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PRE:&'ACE 

1l11am P1tt's Prime Ministership of Engl and covered 

a substantial portion of the period during which the 

En~lish and Irish Ca tholics endeavored to obtain the re­

moval of the rest r ictions lald upon them by the penal laws 

of the preceding centuries . tio one can read the 11 tel'S ture 

on this struggle for emancipation wi thout being aware of a 

disafitreement among historians in regard to the effective­

ness of Pitt's participation. The gauntlet of opinion ex­

tends from the consideration of the Prime Ministel: as one 

ot the chl.ef factors in the procuratlon of Catholic t;man­

clpa tion to the labeling of h1m 80S the betrayer of the 

cause . It 1s the purpose of this thesis to study the r~­

l ations between Pitt and the Catholics ot both countries 

and to d etermine a possible conclusion to the efficacy of 

the role played by Pit t . 

I wish to express my grat itude to my Superior, Mother 

• Corona , u.S.F. , tor the opportun1ty of pursuinJi: this 

studYe My ~eep9st appreciation goes to Reverend Clarene 

J . Ryan, S. J . , for his Rr aclous and wise direction. 
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CHAPTER ! 

The Status Of Catholics In England From Th 
Reformation To William Pitt's Administration 

The gener al English tradItion was integrally Catholic 

t the time of Henry VII I's breach with ·the Papacy. I t was 

i nevitable that the following half century should have been 

a period of f lux as t he SU.bsEq uent Tudor monarehs endeavored 

to retain the (foldtl religion or seoure the n~w. With Eliza­

beth ' s reign commenced a long series of enactments directed 

against Catholics, both prIest. and laity. This code of laws. 

even when its more brutal decrees were inopera tive, was an 

amazing system displaying a perverted ingenuity to procure 

the suppression of the Catholic religion. The proscriptions 

of tbis legislation made the Cathol ic politically an outlaw; 

cut off entirely from eivic lite by being deprIved of fran­

chI se and debarred from sI t ting in either house of Parliament. 

Socially it hopelessly hampered him. A Catholic was 1neli­

ible for office in the army or navYJ he was exol.uded from 

the professions of teacher, barrister, or doetor. He had 

to make his marrlaae legal by having it performed In t he 

presence of an Anglican minister. en he died the Anglican 

death serviee was read at his graVe. HIs right to property 

-was seriously threatened and he labored under heavy f!nan .. 

cla.l burdens . The Catholic was also religiously reprobate . 



Priests were liable to the grim penalties of high treason 

for saying Mass. It has bee.n estimated that one hundred A 

thirty priests and sixty lay persons suffered death in the 

reign of Elizabeth under these laws.: xeeutlons cO.ntinued 

under the Stuarts, the last martyrdom ocaurring at the Titus 

Oates Plot under Char les II. 

As the fierceness of 1"811g10u8 eontroversy died away, 

s Catholics numerically declined, as fear of a Stuart res ... 

toratlon diminished, a considerable section of public opin­

ion became opposed to the enactment of additional laws and 

to relentless tlnforeement of existlniit penal legislation. 

By the time the HEmovers had firmly established their dynasty 

the more sanguinary penal provislon$ had lapsed and otller 

stipulations were falling into abeyance. Furthermore, the 

Voltarian a tmosphere among the governing closses, the ster ... -

otyped but universal travel of the upper strata, the tradi­

tional popularity of Paris and the prestige of thee Frenoh 

Court at Versailles all tended to dispel aIl1 narrowly Prot­

esta.nt outlook. This materIal.latic,. seCUlarist attitude 

rendered religious t oleration ineVitable provided the toler ... 

etion did not interfere with the poa.ee of the country. 

Gradually Catholics became more active . Schools wore 

surreptlously opened; the Catholic religion \'1aS discree,tly 

practiced; Catholio publ ications circul ated without too much 

interference . 

Nevertheless , despite the fact that the knife and the 

~. 



rope were no longer l~inent dangers, CAtholics still had 

to exercise caution, f or it was just t he intermittent appl i ­

cation of the penal code that made constant dread of its en"" 

forc·ement an ever present terror. ~ven as late as the reign 

of George III the Ca.tholic s _ suffered prosecution. '1'0 clte 

one example from many, in his famous Bristol speech of 1780 

Edmund Burke refers to the recant attempt of a Pl~Qtestant 

entleman t o olaim the 1nheritanceof a Catholic f emale rel­

ative who had been bis benefaetress* 1~is woman woUld haY 

V!il1en stripped of her entire fortune had not Parliament by 

a special act prevented it. l 

1. Edmund Burke, t'iorkl, :n , 394. ------_ . . --~---- --.-- -~.----.-

The elel"~Y were in en even more precarious condition. 

Their very presence in t he country was illegal . Hence, i t 

was in the poorest surroundings and under the necessity of 

deliberate secrecy that Ii great deal ot their ministra.tion 

had to be conducted. One would, fOl" example, f ind llishop 

Challoner preaching to his flock in an inn or public house, 

Each member of the congregation would have h1s pipe and sit 

with a pot of beer before him to obviate all suspicion of 

t he r eal ehar 8ot-er of the guest and t he purpose ot the ass 

bly.2 These precautions were necessary as there Was alway 

2. Mi chael 'l'rappes ... Lol'Il.ax , Bi§hoR COO.1J.gner, 40 . Bishop 
Richard Chal lonor WaS the esteemed vicar apos t olic of 
the Londop Distr lct from 1741- 1781. 

3. 



danger from the spying of common infonners-... those despicable 

characters wbo VIera lured on by tbe prospec t of receiving ' 

the lucrative reward of one hundred p-Ounds granted to anyone 

who could obtain tbe convict ion of a pri es t exercising his 

sacerdotal functions . 

In 1765 in southern Bngland a group of these lnforcers 

did succeed in lnltlatin~ a series of prosoetulons tbat ,r,E!­

suIted 1n the suppression of various lAaS$ centers. Official 

records show that the peak of these vexat i ons was reached in 

1767 wben the mos t notorious of the informer." , certa1n 

William Payne , managed to obtain the oonviction of an lI'1sh 

priest, Jobn Baptiste loney, to perpetual imprisonment 

nror exercising the functions of a popish priest. " . fter 

four years th1.s sentence was cOl1U.II.uted to. perpetual banlsh­

ment . 3 

3. Based on extracts f rom the un~ve~SBl MJaUYm quoted in 
Michael 1'rappes-Lom~"{ t ,1W., 19 -19'1 . 

Just bow many of the clergy were arraigned at this t ime 
\ 

it is not possible to estimate exactly. The CaseS must have 

been considerable for when Charles Butl er made inquir1es in 

1780 respecting the execution of the pena,l laws against tbe 

Catbolics, he found t hat the single of rice of Dyne1y and Asb­

mall , Attorneys-at .. law in Gray's Inn,. bad defended more than 

t wenty priests under sucb persecution. To t heir honor the 

lawyers had defended them gratuitously. 4 

4. 



4 . IIi .storieal ltemglr§. of RngJ.l§h. Sqo~:tlgh,and Irish Cath­
ill£§., III, lh . Subsequently referred to as lUst . Mem •. 

Althou~h to some degree a manifestation of popular nnti­

Catholic feeling, these prosecutions were undertaken without 

the appr-oval of the government . Subsequent acquittals of 

indicted priests yrere due to the Lord Chief Justice, Lord 

nstield, who held that it was necessary to prove ~he fact 

of ordlnation before such a prosecution could succeea . BA­

cause of his benevolent efforts Mansfield's house Was pil­

laged and his own llfe enda.ngered two years later during the 

Gordon Riots. 

In addit10n to being subjected to a "war of nerves" due 

to the sporadic enforcement of the harsh penal laws , Catholics 

sufferend from social ostracism which tended to diminIsh 

their numbers as much as any acttva persecution had ever 

done . Joseph Berington t s deseript ion of the state of Cath­

olics i n England 1n 1780 i s generally accepted as an accu­

rate account of their numbers and distribution. He reported 

the numher of prIests as t hree hundred sixty and estimated 

the total Catholic strength at sixty thousand. LlElX t to Lon-

5. 

don, 

Tbe state aDd Behaviour of ep&l~{dl. Cgatho11Ci Fr om the 
Re t'otm@tlon tg the Ye{ir ~ J.2lJQ, pas§im. 

here the ambassadors' chapels provided center s of wor ... 

ship for a very miscellaneous and scattered Cathol ic popula­

tion, the greatest concentration of Ca tholics Was 1n LancH-

5. 



shire. Several of the other northern counties had a good 

percentage. A few chapels in various manufacturiv~ and 

trading. towns, particularly in the north wbere the Irish 

i mmigrants had come in, wer e exceptionallY crowded. Gener­

ally speaking these urbnn Catholics took little part in the 

life 0.£ the nation. They were, as Newman called all the 

Catholics of England, 

Jis sens lucifuga, a people who shunned the 
l ight of day, found in corners, 1n alleys, in 
cellars, on the housetop.s or in the recesses 
of the country; cut off f rom t he populous 
world around them and dimly seen, as it through 
a mi st or in the twilight, as ghosts flitting 
to and fro, bY6

the high Protestants , the lords 
of the earth. ff 

6. J . H. Ne\7man t Ti!e §econg Snr,ng, 30-31. 

Nearly everywhere outside the centers mentioned the 

Catholics were little more than grou.ps of dependents gath­

ered around the eristocr atic families who lived on the rem­

nants of their ancestral estates that had been left after 

two centuries of enormons fines .· It was mainly ow1ng to 

their infl uence and wealth that the Catholics had been able 

to preserve the practice ot their religi on, for the aristoc­

racy not only succeeded in keeping chapel s i n their own areat 

houses which becQJIle the centers of each local congregation, 

but also pr ovided the clergy whom t bey maintained as their 

private ohaplains . In Essex Lord Petre alolle supported fIve 

15510n8 , and Lord Teynham was described by Bishop Challoner 

as lithe ch1ef support of 1'811210n in Kent.,: 

6. 



This Catholic aristocracy in 1780 was emlIlHu'atea as 

including only eight peers , nineteen baronets, and about It 

hundred flfty gentlemen of landed pr operty. An:ong the peers 

the Duke of liort'olk , Lor ds Shrewsbury , Arllndel , and ?etre 

each possossed eonsido:r'able estates . The rest wi.th faw ex ... 

captions had less tha.n one thOusand pounds a year income 

from t heir landed property . 

I t was this group in part1culai" tha t had the most to 

gain by conforming. In consequence every few years add.ed 

one more to the list of i'amous t itles that passed out of 

Catholic hatlds as some bead of the f amily lett the ranks 

such as Chls ter of Ar11nRton , Cl i fton ot tythom, Heneage 

of Ita- lnton, S1.r Edward Swinburne, end Sir 'thomas Gtliseo!gne .. 

t hen a Catholic famil y of such distinction conformed , the 

pr1vat e chaplain Was usually discharged , and the Cathol ics 

in the immediate neistb>rhood of' the manor soon fell away in 

consequence of being deprlvedof 8 place of wOI'Shipe B91'­

lngton stil ted t hat wlth1.n the past flfty years he could re­

call at least t en noble families that conformed or became 

extinct, a s well as maDY Commoners of distinc t ion and for ... 

tune. The defection of the heirs of the Duke of Norfolk 

and Lord Teynham in 1780 ,caused a loss of CatholicS " greater 

than the total number gained by proselytes s1nce tbe Revo-
f': 

lu.tton. 

7. The description of t he ,status of the Catholic gantry 1s 
summarized mainly from Jose, h Derington, M • .su., 115', 
II .wt,. 

7. 



However , the remembrance of all employments from which 

they were exalu.ded has tended to encourage an exaggeration 

of the de~ree to which the wealth1er families faithful to 

the old religion suffered isolation in the Hanoverian re­

gi.me . By tbe middle of the eighteenth century their soclal 

influence and their great estates enabled them gradually to 

break down some of the rigid barrier s erected against them. 

Debarred from active politics and the army, the squiros be­

came in s oma eases woll- traveled cosmopol1tans and eonno1s .. 

saUl'S and patrons of art, accomplislunents that were ):'espected 

and appreciated by polite Georgian society. 

Some o.f the Catholics were even admitted to the 1nti ... 

mate friendship of the royal family» Thus, Lord Petre en­

tertained King George I II at his home in 1181. .And thomAS 

Weld, who was considered the second largest landowner 1n 

Enf:land t not only had the King as guest at his Lulworth 

estate , but was advised by the King himself' as to the best 

way of building a private chapel which would not incu.r in ... 

terferenca. Ceorge III actuallY suggested that Weld should 

build & family mausoleum to divert attention froin its real 

use and fit it 1l.p .1nside aa a Catholic Chapel. This laYman 

had also been publioly to Court in Lo.ndon .. 

~hls state of affairs in which their social prest1~e 

was unbalanced by political freedom brought some of the Cath­

olic peers and. gentry to a condl tion of unfrul trul dissatis­

faction. It undoubtedly played its part in convinoing 

8. 



section of the principal laity that they could bes t hope 

for the alleviation of their lot by negotiatIng directly 

with the1r Protestant fallow-countrymen who kn'ew their per .. 

sona1 worth, instead ot permi tting the int ervention of the 

Catholic episcopate . 

It we.s not until 1778" when the Government was in the 

midst of the American war and was threatened with a conflict 

on the Continent as well. that the urgent need for soldiers 

brought the first amelioration oi' the English penal laws$ 

Lord North's llUnistry, anxious to secure the enlistment of 

the Soottish Catholics of tl1e Highlands, sent a recruiting 

agent, Sir J ohn Dalrymple, to investigate the possibilities . 

Dalrymple obtained an interview with Bishop Bey of Sootland, 

who gave him El digest of minimum Catholic terms. The prel­

ate realized that the request of a total repeal of the penal 

laws would be premature . He therefore suggested thattbree 

1mpediments in particular should be removed; Vi z. , the laws ' 

against those who said and heard .S8; the statutes that 

allowed a Protestant heir to take the estate f rom t he Cath­

olic proprietor; and religious references in the attestation 

oath, so that the recruits should be required only to swear 

fidelity t~ the kinJi: and obedience to the laws of war. These 

terms were significant as they became the basis of subsequent 

negotiations. 

The bishop further advised Sir John to secure the coop­

eration of the English Cathol1cs before going ahead with the 

9. 



plans and gave him. letters of introduotion to Bi shop 

Challoner. The interview with Cballoner was not very sue:' 

ce sstult. Da.lrymple found the prel ate Hold and t .1mid and 

using twenty diffi culties . " Doubtles s it seemed to the 

frail , age d man of eighty ... seven a strange and bold step 

f or Catholi cs to take ·.any sort of public aotion. 'l'he t e l"'" 

ribla scenes that took place tWtl years l ater during the 

Gor don lliots proved in the event t hat hi s timidity (or 

prudenee?) WaS Justif i ed. Having been all his long I1f e 

aocus tomed t o the usual Cathol ic attitude of' thankfulness 

f or not being molested , i t was not easy t o realize that 

in some sudden and unfor-eseen llUllnner reli ef' was to be ex-

pect ed. tbers shared t his vi ew. Matthew Duan~ , a Cstho-

lie conveyancer, whose authori t y on legal matters was 

we iR;hty , thought the measur e was it1mprudent 11' not dan­

ar ous . U An<l Bishop Walmesley of the V;estern Di strict 

bluntly asserted t hnt, i f SOlUS small measur e of r eli ef was 

ranted , substi tute 1"tJpressive legislation would undoubtedl y 

make t he lot of t he outlawed Catholi c minority even more 

int ol erable. 8 

8. The negotiations between t he bishops and .Dalrymple are 
discussed at length by Michael frappes-Lomax, ii ~bo» 
Cha11omu:, 238-242 • 

.. --~---. .. --.. --~ .. ~--~~~--------~--~--~----.. ------~ .. ------------.. --~----~ .. ---~~ 
Dalrymple was about to report tbe f ailure of his mission 

when he fortuitously met William Sheldon, a Catholic barri s­

ter , who i mmedi ately sponsor ed t he project. t his young l awyer 

10. 



had the enthusiastic vigor and 'initiative required t o 

undertake so unprecedented an action as a movement nmon 

Ca tholics for the1r rol ier. oreover, Shel don was convinced 

that this was a matter for the laity to handle and not the 

bl shops and clergy , a.s he later expressed himself : II! 

stronRly opposed any application to our clergy in temporal 

matters, the English Catholic gentlemen being quite able t o 

judge and act J:or themselves in these Affairs. r.9 ConsH .. 

9. Cited in Mlchael 'l'rnppes ... Lomax, ,1b!,g., 243. 

quently, the optimistic Sheldon contacted the leading Cath­

olics of London and arranged a conference at the Tha tched 

House Tavern. None of the clergy Was invited. n the day 

ppo1nted Bi shop Hay accompanied the Scottish delegate, Lor d 

Linton, to the meeting 1'1'90e but Wa s refused a.dmittance . 

Sir Robert '1hroclanor t on bluntly remarked, OWe don't want 

bishops. If The attitude evidence i n this d1scourtesy, as 

well as 1n 8heldon's statement, presaged a dissension that 

later Was to become more serious . After·adv1s1ng t he group 

to requ.est t he repeal of no speeifle leg1slation but simply 

to ask for free tolerntlon, Bishop Challoner did not inter­

vene Unt!l the ooui ttee s:Q1..ici ted his sanction tor the 

oath of allegiance which they had draf ted into the bill. 

The negot1ations with the Government were transacted 

under the chairmanship of Lord Petre • . Edmund Burke wrot 

the text of a petition to thQ King which was si~ned by the 

11. 



Duke of Norfoll~ the EQl'ls of Surrey and Shrewsbury, by 

Lords Li nton, s tonrton, Petre, Arundell, Dormer, Teynham t ' 

and Cli fford, and by one hundr,sd sixty-three commonel'S . 

On May l , 1778, the request vIas pres:ented to the throne by 

the earl of Surrey, Lord .petre, and Lord Lll1ton;it waS 

favorabl Y received . :1.'h1s was the f i r s t collective address 

t hat the English Ca tholies had dar ed to present , and the 

obsequiousness wi t h whicllmen of such pr estlRs f ound it 

-necessar y to n3ake the petition Indlcat~s the state of ab­

jec.t lon i n which tlley b.ad beQn l iving for generations . 

A for t nlght 13tel" Sir. Geor ge 3av11o introduced the 

b111 into t he House of Commons. . I t passed both Houses 

w1t-hout a slng1e negative vote and on June 3 recei ved the 

royal a .5sen t. 10 

,. -, $ -, . ....... 

10 . ffi'HU Rtl!s\er. ;XXI, 191. A copy . Of.· the ,let,. ~8 Qeo. 
II c. 60, is f ound in the ~n!lual Registir, Xj\IJ..I, 

2,4-256. 
_~. _ _ ~~, _ _ _ _ ~ _ _ _ .~~~ .~_ . _ __ _ ~ _ __ ~. __ . _ _ _ __ ~_ . _ _ _ ~ ~n _ ___ . _ _ 

'rhis f .a i rly· enlightened Act was the f irst br each i n th.e 

penal code. I t not only a polished the prosecution ot bishops , 

pr i es ts,and J -e·suits, but remove<J: from t he l egal market the 

vioiously tempting balt formerly offeredto .informers . In 

addi tion Catholi cs could aga i n l egally inher it ana purcha se 

land . I t can be seen t hat this l1el1ef Bill of 1778 , while 

redressing some of t he most glaring items of legal injust i ce , 

did not effect much i n the way of actual freedom. I t did , 

howeve t> , restore to Ca tholios "a t housand indescribable 

12 . 



charities in the ordinary i ntercourse of social life which 

thay had seldom experienced. nll 

11. 294. Butler was twenty­
passed. 

However, as Challoner had foreseen, the passing of th 

Act immediately caused 8 recrudescence of anti-Catholic feel­

ing that was ass1duously fostered and systematically organ. 

1zed throughout England and Scotland. In 1779 there were 

riots in Edinburgh and 1n tbe following year the trouble 

spread to London, where a Pl'otestont Association pledged to 

obtain the repeal of the Relief Act had en or ganized under 

the bizarre leadership of Lord George Oordon, a Member of 

Parliament. For. a time Gordon had spectacular success. 

Very earnest , with the eOQrage of a partially unhinged mind, 

he harangu.ed and incited the London mob . 

The first reaotion of the Government to this agitation 

seems to have been an irritated indifference at the tiresome 

result of an act towards which all parties had shown a desul­

tory sympathy. Unimpeded, the movement gained momentum; a 

mass demons tration was held, and a petition presented to Par­

liament. On the afternoon of June 2 , 1780, the demonstration 

Ith its petition turned into a riot and the members of Par­

liament known to be friendly to the Catholics were attacked. 

Peers arrived in the Bouse of Lords wlththeir clothes in 

tatters and covered with filth . 

