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they have the naine of beilng Irish, and
that is enough to male the robbieiy de-
sirable.

WYhat Our ononies think they eild
ain by this proposed plunder is seioe-

what beyond eur powers te conccivo0.
DO tIIy fancy tliat they wili nmaini Ir-
land, by uttilatiig the Relesentation
that sits in their' alien Parliainclit ? DO
they imagine that they will wealkei
Ir'eland, by stopping this in1lux of lish-
men into the British Legislatii'e ?

They are ogregiously mistaken. Thieir
effort, ifsiiccesstul, w'ould result in iiin-
dering an outflow of strength, in stop-
ping a waste of' force, in giving back
sone lost men to I.relanîd.

The result weuld be good, but the in-
tention is evil, offensive, and ouitraging.
We have a rigit to regard it as a pul'
posed aet of political plinder, and to re-
sent it as a deliberate act of insultin,
tyranny.

By that Charter of Robbers-the so.
called Act of Uiion-it was stipulated
that Ireland should possess a fixed num-
ber of representativos in the conjoined
Parliarnents. Thiat was, in foimI, it aIl
events, a Treoaty betweeii the Logisla-
tires of the tivo N'ations. To eniacl it, it
was necessary that a majority of the
Irish representatives should give thei r
assent. lIts provisions cannlt be an-
nulled by a more ma*jority of English oi
Scotch cinbers-in other words, by a
meice inajority of' the British Parlia-
ment.

The contrary nay be asserted by the
British, and tley may even act uipon
the assertion. That, however, will only
put their conduct in conforinity with
tiheir' past, and pi'ove to demonstration
before the world that they prefer brute
force to justice.

This point lias' never beon properly
put:' it has always been systematically
ignored. Of cou·se w can make
alloNance for ignorance, and foi' the
weaikness of undeistandiiigs which are
imposed upon by words. But we can-
net conceiveof men omitting -te inark
and maintuin the 'ighîts of'their Country,
even that pool remiait vlich was laid
on the par'chment of the Union, that it
mighît not seeni altogether as black as
Erebus.

Our argument is this: Taking the
Act of Union for what it is worth, it is

a T'eaty betwcen two kingdons. TO
givo it validity it was necessary, 011 this
side, that a inajori ty of the Irish Re)rC-
SOnt ativs should assient to all its provi-
sions. Boiig a Treaty betwoon twO
Powers, its st ipuîlations cannot bo
aniniiliiated at the will of,0one of the1 high
Coit racti nîg parties. OthCrwise a tiCaty
would have noe incaniig, and be a farcc.
i Lence, if it wcoro required to annul : any
one ot its pIrovisiois, it would bO abso-
itely requisitc to ge the lissent of ai
imia jority oe the Iri lsh iR epr ese i i ta in011.

To assort tiec Cntirary is to imiaintain
that those statesenn who e ng:ged in
the wiork of d'awing up this professedly
solCmn Treaty, in preparing its stipula-
tioes, and in sanlctionilg its provisions,
were al] inbceiIcs and idiots. If' a 'Brit-
ish nmîajerity in the conjoined Parlia-
monts could upset cvery arrangenci) t,
anîy arralnemenct was fuitile. If they
iad so muchi as dreiiamed that it Could
bo thulghl t. that a British maity in
the cil ted Parlianents could, next day,
ainihilate overy agirceemient which thcy
had come to, aid destroy overy stipula-
tion they hiad inseritd, they woiid net
have takon the trouble to dr'aft so elab-
0i to ai documen t. All tha t woeuIld lha vo
been iequircd, on1 this theiory, would b
a short Act declaing that the Irish
ropresentation was hen ccfoith ainalga-
mated with that of Britain.

Therc are stipulations in the Act o
Union. Those woro made to bind
nehom ? The British Legislature. They
cannot, thereiore, ho annulled by the
British mombers.

The assent of a majority of the Irish
members is absolitely ired.
Whetiei they sit in Collego Gicen or in
Westminster, tley still forin the Irish
Representation. Their assent is as
miielh required to the annulment of the
stipulations of the Act as was that of
their poredeeossoris to the insertion of
these stipulations.

One of theso stipulations refer to the
number of Irisl menibers, and, fixing
the Representation, should b jealously
guarded by thcm. The prosent English
proposal to striko off a fif'th of tholr'ish
members, and so te mutilate the Irish
Rep'esentation, should be firmly mot,
and plainly deciared to be a proposal to
abrogate the Act of Union.

They should. not, we hold, conde-


