority or influence; of this I can give you two important examples. At the time the Catholic Committee was opposed by the sixty‐eight, together with Lord Kenmare and his marksmen, a Priest, between Kilbeggan and Moate, who endeavoured to seduce his flock to support the slavish principles of that party, was well nigh hanged by his own parishioners, for what they deemed treachery to their interests. The other, a Priest in the North, who thought fit to preach against the Union: the flock immediately left the Chapel, and sent him word they would for that Sunday go to the Meeting‐house; and that if he did not desist from such politics in future, they would come near him no more, Of such a nature, Gentlemen, is the influence of the Catholic Clergy.


Speaker. Are the Bishops much looked up to?


M‘Nevin. They are not, as far as I can learn, so well beloved, or so much confided in by the people as the inferior Clergy.


Speaker. Can you assign any reason for that?


M‘Nevin. I am inclined to believe it is because they are seen so much about the Castle, and because some acts coming from that body, have manifested an over extraordinary compliance for the supposed wishes of Government.


Speaker. Did you see Dr. Hussey’s letter—what do you think of that?




M‘Nevin. I have seen it, and disapprove of it. As one name and paper is mentioned, I cannot help saying, that I have seen another letter, with the name of Doctor Moylan, which contained a remarkable falsehood in favour of Administration; but as this was only a pious fraud perhaps, I could never hear that they complained of it.


Lord Castlereagh. We will detain you no longer.



WILLIAM JAMES M‘NEVIN.








MR. EMMETT’s EXAMINATION.


The Examination of Thomas Addis Emmett, before the Secret Committee of the House of Commons, August 14, 1798.




Lord Castlereagh mentioned that the minutes of my examination before the Lords had been transmitted to them, and that they only wanted to ask me a few questions in explanation of those minutes. The general turn of the examination was therefore the same as that before the Upper House; but I could observe much more manifestly this time than before, a design, out of my answers, to draw the conclusion, that nothing would content the people but such changes as would be a departure from what they chose to call the English Constitution, and the English system; and therefore I presume they meant to infer, that the popular claims must be resisted at all hazards. The Speaker seemed to me to take the lead in conducting the investigation of this point.


Lord Castlereagh. Mr. Emmett, you said in your examination before the Lords, that the French had not made known the place where they intended landing; how



then will you explain an address which we have here, stating, that the French were shortly expected in Bantry Bay?


Emmett. My Lord, I know nothing at present of that address, but I suppose on farther enquiry it will be found to be some mistake, as I am positive they never mentioned Bantry Bay in any communication; I knew on the contrary, Galway Bay was looked on as the probable place of their landing.


N. B. I find upon enquiry that address is without a date, and was written after the French bad disappeared from Bantry Bay, and were generally expected to return.


Mr. Alexander. I have here some resolutions (which he read, and which, among other things, spoke of the extent of the confiscations that would be made in the event if a revolution, and how they should be applied), do you know any thing of them?


Emmett. I have a recollection of having read them before; and if that recollection be right, they are resolutions that have been passed by an individual society at Belfast, and were seized at the arrests of Barrett, Burnside, and others.


Mr. Alexander. They are the same.


Emmett. Then I hope the Committee will draw no inference from them, as to the views of the Executive or of the whole body. You know the North well, and that every man there turns his mind more or less on speculative politics; but certainly the opinion of a few of the least inormedinformed among them eannotcannot be considered as influencing the whole.




Mr. J. C. Beresford. Aye, but would you be able to make such people give up their own opinion to follow yours?


Emmett. I am convinced we should; because I know we have done it before, on points where their opinions and wishes were very strong.


Mr. Alexander. How did you hope to hold the people in order and good conduct when the reins of government were loosened?


Emmett. By other equally powerful reins. It was for this purpose I considered the promoting of organization to be a moral duty. Having no doubt that a revolution would and will take place, unless prevented by removing the national grievances, I saw in the organization the only way of preventing its being such as would give the nation lasting causes of grief and shame. Whether there be organization or not, the revolution will take place; but if the people be classed and arranged for the purpose, the controul which heads of their own appointment will have over them, by means of the different degrees of representation, and organs of communication, will, I hope, prevent them from committing those acts of outrage and cruelty which may be expected from a justly irritated, but ignorant and uncontrouled populace.


Mr. Alexander. But do you think there were in the Union such organs of communication as had an influence over the lower orders, and were at the same time fit to communicate and do business with persons of a better condition?


Emmett. I am sure there were multitudes extremely shrewd and sensible men, whose habits of living were with



the lower orders, but who were perfectly well qualified for doing business with persons of any condition.


Speaker. You say the number of United Irishmen is five hundred thousand—do you look upon them all as fighting men?