For five days London was at the mercy of an infuria ted 

13. 



mob . The chapels of tht:l Ss!'dtnian and Eavarian ambassadors 

were deseCr'~ted and razed t o the ground. Other well- known 

chapels at btoorflelcls, Wapping t and Rast Smithfiel d were 

similarly wrecked. Attacks wet's made on Catholic homes 

and business establishments , and on the residences of those 

who favored the Relief Act. Edmund Burke's life was thre~t­

aned and he had to take refugew1 th his friend,. Ceneral 

Burgoyne. Lord Mansfield, who had $aved the priests from 

the toils of the informer, was assaultod . His family barely 

escaped before the mob descended upon his house. Its con­

tents of every kind ware f1uns out of the windows and made 

a bonfir e . ew£ate prison, where some of the rioters had 

been impr isoned,. WaS stormed and bur ned outright, while 

every prisoner was liberated. Such excesses continu-ed 

until t he King at last issued a proclamat1on authorizing 

the military for ces to suppress the rioters. 

In the provinces there was some reparcussl0.n of the 

disturbances , but both in t own and country the Government's 

measures effec tively prevented any renewal of the riotin~ . 

ny of the rioters Were h ad. Lor<~ George Gordon, whose 

inflammatory speeches had 1nstifjated the movement, was ac­

qui tted . ae soon lost all public significance and eventu ... 

ally died in prison wh11 ~ undergoing a sentence for libel. 

T11e victlmsof this No- Popery vandalism had remained. 

amazingly quie t under great provocation. Compensation was 

made to them as well as to the Protestants whose property 

14. 



had beun destroyed. Bishop Cha1loner did not long survlva 

the riots. Wi tb his death in 1781 there vnnished the chiliJi" 

.• upport 1'01' the oppr6ss~)(i Catholics a:uI'iur.; the eighteent h 

century. 12 

12. it graphic account of the Gordon lUots is given in the 
1 Re£1s:t.5!X., : XI.!Ir, 190-192, 25'7, 251. 
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CHAPTER II 

William Pitt 

When tranquil days again returned to England, the 

Ca tholics a sked no greater favor than to be l eft unmolested 

and und1sturbed. It seemed that a dreary vista would al­

ways lay before them. Yet that very year a little borough 

was launching upon his parliamentary career a young man who 

for eighteen years would be intimately assoc1ated with move .. 

ments for their r elief. In 1780 Sir James Lowt her settled 

an election in his closed borough, and Appleby r eturned 

1111am P1tt to Parliament. 

1!11111am. Pitt was the son of' the famous statesman and 

orator , the Earl of Cha~l • His mother, sister of Lord 

Temple and the Prime Minister , George Grenville, was Count­

ess Temple 1n her -own right . Ey birth, then, Pitt belonged 

to the nset tt of Wh1g fs,DlUies that monopolized the '01'£10-83 

in t he political, naval, military, and social affairs of 

England--a monopoly well illustrated 1n this .ery family . 

He himself, his f ather , h1s uncle , and his first cousin, 

Lord Grenville, all held the otfice of Prime Minister. 

P1tt's biographers claim that he inherIted much of the per­

sonality and personal appearance of t he Orenvll1es. As one 

wr1tes,'tThe starchy, half-sulkY aloofness of' his early 

. al'llamentary conduct is certainly most typIcall y Grenville."l 



L D. C. Barnes, €(30rgeHIgnd . tIl-Ilium ?it t , 41. 
8, •••• 

Sinee William was a. younger son and would inheri t little 

property this f .ather plann.ed to have him take up law as a. 

profess ion.. But it was the son's ambition to speak in Par ... 

liament as his tather dld . Because Pitt's health was deli-

cats from his earliest youth, bis edueation was directed by 

a tutor, under whom he studied Greek, Latin , the English 

classics, and mathematles.. In the evening Cbatham took over" 

The b!i>Y would join his father and recite in Eng11sh the pas .. 

sa~es read in Greek and Latin in the course of the day . To 

t .he Pitts literature was the Taw material of rhetorio. What 

Vfas important to them wBsstyle . The elder Pitt "ollld make 

his son think a passage through ana d.liver it in his best 

stYl$ at the first reading.. From paternal instruction of 

this ns tur& Pitt emerged iNi th a fsedli ty of words that was 

diffieult to surpass . On any occasion and wi thout hesita­

tion he could utter sentences sonorous , dignified, and pre­

cise, which captured the ear. 2 
Ifi __ 

2 . P. R •. Stan-

17. 

At fourteen tbe future Prime t4inister .-antered P(1mbroke 

Hall, C.ambrldge, where b.~ resided t.hree years as an under­

graduate under the direction of Geor ge Pretyman, later Bishop 

'romline . Pu,rlng this time his favor! te relaxation was a trip 



to London to hear his fa t her speak. The f'irst occasion at 

which he listened to the great orator s in January, 1155. 
when .the subject was an appeal f'or conoiliation with th 

American colonies. Henceforth Pitt would frequently be sean 

haWlting the gallerias in t he House of Commons or squatti 

on the steps of the throne in t he House of Lords . Fox tells 

us how he listened. Pitt would turn to him and remark , ".sut 

surely , Mr . Fox, that might be met thus, " or nYes , but h 

lays himsslf open to this r&tort. fI Already be was measur­

ing his wits against the Parliamentarians of the t i me. 3 

3. Narrated. by P. ll . stanhope. !W. , I , 27 . 

In his last ye.ars a t Cambr idge Pi tt became friendly ·wl t h 

a Il:TOUP of young men, some of whom would later be associated 

with him in government: Lord \1lestmor1and, Lowther (Lord 

Lonsdale) , Pratt (Lord Camden) , Pepper Arden, Elld; and St. 

John. He did not become acquainted with his closest friend , 

l1liam W1lberforce, until he entered Par11ament. 

It has been suggested tha t Pittts career at Cambr1dae 

ould ha.ve been more f nt t f ul. had he mixed more with the 

undergraduates . 4 Be knew not the competition of a classroom 

4. J . H. Rose, !me g1tt and the Hat1QQal Reyival, 5", . 

18. 

nor the dust and hes t or sports . Not once was he rolled in 

the mud or bowled on the cricket f ield. Not once did he meet 

his superior. The fact, the only faet that impressed his 



contemporaries, was that young Pitt excelled in the elas~ 

sics. That was the recognized. stand.ard of excellence .. 

Hence Fitt remained aloof and in the words he himself 

applied to the Marquis of Eucldngh8ll'l. , his cousin, ·c,ond ... -

scending in his prlde. u He went forth into the life at 

''''estmlnister w1th a serious de.fect for a polltician--an 

incapaci ty for maldng a wide oircle of friends . The mass 

of h1s supporters who admired and obeyed him were not drawn 

to him personally. lien of highest rank found hi tiff and 

unbendina: . Yet in an intimate circle of aoqu.aintances Pitt 

could shake off his stilted manner and was welcomed for his 

grac10usness and wit . One ot his friends notes that PH 

(Pitt) was the wittiest man I ever knell . 1t And the same 

individual, describing a certain gathering of aSSOCiates, 

declared that "many professed wIts were present, but Pitt 

was the most amusing of the parlty. 1f5 

5. WIll . Wilberforce , Lit'. Of tJ11berf oree, 1, 18 • 

.-~ .. ------~------*-~ .. ----.. ~~--.-~--~~--~ .. ------.-~ .. ~------.. --~~--------~----~--.. 
itt took his degre in 1776 without a.n examination ..... tb.e 

privilege ot the SGnS of peers . After his graduation h­

stayed on at Cambridge, studying mathematics and the clas­

siCS , rea,ding Locke and Adam Smith, practi cing public speak. .. 

ing , and attending lectures on law. He was present at his 

fathe r's last speech in the Rouse of Lords on Aprll? , 1778, 

and hel ped carry him from the chamber. 6 
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6. Information concerning Pitt's sojourn at Cambridge s-um­
. marized from P. R. Stanhope,,2R. ill. £ I, lO,et sec . ; 

.. nd George Pretyman, Memoirs of the1flEl &If' the Rt. · Hsm... 
'11 , Plt!&, pas:aim. 

The elder Pitt's death made it necessory for the son to 

seriously consider a means of livellhood. It was to no ccv.rt 

of law that his eyes were directed . To enter the House of 

Commons was his absorbing af!i:>ltlon. His first attempt to 

enter the sacred c1tadel was made by way of an appeal for 

constituency to Lord Rockingham, the leader of the 1~ Op-

position. This was the very statesman whose own administrn­

tlon had b$SD chimerieally destroyed by t he former Earl 01' 

Chatham. Naturally, Rookingham refused, albeit very court ... -

ouslJ . 

Pitt then turned to his Alma Mater in a vain hope to 

secure one ot its seats at the nAxt election. He expressed 

the reason tor h1s choice of Cambridge as tollows: 

"It 1s the seat of all the others the most 
desirable, and being tree from expense , per­
fectly independent, anli I think in every 
respect extremely honorable . "? 

7. Cited by P. R. stanhope , 2R. clto , I, 31. 

en the results of the election of 1780 were published, 

the name of Pitt dld not prevent its appearance at the bottom 

of the poll. Qwa Cambridge friendship stood him in good 

stead. the t ukg of Rutl~~d mentioned the talents of his 
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friend to Sir James Lowther, the most notorious borough 

patron of the r eneration.. Lowther welcomed the suggest10n 

that Pitt sho\ii enter Parliament from one of his sents. lIe 

offered the parliamentary ~ splrant Appleby unconditionally, 

<5ave that Pitt s to resign his seat if his political views 

should 1n future become opposed to those 'Of his patron. Al­

though the connection wlth a Upocket borough" could .ttot have 

been too palatable, Pitt accepted it . Had not his illustri­

ous father first entered Parliament as a member for Old 

Sarum, one of the most noisome of tne f~ rotten borroughs. IJ 

Pitt took his seat in the new Parliament of 1781, the 

year that was to sae Cornwallis surrendering at Yorktown. 

L~rd North, the Prime Minister 'Of tbe Revolution, was s,tl1l 

head or affairs . Opposed to him were two faotions of the 

powerful V;llig party. The fIrst of these, somewhat larger 

in number, was led by t he Marqui s of Rookingham. fh:!-s group 

considered birth and rank as the principal quaUties of 

l eadership. Burke, with all his ability, was not consid­

ered worthy of sitt1ng in oouncil with a Wentworth or Cav­

endish. Charles James Fox then in his thirty-first ye 

as the spark- plug of this wing . With him were allied 

Burke and Sheridan. The smaller Whig faction comprised 

the old adherents of Lord Chatham. Since the latter's death, 

Lord Shelburne was reoognized as leader of the party. 

Into this atmosphere of fierce acrimony the noviee par­

liamentarian was plunged • . A mere three years passed before 
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he became First Lord of the Treasury.. During this short 

period he ~ose from the status of a private member to Chan­

cellor ot Exchequer under Lord Shelburne, to one of the ree .. 

ognized l eaders oftha Opposition to the .Portland min1stry& 

How c,!}n one account f or such a remarkable advance': 

For one thInt!:, the amazing reputation of his father's 

oratory in both houses and his own reputa.tion QS an infant 

prodigy had paved the way for P1tt ' s cordial reoeption in 

the HouGa of COl'Illilons. But neither would have insured h1m 

the permanent respeet of the House had he l"ailed in his first 

speech and continued to be unimpressivQ . 

Not unnaturally the House was curious to know ho 

Chatham's son would speak. The first opportunity CaMe at 

th~ eebate on Bur~e's bill for economical reform. Kr . Byng, 

member for Uiddlesex, urged the young member from Appleby to 

repl-y and appears to have understood that he was prepared to 

do so. Pitt, however . bad deoided not to take such a chance 

and did not realize that B1n~ had told friends around him 

to expect his intervention. When, therefore, the previQus 

speaker; Lord Nugent, sat down, the member from Appleby to 

his surp!'ise was assailed by cries of ffUr . Pitt. " "Mr . 

Pitt ." It followed 8S 8 mat-tel' of course that no member 

rose to continue the debate . Every eye was direoted to Pitt 

lone . He h.ad to accept the ohallenge. 

tall, slim man arose . Not by gesture or by besitation 

did he betray what he must have felt . To hIs poise was added 
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voice , clear and musical. Pitt did not disappoint his 

listeners . The speech aroused the deeper astonishmBut be­

caUse it was delivered ~ 'tempo1'!#.. According to the editor 

of his speeches, in this first speech 

be disp13yed great and astonishing pow~rs of 
loquenee . \Uth a voice rich and harmonious; 

an easy and elegant mannar; and langua~e 
beautiful and luxuriant, t. exhibited in this 
f i rst essay , a specimen of orators worthy of. 
the son of t he immortal Chatham. " 

=--

8 . ~peegb@st !9 1 . 

Lord North said a t once that Pitt hed. deU.vered the best 

first speech he ha.d ever hea r d . Fox hurried f r om his seat 

and warmly congratulated Pitt. Someone .remarked to Burke 

that here was "n chip of t he old block . fl BUl"ke re j oin.ed, 

liRe 1s not a chip of the old block; he 1s the ol d blook 

i t self ." 

This first speech, together w1 th hi s .subsequent speeches 

on t he nature Qf t he English. Canstituti o.n and allainst th 

American Revolution. caused Pitt to be acknowledged 3 S one 

of the outstanding men in the House of Commons . 

The defea t of Cornwallis disrupted Lord North 's govern­

ment. George III had to accept a ministry i n whi ch 

and Chathaml tes were combined under t he l eadersb1pof Lord 

Rockingham., wi th Fox and Shelburne as Secretaries of state. 

"The boy" was offered t he vice treasureship of 'Ireland wi t h 

a salary of five thousand pounds. To the as t onishment of al l 

P1tt r efused the office. The r efusal was shrewd for it 
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emphasized his 1.ndependen<lG of action.. 

When Rockingham died afte r less than .f our months In ­

off1ce" the King asked Shelburne to form a ministry. Fox 

immediately resigned as Shelburne seemed t o him to he the 

embodiment Cft royal eneroacmant. Even under Rockingham 

the relations between th/{j two men. had beens'\;l"ained.. But 

neither Shelburne, Fox, nor North alone could COmmalld a 

ma jQrity. 

Pitt received the post of Chancellor of the ExChequer, 

a posit i on that mad~ him the leader of tbe Government in 

the HQuse of Co!Ul!lons an-d that o:nly eighteen months after 

24. 

his e,ntrance into Parliament . . To make thelrministry stronge~ 

Pitt urged a r econc1liation wltb F'ox. After gaining Shel ... 

burne t s reluotant consent he called on li'ox at his hOllse. 

When Fox heard the relHlon tor the vis! t lle a sked one ques­

tlon--w8s Lord Sh.elburne still t o be Prime Ministe.r? On 

Pitt's answeri.ng in the affirmative Fox declined to rejoin 

the ministry. Pit t concluded the interview with the V101'ds , 

nThen we need d i scuss the matter no further. I did not 

come here to betraY Lord Shelburne. tt From that time, it 

is said, Pitt· and Fox 1'lere political ~:lnemies. 9 

9. George Pretyroan,2.R. ill. , I, 89. 

Since Shelburne had been unable t .o come to terms '\'11 th 

Fox, his government bad dIfficulty maintaining i ts position. 

Then the unforeseen, the incredible happened . Fox outraged 



the nation by entering into a partnership. with North against 

whom he h~td for sa many years bee n, addl'essing his heated ' 

Philippics ¥ Shelburne had to res i gn and tbe coa11 tlon 1ir&s 

forced upon the irate King " George III Was infuriated at 

r~Qrth f or his dese'rtion of the King ' s cause. His host!1! ty 

to Fox Wa s accentua.ted becauscG of th~ latter's influence 

and intimacy \-J:tth tlle .Prince ot Wales . The King was deter ... 

mined t o dislodge the detasted ministry as soon as p()ss1ble. 

Fox' $ India 3111 gave Oeor.ge III bis opportunl ty.. The 

ostensible ground on which obj"loti ons t o the bill arose was 

that i t Violat ed the company' s charter and vested the pat­

r onage in the existing ministry. This accusation laid Fox 

open t o the charge that , having destroyed the King's system 

of corrupt ion , he w3ssubst l tut1ng a syst$.m of his own. 

,]'Yhe House al Commons passed the Bil l . When it went to the 

House of tords the lUng s ant word t hat all who voted for 

the measure flwould be cons i dered by him as an enemy. n The 

pressure altha King caused the Lords t o dereat it . George 

Ill: immediately demandEHi that Folt and l'!orth send back the 

seals . Wi thin t welve hou.t's after the lU ng d i ssolved t he 

ministry .Pi t t had accepted the First Lordship .of t he Treas­

ury and the Chancel lorsn.ip of the Exchequer . Al though Pi tt 

had s t rongly opposed t he King ' s personal .government and the 

American poliey, he was perfectly w1lling to make an alliance 

w1.'l:.b t he Crown on his OWll terms . 

When the announcement of Pi t t' s acceptance Qr the, 
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position of ?rlme Uinister was proclaimed in the House, 

it \Vas greeted with prolonged laughter. His action was ' 

considered a flboyish freaJrit; his ministry, a "minee-pie 

adlilinistra tlon fl that would ~md with t he Christmas holidays . 

,,;hig satirists made merry over tlA Kingdom treated to a 

schoolboy 's care . " aut t hey soon found they had,not a 

sChoolboy but a ma.ster. 

The Whigs might well mak.e merry for Pitt's position'V1as 

s carcely tenable. "Extracu'dinary dUfioul ties faced him. 

F1.rst there was the discredit attaohed to the King's uncon ... 

stitutlonal action to which Pi tt owed his ministry. Sec­

ondly" he found it d1ffieult to, fom a ministry as few liere 

willing to Join hi.m in a stru;gle in which Victory seemed 

hopeless. Lastly,. Pitt ha4 leagued l ii ainst him North wi t h 

his TQries on one side alld Fox with his Whigs on the other . 

Wi th F'ox were allied Burke and Sheridan. Thus, while ? i tt 

had no one to mpend upon in t .ha Rouse excep t himself, he 

had to meet what one biogl'apner calls, utha most powerful 

artillery of debats ever directed a.g.ains t a treasury bench. »10 

10. Lord Bosebery, P"tt,99. 
~--- ,, --.-.~ .. ----.-----~-~. -

In the final analysis , though., it \Val' a battle that had 

to be fought and won in what the Bouse of Commons cons idered 

to be Ilthe count ry. " Pitt detected the deoline ot Foxts pop­

ularlty due to t he 11l-fated ooalition. R\l calolllated that 

if he eo\,;\ld defer a dissolution of Parliament tor a time he 
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would be able t o convert the majority agains t him into a 

inori ty. Fur therrnore, the fa ng and the Lords upheld him .. 

Cr adually, too, i n the House of Commons t he V'lhigs and 'l'o1'­

las who were dissa tisfied with t he Fox ... north combination 

rallied round him. 

1n the whole Pitt had t he sympRthy of the country .at 

large . ~Qple coul,-l not but admire the young Minister who 

unaided and alone It-ct so resolutely t he bitter attacks that 

ssailad hima Addresses ~vere sent to the King thanking him 

f or dismissing t he Fox-North ministryo Besides an incident 

occured that augmented Pltt'spopularity. The death of S1r 

... dward '\Talpole, son at Sir Robert Wul pola, lett vacant a 

sinecure called the Clerkship of the Palls worth three 

tousend pounds a yaar and tenable for life. Pitt' s private 

m.eans nt this til:l.e were only three hundred pounds a yaar. 

According to preced<mt he might have t aken the affine him ... 

self without scandal . But ill spite of tile uneertainty of 

his position Pitt gave the office to a certain Colonel 

Barra on condition that Barre resign a th1rty ... two hundred 

pound annual pension received from Rockingham. The substi­

tution of this clerkship for an excess of corrupt Jobbery 

was an act the entire country oould appreciate. 

For three months Pitt was defeated on every measure . 

Only When t he opposition was tinally reduced to a majority 

o£ one di d he dissolve Parliament.. Pitt' s v1ctory at the 

polls was deois1ve . To his satisfaction Pitt was returned 
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tor the Universl ty of Cambrtdge , _ Q seat that he held for 

the re st of his 11fe . 11'1 almost all the larger constituen­

oles the Opposition oandidates were defeated. Even York ... 

shir e , so long the precinct of the Cavendishes, Howards, 

and Wentworths, returned Pitt's f riend Wl1berfo.ree. HOw­

ever, this banker's son oollected and spent over eighteen 

thousand pounds in "tearing the enemy to pieces . n23 The 

11. C1 ted 1n P . W. 1111soo, ,Ylm. PLtt, 144 . 

rout wa.s complete . Nearly one hundred sixty of the Opposi­

tion lost their seats.. What emerged from the election was 

a solid majority for Pitt and the Government, faced by a 

minority fQr Fox and t he OppositIon. Rockingham Whig, 

Cba tham1te, and Tory were obliterated. On a test division 

the voting was 283 to 136, roughly a superiority ot two to 

one. 

To P1tt t h$ results of the polline brought a complet 

and final indemnity. stever had been the constitutional 

irre.2ular1ty attending his acceptance of offioe and persist­

ent retention of it 1n f aoe of f requent defeats 1n the House 

was fo rever condoned by the· country. Tbus in 1784 William 

P1tt , age twenty .. rour ., entered upon a career tha.t was to b,· 

unbroken for seventeen years . 

The f1rst decade of P1tt's premiership r.ained for him 

the reputation of a reformer. By a lsrs:e number of detailed 

measures be reduced the finanoial system to order. Many 
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sinecures w~re a'k>ollshea. and the re.maining offioes rendered 

responsible.. Three times the Prime Minister brought up the 

question of regulating the "rotten boroughs" only to meet 

defeat . Perhaps he wasn't too insistent on thelr passage 

as many of' his party owed their seats to patrons of decayed 

boroughs. During this period Pitt also introduced a meaSure 

to suppress the slave trade. In. t he light of the liberal 

measures thus sponsored by t he Pri me lUnister need one be 

too surprised to see the Catholics emboldened to petition 

Pitt to procure legislation for their relier ', 
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CHAPTER II! 

The ,Relief Aet or 1791 

In the years between 1780 and 1788 the fortunes of 

Catholics 1n England seemed to have reached their lowest 

ebb. Only the squires and lawyers dared ·to hope for better 

days. Their petition had led to the Relief Act of 1778 and 

they were aware ot no reason why, again acting in.dependently 

of the vicars apostoliC, they should ,not resume their medi ... 

ations with the Government. 

Hence; in 1782 ... -the year in wh1ch Chathamts son was 

nonchalantly wrI t1ng to hls mother to inform her of his 

recent appointment as Chancellor of the Exchequer under Lord 

Shelburne--about thirty distinguished laymen eleoted :f1ve of 

their nwnber to undertake the management of Catholio inter­

ests in Engl~nd . That the aristocracy should seek to speak 

for the CathoU.c.s of' England, including the clergy who de ... 

pended so directly Up011 the 1r generosity and loyalty to the 

Church, was not only natural but to a. certain extent just. 

But it was unfortunate that a feW' ear nest men who were most 

active 1n the Committee as Lord Petre , Sir John Throckmorton, 

and to a les$er extent the indefatigable secretary, Charles 

Butler. were tinged with the reaotion aRainst the central 

authority of Rome which was rampant in Western Europe at th~ 

t1m.e . From Throckmorton's "'We don ' t want bishops" 1t we 



but a step to' 1ntervening in matters over which the bishops 

alone had jurisdiction. 'l'he result Was a long and dised.i:fy­

lng struggle betwe$u ecclesiastical authority and lay Iude ... 

pendenee before mutualeenfidenee was again restored. l'he 

. Comm1ttee did not at the outset dispute the authority of the 

vicars apostolio; they simply ignored it.. In an honest and 

sinoere effort to reseue the Catholics from the intolerable 

strain which was leading many to conform, they \tere prepa.red 

to go to great lengths to convinee the Government of their 

loyalty to the Housee! Hanover and theIr strong hostility 

to papal interference in matters not strictly spir1tuale 

Thus, they desired to weaken and m1nimize the importance 

of Rome in the Catholic sphere and to emphasize the national 

eharacteristics ot Catholicism in England. Suoh a poliay 

seemed to them tabs tIle only <;,!OUl'se which offered reason­

able hope of the furthe r removal of the penal laws. 

Atter a long d~lay of six years, during which there 

were doubtless & large number of m.eetings and conferences, 

the laity took aot!on. In Say, 1788, the Catholic Committee 

pl'es.ented a memorial to Pitt calling upon tho Government to 

grant a new m.ea~ure of toleration. l The Prime Minister 1'19'" 

1. Text of the memorial given in Chas . Butler, !U.s, Ai"-, 
IV , 6. 

ce1ved tbe depu.tation graciously and expressed genuine sym­

pathy with their claims. there was no objection on his part 

to the introduotion of a bill for the relief of F.nrllsh 
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Catholics into Parliament early the next session. To ln~ 

troduce a resolution of this nature into the present seSSion, 

he felt, woul~ be an abortive attempt. A delny was impera­

tive in order "to prepare the minds of some of the lead1n 

in t erests of the country. 1I 

The Prime Minister further requested the Committee to 

obtain statements from the Catholic Universities on certain 

Questions that prtmarily concerned tile exist4nce and extent 

of papal deposing power. Obviously. Pitt was anxious to 

consider the petition on its merits . Orfieial statements 

would alla1 thE! Protestant prejudice that there 1s something 

inherent in Catholic1sm that Is necessarily hostile to the 

civil power . Pitt reiterated that the postponement of Cath­

olic relie! to the naxt session d1d not arise merely from 

motives of delaY, for the Government d1d seriously intend 

to consider the situation and gr ant the relief it could 

prudently J/:lve. 

In consequence of Pitt's suggestion inquir1es were sent 

to the Un! versi ties of the Darbonne , L.ouvain., Douay. Alcala, 

Salamanca, and ValladoU.d. These institutions, of course, 

were unanimous in their answers--Louvaln with a pol ite ra1s­

fnR of the eyebroW's "that such questions should , at the end 

of -the eighteenth century be proposed to any learned Bod.y, 

by inhabitants of e. Kingdom that glories in the talents and 

discernment of its natives . n The Universities asserted that 

neither Pope nl)r Cardinals, nor any assembly or individual 
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of the Catholic Churoh has any civil authority , power, jur­

isdiction orpre ... emlnence in. the Kingdom of Bnglsnd . They 

cannot release the subj,ects of Great Dr! taln from their Oath 

of ,iUlep:lance nor dispense them trom obligations inherent :tn 

that OB.th. Moreover, the obligat1on of keeping contracts 

and promises binds all men equally , but i t binds Catholics 

more cogently still as it 1s confirmed by the prInciples of 

their rellg1on. 2 

2. the answers trom tlle tlniversl ties are given in Chas. 
Butler, .!.!l!d. ,. 1 ~ Appendix D. 

" ( iii ;..-1Ii1 ..... 1l""_ ft 

A few months later PlLtt t s brother-in-law, t he "liberal" 

tordStanhope, suggested that the Catholics would gain more 

if they would officially disolaim the various objectionsbl 

tenet s ascr ibed to th~, and even prepared a disclaimer for 

their use. ~his Protestant peer was interested as be hLm-

Ellf was attempting to procure a modification of the stat­

utes of uniformity. 

The Committee accepted the Lord's preliminary draft, 

made a few alterations and cQTl'Et(rtlons. and launohed a cam .. 

paign to procure signatures . tbey succeeded so well that tho 

Protestation, which repudiated. the infallibilIty of the Pope 

nd any ecclesiastical power to dispense from the duty 01' 

allegiance to the killS, received the signatu.res of fIfteen 

hundred of t he laity, two hundred fortY' pmsts , and three 

vicars apostolio; the fourth vicar, Bishop Gibson of the 

'orthern dIstric t , Rav qualified consent . Pethel' Charl 
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Plowd~n alone categorically refused. The vicars apostolic 

were reluctant to sign because of the Cisalpine tone of the 

document, but it seems they- yielded i n consideration of' th 

fact t hat the majorIty of the Committee were the mainstay 

of the Church. 

'n the whole, thQugh, the Protestation cau.sed tbe rise 

of Catbolic sentiment against the Committee. Consequently, 

i n order t o give more official recognition to their activi­

ties, the Committee elected three of tbeclergy to join 

them, the most signifi cant being Dr . Charl es Derington, co­

adjutor of the Midland Dis trict. James and 'thomas 1'albot , 

bishops of the Lond and Midland Distrlets, also kept in 

touch with the leadi ng laymen and prevented the acerbity 

that developed later wi th Bishop Milner. 

It was hoped t hat a formal 'b1ll drafted by Butler would 

be passed in t he session of 1789. Before t he next session 

opened, however , the King beoame insane'. Debates on the 

nature and ex.tent of the powers to be entrusted to t he Reaent 

occupied the minds of the politicians to t he exclus10n of 

everything else . The Committee cons1dered t.hat the intro­

duction of the bill at the time would be out of taste. 3 

3. Cf. letter of Charles Butler to Bishop Walmesley in B.H. 
I'd , The Prum 2t: th§ Catholic ReviYll, I, 153. 

"nother 1mportant reason for delay was the VleU known fact 

t hat Pitt's mlnistl'Y would end 11' the ?rlnce of 'Wales Oec.am 

egent . 
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The unexpectedly rapid reoovery of the King gave Pitt 

a new lease of office, and th~re seemed after all a possi­

bility of the Catholic bill being taken t hrough P~rl1ament 

that year. ~lthln a few weeks the Committee was confIdently 

girtfOl" further action. Xliiley had a draft of a bill em­

bodying their proposals; they were f urnished with replies 

from the Universities to Pitt's.Q.uest1ons; they ha.d the 

Protestation denying the anti-social doctrInes with wh:f,ch 

Catholics were falsely credited. the latter they presented 

to Parliament in the form of a pet1t1on. 4 
, 

4. The te)Ct of the petition 1s given in the &Mua1 Reglgter, 
XXX! , 324-326. 

Shortly after this application to the Government, af­

[l$i1'S took a more seri ous turn. It seems that Pitt or some 

other official requested more assurances of loyalty~5 The 

--------------------------------~--------~~-----------------.-------------
5. Cf. Chss. Sntler, 2R. ill. , IV, 2H . 
Committee accepted the suggestion and without eonsultlnR the 

bishops or anyone outside their group proceeded to frame· an 

oath to be taken by all Catholics wishing to avail themselves 

of the new privileges . The Oath was incorporated as an i n­

tegral part of t he bill and off1ciallY publ1shed in Wood. · 

fallis Register, June 26, 1789. A copy was sent to Bishop 

~'a1mesle1, the senior vicar apostol1c. This was the only 

official aonouncement rece1ved by anI of the bisbops . 6 
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6 . As early as i\pri1 30, 1789, the prominent Catholic, . 
Thomas Weld, had written to Bishop Walmesley warning 
him that a new adjuration was forming, the terms of 
which were unfortunate . Weld had received this infor­
ma tion f'rom London. ~::l!f:ton ,A rch!yes, II I, c1 ted in 
B. ll . ~ardt ~. o!t . , I, 156. 

Very naturally the b:l shops closely scanned t he new bill 

nd Oath . Examination of its contents rev~ed that the form 

in which the measure was now cast was deplorable, for it 

discriminated among Catholtos . · 'rhose who subscribed to the 

36. 

new Oa th were to be known as "ProtestinF. Ca thol i c Dissenters . " 

Those who refused it were to be designated as nPaplsts" and 

were to receive no benefit under the Act . Hence, to educnt 

n child as a "Papist" was to re.tllain penal; to educate him as 

a tlProtest.1ng Ca thol t c t!issenter" was to become lawful. 

The bishops unanimously oondemned t he oath and asserted 

themselves against the acceptance of any such proposals . 

This discrimination of the Committee launched a protracted 

controversy . Gradually t he Cathol ics rallied t o the support 

of their appointed leaders, for the pOSition of the COllU1l1tte 

had already been altered somewhat by the death of Bishop 

Talbot . The Committee exerted every pressure it could muster 

t o procure the appointment of Bishop Berington as his suc­

cessor, but their efforts were defeated chiefly throuJ?:h th 

1nf' lu.enee of Bishop Walmesley. On tn t!) Bishop t s reeo.!1.Ullenda­

tion Father Douglass of York was elevated to the ep1scop.ticy. 

This consecratlonmarked new trend in the Catholic policy. 



The dominance of the prelates of squirearohy--the '1'111-

bots, Berlngtons, Hornholds, and, Petres--was graduall y 01-

mlnlshin&. 

In variolls other quarters opposition to the veiled 

GalIlean attitude of t he Committee was v.rowing. The bulk 

of the northern Catholics agreed with the bishops and con ... 

sidered the London Committee sint!ularly unrepresentative 

of their stren~th. '1'beir delegate , S1r J ohn Lawson, was 

himself unsympatheti0 to the standpoint of Petre and Throck­

morton . Other influences were that of Fathers Cha rles 

Plowden and John Milner, as well ns eminent l aymen such 

as Lord Arundell, Lord Cliff ord , and the gr ,eat landowner, 

reld~ MIlner had be,hind him the Cathol ics engaged in com ... 

eree who opposed. a movem.ent based on privilege, impatient 

of Rome, Qnd remarkably amenable to the views ot the English 

government . 

The support or these various groups plus the favorable 

sentiments of P1tt, Grenville, and some of the Anglican 

peers helped the bishops eventually to counteract the meas­

ur~s undertaken by the Comm1ttee in its misguided zeal. 

The year of 1790 Was spent in an endeavor to reconcile 

th~ v1ews of the Committee and their ecclesiastical super1 .. 

ors. Finally in January, 1791, the vicars apostoliC issu$d 

a second formal condemnation of the oath and emphatically 

repudl.ated the designation of "Protestinn Catholics . H The 

Committee retaliated wi t .h a sourrilous manlfest and appeal. 
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The inability of the Committee and the bishops to oome to 

an unders tanding seemed for the moment to preclude any 

mutuallY satisfac tory settlement. 

l1e affairs were in such an imbroglio , J ohn Mitford 

moved leave to introduce the Committee/ sBill on F'abrtlary 

21, 1791. 7 itt approved of M1tford's introduction of the 

? Parltoment;arYDabatei, XXVIU, 1261. ~ltford, later 
Baron of Redesdale , Was a bitter opponent of Emanci­
pation at the time of the Union and subsequent admin­
i strations . 

bill and commented that the House seemed to be tlnanimously 

in. favor of it . Fox immediately protested that there was 

38. 

not the unanimity on the matter that the Prime l41n1ster sup­

posed. He for one objected because the bill was too exolu~ 

sive . The imperative need was to repeal the stat utes against 

all Roman CatholiCS, tlProtest1ngtl or not . Fox thereupon 

indicated that he c'Ontemplate<l amending the measure . 8 

8. lb1d. , 1267-1266 . 

As soon as the newspapers carried a notiee that the 

initial steps bad been taken toward the passing of the act , 

Bishop Walmesley wrote t o Wel d, who lias a personal friend of 

Pitt and the KIng. The prelate begged ~eld. to use his in­

fluenoe , to inform t he Prtme Minister of the actual state of 

affairs , · and to induee him to procure the amendment 9f t he 

bill . The layman 1mmed1ately wrote to P1tt explain1na t he 

situation and followed l1P the letter by going to London for 



B personal interview. Pitt received his friend graciously 

and promised that there would be no precipitance in the . 

matt er. 

eanwhlle the Catholic laymen in the North. organized a 

forma l petition protesting against the passage of the act 

1n the form in 'Ilh1ch it had been drafted . Similarly letters 

of disapproval streamed in to the more prominent members of 

Parliament . 

"llner, acting as the personal rep1'e sen ta ti va of the 

bishops, also hastened to London . Burke presented him to 

Fox and Windham and advised him to confer with Dundas. Mil-

neracted on thl.s suggestion and conferred with the ilo: 

Secretary in the pl.'ese,nee of Pitt . The energet1c priest 

also contacted three of the establ1shed bishops , Wilberforc"" 

nd the D1ssenter, Willialll Smith. Be tried to conv1nce all 

these liberal statesmen that the great body of Catholic 

looked to their bishops for guidance and not t o the Commit­

tee~ Milner Was gratified with the outcome of his inter­

views and believed t ha t these men sincerely desired to pass 

a bill that would embrace all Cathollcs . 9 To further re1n-

9. Based on )flilner 1 s iyp»leDl.@nt~rx U,JnOlrA, 77 t as given 
in B. B. Wa rd , 22. s1!. , It 2 7. 

force his arguments 111ner composed a tract i n which he ex­

plained the objections to the Oath on the part of the bishop~i. 

Capie's of the essay were given to the Member s or Parliament . 

arch 1, the Uday o,r trial" as Milner called 1 t, a1'r1 ved . 
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In the course or the debates Mitf'ord still persisted in 

differentiating between Protesting and non-Protest.ing Cath­

olics. Fox, in accol"dance with his notice to abolish all 

distinction between Catholic and CatholIc, amended the bill 

by inserting Ifand others" in the title . 'l'ben he adaed ;l; 

Hl(eep In, if' they (s.re so)pleaseu, all their 
statutes for the establishment; the test and 
corporation acts 1f' they liked; but let the 
statute book be eXamined ,. and strike out ali 
t he others which rel ate merely to opinion. II 0 

10. i'gr;UMentQtl Deb"tes, XXVIIi , 1367 ... 1368. 

-~--- - .~ -_ .- ~--

Pitt spoke on behalf ot the Government . lie stated that 

his views did not entirely coincide w:i.th those of Fox ittbough 

he I:lOSt readl~y concurred :1nmuch of his reasoning.'· It was 

his wish that in this bill or in SOl'Jte other many of the 

harsher statutes woUld be repealed. Be was willing to assist 

both classes of Catholics . To relieve. one party and to let 

the laws remain against the other group would be the equ1va ... 

lent of re .. enact!ng them. Whether the aid was glven in one 

bill or two was a matter of indifference . In concludlng 

40. 

Pitt appealed to Fox to withdraw his amendment, at least for 

the present, as it would obstruct the passage of the mensure.II 

11. P61:l;!.M!entar:r~lbS\~~i, nVIII , 1373-1374. 

Fox graciously acquiesced. lie rejoiced that his pro­

posal had evok~d sueh stlatements from Pi tt, since Pi tt must 

know better than he What bill or bills Vlere likely to pass 



without muoh objectIon. 

The vicars apostol1,c wEIre now antlclpa.ting success" ' 

Blallop Douglass writes at the time! 

liThe reports are r:mch in our favor, and 1: am 
cred1bly informed that the Gentlemen ot the 
COllI1Il.tttee, \'11 th their abettors, talk now with 
great moderation on the bl11 and Oath, that 
they are senstble w'e are in favour "lith 
Ministry ••• '112 

12. CJ"ftQA Az:shive~h IV, 1n B. h . Ward , 2,R. q!t., I, 281. 

41. 

n April 1, 1'791, the b111 came into the committee stage. 

1.11 tford at once moved U.\.at the tl tle "Protesting Catholic 

D1ssenterslf be omitted. and tbat the caption "persons PI'O'" 

ressing the Roman CatholIc BalS.gion·· be substituted. He 

affirm.ed tha t this amendment was the Wish of the persons he 

represented, 1.e., the CatholIc Committee. l ) 

13 . Par llal!lentar;y !?ebates, XXIX, 115. 

It waSt however, of little use for the name to disappear 

as long as the maJ.n source of contention remained. Everything 

now depended. upon wbether the Oath might be rendered such 

that all Catholics eould t ake it. But the House of Commons 

made only several alterations in the provisions and some 

slight improvements in the Oath before it passed t he measure . 

Unfortunately , these mod1fications now caused the bishops 

themselves to be divided on the i s sue . 

The b111 still had to pass the House of Lords , and bere 

t he peers.proved the friends of the vicars apostolic . Unex-



peoted aid C8me from one of the Anglican bishops, Dr. Samuel 

Horsley of st. Davtd's. It was euriously enough due to the 

persuasion of Joseph Bering ton, a strong sympathizer with 

the Co~ltteet that the bishops oommunicated with this prel~ 

ata e Herington sincerely desired that the ne,,, law would be 

aoceptable to both parties in the dispute . As he was a par­

sonal f riend of both Dr. Horsley and Bishop Douglass, the 

priest drafted a letter for the latter to sign and had it 

conveyed to the Anglican bishop . 

The assistanoe Dr . Horsley gave exceeded the most san­

guine hopes of the vicars. According to some writers his 

speech in the House of Lords was lot'lg afterwards spoken of 

by Catholics as baving definitely t urned the sca.le in their 

favor . 14 Hor sl ey referred to tbe matter in dispute among 

14. B. H. Ward, ~. ctt., It 288. 

42. 

Catholi cs, vlz~, t he propriety of t he Qath. Be adverted to 

t he fact that three of the four Catholic bishops in the coun­

try had promulgated encyclical letters i n which they repro­

bated the Qath as it stood in the embryonic leeislation. As 

for amenqlng the Oath; he d1d not consider t he HQuse competent 

tQ dOl it. By way of alternat ive the BishQP suggested the sub­

stttutlonof the Oat h of 1778.15 The LQrds oomplied with ilis 

15. The contents of Dr . HQr sley's speech are summarized 
from Parlllilgentarx !?£bat~l, ..,XIX, 676-678; 678 n. 



recommendation. n June 3 t he oath was e.xpunged frOfl1 t he 

bill and the oa t h t aken by the Ir ish Ca t hol ics in 1774-- ' 

1" 1 th s ome slight al t erations--was substi tuted . The Cr.>mmons 

cce})ted the amendment of the Lords and the bill received 

t he r OYal as sent . 

On June 24. 1791, the Rel I ef Act went into oper ation. 