Emmett. There are undoubtedly some old men and some young lads among them; but I am sure I speak within bounds when I say the number of fighting men in the Union cannot be less than three hundred thousand.


Speaker. I understand, according to you, the views of the United Irish went to a Republic and Separation from England; but that they would probably have compounded for a Reform in Parliament. Am I not right, however, to understand that the object next their hearts was a Separation and a Republic?


Emmett. Pardon me, the object next their hearts was a redress of their grievances; two modes of accomplishing that object presented themselves to their view; one was a Reform by peaceable means; the other was a Revolution and Republic. I have no doubt that if they could flatter themselves that the object next their hearts would be accomplished peaceably, by a Reform, they would prefer it indefinitely to a Revolution and Republic, which must be more bloody in their operation; but I am also convinced, when they saw they could not accomplish the object next their hearts, a redress of their grievances, by a Reform, they determined in despair to procure it by a Revolution, which I am persuaded is inevitable, unless a Reform be granted.


Speaker. You say that a Revolution is inevitable, unless a Reform be granted: what would be the consequence of



such a Reform in redressing what you call the grievances of the people?


Emmett. In the first place, I look to the abolition of Tythes. I think such a reformed Legislature would also produce an amelioration of the state of the poor, aud a diminution of the rents of lands, would establish a system of national education, and would regulate the commercial intercourse between Great Britain and Ireland, on the footing of perfect equality, and correct the bloody nature of your criminal code.


Speaker. You speak of the abolition of Tythes; do you include in that the destruction of the Establishment?


Emmett. I have myself no doubt of the Establishment’s being injurious, and I look to its destruction, but I cannot undertake to say how far the whole of that measure is contemplated by the body of the people, because I have frequently heard an acreable tax proposed as a substitute, which necessarily supposes the preservation of the Establishment.


Speaker. Don’t you think the Catholics peculiarly object to Tythes?


Emmett. They certainly have the best reason to complain, but I rather think they object as tenants more than as Catholics, and in common with the rest of the tenantry of the kingdom; and if any other way of paying even a Protestant Establishment, which did not bear so sensibly on their industry were to take place, I believe it would go a great way to content them; though I confess it would not content me; but 1 must add, that I would (and I am sure so would many others who think of Establishments like me) consent to give the present Incumbents equivalent pensions.




Lord Castlereagh. Don’t you think the Catholics look to the accomplishing the destruction of the Establishment?


Emmett. From the declaration they made in 1792, or 1793, I am sure they did not then; I cannot say how far their opinions may have altered since, but from many among them proposing a substitute for Tythes, I am led to believe they are not yet gone so far.


Lord Castlereagh. But don’t you think they will look to its destruction?


Emmett. I cannot pay so bad a compliment to the reasons which have convinced myself, as not to suppose they will convince others. As the human minds grows philosophic, it will, I think, wish for the destruction of all religious establishments, and therefore, in proportion as the Catholic mind becomes philosophic, it will of course entertain the same wishes—but I consider that as the result of its philosophy, and not of its religion.


Lord Castlereagh. Don’t you think the Catholics would wish to set up a Catholic Establishment, in lieu of the Protestant one?


Emmett. Indeed I don’t; even at the present day; perhaps some old Priests, who have long groaned under the penal laws, might wish for a retribution to themselves, but I don’t think the young Priests would wish for it, and I am convinced the Laity would not submit to it, and that the objections to it will be every day gaining strength.


Speaker. You also mention that a Reform would diminish the rents of lands; how do you think that would be done?




Emmett. I am convinced rack rents can only take place in a country otherwise essentially oppressed; if the value of the people was raised in the state, their importance would induce the Landlords to consult their interests, and therefore to better their condition. Thus I think it would take place, even without any law bearing upon the matter.


Mr. Alexander. Mr. Emmett, you have gone circuit for many years; now have you not observed that the condition of the people has been gradually bettering?


Emmett. Admitting that the face of the country has assumed a better appearance; if you attribute it to the operation of any laws you have passed, I must only declare my opinion, it is post hoc sed non est hac. As far as the situation of the lower orders may have been bettered in Ireland, it results from the encreased knowledge, commerce, and intercourse of the different states of Europe with one another, and is enjoyed in this country only in common with the rest of civilized Europe and America. I believe the lower orders in all those countries have been improved in their condition within these twenty years, but I doubt whether the Poor of this Kingdom have been bettered in a greater proportion than the poor in the despotic States of Germany.


Speaker. You mention an improved system of national education; are there not as many Schools in Ireland as in England?