Ca tholics were at last f r ee to exer ci s e t heir r el igion i n 

England without incur ring l egal penalties . · By a remarkable 

coinciqence this date was the anniversary of the day on 

whioh two hundred and thirty-two years be·fore t he celebra­

tion of ·)fass had been prohibited by " ueen Elizabeth . In 

addition l egal sanction vias given to the 'buildi ng of 

churches and the foundin.g of new missions that in very 

reoent years had been more or less openly conducted i n 

defianoe of the obsolete laws. This freedom from restric­

tion stimul ated t he expans10n of Catho110ism. Bi shop Doug­

lass in 1796 commented on the numerous conversi ons and 

a t tributed them to the fac t that t he open profession of the 

Catholic religion was now lawfu.l and that public sermons, 

to whioh non-Catholics oame, CQuld be given i n the chapels. 16 

16. Cited i n B. H. Ward, £12.. c~t . , I, 300. 

The Aot also removed some of the social disabi11ties 

under whloh Ca tholics labored. Peers were allowed once again 

t o come into the presenoe of the King. However, by 1791, the 

barring of' peers f rom the presence o.f the sovereign had fallEm 
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into disuse , so tha t the Act dId not affect the social statuk 

of the peers .. The professions 'fIere I 1berallz'-'!d. Charles­

Butler \vas t he first Catholic to be called to the Ber since 

the fall of the Stuarts . he townspeople appreciated the 

cessation of the petty prosecutions that formerly tormented 

th~. 

44. 

Pi tt felt that this Act of 1791 was, in eff~ct, amanci­

pa tiol'l. . At the debate on the Catholic question t hat occurred 

in his brief second ministry he r eferred to the benefits the, 

Ca tholics gained under the Ac t and s tated that he did not 

think lithe t erm emancipa tion was appllca,ble to the repeal of 

the few remaining penal statutes to wh1ch Catholios were still 

liable . "l? 

11. Speeche" III, 421. 

However , by t.hose ('s tatutes" Catholics were still ex­

cluded from Parliament and denied the parl iamentary franchise . 

They could net thar hold eommlss1.ons in the Army and Navy nor 

discharge any officeot trust under the Crown. Catholic mar­

ria.ges had t .Q be celebrated in a Protestant church, and 

Protestant service had to be read by a Protes tant minister at 

all funerals . As 10 as these disabilities remai ned , the 

Catholic question could not be conalderedsolved. But f or 

the moment they were effaced in the satisfaction at the sub­

stantial relief afforded by t he new Act . When t he Cat holic 
, 

ques tion would again present itself to Pitt, it would be in 

its Irl.sh setting. 



CHAPTER IV 

The I r i sh Relief Acts 

From the time of the Norman invasion Ireland had to 

r esist Engli sh efforts at conquest, eolonizat10n, and 

absorption. But the shackl1nQ': ot the Church of St . Patrick 

had its inception 1n the lust of power and money which 

burned with other.lusts 1n the heart of' Henry VIII . The 

colonial parliament 1n Dublin in 15'36 yielded to his a"' ­

gression, and Henry f ound w1l1ing mercenary agents to 

suppress the Irish religious houses and to ha.nd over the 

possession of the Irish treasury. 

Dramatic and di$8strous as this policy was, yet It was 

Henry 's illegitimate Elizabeth who gave what she thought 

was the ~ S'l!! gra.ce to the Irish Church by her Acts ot 

Supremacy and UnU'orm1ty passed in 155'9. Under Elizabeth 

and the early s tuarts the prosecution of these acts initiated 

open and bloody persecution. On the whole until the reign 

of William and Mary the public exercise of the Catholic 

rell~lon and the position or tile Catholic clergy in .Ireland 

were matt ers depend1ng precariously on the whim of the Crown. 

Itb the revolution a still more stringent epoch begins . 

fter the breaking of the Treaty of L1merick of October 3, 1691, 

a new series of laws were passed , justly described as penal . 



Just to enumerate them takes Burns sev~nty pages in hi 

Ecslesislt19al Historx. 'This code was utilized as a deliber­

ate system for the degradation of the Catholic people in 

or der to secure a small Protestant ascendancy in its 

position of privilege . In writing of the penal code as it 

applied to England Edmund Burke could say f'a handful to · 

torment . ,. In . speaking of i ts ef.fects on Ireland he bad to 

wri te "e nation to be enslaved . pl Burke's sessment ot 

.--:. 

1. Burke expounds his views on the penal laws in a speech 
to his Bristol constituents in 1780, WorkS, II, 394- 405, 
Bnd in a letter to his friend S1r Hercules Langrlshe, 
one of the more liberal Protestant landlords of the 
I rish Parliament, 1!W1. , IV, 241-307. 

---------------------------------------------------------------------
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the Irish pOSition was very true. The Irish were practically 

reduced to the status ot helots . they had nothing lett . 

Land? They were allow8d to own none. Property? They m1~ht 

have a horse if 1t was worth less than five pounds . 

Protection? They might not even possess a gun. Education? 

By law they could enter no schools . They were allowed no 

episcopacy or church organIzation, except wbatthey were 

able to preserve undereround. or nesrly one hundred years 

they had to smuggle their priests trom ab.road . They had no 

parliament, no vote, no pepers, virtually no books; no 

leaders . They had but one th1ng.~thelr religion. · Tha t was 

their inherit.anee and to that did they cling. 

On reviewing these cumulative oppressions laid upon 

the Catholics t 1t 1s possible to unders tand what a WGlght 



of opposi t10n the Irish would encounter in their struggl 

to or£an1ze an influential body of resis t ance to re~ain 

their rights . 

However, by 1760 a resistance movement was beginning 

to crystalizeo The rise of a new Catholio merchant class 

became the menns of liberation. An indireot result of the 

penal laws had been the ingress of Catholies into the field 

of oommerce. Debarred from otming land ,met deterred £1' 

improvtng- it for fear of eviction or extortionate rents, 

the Ca tholio tenants took to grazing instead of tillage. 

As a result there was a growing export trade in cattle and 

other foodstuffs during the eighteenth oentury_ From this 

trade a1"OS9 the wealthy olass of Catbolic rnerchants -who 

became the organ.t zers of e.g 1 tat10n on beehaltot the I rish. 

physiCian, .Dr. Curry, and two merchants, 'thomas wyse 

and Charles O'Conor pioneered in the movement. These men, 

endeavoring to d.iseover and develop some means by wbich the 

Catholics could unite and obtain their lIberation, formed 

Cat holic Association. The merchants responded to tbeir 

ppeals . ut the aristocraCY. fearful ·01' government 1'8-

prissle and jealous of the Qsstmlptlon of lead.ershlp on ttl: 

part of tbe merchants, boyootted the organlzatioU. Tn 
ole riY , also fearing government action, -opposed it lIkewise. 

As a result of the dlsse,na1ons beetw86ft the grou.ps th 

Association dIsintegrated . 

!ren years later, 1773. Lord Komnara organIzed a second 
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Catholic Associat1on. Its first activities were ot no 

serious 1mportf'.ac'~ j but ciroumstanoes soon gave it strength. 

A new factor in tfl€lo-Irlsb relations was entering the pic­

ture as echoes ot the splashes of chests of tea and divers 

other protests of the American oo1ontsts were reaching 

England. England needed reoruits for her coming struggle 

itb the colonies . The Irish took advantage of England's 

need and skillfully pressed their demand. Consequently, the 

Rel!ef Act of 1774 was passed whicb did no more tru.,.n give 

the Catholles Il legal right Uta test1fy their lOyalty and 

alleg1ance to Hla Majesty, and their abhorrence of certain 

doctrines imputed to them. " In add1tion the Act fomally 

commItted to the statute book the fact that it was solely 

~'on account of their religious tenets" that they were '~pl'e ... 

vented from giving pubUcassuranees ot such allegiance . n 

That very admission was an irrevocable aet ot retreat from 

the pGnal code . The mere acknowledgement of the right of 

Irish Catholics to be treated equally as citizens was a 

charter of liberty wh1ch they proceeded to use to the utmost. 

The success of the first English Relief Bill four years 

later caused the passing of a .s1lnllar measure {,or Ireland. 

Xhose who took the oath ot 1174 could now take a perpetual 

lease (999 years) on property and could inherit and transfer 

lend. 2 

2. 17 and 18 George III c . 49. Annual Register, XXII, 25. 
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!rhe Same year, 1778, Henry Grattan and his Protestant 

Volunteers,who had originally enrolled for dei'anse against 

France , strategically eapita11:zed on the difficulties of 

Great Britain and wrested from her legislative independence 

for Ireland., Grattan wished to proceed to full Emancipation 

tor Catholics and admit them to the franchise, parliament, 

nd all offices except the highest . This step, he thoueht, 

ould enlist the leaders and merchants on the side of tbl 

new Consti tutton" the Protestant basis of which theY' lIould 

be bound, to accept and observe.. Gl'attan t s generous attitude, 

however, met with opposition from the majority of the Irish 

ascendancy. Grattan's Pa.rliament, it is true, passed a re­

lier act in 1782 that allowed the clergy freedom of movement 

and removed some restrictions on eduoat1on~-priv1lec~s that 

the English Catholics did not receive until 1791 . An 

Irishman might again owns decent horse, he could or~ce mol" 

reside in Dublin or Cork instead of being zoned 1n the 

surroundina "Irish-town. tI These were restrictions n<? on, 

could defend. But to abolIsh the clauses that excluded 

Catholics °rrom the statel! was a d1fterent matter. The 

ascendancy of tbe Protestant minor! ty depended comp.~etely 

on t he political dIs$bl11tles of the Catholics. Hence , 

the I rish Government would take no step toward rescinding 

them. 

By 1790 the democratiC elements 1n the CathQllc Com­

ittee had already begun to watch the progress of the 
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revolution ill France w.1th growing sympathy. Its oontinued 

success gradually strengthened their own courage in. <te­

manding Ju.stice,. The more active members of the Corumi ttee 

determined to organize an i.lin'4ediate application toPar11ament 

tQ request the repeal or the I'!aJllaining restrictions. The 

Catholic hierarchy and aristocracy who viewed events in 

:Fra.nc~ with disapproval were at once alarmed. Though 'tht! 

Committee ca.rried the motion for an !lddress to Parliament 

by a majori ty of ·81:x to one, Lord Kenmare and bisfriends 

. refused to accept the decision. Suty- e1gbt of the Catholic 

gentry, ·w1 th Lord Kenmare at thEt1r head, seceded from the 

Committee . Its control then passed into the hands of a 

Dublin silk merchant, John Keogh, a man of public spirit, 

Qourag~, and generosity. Addresses from most of the towns 

approved the poliey of' this plebeian leader ot Irish 

Catholicism. With this backing Keogh proceeded w1th his 

plans. The petition. was drawn up, but there was l10t a 

single member of the Patriot Parliament of 1790 who dared 

to present it on behalf of the Irish Catholio majority. 

miaunted the Ca tho-ilea s®ught other means to adva:nee 

'their claims . 'l'heylnvited fUchard Burke, to beoome the 

secretary and regulal' political agent of the Catholic 

Association. ~t tbe time tbis seemed a shrewd motre for 

Edmund Burke had for years been recognized as an exponent 

of Catholic rights in England and was also the foremost 

propagandist against the French Revolution. The appointment 
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of bis son as their accredited agent gave sufficient proof 

that the Catholics repudiated Jaeoblnism. Unfortunately 

Burke's son antagonized all w1th wbom he had to negotiat1a 

and eventuallY exasperated the Committee itself to such an 

enent that e2ter one year they paid him the enormQUS fee 

of two thousand guineas to go homa . 

the COllW11.ttee also folsn t Keogh to L,mdon to interview 

Pitt and ascertain the Eng-l18A Government· s attitu.de on 

the matter. Pitt gave a gracious promise that the British 

ministry would offer no objection if the Irish Parliament 

proceeded. further inemanclplltion. 

Fortified by the Prime Minlster ' sassul'ane.e, the 

Catholics then applie.d to the Irish Opposltioh. The 

latter, finding that they did not have enough influence to 

carry a meSSQre in Parliament, decided not to take up the 

Cathol1c cause as a party question. this stand taken 01 

the Opposition was fo~lowed with good consequences for it 

afforded Pitt and his min1sters the opportunity to com .• 

forward in eupport of the Catholics . 

The situation in Ireland at this- time indicated to the 

English Government that a struggle against its power might 

be forthccmJ.1ng. The members of the colonial ari.s toeracl, 

except those in the pay of the government were hostile and 

had pledged thetnselve$ to initiate an el.ectoral reform that 

would overthrow the English influence . The Presbyterians , 

still more truculent, were slowly turning to tlenlighte-ned" 
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doctrines a.'ld :p-olit1oal methods currently arising to 

p.rom1nenoe ill France ~ Furth~:rmore , thoy were trying to ob­

tain an alliance with the Catholics... Theobald Wolfe tone's 

pamphlet urging such an ellie-nee uas selllne w!dely. 3 A 

3. Theobald ! olfe Tone , a young Protestant barristel", 
"ounde~ tHe society of !Jnited I rishmen in OCt-OOOI'! 1191, 
i th the a1m of winning a reform ot the Irish Par la­

mtllnt • 
• - .... LA • ill ,. ... . .... ...... 

yet the Cathollcs •• renot inclined to contest the english 

connexloJl. But P1tt reali£eQ tully the truth of Surke's 

'fIarn1D£s that t be Catholics would become lntlBenCe-d by 

revolut1onary princ1ples if t heir gro1f1ng agitat10n was 

not reasonably met. 

To the Catholics then the lilng.lisb ministers were ready 

t o turn. ·OnDecQber 26, 1791, nundas, thG minister in 

chare. or Ireland, sent an J.mportant communication to 

estmorland, the Lord Ll.u.tenant. the Home Secretary uri:ed 

the I rish Ooven»nent to oonsider theela1me or the Catholics 

on grounds ot .1u.51:1ce 88 well al of expediency andrec:om­

_ende4 tbe repeal of tlpeottto .eot1ons of the pella! la •• : 

those that hindered the Catholics in the exercl •• or any 

prote..sslon,trade, or llIaDutaatu.re ; tho •• that restrictecl 

the marriage .of' « Prote.tent and sea tha11a ; asa t hat 

int erf'eredwlth the actual authority at the Catholic tather 

in the education of his chUdreul tho.. tllat made a <l1 .• -

tinction between hotestant and Papist 1n the use of &fDlS, 
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those that prevented Catholics from serving either on a 

grand or petit Jury; and, finally those that restrioted 

suffrage . 

Dundas .indicated that the English ministers did not 

ish to be autocratic in the matter . Pitt wrote in a slmi­

lar strain. The M.inisters had no w1sh to press the measure 

it the Protestants strenuously resisted it. But no 

declaration should be made that would deprive the Catholics 

ot hope . 4 

• Summarized from the letters of Dundas and Pitt to 
Westmorland as given in W.E.H. teckY n.Si9rx 9f 
Ireland 1a the El&ht11A)h g~\Dturx, rlI, 3 "'40, 45. 

In accordance with his 1nstructionlWestmorlmd con-

ulted with his colleagues, the Chancellor Fitzgibbon, the 

Attorney-General, John Beresford, the Arc.nbishop of Cashel, 

the Prime Serj.ant, and Sir JohnParnell--in other words, 

the ruling junta in Dublin. Burke, who knew them all, 

wrote that these men were steeped in a ferocious hatred ot 

everything Catholic. ' On January 14. 1192, Westmorland 

,. Wgrks , VI, 343. 

reported the' tenor of the meet.1ng to Dundas . The junt 

ave II hesitating and reluctant consent ·to the w.ishesof 

the Government regarding professions, intermarriage, and 

edUCation. J. reservat10n was made with reterence to grand 

juries, while the unlimited r1ght of carrying arms Was 
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pronounced to be completely lnadmlss1bl~ . 

The junta pract1cally exploded when it osmato the 

question of conceding the suffrage to Catholics. The Irish 

government not only strenuously objected to it but expressed 

apprehension and discontent that sueh a proposal had been 

as m.uch as considered by the BritIsh cabinet. Westmorland 

strongly intimated that eny fur ther attempt at concess1ons 

on the part of tbe English ministers would be vigorously 

resisted and hinted at repercussions should the policy be 

insisted upon. He accused Pitt of playing fta Catholic 

game" and warned that further proposals for Catholic suffrage 

would antagonize all Protestants without distinction and 

would militate against the interests of the English Govern­

ment. 6 
---

6. Westmorland to ~das, W. E. H. Lecky, ~. ~.t III, 
41 - 45. 

Pitt, though .not the minister officially in connection 

with Lord Westmorland , was evidently the dynamo of the 

movement and his Judgment would ultimatelY prevai~ . 

Consequently, the LordL1eutenant addressed to him a long 

letter in which be reviewed the whole Catholic question in. 

its relation to the government of Ireland and appealed to 

the Prime Minister to maintain the Protestant Ascendancy. 

Pitt's reply of January 29, 1792, endeavored to placat. 

the irate Viceroy. At the same time. Pitt apprised him t hat 

more liberal policy on the part of the Irish polit1cians 
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would be fully supported by England. He disavowed any idea 

of playing a ·Catholic game·· and asserted that he only con­

templated a plan that would be compatible With preserving 

the seeuri ty and tranquillity of a Bri tilh and Prote'stant 

interest . Pitt, however, was adamant o.n one point . Be re­

fused to pledge himself against additional concessions . ? 

7. cr . W. E. H. Lecky, ~. , III, 56. 

On January 20 Sir Hercules Langrishe moved leave to 

bring in a bill to relieve the Irish Catholics. Signifi­

cantly Hobart, the Secretary for Ireland,s8conded the 

motion. Surprisingly the measure, which removed the 

remalnlJli restrictions on educatIon, rescinded. the statute 

problbltilll Intemarl'lage , and adrQl tted Catholics to the 

bar, passed without too much OPPosltion. 8 

8. Text of the Reltef Act of 1792 given in Parl1AlA§ntarx 
n,g1s ter, XlI, ;8-62 

Desp1te the apparently easy passage of the bill the Irish 

Government triumphed 1n this conflict with the English 

ministers since the Quest10n of franchise "as lett untouched. 

Pitt and his colleagues re11ed on the1r I r1.sh contreres for 

their knowledge of the s1tuation. Naturally they did not 

wish to prec1pitate a campaign in whieh dangerous results 

were predicted. But Grattan and Burke maintained that the 

representations of Irish Protestant op1n10n sent over to 
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ngland at this time were either talse or enormously over­

stated. 9 

9. Cf. Grattan, ~. ~. IV 72, and Richard Burke to 
his f ather, December 26, 1791, CorresPQQQ,ence, Ill, 
462. 

The Catno11cs did not consider the Relief Act of 1792 

s be1ng the def1nitive termination of their activities . 

'lhey proce.ded t o organize a national scale in a manner for 

which the I rish ?arl18ll1ent was itself responsible . Whil 

Lang1"ishe ' s Bill had been in progress, this body had openly 

stated IIthat the Catholics were proceeding on a principle 

of indecent menace and intimidation. " To eradioate such 

suspicions the Committee had presented a petition to 

Parliament wh1ch respectfully recalled the loyalty and 

obedience that Catholics had man1fested throughout the past 

century. lth incredible insolence Parl1ament removed th 

petition for the table and denounced the petitioners as 

"rabble of the totril. u The insult naturallY aroused t he 

Catholics to a fury of resentment and stimulated them t .o 

redouble their efforts. These parliamentary sneers at tb 

Committeets represent ation furnished a clear pretext t~ 

org:an1ze a n.-w Committee on Q national scale . When th 

plans for this organization were being laid , the Committe 

inv1ted Vlolfe Tone to replace Burke's incompetent son. 

olta Tone 's industry as a pollticaloraanlzer and his 

immense enthusiasm helped Keogh produce 1mmediate r esults. 
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But in h1s act ivities as the official agent of the Irish 

Catholics this young barrister was out of sympathy with all 

Catholic traditlon~ Only the pOlItical fortunes of Catho­

lics interested him. Again and again in his diaries Tone 

reiterates the hope that as soon as the I rish Catholics 

have achieved pol1tical liberty they wl11 proceed to eman­

cipate themselves from relig10us superstItion. Priests he 

despised and distrusted; 'bishops he considered as serious 

obstacles to the democratic revolu.tion tor which he was 

striving. The Catholic Commlttee provided him with a 

career that enabled him to exert all his ingenu! ty and en-: 

ergy in overthrowing an unjust code of laws and at the 

same time adVanced the project t_hat inflamed him ... · the 

uniting of all classes and creeds in Ireland in a demand 

for complete separation trom Sngland. 10 

10. Of . \-"folfe Tone, Auto~lQgl'J?bX, 36. ad. Sean O'Faolaln 

Under Keogh's leadership, then, and Tonets guidance, 
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in collaboratIon with Grattan and other Irish statesmen who 

were outraged by this callous treatment of a burning question, 

the Catholics proceeded to teach the landlord Parliuent a 

lesson they would not soon forget. Tone issued invitations 

to every prIest to call a meeting of the parish at which 

some local resident would. be appointed a delegate to the 

ensuing DublIn Convention. This plan for the enlargement 

of the Committ •• on representative lines thoroughly alarmed 



the Government . Gr and Jur ies fulminated against the new 

attempt at t reason. But Keogh refused to be intimidated. ' 

The elections were held in the autumn ot 1792 and t he 

Convention assembled at Dublin in December. The suceess 

of the group meetlna£6r t he firs t tIme as a national 

assembly was immediate . TheConventlol'1 voted to petItion 

for a complete restItution of the rIghts orCathollcs . i .s 

a f urther ect or defiance , the Convention decided to address 

the petition dir ectly to the King . By passing over the 

adminis t r ation of t heir country 1n this studied and del1bel'­

ate manner the Cathol ics demonstrated to tneworld that his 

.jesty · 8 ministers in Irel.and had so lost the confid.enee 

of .his subjects that they were not even to be entrusted 

with the dellvery of t heir petltlon. Keogh and tour ·of 

his colleagues were selected to present the petitIon to tb 

ing. 

_eanwhile the English Government again 1ndoraed the 

Catholic cl aims . The decisiVe wor4 I!l&alnst the Catholics 

tor which Westmorland waited, Was never 1J1ttered. Instead 

there came a clear intimation that the English ministers 

were resolved to insist on the liberal policy they had 

tormerly reco_ended. In November PItt had W1"1tten to the 

Viceroy to express his anxiety as to the consequences ot 

any opposition to t he holding of theC.atholic Convention. 

Then he continuess 

"but t he more I thlnkon the subject the 
more I regret that tirmness against vi olence 
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115 not accompanied by symptoms of a dis­
position to conoiliate, and by holding 
out at least the possioilit1 of future 
concession in return for a perseverance 
in peaceable and 1010.1 conduct ••• lt the 
Protestants of Ireland rely on the 
weight ot this country being employed 
to enforce the principle. that in no case 
anything -more 1s to conceded. to peaceabl 
and constitutional applications from 
Catholios, that reliance , I think, will 
fall, and I fairly own that in the 
present state of the world · such_ 
system cannotulttmately succe.d. ull 

11. Cited in W. E. H. Leaky, 2». sl1. , III, 126. 

This letter and a similar one from Dundas could not haV 

been ver,y palatable to Westmorland, but he declared himself 

ready to exeoute the wishes of the .tnlsters. 

January 2 Dundas introduced Keogh and his COlli. 

pentons to St . James, where they presented the pet1tion to 

,Georg. III. Tone, who accompanied the -delegation to London, 

exulted over the reception. At tbese receptions the words 

spoken were of little interest; the manner ln whlch the, 

were delivered was the 1mportant thing . King George was 

very graoious and the delegates had every reason to be 

content with the manner ot their reoeptlon. 12 

12. Cf. Wolte, Tone, Ay,tQg1gSraphf I t 89, ed. by his so.n . 
_ _ ---______________________ - ....... !iJ:d Jt! " _ -Ij 

The success of the deputation was be~ond all doubt. 

!be mere fact of their having achieved the1r purpose of 

presenting the pet1tion to the King in person was an unpre­

cedented advance . The King's Speech at the opening of the 
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new session in January 1793 revealed their triumph. The 

pertinent clause in the Speech from the Throne was as 

follows: 

.. ... aud I have it in particular command 
trom his Ma jesty to recommend it to you, 
to apply yourselves to the consideration 
to such measures as may be the most 
likely to strengthen and cement a general 
union of sentiment among all classes and 
ciescriptions of his majesty's Catholic 
SUbJec.tS t in support of the established 
consti tutlons . With this vie. his 
:ajesty trusts that the Situation of 

his maJesty's ~atholie subject. Will 
engage your serious attentioll; and in 
eonsld.ratlon of this subJect, he relies 
on tbe wlsd~ and liberal1 tl Of h1s 
parliament. lil) 

13. Pa£l.~gl!mt.I£Y aOgistlr. XIII, 3 • 

. iAfter such a message the I rish p~rliament had no alter­

native but to submit a bill for the reller of the Catholies. 

The result was that the Parl iament which would not permit 

the Catholic pet1tion to be laid on their table now passed 

the broad Rellef Act ot 1793. This act gave such wide 

concessions to the Catholics that about thirty years later 

the f};).glish Catholics procured the introduetioll or a bill 

t hat asked no more than they be given the same liberties 

and .rb:hts as the Catholics 1n Ireland. 'l'heCathollcs could 

again bear ams; they might serve on grand and petlt . juries 

1thou.t distinction; tliey could take oommissions in the 

rmy and navy and could hold offices in the state with the 

exception of some of the highest, as Lord Chancellor; they 

• 

60. 



might endow schools, colleges, and universities, and take 

degrees in Du~lln UniversltYe Mostsurprisingll of all the 

Catholic forty-shilling freeholder was granted the franohise . 

The Catholios had merely asked fo"!' a qualified franchise, 

but Pitt insisted that the suffrage be given to the sam 

e:;ttent that it Was held by the English eleetorate . 14 Ton 

14. Uabart's Relief Act of 1793 1s printed in the f,r11a-
IUmtarl Rftgj.ster, XIII, 199. . 

was disgus ted that the leaders bad given way on the quest10n 

of allowing Catholics to enter Parliament, but at the same 

time he rejoiced over the gains made . Grattan, too, re­

gretted that the upper classes of the Catholics had not been 

admitted to a. full voioe in the state . 

Nevertheless, the Catholic Committee felt they had s-­

cured the substance of practically all their request. It 

xpressed its gratitude to the Government, rewarded Tone 

and the deputation, and dIssolved itself as a mark ot satis­

faction at what had been accomplished. 
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CHAPTER V 

the Fitzwilliam Episode 

It would seeJ!1 that wi. th the passing ot the Act at: 

1793 the 'battleot the I rIsh CatholIc was virtually won. 

Th.e Aseendaney, however, lost ao t1me 1n endeavoring to 

minimize the effect of the Reliet Act by using all their 

existing privileges to keep the Catholic. out 01' plaoes 

they were entitled to bold. The rapid and alarming develop­

mentor foreign affairs furnished a new excuse tor the 

passing ot. repressive measures against every form ot popular 

agitation. 

Pi tt, 0.0 the other hand. WaS still determined to pur­

sue a policy ofconeiliatlon. In the Nort.h of Ireland 

enthusiasm for r epubll(!anism Was spread1ng 11ke w:Lldf1re 

among the D1ssenters, while the United Irisbmen were 

becoming more and more aettve in try1ng to toster a union 

with the Catholics in order to overthrow the existing regime . 

The Prime Minister. who was aware of the seriousness of the 

war with I<"ranee, q,eslredthe loyalty of the Irish Catholics 

at all costs . 

I.. breacb in the rlbig taction at this time strengthened 

his hold on the sitwatloa.. Tbe ditter.nee between Fox and 

Burke over the French Revolution disrupted their friendship. 

8urke and his friends seeeded trom the party and gave their 



support to Pitt ~ This secession enabled Pitt to bolster 

his government by reconstructing it on a basis of coallt1o~. 

Howevert the rapproehf!ment necessitated some "logrolling." 

The Duke 01" Portland took office as Secretary of Hom' 

Affairs with the understanding that the 2arl Fitzwilliam 

would replace Lord Westmorland as Lord Lieutenant of 

Ireland. Fitzwilliam had been oftered this position by 

the Prince ot Wales and Fox during the Regency criSis . 

Naturally the junta did not approve ot Pitt ' s thus incor­

porating into the ministry men who had been their strongest 

opponents in 1788. 
Although his appointment was still in the offing, 

Fitzwilliam appointed his chief secretary 1n July nnd openll 

entered into communications with Grattan and the Ponsonbys 

to obtain their cooperation with the policies he planned 

to execute . The Earl admitted that the appo1ntment was 

peLdia.g end that h1s present bid tor support was premature. l 

1 . H. Orattan, Memo1J:§. IV, 173-174 .. 

This unoff1cial overture to Grattan cau.ed a rasurRence of 

hope among . the CatholIcs that Fitzwilliam was unwarranted 

in givinLh for it was believed that the future viceroy 

planned to carry full emancipation and to remove the Junta 

that opposed all llberal measures. 

Pitt, however, did not intend to hand Ireland over to 

Portland and Fitzwilliam 9ar~e blanche. Between the surren· 

dEir to ?lhlg demands, though, and the bitter oppoai tion in 
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his own party Pitt saw the coa~itlon threatened with 

dissolution. In order to arrive at some understanding .' 
Pitt and Grattan held a conference . According to Grattan 's 

a.ccount of the meeting Pitt 'Would not have Catholtc Emanci­

patton brought forward as a Government measure, but if the 

Government "were presssdu VJould nyleld 1t. "2 

2. H. Grattan, aa., IV, 1'77& 
~----~~~~------~~~--~--.... ~--~~~~.~.~.--~~----~~------~~~~~--~~~--.. ~~~ .. ---

About the same time the matters 1n dispute were talked 

over in anotherconte.rence attended. by Pitt, Grenville , 

Portland, Flt.zwicl1iam, Spencer. and W1ndham. It was inde­

Cisive. Reading the private letters of' those who part1e1-

pated one call onl.y be amazed that the coalition survived. 

Fitzwilliam grumbled that he had to "step into Lord 

Westmorland's old Shoes •• • the men, and of eon$equenee, the 

system of measures (were) to remain the same. ... Windham 

asserted that if the Prime Minis ter's support of the Ultra­

;Protestants at Dublin led Portland to reSign, he would 

relinquish offiee, too . 

Pitt reserved in express words to his colleagues and 

h1mselt full llbert.y to consider and decide on any mea.sure 

that came to them trom the Par11am,nt of Ireland. Se 

emphatically deolared: 

USe-sides the 1mposs1bl1i tl Gtsaerlflcing 
&111.. suppo.rter, of Government, or exposing 
them to the system. I ought to add that 
the very idea ot a Ill!' ~Yetl! as far as 1 
und~u'stand what 1s mean ~1~he term, and 
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especially one formed without previous 
cOl'lll'Bunication or concert with the rest 
of the King 's servants here, or with 
the friends of Government in .Irelandlm is in itself what I feel it utterly -

,possible to accede to; and it appears 
to me to be directly contrary to the 
general principles on which our union 
Was formed and has hitherto subslsted. tl3 

3. Cited in stanhope , ~. £!l., II, 2890 
i .... 

It was not until November 14 that the King received 

Lord Mansfield's acceptance of the Presidency of the 

Councll , an arrangement that allowed Westmorland t~ beoome 

aster ot the Horse . Fitzwilliam was not sworn in as Lord 

Lieutenant of Ireland until _on th later. 

On the eve of Fitzwilliam's appointment in December 

another consultation WaS held. After the Vlceroy t s recall 

in February, 1795, Grenville committed the results ot this 

meeting to wrl tlng. AccordIng to his memQrandum F1 tzw1l11 

received preCise instruct10ns before his dep.arture~ Fltz-

Ibbon on no eondition was to be removed from his orfice as 

Chancellor. Of Berestord no mention was made . In fact 

there was to be no complete change 01' personnel, although 

th~ govermnent wes to be strengthened by the introdUction 

of the Ponsonbys. The question or further concessions to 

Catholics was d1scussed "though not much at length. - It 

WaS unanimously agreed th.at }i'1 tzwililam should inform him­

selt in Ireland S$ to the state and disposltlonof the coun­

try in this respect, and should send on his information; 
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that he should do his best to prevent agitation of the 

question during the present session, and that he should 

not commit the King's government withQut fresh instruotions 

from the Cabinet'. 4 

4. Summarized from Pro_gr. f aners, III, 31-38. 

Fitzwilliam, it seems, acted precipitantly. Qn 

arriv1ng in Ireland his first act was to dismiss Beresford, 

who for years had dominated the Protestant administration. 

The new Vieeroy had no concept.1on of tbe coherence of the 

As 0 endancy. His dismissal ot Beresford back- fired immedi­

ately. In Dublin Castle Fi tzwilliam was henceforth surrounw 

ded by sullen subordinates whG sat in silence througb every 

meal, while Beresford undertook to undermine his influence 

in London. 5 

; . Cf . John Beresford, 9grr'IRqpdenQ!, II, 44. 

In regard to the Catholic claims, Fitzwilliam found 

the country seething with excitement. The premature 

announcement of his appointment bad given seven months 

during which the Catholic agitation revived at full blast. 

Victory, at last, seemed within their grasp. P1tt, the 

Prime B11'llster, was favorable to' their claims; the new 

ministers 'Were their friends . The confirmat1on ot Fitz­

william ' s ottice in spite of the bitter criticism of the 

Junta seemed to' demonstrate that again, as in 1792 and 1793, 
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the opposition had been overcome. For tile first time since 

the Treaty of Limerick a pro-Catholic Viceroy was to rule ' 

the Castle. 

Almost immediately Fitzwilliam and Parliament were 

deluged with addresses and p$titions trom every county in 

Ireland .. By the middle of Februttry the si,gnatures exoeeded 

half a m.illion.6 Grattan, even if he had wished 1t, had no 

6. at . Burke, Cprrtlsp2ruieQSHh IV, 277. 

power to hold back. On the twelfth ot February he moved to 

br1ng in 8 bill abolishing all remaining restrictions on 

Catholios. 7 

7. ~arlUm.!Mary Rfjg1s~!r, XV, 98 . 

On perceiv1ng the urgenoy of the Catholic question, 

Fitzwilliam wrote to his cbiefs in London explaining that 

though he d1d h1s best to keep clear ot any engagements , 

he found the Catholic question already in agitation and a 

co~1ttee appointed to bring forward a petition on their 

behalf . The Lord Lieutenant pressed for the approval of 

his aotion by the Cabinet on th~ groun.d that this repeal 

of the disqualifying laws Was necessary 1norder to secure 

thepac1ficatlon and loyalty of the country . 

For about three weeks Fitzwilliam received no replY 

from England in answer to his urgent pleadings . 8 Then on 
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8. SOll'1e historians eonsider the delay in responding to < 

the Viceroy's communications an act of inexcusable 
negligence on the part or Pitt and the Cabinet. Ct • 
• E. Ii . Lecky, ,2Jl . ill. , Ill, 288 . However t J. R. 

Rose , Pit~ fns'. Napoleon, 31, presents a d1rferent 
aspect of the qu..estion. He attributes the so- called 
nesligence of the :Ministry to climatic conditions 
that delayed the dispatch of the mails for England 
from the tenth to the twenty- third of January. The 
basis of his statement is a letter from Beresford to 
~uckland. On the nineteenth of January Beresford 
wrote that no packet had been. able to sail and that 
all his letters written since the tenth were still 
lying in Dublin. C9rte~iPond!na, II , 61. 

February 8 the Duke of P·Qrtland sent the Lord Lieutenant a 

repetition or his former instructions and a declaration 

that no steps should be taken at the present time in the 

interest of the Catholics . Pitt also wrote censuring the 

diSJJlis8al of Deresford.. The v1ew oltha Cab1net appears 

to have been that to attempt a rad.1cal ehange 1n the Irish 

Parliament which the admission ot Catholics would involve 

was too much of a r isk .hen the European scene was so 

threatening . 

Meanwhile, the Ascendancy continued to ~ive vent to 

rage and alarm. It the granting ot rights to Catholics wa 

to cause them a loss of power, they would not concur in it. 

Furth_ermore , they well knew that the King was the Achilles t 

heel to the s1 tuation. To George tIl they planned to turn. 

Two days atter the m.otiQn ot Grattan the Chancellor waS 

writing to Beresford that the K1ng could not give his 

saent to the measure "without a direct breach of his 
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Coronation Oath. 1I He added that when Crattan's Bill was 

printed he intended. to send it to the King with comments l.n 

reference to British statutes that bound the King on this 

subject . 

But the King had already expressed his disapproval at 

Fitzwilliam's measures. On February 6 he sent Pitt a stat",­

me.nt of his strong objection to Emancipa tion, both as a 

matter of pollcy and on religious grounds . He was aston­

ished at a proposal calling tor the ntotal change of the 

principles of government which have been followed by every 

dminlstration in' that kingdom since the abdication of 

James lIn and that "attar no longer stay than tht"ee weeks 

in Ireland. " He was oppc>sed because it adopted "measures 

to prevent which my family was invited to mount the throne 

of this kingdom in preference to the House Qr Savoy. " 

George III emphatIcally stated that the subject Was beyond 

the deciSion of any cabinet of ministers . 'hey should 

ive no encDur.agement to such measures, and 1f the con­

tinuance of the new administration in Ireland de~ended on 

the success or these proposals, it should be ehanged. 9 

9. Summar1zed trom a letter of tb 
stanhope, ~. ~. II, xxiii- xxv . 

to P1tt, 

So decided a 8 tand on the part of the King undoubtedly 

played an important part in Fitzwilliam' s recall. One . 

bioRrapher believes that both Pitt and Grenville welcomed 

such SUpPor t because they felt Fitzwilli d broken his 
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agreement on both patronage and concessions to Catholic 10 • 
_________ w ________ ---·~--~·--~-·-~---------------·-

10. r. .. C .• Barnes, Gegrae IIIf!,ng Pi~t , 344. 

---------------, ---------.-------------------------------
Consequently, acting with entire unan1Jn1ty, although with 

regret, the Cabinet on February 19, 179" came to the dR­

cision that Fitzwilliam should be recalled. 

The news of the Viceroy1s recall surprised and angered 

Ireland . Whe.n he departed on March 25, 1795, shops were 

closed and no business ot any kind was transacted.. The 

reater part ot the citizens put on mOl1rning and some Qr 
the most respectable d.rew his coach down to the waterside . ll 

11 . AM9al Regis:t![, XXXVII, 226. 

Nattartllly, the Irish hurled charge,s of ill faith at 

the English Government. However unwarranted his action, 

Fitzwilliam had excited hopes not ot emanCipatIon and re­

form alone, but of a completelY' new system. These hopes 

had been shattered by his pre .... emptory removal . Ireland, ot 

course, did not know that Pitt was by no means Bv.rae to 

enlancipa tlon an.4 that ift tzwl1l1am had exceeded hi' instruc-

tlons. oreover, one strong refutation can be made to thl 

accusations against Pitt. portland, Spencer, and Wlndh 

had long been friends and allies of F1tzwilliam. They took: 

office on condition that he receive the Lord Lieutena.ncy 

of Ireland and had threatened to resign when that appoint­

ment was delayed. Consequently, their failure to support 
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him at this time is noteworthye 91 concurred in th 

necesnity of his removal and remained 1n office as eollea~ues 

of Pitt . Their attitude Is best revealed in a letter 'of 

'··'lndham to Ft tRilliam: 

,"Witb respect t o, dlsapprobation of measure~ 
I know of none, t ,c which your Excellency 
can allude, except an opinion, which I 
cannot but distinctly avow, that a great 
:part of your &xcel.lency·s measures have 
been in direct OPPOSition to what I had 
understood tahave been agr eed upon 
eithe.r directly or byimp11catlonj In the 
convetset1on Which took place in liown1ng 
Street, a little previous to your Ex­
cellencyl s depa:rl"tUl"el I mean partioUlarly 
in the appo1ntm.ent of are W. Ponsonby, th 
appo1ntment ·of sir. G. Ponsonby, the re­
moval of .Mr. Beresford, and 1n the 
bringing forward the CatholiC Question, 
30 far as your Bxcellency approved of, or 
was concerned in that measur et before a 
communication CQuld be hadw! h thi 
country. 

It in this op1n1on I have the mis­
fortune to dlfter with your Excellencl, 
I have the consolation, I believe, of 
agr eeing with every other person, who was 
present at that conver.etton. ;112 

12. 'limo Windham, The W1ndl)Am PtPfU'§ t II , 288. 
, . IT ~, ........ q 

UndOUbtedly, much of the fa1lure ot 1795 was due to 

an imperfect understaruUng between Pi tt and Fi tzw!lli • 
Fitzwilliam acted over haetlly !!.tld lUladv1sedly, expectslly 

in regard to his dismissals . PItt, on the otber hand, 

should. ha:ve taken as fIrm a s tand 1n the fall as he took 

in. December. If he des1red to postpone emanCipation Ufttil 

n uncertain date , the PriJDe Minister shottld not ha.ve 
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excited the expeotation of the Irish by an appolntme.nt 

they interpreted as Ii sign of impending acquiescence .. 

It isposslble, toe , that tnee.phasis given Fitz­

william ' s recall as a predominant factor in the movement 

toward the rebellion of 1798 may be somewhat exaggerated. 

If Fitzwilliam had not been recalled, 11' he had been 

allowed to ' pass Grattal.'s Bill , and. ·as was most unlikely., 

the King had given consent to Cathelic Emancipation, wou.l<l 

the United Irishmen bave des.1sted from their attempts to 

overthrow English control? From Tone I S wri t1ngs and the 

activities of the society, t.he supposition is that the 

rebellion would have acourred just the same. 