Emmett. I believe there are, and that there is in proportion as great a fund in Ireland as in England, if it were fairly applied; but there is this great difference, the Schools are Protestant schools, which answer very well in England, but do little good among the Catholic peasantry of Ireland.—Another thing to be considered is, that stronger measures



are immediately necessary for educating the Irish people than are necessary in England: in the latter country no steps were taken to counteract the progress of knowledge; it had fair play, and was gradually advancing; but in Ireland you have brutalized the vulgar mind, by long continued operation of the Popery laws, which, though they are repealed, have left an effect that will not cease these fifty years. It is incumbent then on you to counteract that effect by measures which are not equally necessary in England.


Speaker. You mentioned the criminal code; in what does that differ from the English?


Emmett. It seems to me, that it would be more adviseable, in reviewing our criminal law, to compare the crime with the punishment, than the Irish code with the English; there is, however, one difference that occurs to me on the instant, administering unlawful oaths is in Ireland punished with death.


Lord Castlereagh. That is a law connected with the security of the state.


Emmett. If it is intended to keep up the ferment of the public mind, such laws may be necessary; but if it be intended to allay that ferment, they are perfectly useless.


Speaker. Would putting the commercial intercourse on the footing of equality satisfy the people?


Emmett. I think that equality of situations would go nearer satisfying the people than any of the other equalities that have been alluded to.


Speaker. Then your opinion is that we cannot avoid a Revolution, unless we abandon the English constitution,



and the English system in our establishment, education, and criminal laws?


Emmett. I have already touched on the latter subjects; as to the English constitution, I cannot conceive how a Reform in Parliament can be said to destroy that.


Speaker. Why, in what does the representation differ in Ireland from that in England; are there not in England close boroughs, and is not the right of suffrage there confined to 40s. freeholders?


Emmett. If I were an Englishman I should be discontented, and therefore cannot suppose that putting Ireland on a footing with England would content the people of this country; if, however, you have a mind to try a partial experiment, for the success of which I would not answer, you must consider how many are the close boroughs and large towns which contribute to the appointment of 558, and diminish in the same proportion the number of the close boroughs and towns which contribute to the appointment of our 300; even that would be a gain to Ireland; but that there should be no mistake, or confusion of terms, let us drop the equivocal words English constitution, and then I answer, I would not be understood to say, that the Government, of King, Lords and Commons, would be destroyed by a Reform of the Lower House.


Lord Castlereagh. And don’t you think that such a House could not co‐exist with the Government of King and Lords?


Emmett. If it would not, my Lord, the eulogies that have been passed on the British Constitution are very much misplaced; but I think they could all exist together, if the King and Lords meant fairly by the People; if they should



persist in designs hostile to the people, I do believe they would be overthrown.


[It was then intimated, that they had got into a theoretical discussion, and that what they wished to enquire into was facts.]


Sir J. Parnel. Mr. Emmett, while you and the Executive were philosophizing, Lord Edward Fitzgerald was arming and disciplining the people?


Emmett. Lord Edward was a military man, and if he was doing so, he probably thought that was the way in which he could be most useful to his country; but I am sure, that if those with whom he acted were convinced that the grievances of the people were redressed, and that force was become unnecessary, he would have been persuaded to drop all arming and disciplining.


Mr. J. C. Beresford. I knew Lord Edward well, and always found him very obstinate.


Emmett. I knew Lord Edward right well, and have done a great deal of business with him, and have always found, when he had a reliance on the integrity and talents of the person he acted with, he was one of the most persuadable men alive, but if he thought a man meant dishonestly or unfairly by him, he was as obstinate as a mule.


[Many questions were then put to me relative to different papers and proceedings of the United Irish; among the rest., Jn. Sheares’s proclamation was mentioned with considerable severity. I took that opportunity of declaring, that neither the execution of John Sheares, or the obloquy that was endeavoured to be cast on his memory, should prevent my declaring



that I considered John Sheares a very honourable and humane man.]


Mr. French. Mr. Emmett, can you point out any way of inducing the people to give up their arms?


Emmett. Redressing their grievances, and no other.


Lord Castlereagh. Mr. Emmett, we are unwillingly obliged to close this examination by the sitting of the House.


Emmett. My Lord, if it be the wish of the Committee, I will attend it any other time.


Lord Castlereagh. If we want you, then we shall send for you.


After the regular examination was closed, I was asked by many of the Members whether there were many persons of property in the Union. I answered that there was immense property in it. They acknowledged there was great personal property in it, but wished to know was there much landed property; I answered there was. They asked me was it fee simple; to that I could give no answer. The Attorney General said there was in it many landlords who had large tracts of land, and felt their landlords to be great grievances. I admitted that to be the fact. They asked me had we provided any form of government. I told them we had a provisional government for the instant, which we retained in memory; but as to any permanent form of government, we thought that, and many other matters relating to the changes which would become necessary, were not proper objects for our discussion, but should be referred to a committee chosen by the people.


They did not ask me what the provisional government was.



THOMAS ADDIS EMMETT.



THE END.
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