After the Fl tzw111iam episode the 01'1s1$ be.gan to 

approach taste Ireland entered upon that period which 

saw the Republican organization of Ireland, attempted 

French aid, the Rebellion. of 1789, and the Union. 
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ClUPTSR VI 

Negotiations For The Union 

:len quietw8s restored after the Irish Rebellion ot 

1793 , definite plans for a. union with England w~re formu.­

lated. i 'h.e idea 01 aleg1s1atl ve union between Enr;:land and 

Ireland waS not new in 1798. There had been ear11er 

8Upp1>rters of theprojeet who considered a Union as tbe 

best means of abolishing the restrictions on Ir1sh1ndustry 

and trade. Later more than one harassed 01't1ci a1 consid­

ered the abolition of the Irish representative body th. 

simplest way out of the old problem of "managlng ft ttll 

col onial ParlIament ftin the interest of England . " ;BuoklnF -

ham as viceroy in 1780 and Carliale 1n 1781 had been 

sounded a$ t o its possibility. The Duke of Rutland, the 

first of PItt ' s viceroys, was equally convinced in 1784 

that Uw1thout 8 union Ireland tr111 not be connected with 

Great Br 1tain 1n twenty years longer. " Later, when the 

mnvement for Catholle:rellet was agitated 1n 1792, Pitt 

h11nselt referred to a UIl10n in a letter t o Westmorland. Ii 

bad long thought of a union of the two countries, but 

scareely d.ared hope for its realization. Such a plan would 

undoubtedly solve the reclU"t'lng diff iculties. In 8 united 

parliament Catholios could be glven a share in the govern-



ment because they would form a minori ty compared to the 

rest of the Empire . The Protestant interest in power, 

property. and Church Establishment would thereby be 

secnre . 1 

1. Letter of Pitt to Westmol'land'gl~~n 1n W. E. H. Leeky, 
lUs tol"Y or Irtllgnd 19 the Eighteenth C~niyry, III, 
74 . 

Again, betore Camden's departure. the Prime Minister 

specula.ted on the matter of a Union. And when CornwalliS 

as appointed vlcerQY, the King wrote to Pitt that the new 

Lord Lieutenant mUst not ~lose the present moment of terror 

for trlghtenitl£ the .supporters of the Castle into an union 

with this eountry . .. 2 

2. ~~O~~dB;;~:S~1!::!9?i!!S;;aP!ftt;X~6g~1, cited 1n 

-------------------------------------------------------------, 
Fitzgibbon. now known as the Earl of Clare, also 

favored the union. In his fanaticsl Protestantism the Earl 

hoped that under a United Parliament the question of re­

form would become infinitely remote; then the prospect of 

be1~ overwhelmed in the Irish ParlIament by the Catholic 

representatives would no longer be a menace to the privi­

leged position 01' the ~seendancy . Pitt d.efin1tely Was not 

motivated by any such rancorous hatred of npapists . " He 

pursued lit broader, more state.smanllke policy. The over­

\vhelming danger with which England was faced by the war 
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wi til France made him determined to strengthen the hold of 

the English Government on Ireland, and t oel1m1nate the 

possibility ot independent action by the Irish Parlia.ment. 

Thus , for various reasons, the King, Pitt, the most 
I 

important ministers in England, and officials in Ireland: 

favored the UniQn. But the question was, --HoW to get it 

through the Irish Parliament?tt The support of this 

measure would depend in no small manner upon whether or 

not it provided for the admission of Catholics to the 1m ... 

per1al Parliament of Westminster . The Protestant oligarchy 

would supp,ort 1t onlylfCatholics were not admitted; the 

Catholics would support it only if Catholics were admitted. 

Cornwallis from the beginning hoped that CatholiC 

Etuanoipation would be inoluded as e: part of the Union. The 

progressive dealine of his hopeg 1s seen in his letters 

from Septetnber 30 to t,ovember 15, 1798. He was convinced 

that there woru.a. be no tr.anqul1l1ty in treland until the 

Catholics would be given their full rights . And , if 

emancipation was not to be a part of the Un10n, he waa de­

termined that no clause should be included as an integral 

part of the Union the. t would make exclusion of the Os tho~:tcs 

permanent. 

The implaca'ble Fitzgibbon suspected the liberal prin­

ciples ·of Cornwallis . In October, 1798, the Cha.ncellor 

sailed to El'lgland to personally urge his po1ntoi' view ...... 

that, while the Un10n wa.s necessa.ry, the Protestant 
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Ascendancy In Ireland must at all costs be maintained. 

Pitt yielded for the time betng, yet he resolved that the 

union wes eventually to be the means ot Catholics obtain! 

their political rights . 3 

3. • llberforce, !tife Qt: \U1ber(org" II , 318, 32 .... 

In November, 1798, the Government's scheme reached 

Cornwallis . According to this first draft the CatholiC 

clergy were to receive a salary from the state, the tith 

question was to be arranged, feforms were to be mad.e in 

the Established church, but Catholics were not to be ad­

mitted to the new United Parllament. 4 

.4. 

Would the Catholics give theIr support to a pro jected 

union that did not proy1de tor their emancipation? Qf the 

negotiations of the last five months , of the favourabl 

dispositIon of the Government in London, of Olare's mission, 

they were ignorant . There seemed to be in the measure the 

indication of a definite good will in the proposed finan­

cial help for the clergy, and in the proposal to 11R:hten 

the burden ot t1.thes that was one of the chief grievanoes 

of the Irish. Nor were the victims of the Castle Victories 

In 1792 and 1'795' likely to protest agaInst a scheme which, 

pparently, would end the Castle forever . Cornwallis at 

first thOUght that the plan would not be opposed by· the 
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Catholics. LeadIng Catbolics wer e anx1ou.s for nothing so 

little as a discussion of the Catholic ela1m$ Din the pre ft ... 

ant temper of the Irish Parliament. n They eould hope for 

a less prejudiced hearing in the Imperial Parliament. 

,rchblshop Troy was approached; he was well-disposed and 

lltng t o do all he could prudently do t o assist the 

s cheme. 

u t Grenville was dubi ous 8S to the a.:tent of the in­

f luence of the "lead1ng Catholics . " Hi. anxiety was 

justified for soon Cornwal l i s' l etters reveal another 

aspect ot Catholic opinion. Rewrote that he had been too 

sanguine 1n hoping tor the good will of the Ca tholics, and 

the principal Catholics in Dublin were ,fldisposed to think 

t hat, in this part of t he Kingdom at least, the greater 

number of them will join in opposit1on to the Unlon. u5 

5. Based on Cornwallis, CotrlSppndana" II , 434, 44~1 
444, and a letter in W. lS. R. Lecky, .212 . sil., V, 206-
207. 

The Go'Vernment had by now publicly announced 1ts plan 

in a propaganda pamphlet written by the Under ... Sec.re t ary 

Cooke , and the expected general opposition showed itself 

immediately. The weeks that intervened between i t s publi­

cation and the opening of Parliament were fi l led with 

expostulatory meet1nga and counter-pampblets . The Patriot 

group that had led the movement tor legislative independence 

twent y years before r allied agnlnst the scheme . The Irish 
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nr denounced itt as they saw the prospect of losing much 

or their old prestige and their professional occupations. 

The merest hi.nt of relinquishing their lucrative heredi­

tary power alarmed the great borough proprietors. Dublin 

Catholics at a protest-meeting declared that the Union would 

mean the ext1nction of Ireland's liberty. Dantel O'Connell 

here made his maiden speech and passionately asserted he 

would rather have the penal laws back than l ose the national 

parl iBJJlent. 

In such a situation the Catholics acquired an imnen 

political influence . The OpPos1tion sent an assurance to 

Lord Kenmare that 1f t he Catholics would present a petition 

aJa1nst the Union, a motion would be made in favour of 

CatholiC Emano.ipation as soon as the Union proJect was dls­

posed of. .Alarmed the fongllsh Oove'rnment decla.red that 1 t 

would never grant emanclpa.tlon nas long as the parliament 

of Ireland remains 1n lts present state.fI 

Attempts were then mad.e by the Government to work th 

Catholics into some kind ot un1ted support under the inspi­

ration of the pro- union Ca tholiC aristocrats .. but these 

efforts tailed miserably. Finally in January, 1799, 

Cast l ereagh, set himself privately to negotiate an alliance 

wi th th.e bishops . It. meeting of the trustees of Uaynooth 

College w.s his opportunity. He was so f arsuccessfal that 

the ten bishops who acted as trustees . reversing their pre­

vious refusals. tentatively accepted 1n prinCiple the otfer 
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of State provision and the r1ght ot the f,;overnment in r,..­

turn t o confirm the papal appointment of bi shops . 

anwhl le at Dublin and at t"iestminster the Parliamen-

tary campa1gn had opened. itt 's speech on t he Union 

emphasized the necessity of es tablishing honest , impar tial 

authorIty in Ireland and stressed the anomal y of the I r ish 

posit i on. }I,re Was a nation that had to support an es t ab ... 

11shed church to which tew of the inhabitants belonged, a 

nation in which mos t ot t he l anded property of t he country 

1n the hands of a minori ty. Racial and sectarian 

divisions of t hi s nature the I rish Parl1ament by its ver y 

composition was unable t o end. ,A.fter giVIng an exhaus tive 

survey of the iUs of I rish society, Pitt referred to the 

admission of Catholics to Par11.ament . This question he 

knew alarmed Dlany. But in an imperial parli ament the 

Catholics would be a minority . Full concessIons could 

made to them without endangering the state . Thus, all 

considerations being taken together, the Prime Minister 

felt that the bestsolut10n to the problem ofmaintaln1Jl8 

harmonious relations. with Ireland was r'ln the f ormation of 

a general imper1al legisla.ture . ,,6 

6. Summarized from Pitt's Speech on the Onion 1n Speeches, 
I II , 47-49. 

In spite of Pitt's eloquence the . Union was bitterly 

tOURht in Ireland when Parliament met on J anuary 22, 17 

Grattan and his followers 1mmedi ately took up the glove. 

• 
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Atter a fierce d te which lasted twenty hours the vo 

re equal . The debate was resW!'led and a fresh division 

taken. The Government was deteated. by a margin of five 

votes, and the paragraph in the King 's speeoh that referred 

to the desirability of the union was expunged from t~e r~­

cord. Great WaS the exultation of the Anti-Unionist at 

the results of this first encoWlter in thlt Irish Commons. 

ReaUzing full well that the English Government would not 

consider the defeat as final, the Opposition again renewed 

its overtu.res to the Catholics . 

To thwart and counteract this #'hand of friendshlpfl 

polley Cornwallis sent his secretary to England in t he 

autumn of 1799. The Viceroy directed Castlereagh to inform 

Pitt and the Cabinet reAarding the state of affairs in 

Ireland and to ascertain what was likely to be the ultimate 

deoision in regard to Catholics. Cornwallis did not want 

the Catholics later to feel that be had deceived thew. 

At this time the political alignment in Ireland on the 

question ot the Union was as t~llows: the Protestant group 

was divided pro an,d con w1tli the Dublin and Orange soci etie 

definitely against the measure; the Catholics were holding 

back as they were skeptical whether the Union would impede 

or tacilitate their object . ·Castlereagh believed that tn_ 
measure could not be carried if the Catholics actively 

opposed it. 

the Cabinet considered the situation in a meeting at 
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hlch Castlel'eagh was present. The latter was commissioned 

to Instruot Cornwallis that as tar as the Cabinet was con­

cerned, "he need not hesitate to call forth Catholic 

support. tl However, it was considered expedient not to give 

a direct assurance of emanc1pation as t his might completely 

alienate tQ,e Prot estant groups in both countries-. 

Armed with th~s authority Cornwallis and his aides 

Ilomitted no exertion to call forth the Catholics in favor 

of' the Union. 1t Though no def inite promise or assurance 

was made a general hope was raised an-d, according to 

Castlereaghts testimony, the support the Catholics gave 

because of this hope made the car r Ying of the Union pos.s1 .. 
, . -

ble . ? 

7. Negotiations with tbe cabinet summa.rized from Castle­
reagh I s letter to Pitt" Jan. It 1801, in b,lrS ana 
"QrresoQnd.nee or J1SQQuni Cas1e,eagh1 IVi · - 12, ad. 
Chas . Vane . Berea terre erred to as cast ereagh, 
CQrrasPIMenr;g . 

______________ ~~ ______________ ~ __________ ~~- c~ __ - ~ __ ~ ______ ~ ____________ ~ 

In the end, though, to secure the Union, Pitt ha.d to 

buy it out. The energies of Castlereagh, Cornwallis , and 

Clafe were d1reeted toward the manipulation of' the lnembers 

of Parliament and the powerful interests whieb controlled 

the seats . They "justified" the means which t hey employed 

on the ground of disagr eeable necessity. To Cornwallis it 

was particularly "dirty work" for which be despised himself, 

and he often lQn,ged to kiek those whom he was obliged to 

court . 
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According to the proposed Act of Union Ireland would 

have one hundred seats in the United Parliament.. Tni 

arrangement would cause two thirds of the Irish seats to 

disappear . In. the Irish Parliament at this time out of 

three hundred members in the House, one hundred twenty­

four were nominated by fifty- two peers and sixty-four were 

no.minated by thirty-six commoners. Both in England and in 

Ireland those who contro.lled boroughs consid.ered t hem as 

property to be 'bought and sold . Compensat ion would be the 

only method that could possibly win these borough owners 

to acquiesce in a project that would deprive them of profit 

and Influence . This principle of compensation was recou" 

nized in 1785 when Pitt proposed to reform the ~arllamentary 

system th,ere..Accordlngly these proprietors of Irish 

boroughs were granted fifteen thousand pounds apiece tor 

each constituency. .Lord Ely, for example, reoeived f'orty­

five thousand pounds for his six seats. Xhe total sum paid 

to borougb patl"ons was one million, two hundred sixty 

thousand pounds . 1"0 provide for the pa)'1nent of the Illoney 

this s um was added to the Irish Uational Debt . 

However, to guarantee compensatIon to borough owners 

was not the only job on the agenda . Votes had to be ob-

. tained in Parliament in order to assemble the majority 

needed to pass the Act . Consequently the patronage and 

terror of the Crown was employed to arouse publio opinion 
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toward the Union and to pack Parliament. The people were 

wheedled, coaxed $ threatened, and bribed into signing 

petitions in favor of a union with England. Everyone 

holdln2 a government Job in the country had not only to 

sign a pe t ition himself but was compelled to mak.e his rela­

tives sign. Italso. Moreover , to every man who hoped 

eventually to hold a. position under the government, it was 

plainly intimated that he and his relat ions must become 

signers . New a.nd lucrative ~obs , orfices, government 

apPointments werecreated for · bestowal on those who rendered 

"services. " A briefless barristermlght find himself a 

judge, whiles rich matt ambitious for social distinction 

would. receive the ttrlbbons u or "gilt potato. u Within the 

year twenty- eight new Irish peers were created., twenty re­

ceived promot1ons in the 11'1.sh peerage., and six Vlere 

rewarded with English peerages . No one denies that the 

transactlen involved wholesale corruption. The purchas 

of the I rish Parliament to pass measures desired by England 

was ha.hitual and invariable . Only this time it was done on 

a seale of unusual magnitude . 

By these various devices the .English Govermnent at 

length managed to secure the required maJorit,"'''''one hundred 

sixty- two out of t hree hundred three members . But Corn -

wallis knew the mettle of the men wit h whom he had to deal . 

He wrote, "I believe that half of our majori ty would be as 

much delighted as any ot our opponents, if the measure could 
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be defeated. uB 

8. Details of the pressure brought to bear on the Irish 
ParliaJllent ijiven in Cornwallis, ~grt"pondencg. I II, 
34, 1,1, 1,6, 184 ; castlereagh1 Corr!pspgngence. III, 
260, et, a'Q.; elaborate datai s are, related by H. 
Grattan, Ql? cit., Vj Chapter Vi W., E. H. Lecky~ J:UU 
~t V, Chapter ALII, F. PlOWden, oD.ett., I , 3-4, 
lists the peerages and promotions granted .. 

The lAct of Union received the' royal assent August 1, 

1800. The Government buildings in the capital sported a 

new flag t and the Bank of IrelA.nd purchased the House of 

the Irish Parliament. 
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CHAPTER VII 

Pitt's Attempt To Gain Emancipation Fails 

s soon as the Act of Union became a reality Pitt with 

the aid of Grenville immediately began to> plan the deta1ls 

of complementary legislation to procure Cat holic Emancipa­

tion. They felt that the removing of the remaining d18-

,ualiflcations trom Parliament and from ofrice would be the 

best pledge the United Parliament could give of its general 

good dispOSition towards the Catholic body. Moreover, th .. 

measure seemed wise ",hen considered with reference to the 

present state ot Burope and to the great probability of an 

attempt at the invasion of Ireland: in the course of' the 

year. 

:enC8, the two ministers drew up the following plan • • 

Cathol.ics were to be admltted to Parliament and to offices 

in the Government. The Te.t Act was to be repealed and a 

political oa.th substituted that was to be imposed 1ndiscrim­

inately anm.mbel'S of Par11ament, offlcfllholders. Dl1n1stEtrs 

of religion, and teachers . This political oath was to 

contain a declaration at l01alty to the King, fidelity to 

the Cl)nstitution. and a renunciation of Jaoobln. p:rinc.1ples. 

There 1ra~ al~o to be a f1n~ne1al endowment for Catholic and 

Dissenting clergy. F1nally, a provision was to 1>$ 11194& for 



the commutation of tithes.1 

----------------.., ..... ---------------- ---- -*"'!' ... 

1. On February 2, 1801, Grenyille eommun1cated the de­
tails of the plans for emancipation to his brother, 
the Marquis of Buckingham. Cf. CQurt, and Ca,bine'i 
Qf GeprseI11, III,! 128-129. 

Pi tt said nothing to the (.ing on the au·oject. Doubt­

less he thought it 'Would be less difficult to ga1n his 

consent if a complete plan was presented to him as the 

policy adopted by the cabinet. In pursuing this line of 

actton, as he later acknowledged, he Was to blame. The 

risk was great, tor Pitt was fully aware of the Sovereign's 

relentless opposition. 

In 1795' George had shown. that he considered emanelpa­

t1onto be a breach of hls coronation. oath. In 1798 when 

Cornwallis first went to Ireland the King reminded Pitt 

that religions other than the established one might be 

tolerated, but this toleration did not include a share 1n 

the go-vemmentof the state. Henee, Qno farther 1ndul­

gence" must be granted to the CatholICS. LIkewise, George 

III informed Cornwallis that though he was a "strong friend 

to the Union of th.e two Kingdoms," be would beoome "an 

enemy to the movement~1 if it were to cause any change in 

the sitQatlon of the Cathollcs. 2 

2 . Georg.e III to Cornwallis , January 31, 1799, in .c1) . ... . 
Barnes, GIOrie IIX Ind ' ll. P1t;t, 362, cIted from 
Clemen" Tray!cr1ptl. 

a6~ 



Nevertheless, when the Cab1net reassembled at the end 

ot September after the s~er recess , Pitt unfolded the 

design which, 1n conjunct1on witb Grenville, he had so 

carefUlly prepared. 

Unexpected opposItion appeared 1n t he Cabinet . Its 

source was the ellanceIlor.. Loughborough. He took decided 

exception to the proposal to remove the Oa ths of Supremacy 

and. .Abjuration as a test for Catholics holding office. So 

strongly did lIe protest that the Cabinet adjourned without 

making a decision. i'be question was not broached aRain 

until the January meeting . The del ay in reaching an 

agreement during thes onths .eems to have been due to 

Pitt's illness dur1ng October , to h1s personal financial 

worries, and to the attention given t o the more pressing 

problems of the 'War and the scarcity of supplies . 

But Lougbborough in the meantime was most act1ve. It 

is not known for cer tain whether Loughborough, seeing an 

opportunIty to ingratiate h1mselt with the King, betrayed 

the Prime Mi n1ster Qr not. There seems to be no doubt, 
I 

though, tha.t he W&s engaged 1n opposing further concessions 

to Catholics . He wrote a lengthy memorandum whlch main­

tained t ha t tt.A Prot~stant governme.nt cannot recommend. to 

Protestant Parll sment the repeal of ell the laws to whleh 

both owe their being and securl ty. It A copy of this meDlO­

randum was found in the Sldmouth Papers . On the envelope 

George III had written, "The Chancellor's r e.flectlons on 
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the proposal from Ireland of emancipating the RomanCatho-

11cs received December 13, 1800.,,3 

3. Henry AddIngton, Lite ang .Cort!sponWlnce of tn! Ut i 
Hon. Hepry A~ngto» •. First V1sqQWlt §ldmQuth, I, 500, 
ed .. George Pellew. Hereafter reterrod to as SldmQ.Yth 
paP!ls. 

1'h1s seems positive proof that Loughbol"ough was 

opposing concessions and that the King WaS aware of it in 

December; it does not ~rove that the Chancellor informed 

the King .ot Pitt's plans . George III said that he was 

unaware of them until a short time before he spoke to 

Dundas at his Levee on January 28. 

It is probable that Loughborough's most effective work 

consisted in.inning members 01' the Cabinet to his view. 

The Duke of Portland, tor example. is alleged to have 

changed his stand after reading Loughborough' s memorandum. 

When the Cabinet met in January, Loughborough, Portland, 

estmorland, Liverpool, and ChathaJD. Pitt's brother, appear 

to hevi! offered various degrees of opposition. This oppo­

sition and division in the British cabinet on the Catho11c 

quest ion came as a distinct surprise to Castlereagh and 

Cornwallis. Castlereagh 1nu;1ediately wrote to Pitt to recaU 

the tact that in the autumn of 1799 a serious effort had been. 

made to ascertain the op1nion of the Cabinet on thts very 

question. His letter, which SUJm&arizes the history afthe 

nef!otiat1ons on the subJeet, 1n41cates that Dublin Castle 
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and the British M1nistry were aware of the determined 

opposition of the King . It shows that not only Pitt, but ' 

the Cabinet as a whole, was responsibl e tor the procedur 

of Cornwallis, viz . , that he solic1t t he support of the 

Catbolics on the tacit understanding that Emancipation 

ould receive the support of the English Mi nistry 10 th 

Imperial Parliament. 

While affairs were at this stage, the first ilnperial 

Parliament oonvened on January 22, 1801. .P1tt, 1ntent 

upon setting the question at rest, inserted 1n the Ung's 

Speech a passage expressing confidence that Parliament 

would seek to improve the benetits already secured b, th 

Act of Union. The phrase was smooth enough to leave the 

King 's conscience unruffled; on the twenty-third he assented 

to the Speech. 

However, on January 28, at the King's Levee, the crisis 

c~e . The Klng walked up to Dundas and reterrinR to Lord 

Castlereagb said, "What is it that this young Lord has 

broae;bt over which they are g01.ng to throw at my head? •• 

The most Jacob1n1cal thing I eYer heard ot! I shall reckon 

ny man my personal enemy who proposes any such Dles r.1.!'fj . it 

"Your l.1aJesty w1l1 find , ft answered Dundas , "among those 

who are fr1endly to that measure some whom you never sup­

posed to be your enemies. u4 

4. P. B. s tanhope, Lit' of P1~$t III , 274. 
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The extraordinary outburst naturallY led the ministers 

to oonter together the next day. Grenville was requested ' 

to prepare a paper expla1ntng the proposed changes in the 

form of' oath tor members of Parliament; be declined.. Pitt 

himself theD undertook the task. In a masterly letter of 

J'anullry 31. 1801, he attempted to present h1s ease to the 

King as be should heve liked to present it before 060rge .111 

showed himself' so highly agitated over the question. The 

:l>r1lle Minister probably realized that his opportunity ot 

havln,@, the King study his proposal With an open mind WaS 

lost. Nevertheless, Pitt presented his point of View as. 

he owed it to himself and bis colleagues at least to state 

what their p.rogram actually was. 

Pitt's letter shows that he wss convinced of the 

justice of th_ cause. He mainta.ined that the admission or 
Catholl.cs and Dissenters to offic.,and ot Catholics to 

Parliament now involved little or no danger to the Estab­

lished Church or Protestant interest.. The political circum­

stances under which the exclusive laW's originated were no 

lon,ge1"applleab1e teeurrent affairs . there Was no app1"e ... 

hension of a Catholic successor to the throne nor danger 

from an invasion by 8 foreign Pre.tender . Furthermore the 

CatholiCS had disclaimed. by oath the more ftobn-oxlous tenets·' 

attributed to them. In addition, the pensioning of the 

Irish olergy would win their gratitude and sup,port. 'lbe,. 

measures wouldarrord to a large class ot the Irish subjects. 
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a proof of the good 1'1111 of the United Parliament and would 

help to give the full effect to the object of the Union-- . 

the tranqllUiz.1ng of Ireland and attachIng 1 t to England. 

The K1.ng,fortlfled by the legal arguments of Lough­

borough and by the ecclesiastical protests of the Arch­

bishops of Canterbury and Armagh, dId not hesitate in bis 

reply. He informed Pitt that his Coronation Oath made it 

ilnpossible for him to discuss atl1 proposition that would 

"tend to destroylJ the groundwork of the Constitution, and 

particularly that one nQW proposed by the Prime .Minister 

whicb was "no less than the complete overthrow of the whole 

fabr1c that the wisdom of our forefathers esteemed necessary" 

as he euphemistically described the penal laws •. Pitt's 

plea that the paciticat.ion of Ireland was indispensable in 

time of war' was wholly unavailing . Again the King rei ter­

ated that his interest in a Union with Ireland was 'based on 

a trust that the union of the two Esta.blished churcbe s-

"would fo rever shut the door to allY further measures with 

respect to HOlIan Catholics." 

, . Communications of Pitt and the King summarized from 
P. R. stanhope, ~. , Appendix, xxiii-xxxi. 

On receiving this def1nite relusal to consider his 

proposals Pitt sent in his resignation, at the same tim 

assuring the K1ngof his support and assistance to the new 

government. George III accepted his resignation, but r", -
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Quested that Pitt keep orfice until all the new appoint ... 

ments were made. Addington was persuaded to undertake 'the . 

formation of a new ministry. 

In the meantime Cornwallis was waiting to hear of the 

developments in England. A letter from Castlereagb dated 

}l'ebruarY9, 1801, written under the direction of P1tt t soon 

informed him of the unfavorabl spect affairs had taken. 

Cornwallis Was requested to inform the Irish of the failure 

of the movement, to calm them and assuage their disappoint-

ment. 

The Viceroy aocordingly dre,. up two letters. llhe 

first he based on Pitt'ssent1ments as conveyed in the 

letter from Castlereagh; the seoond exp1"8ssfltd his own 

thoughts . 

In these letters tbe IrIsh .ere sDpralsed that the 

inlsters had round insurmount4ble obstacles to the grant­

ing of concessions to the Catbolics wh1le they were in 

'Orf1ce . I n consequence, tiley had retired, considering this 

line'or conduct as "most likely to contribute to the 

ult1ntate success" of the m.easures planned. The Catholios 

were to feel assured that they could rel y on the support 

ot a.ll whQ retired. when 1 t could be g1 v,en w1 th 8 prospect 

of success, that Pitt would do his utmost to establish 

their caUSe in public favor . However, they .ere cautioned 

that Pitt would oppose any unconstItutional behaviour on 

their part . They were requested to be ttsensible of the 
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benefit they PO$~9SS by havillg so many characters of emi­

nence pledged not to embark in the, service of Government, .. 

except on the terms of the Catho11e privileges being 

obtained . .. · It was hoped, that onbe.lanclng the advantages 

and disadvantages of their 81 tuatlon they wot1.ld pursue 

qUiet alld peaceable line of eonduct. 6 

6. Castlereagb,CprrgsRondengeJ. IV, 38-41; Cornwallis 
CorrfuiPaMenge. III, 347-34ti. 

Cornwalli. gave the notes to Lord Fingal and Dr. troy 

and raquest.d them to forward ·the lett,re to the principal 

Cathollcs1n different part. of Ireland. Th.ee communi­

oa t10na wer., raeei ved wi th mixed 8entlllents . Cornwallis 

felt that they accomplisbed their purpose. but a cont.1II. ... 

porery not.d two Catholio me .• tinge at :Dublin that treated 

tb.concesslons and excuses 1n Pitt's letter with the 

ltgreatest cont.pt. "? 

7. Lord Carleton. Quoted by P. Hugh", ~§ Cat.hQ1J.o 
I,tu •• tion, 236. 

oreo"er, there was one word 1n CornwaUls ' letter 

that occasioned a great deal of m1'understand1ng- .... the "oro 
flpledg.d."Cornwal11s himself realized thls and wrote to 

a fri3nd that the only JIl4ani,ng it was meant to convey wae 

that ,\)ersons who had gone out of otfiee because the measur 

could not be brOUght forward, would not tak-G part in. a!1¥ 

administration that was unfriendly to 1t. tl H. 41d not mean 
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that any def1nito measure was pledged. Pitt, too, f oresaw 

a mi sunderstanding and prepared a statea~nt to be made in 

Parlianlent if the letters were al,luded to. I n regal'd to 

the pl edge, he would decline upon pr1,nc1ple making tt any 

othe-r pledge than his past conduct. tr What bis future con­

duct m1e-bt be would de.pendupon what he fe lt due to the 

question itself as well as to the publio interest. He dld 

not accept the Lord Lieutenant ' s declaration as constituting 

llnyth1ng 1.1ke a binding pledge . With the "sentiments 

genernlly expressed 1n those papers ll he w8s1n agreement .. 8 

8. Cornwal11s, £nresP9nAEm9t, III, 346. 

-----------------------------~--------

It 1.9 apparent that other members of the ministry 1n­

terpreted the statements' 1n a similar l1ght . Grenv11le 

and W1ndh~ in the May debate of 1805 said there was no 

pledge; Ca stler.eagb in 1819 denied that, during the dis .. 

ctlssion of the question of un1on, any promise of the nature 

o~ a pledge had been given. And Canning in the debate Gf 

182711laintained that Pitt did not give a pledge but th&t 

transact1.ons connected with that period, being put together., 

t'calculated to excite, in the minds ot the R~n Ca tholies,. 

hope, whioh !las been deferred until the heart is sickened. ''9 

9 . Hlnsard, IV, 6,9; 1022; XX, 589-590; XVI, 1005-1006. 

Unfortunately the papers were never alluded to In 

Parliament. Pitt's explanat10n rema1ned a. private communi-

94 . 



cation. The Catholio leaders, on the strength of th 

lettel"s issued by Cornwallis , had some reason for thinking , 

thoir caUse was not hopeless .. They looked forward to Pitt's 

return to of~ice and to the completion of his work. 

s writers claim that Pitt did not mak sincere 

etfort to overcome the King's opposltlon. 10 on previous 

10. W. E. B. LeOky'&!n t;:., V, 442; D. Gwynn , The 8jiruggu 
t ot Catho11g . c ,t op, 131. 

oecasions be had been confronted with the stubbornness of' 

the King and forced him to y1e1d. WhY ,not now? One stro: 

ASOn why Pitt dId not attempt it in this instance seams 

to be that he realized that be could never sway Geor~e III 

when his r811giou$ convictions Hre at stake . 

It was evtdentthat the King was greatly affected by 

the matter. At WlIldsor George III read blsCoronatlon Oath 

to his fam1ly, asked them If they understood it, and added, 

"It I violate 1t, I am no lOllier legal Sovere1gn of this 

oountry, but it falls to the house of 8avoy. - And on 

another occas1on he said to one of his attendants : 

"Where 1s that power on earth to absolve 
me from the due observance of every sent enc 
of that oath., part1cularly the one requ1ring 

e t o 'maintain the Pr otestant r eformed re­
ligion?' Was not my tam1ly seated on the 
throne tor that express purpose? And shall 
I be the first to suffer 1 t to be undermined, 
perhaps overturned?ull 

11. Sldmouth Papet" I , 285- 286 n. 
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Under the stl-ain the King I S mind gave way and b 

sutfel'ed a recurre.nce ot his insanity. On his recovery he 

attributed his illness to Pitt's attempt to bring up the 

question of Catholic ncipation. Pitt was touched when 

the statement was repeated to him. In a moment ot .. eakn 

he yleld.ed to the King and . sent him 8 1D8ssage promising not 

to bring, up the subject of Catho.l!.crellet aga1n. 12 Shortly 

12. Pltt 1 s message was sent to the king thro-ugh two 
channels: a verbal message througb the King t S physi­
elan, Dr. Willis, and. III letter trom George Has 
direct to the King . P. fi . Stanhope, AP. c.L~., III, 
304; G. Rose, QiAr~eg and Cg",spgndmC!h I, 360, ed. 
t . V • H8.rc,our~ • 

. atter he intimated that, should the King desire 1t, he wa 

prepared to withdraw his resignation and remain at his post. 

But by this time Addington had completed his cabinet and, 

with pitt' .s support alsured, both he and the King were 

satisfied with the arrangements made . On March 14 Pitt re­

linquished his ofriee. Of his oolleagues, Grenville, Dundas, 

Spencer, and Windham sent in their resignations, as well 

s Cornwallis and Castlereagh in Dub11n. 

Over the real motives of Pitt's Fesignation, over its 

s inoerity, its meaning, much controversy has spent ltself. 

Did he intend to blttf'f' the King into capi tulat lon?13 Did 

13. J . R. Malmesbury, ])1,1'1.8 and. Corres pondenol , IV, 3, 8, 
inta1ned that pit wanted to show hls 8 trength. 

he think hilllselt indispensable .88 this the easiest W8Y 
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to disembarrass himself of an awkward question that had 

never aroused his personal enthusiasm? Was it a means ot 

avoiding makine a peace with Napoleon?14 

14. CrltlelstrJ of the E4\nbyrgb Reyi, •• cited in P.R. 
Stanhope, .214-eit. , III, 309 .. 

An examination Gt the basis of some of these allega­

tions Is, perhaps. in order. Was the real reason for Pitt's 

resignation an aversion to be pe,rsonaUyconcerned in con­

cluding peace with France, which he foresaw eould not be 

much longer delayed? The suddenness and the manner in which 

his resignation oeeurrell would seem to attest to the faet 

that the European war did not enter the affair. It was the 

1(1 

15. 

decided oPPOsition that forced the lssl~ . l5 Reading 

J . R. MaIme.bUry! 0;. cit. , IV. 2. noted in his diary, 
February .;, 180 , that the dissension w8s .st111 very 
_.reat. "Tue King will not give way, and Pitt main­
tains his opinions. 1.£ this continues, a change .~ 
take place. · And the idea .eems to be not to call in 
OppOSition, but to form an adm1nlstration of such ot 
Pitt's friends who do not think as he does on this 
particular point.-

the corre.pondence that pas..sed between Pitt and the King in 

early Feltru8,l'1, one oan but conclude that Pitt resigned 

very reluctantly. It is most probable that Pitt would hay 

undertaken the work of the peace it the ICing bad been 

willIng to do justice to Irelan.d. 

thers assert that Pitt's reSignation was a sham as 

he Ul"l!ed h1s friends to support the new min1stry, which would 
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be an anti-Catholio one. cecrding to them, Pitt sh_ould 

have declared war Ofl the adnl1nlstratlon, harassed it with A 

Catholic resolutions, and held his fr1ends a100f .. 16 How-

16. Donald J. McDougall in bis art1ele , ttGeorge III, 
P1tt,an.d the Irish Catholics," declares that Pitt 
had ne1ther interest nor sympathy tor Catholic 
Emancipat10n a8 a matter of principle. Cf. Catholic 
1il.toriQA;LBeyl.w, October, 1945, 31e 272 .. 

ver, the pol1ties-1 situation in Europe at the time lett 

Pitt with scarcely any alternative except the support ot 

Addington. England was at war and n.eded a strong govern-

e.nt. Fox, as leader of the OPPOSiU,OD, could not take 

over the reins tor he was a fierce opponent of the war and 

Was in addl tlon ana thUle to the King . Pi ttcould only be 

followed by a government of his own party, one he could 

support putting the Catholic question aside . efore 

quittIng office he lett means and preparations lIkely to 

insure success both in the expedItion to Egypt then pending 

.nd in the proposed attack of the newly formed Coalition 

of the Northern Powers. Othan1s.. he would have been re­

proacbed. with deserting his post at an hour or distress and 

of abandoning war measures when they were in an 1mprov1dent 

s Ituation. 

Tbe fact that he was will1ng to keep his otfice in 

arch when h. had resolved on resigning in February is also 

cited a. proef of his insincerIty. It weald seem that the 

InterveninR illness ot the King 1s sufficient explanation. 
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Some writers contend, too, that Pitt's feeling for the King 

waS s1mulated. 17 But Pitt had served George 111 tor mol' 
1 . b " 16 .. " 

17 e D Ol Gwynn 9 99, 911 .. , 131; If' .. Plowden, 20. gU. , I, ,6" 
.... P " - 8 'O f 

than sevente~n years and had been on intimate terms with 

him. It was natural that he shouldoe disquieted on hearing 

that the Klng attributed to him the caus~ or his illnes;;». 

Subsequently other mlnlster-s, some of whom were not at 

all on cordlal terms with the Soverelan, felt that they 

should retrain from brInging forward sure tor Catholic 

relief out or consideration tor George -tIL . It waS in thl ­

understanding that Cas.-tlereagh took ot:t1.ee in 1.&'J3 and 

Canning in 1804. Then, 1n 1804, when PItt was trying to 

form his second ministry, even Grenville sounded Fox as to 

the poss1b111 ty of making a Government w1 thout Eman.clpat10l1. 

Fox replied that it there was a mlnlstry cordially un! ted 

on giving the Catholios their full share 1n the govermunt 

01' the country, some tI(tonsideratlon, as far at least as 

delay went, might be hed of the lUng's prejudices, espe­

cially in his present state . .. 18 

18. Charles J . Fox, 
IV, 45, ed. Lord. 

However,on this occasion, Fox worked on the Gren­

ville p_ride and persuaded Grenville to keep thell1eas.ure 

and to join him in opposition to Pitt. Yet, in 1806, Fox 
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eted on the answer he had given to Grenville . When he 

took otttce, contemporaries noted that Fox had. assured th 

King he would not bring on measures that were offensive to 

him such as Catholic Emaneipation.19 

19. ct. WIn . Wilberforce, 14f9 9I iUlb,rtorQSh III, 256; 
stdmou~hPap!r§, n, 435. 

Thus, all factors considered together , Pitt seems to 

have been sincere .. o.n February 16, 1801, he 'explained hi 

ot1ve in resi2ning to Parl taments 

"I and some of my colleagues in office, 
did teel it an Incumbent duty upon us to 
propose a measure on the part of the govern­
ment Which under the circumstances of th 
union, so bappily etrected bethen the tlro 
countries we thoUght of great public impor­
tance, a;d nec.ssary to c'omplete the beneftt 
11kely to result from the measure. We felt 
this opInion so strongly, that, .nen we met 
with Circumstances, whIch rendered it 
impossible tor us to propose it as a measure 
ot govel'DDlent, " _ telt 1t equally incons1s .. 
tent w1th our duty and our honor any longer 
to relnain a part or government . Wba.t.xU 
the op1n1on ot others I knownot,"'bii.t l ·beg 
to have .it understood to be a measure, .whioh, 
1f I had re~alned in government, I must have 
P1"oposed. "2Q 

20. Parl.ll!lllutarl a •• t9U, XXV, 970. 

WhY should his statement not be acoepted as true? .He 

would not continue 1n of tic. when thwarted by the King on 

question of great1mportance, nor would he consent to dis­

ppoint hop.s which he bad eneoul'agedand by which he had 

benefited. Be did not insist on a struggle with the K1n& 
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which miRbt have had disasterotls consequences . He insisted 

on his policy in the only way open tc him--ha rosigned. B, 

gained noth1ng porsonally thereby. He lost power to which 

be had been so long accustomed; his income VIAS reduced to 

less than that of a country gentleman and necessitated tb 

sale or bis e.state, Hollrood. But cla1lU ot honor required 

that he do aU in his power to re.qu1te the services of 

grea t body ot men who had shown remarkable pa.tlence and 

1'1delity. 

With all his outward COlnPosure. PItt must have felt 

tieep distress at his faUure to a_plate the Union by the 

act he had in eontuplation. He desired to vivify the Union 

1Jlth Ireland by a. concession wh1eh would come with aU the 

ore IlraclQusness because he had not introduced it into the 

legal contract. But the outcome 01' 1t all waS r .eslgnatlon 

tor himself, and a continuance of the agelong feud for the 

two people. 
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CHAPl'BR VIII 

Pitt's Second Administration 

In the ensu1ng years before PItt·s return to off1ce 

the Catholic question attracted little public attention. 

Cons1der1nc the circumstances undel' whicb Addington's 

ministry Came into beIng, it wa.s evident that the CatholIcs 

had not much to hope from it. Moreover, the afrairs in 

Europe engrossed the attention of the government . Th 

situatIon was so threatening that, after three years of 

office, Addington resigned and Pitt tormed his second ad­

ministration. 

That Oeorge III would demand 8 tresh guarantee trom 

his First Uinister betoreagain acce'pting his services waS 

to be expected. Probably on no other condItIon could Pitt 

have returned to of rice. Rightly or wrongly he was con­

vinced of the necessity of his doina so in the interest of 

na tional security. Tbe King took full adVantage of the 

situ.ation. Pitt 's Idea was to form a coalItIon government 

to meet the crisis . But the King indignantly rejected the 

proposal that Fox should be included in the ministry and 

elso forbade any further consultation w1th Grenv1lle ' s 

roup. Furthermore, he demanded a pledge that Pitt would 

resist all efforts to alter the 'lest llct-.»rhe Palladium ot 



our Church Establishmentft--or to secure tu~th.r coneessions 

tor Catholics. These poInts understood, 08.01"&& III was 

ready to consider any plan Pitt might propose. However, 

the King independently asserted that if Pitt wouldn't be 

,b1e to undutake the prem1ership under these clrcwnstances, 

he would have to call for the assistance of men Utruly 

attacbed to our happy Conati tutton. lf 

Pitt accepted thsKing's CQndltlons but not betore h 

had reaftirmed bis belief in the propriety of the measur, 

hlch he h.d proposed J.n 1801, and 1n tbe salutary results 

which miJ;!ht· have rollowed it. enactment at that time . Bow­

ever, he acknowledged that other considerations and "sent! .. 

menta of deference to you!" Majest7~ had convinced him ·of 

his duty to abstain from bring1n:& the measure betore b1Il 

again. He had prev10uslygiven tbat assurance to the King, 

and at thepre.ent time would adhere to 1 t . l 

1. Summarized from letters of Pitt and the lUng on the 
matter or Pitt's r&taking office, P. B. Stanhope , QI • 
.QU. , IV t Appendix, vii-xii. 

Unde" such restrictions then Pitt was al.lowed to res.ume 

his old office and to unde:rtake the dU'tlcult task or 
orR.:aB1z1ng tbe country' a defense.s and finding al11e. for 

the o011ling struagle with Napoleon. lU. colleaguGs , with 

one or t"oe.xcepilons, were titled mediocrlt1es who owed 

their positions less to their ability than. to tbeir reQ.dl­

ness to SUPilort the king in defending the Establishment an 
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the constitution against the designs of would-be- lnnovators . 

From such a government the Ir~sh could hope for nothing . 

Wi th the except.ion of Pitt himsel f t CastlEreagh and Dunda ... , 

now Viscount llelv111e, were the only members who could be 

rsaarded as friendly . The convl.nced advocates ot emancipa­

tion, Fox, Grey , FitzwillIam, Gr enville, Spencex', and 

lndham, were excluded, not only by the King's veto on th 

Whla leader. but equally by the cond1tions tmposed on PItt 

tor those who Were to enter the ministry. 

I t was natural that 1n spite of' the unfriendly person­

nel of' Pitt's JIl1nlstry his return to power shOUld be th 

signal t or raisin.g the hopes of Catholics agaln. Durlna tb 

autumn the Irish Catholics held B number of meetings, somR -

ttmes at the haae ·of Lord Fingal, sometimes at that of James 

Ryan. a wealth}" me:rchant. the Catholics, of course, .... re 

1ltnorant of the aetual cond1t1ons under which th&admln1s­

tratlon had b&enformed and. of the pos1t.t.ol\ in whlch P1tt 

was now placed. F1ngal and Scully 1n particular were de­

sirous ot avoiding anything that might be a source of 

d,lftlculty or embarrassment to P1tt'sgovermnent, but they 

re not prepared to accept a poliey of indefinite post­

or their associ ates, hOlJever, were mQre 

gresslv~ . Consequently in Dublin on February 16, '1805, 

the Catholics adopted a pet1tion ask1ng for the removal ot 

all remaining dl.squallftcations. A deputation was named to 

present it to Pitt, with a request that be l ay i t betor 
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the Hous~ . The petition was signed by the peers , repre­

senta t i ve\s of t he landed gentry, the mercantile and. pr o­

fessional classes . 

The delegatIon was received b1 Pitt on March 12. 

Cas t lereagh had warned t hem that the moment was inopportune, 

that the mInistry could not carry a reliet bill even with 

the help ot the opposItIon, that discussion on the subject 

at this time would hel p no one . 

Pitt took t he same ground. lie received the delegate 

with every mark of courtesY' and con.sideration~ He agreed 

that- the proposed measure would be very beneficial "whenever 

the proper time· should al'l'i veJ" he informed t hem that his 

opinion on the justice of their-Ca.use was unchanged. But 

ther:e were reasons t hat rendered i t 1mpo:ulble t or him to 

support tbeir petitIon. Moreover In justice he must inform 

t hem that , not only must he decline to present their 

petition himself, but that under exlstine e1rcumstances he 

must oppose i t should it be introduced by another member . 

Lords Fingal and Kenmare were reluctant t o abandon 

hope ot Pi t t's support. They wo.uld have been content that 

he should i ntroduce the petition, and simply la1 it on the 

table, with a statement that the ptttit loners dId not ask 

t or ~ed1ate leg1slation. But, in view of his promi se to 

the King, Pi t t could not concede even th1s . 2 

2 . Buckingham wrote an aCcount of the meeting t o his 
brother , propmpre Papers, VI, 26)- 2'64. 
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SuM. an issue had been foreseen by the committee in 

Dub11n. The del~gates had been instructed, in case Pitt 

refused. to ,ealt the aid of another member. Accord1ngly~ 

the delegates entrusted the pl"esentatlen of their petition 

to Fox and Grenville. Foxw~lcoIlled the OPpol'tun1ty. 

Evidently he saw an occasion to incommode his political 

riVal f or he wrote to Grey that the tt l'epeal of hts foolish 

bill" and "the Catholic QU8stlonft would make two questions 

at the, opening of' Parliament as embarrassing and mortifying 

to Pitt as oould be eonee1ved.3 

3. C. J . Fox, MmIlOll11s fAng QOt:[IIQQn.d;Mt, IV, 64 .. 
..... -------~-~.--.-----. 

But the followers of the t wo Bem were not am enthu­

siastic. thomas Grenville cautioned hl ~ brother that the 

wbole Whlg par·t:y waS against thl! measuNJ, and the Prlne 

of Wales was i rritated by it. e warned Grenv1lle that it 

they per.isteclt they might "make the future possessor of the 

Crown as adverse t~ it as the present . " And Fox lamented 

that the cry of a.lJDost all t heir friends was so strong 

a.lnst brlng1ng on the question that he was afraid they 

would be forced t o put i t otf tU'ltil the, next sess1on. 4 

4 . Cf . D80.O:1 faSHU' I; VI! , 268 , and C. J . Fox,. 9U . Q~' . , 
IV , 'l • 

Despite the oppositIon ot his friends Fox adbel"ed t o 

his intention of champion1ng the Catholics and in the end 

had his way. Ue undertook the 1lltroouctlon ot the pet! t lon 
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in the: Bou$$ of COllltllons while Grenville presented it in 

the House of Lords. 

rhe de~ates on the petition began May tenth and. lasted 

until the f1,ftGsnth. Some speakers, as LOl'd Redesdale, 

Lord. Sidmoutht and Du.:i.geruul" 1n~ulg&d ln a polemic abuse 

of religion.. However, the advoc-ates of emanCipation ca.rried 

the weight of the debating power., Fox placed the question 

solely on the basis of rights . Grattan and several others 

supporte<i him, declaring tllat they had voted for the Union 

chiefly with a view of facilitating the settlement of this 

question and b:r1ng1ngsome meaSUl'e of peaee and internal 

unity to Ireland. 

rn the upper House Grenville led the debate . lie 

dismissed the matter of a. pledge supposed to have been 

B1v-en t€) the CatholiC leaders. nnlO expectations wh1ch the 

Catholles enterta!ned. ". aroS9, not b¥ any assuranCeS' given 

by persons authorized or unauthor1aed, but tram. the nature 

ot the subject itself. it TbeUnion he -r.,garded as absolutelr 

necess&17t but its value would be sacr1.fieed it its benefits 

were withheld .from so largo a l'art of the Irish people. 

So tar the Union 'Wal only part1al in its operations; -it 

was necessary that there be a real and essential union ,of 

all the inhab1 tants.. 'l'he f1rst· step in attaining this was 

the admil$sion of Catholics to the constitution which tbey 

weFe called upon to sup.J)Ol't -and det.end. 5 
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,.. Hanlar4, IV, 6,2-660. 
. 

Pitt, of e0111'se, was handicapped. During his state­

ment he took occasion clearly to dissociate b1mself tr 

the 1'8.1"s and prejudices of his more reactionary followers . 

He made no ser10us effort to meet the argwnents of Fox and 
• 

Grattani probably, he agreed with most of What they se1d. 

He limited h1mselt to repeating 1n various t01'l1S one general 

idea- the present time was inexPedient. . Therefore, he threw 

his we1ght against the petition and against the proposal to 

continue the discussion in c 

The petition was rejected by large maJorities: tp.e 

Lords, by a vote 0.1 178. 49; the eommons, 336- 124. The K1ng 

'WaS ftmost extremely re30iced. " He hoped. that the great 

majority against the petition ·would be taken as indica-

tion of the opinion of the Kingdom and that it would. ne •• r 

be brought tOl"Wa!'~ again. 

To.a~ the end of 18e, Pitt" health began to t ail 

rapidly. • collapse followed and on Janua17 2), 1806, 

broken by the strain of his responsibilities, he dled- - th 

very day on which twenty-five years e8r11.er he had entered 

Parl1ament. 1:he King commissioned Lord. Hawkesbury in hi. 
, 

place, but without the genius or 1,t. dead leader the weak 

m1n1stry tell to pieces. Reluctantly enough the KiD4 four 

days later sent tor Grenville . On February 5 his arrange-
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ents were completed and the mlnlstry of "All the Talents" 

followed. It WaS composed of a euriou~ amalgam of Whigs . 

nd Tories held together in personal loyalty to Grenville . 

the diary ot the Speaker gives six of the cab1net posts to 

Fox and bis party t two to eidmouth. and three to Lord 

Grenville . The "Cathol1.cs," then, were in the majority, 

but the S1Qtnouth w1ng ot the coalItion was anti-Catholio 

in principle . Perhaps the most wonderful feature of all was 

the inclusion of Fox himself. 

The CatholIcs, with such a favol"able ministry in ex­

istence, again expected that their rel ief would come . But 

Fox took oft1ce as PItt had done by agreeing not to bring 

up the Catholic Question. When Ryan appealed to him to 

present 8 petition Fox advised him that to do so might cause 

the tall ot a triendly minist!"1 which would be replaced by 

hostile one . Be tben took the stand adopted by Pitt the 

previous year . It should not be presented because "tor the 

interest of the cause, such a measure ought to be deterred 

to another sesslon. ,,6 

6. Fox to Ryan, February 18, 1806, .in Grattan, £11' •. 01$., 
V, 29,. 

Oretta.D, in an attempt to justify Fox, writes: 

tiThe :pQsl tion, also of Mr . )' 0% and hi 
dec11ning health, depressed hIm; the hand 
of death was upon haL and another more 
chilling and more deacuy st1l1,-"'a kine 
sworn against his people . "? 
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1. Grattan, locI s1.,t. 

Change Fox to Pitt and the statelJl~nt would have been just 

as true in ISO,. 

Fox died in September of that same year, and Grenville 

was lett to drive the coalItion and negotiate with the King . 

In a short time his administration tell . 

the question that brought its downfall was one of ad­

ministrative reform. Napoleon's victory at ! usterlltz made 

more reozu1 ts necessary. Grenville hoped to augment the 

nlistment by making it more attractive to CatholiCS. He 

planned to seeure the tree exercise ot their relIgion for 

Catholio soldiers and sailors who then-had to attend Prot­

estant services . In addition he wished to allow Catholics 

to bold commissio~. Irish Catholic commissions became 

Dull and vold when their regiments touched English soil; 

English Cathol.lcs could not hQld commissions. 

The King had prol'lsionally given permission for these 

reforms . But atter tialmesbuI'y and portland had influ.enced 

hilll behlndthe scenes he veered round, vetoed the bllls, 

-ent for G-renvill.e, and demanded a promise that he would n 

never again introduce a measure for CatholiC rellef . G~en­

vi11.8 refused to give th1s promise and reslgned. !he Duke 

of Port.land accepte4 the orr1ee and dlssolve" Par11ament. 

In the elections that followed. the Catholic question was 
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the main issue. A Parliament was returned that gave Port­

land ade01~lve majorIty against any concessions to 

Catholics. 

In the eresor the Protestant ASQ,endaney of both 

islands the Catholic demand for polItical rights continually 

reappeared l11te the Hydra or Bereules . Three times in the 

past twelve years, 179;- 1807, the Catholie questIon heu 

embarre.sled ministries to the point aler1s!s . Now it 

faced al igned 1n detense of the ban, the great majority of 

the rullng aristocracy and, leading them aotlvely, the head 

of the state . From 1807 on oppo$ltlQu to the Catholic 

claims was the flrst oon41. tien of otfice, and the part1 

that so pl edged itself was to dominate English polItIcs tor 

another three and twenty years. 
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CHAPTBR IX 

Emancipation At Last 

Since the Irish effort had misoarr1ed, the English 

Catholics in 1808 determine·d once more to organize them­

selves . They might reasonably expect to obtai8 results as 

they were on the scene of action and possessed men o£ 

position and 1nf'luence. Working in close cO.nsultation with 

members of Parliament, who favored Catholic claimS, as 

Grenville. Grey, and Canning, and also witb Crattan and a 

mall group of Irish reformers at Westa1nster, the Catholic 

Board attempted to formulate a compromise that would be 

acceptable to Catholics and to the enemies of Emancipation 

who teared for the Anglican E.stabllsbment. ost ot the 

discussion on the nature of compromise centered around th 

question whether the English Government should be given a 

veto on the appo1ntment of bishops. Thus began a series of 

disputes that caused serious dissension 1n the ranks of the 

. English and Irish Ca tholies. Gl'adually there arose a double 

movement for aruuicipat1on. Th. one, represented by the lay 

leaders in E1l81and and the aristocratic element in Ireland" 

indicated a willingness to accept what became known as 

llsecurit1es"; the other, represented by 1111ner and the mass 

of the Irish, was for unqualified emancipation. 



These dis sens10ns 8Iilo.ng the Ca.tholics to which the 

defeat of Grattan t s Bill in 1813, in pa.rtieuar, gave ris"", 

and the long drawn out disputes that for the next three 

years eente,red around the tlu&:rantottl Rescript, brought to 

~·n end the activities ot tbe EnglIsh Catholics .. 1 The aUi ... -------.. -----.. --- --_._--- -

1 . While Pope Pius VII was a prisoner of Napoleon, Mon­
signor Quarantott1 had beene:ntrusted with the 
ordinal"1 powers required to carryon the bUsinGs-s of 
the ChUl:'cb. Tbe English CathollcBoard in their con­
v1ct ion tba.t Grattan's Emanclpation Bill would bring 
advantages whlchwo\lld eOlllpensate for the Government 
veto endeavored to obtain Quarantottl's approval of 
the Act . The prelate, who was ignorant 01' English 
and 1lr'1sn affairs, addressed a rescript to Bishop 
Poynter which declared that the Catholics tlought to 
receive &n.d embraoe with content and gratitude the 
law which was proposed last year tor th.ei1" EIrulnelpa­
t1on. u The I rish bishops refused to accept the 
statGill¢n'i and a b1tte:r controversy ensued. When 
the Pope returne,d to R<»ne . after . the fall of llapoleon, 
he asserted that Qual"antotti did not have the power 
to issue the document and disavowed the Rescript . 

ance ,of Catholic wealth and l1beral politicians gradually 

tell to pieces; a per10d of stagnation let 1n that was to 

continue through the next ten leal'S. In 1821 they made one 

more attempt to settle the, pr-oblem with the b111 sponsored. 

by PIWlkett. The bill did pass the House or Commons, but 

it was thrown out by the Lords . The same year the English 

Cathol.ic Board ceased to function. 

0, once more it was with the varyhlg phases of the 

problemo! governing Ireland that the, fortunes ot the Catho­

lic question was to ris8 and fall . Since the Catholic 

BaU.at Act of 1793 the econmnic and social conditions of tb 
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IrIsh had improved from year to year. Accordingly they 

became more conscious ot the injustice involved in their 

exclusion from Parliament. Their demand for politieal in­

dependence became more and more identified with the vindica­

tion ot Catholic claims . EventWllly it was the entranchise­

ment of the forty- shllling landholder that won Catholic 

Emancipation. 

A question immediately presents itselfe If th 

Ascendaney so completely monopolized the Irish estates, h 

did it happen that there were so maDf forty- sh1111ruz free­

holders in the 1820 's? The Relier Act of 1793, by bestow! 

enfranchisement upon the freeholder , SlAve the peasant a new 

value in h1s master's eyes . To secu.re votes Protestant 

landlords almost un1vers~11y changed the terms of their 

tenants , whieh were be·fore in terms ot rs, into treehold 

leases of twenty-one years . thus one f1nds Lord Palmers ton 

wr1ting to the Ch1ef Secretary of Ireland, Robert Peel, 1n 

AugUst, 1817. 

·'Could you tell me generally whether you 
think there is any proDab111 ty of a COD.­
test tor the county ot 'S11go at the next 
lect10n • . I couldl. ·~ at the present moment, 

make tram 280 tD 2yu voters by giVing 
leases to tenants who are now holding at 
wl11. It there is any chance ot thelr 
being of use next year, I 1f11l do so 
forthwith, and reSister them in ttme. 
It not. I should. perhaps, po8tpone giving 
t wenty-one yeara leases unt1l matters 
look a little more propitious to the pav_ 
ment ot rent. - 2 

114. 



2. O.B . Parker, Sir ijob@rt Pt@l trgm His Pr1ya~§ Papers, 
I , 256. -

"~"~"--~--"",,,,--,,----,,,,--~--~----~,,~--------------~~~~~~--~~,~,, 

These voters were wretchedly poor and, 1n the days of open 

vota" utterly dependent on the will of tne landlords for 

they ".re still subject to a cheap and easy t'dode of eJect­

ment . But in their right of tranchise lay a possibility 

of ohange. 

ellens' would eome with a leader who had political 

niua to inspire and orf:anize them. That leaderw8.s at 

hand and in the period when the older Catholic movement- ­

the movement of' the Parliamentarlans- -was rotting away, he 

emerged 1n full stature ... - Dan1el O'Connell! 

In the reorganized Irish Catholic Committee Dan1el 

Q'Connell from the first had been a torce. He turned the 
I' 

oard into 8 thing of such boldness that the Government 

suppressed it in 1811. Beginning the legal and polit1eal 

t r ategy that was l1iiter to be his staple aanoeuvrVt 

O' Connell reformed the association under the name or a 

General Comm1ttee or the Catholics of lrel::mtl. Henceforth 

throughout his career when his organization under one title 

waB suppressed he would re ... start it the next day under a new 

name. 

O'Connell's action from the beginning also was aPpar­

entl, governed by his statement "that our first duty seems 

to be to procure emancipation .u. <tathoU,crh if we can, and 
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if we cannot, then, as Catholics, to remain unemancipated. 

In either event to remain ,Catbqli2§ in disc1pline as well . 

s in doctrine. ·'3 . 

3. 

By the 1820·8 O'Connell had attained great popUlar1ty 

with the peasantry alUi, with th eattce of numerous court-

room victories over the Ascendancy, he had become a legendary 

figure. Free from any t1e or obligation binding him to a 

particular English fact1on, he was bold in language and 

sklllJ"ul 1n speech. 

Growing tired of the dissension inspi red by the Veto 

question, this rollicld.ng barrister d •• lsed a daring plan 

to unite alJ. sections of the country in a revitalized Catho­

lic Associat1on. The clergy were to be members!¥- ptfieig 

while regular members were to contribute a guinea a year. 

Most amazingly or all, O'Connell resolved to enroll the 

entire peasantry as associate members who would. pay e penD7 

month. This "rent" was to be used primar1l.y tor parliA­

mentary and l egal expenses and to expand propaganda in tb 

press . the Parishes were to be the centers of the new 

or«anlzation and the clergy were to supervise the collect1on 

of the d1minutive subscriptions . At first people mocked and 

snobs roared at the scheme. But 1%1 a. short time the pennies 

amounted to several hundred pounds per week and the s 
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steadily advanced. From all sldes- -b1shops, peers, mer­

c:hants-O'Connell received support. But it was the enlist­

ment of the peasant that was bis "supremeachiev~ment . ~ 

"his monthly oOllection eozmneneed the Irish people's 

political education. The newly int&rested peasantry was 

potentially a politIcal t01"oe of the first order. oppor­

tuni ty showing. 1 tself, this army might show fight . The 

dissolution of Parliament and a gener.al election in 1826 

presented the opportunl.ty. 

O'Connell decided to test tne issue where the enemy 

WliS most powerfull" entrenched. No tamily in Ireland had 

greater influence than the Beresfords of Waterford. 7h1$ 

familY had represented Waterford 1n the I rish Parliament 

almost continually curing the eight.eenth century. In 

1826 Lord George Beresford. who had the seat for twenty 

undisputed years, was seeking re- elect1on. Lord Csorgs was 

an un-swerving opponent &t Catholic Emancipation. On the 

other handhls fathe·%' was a popular resident landlord who 

had on his estate nine hundred Catholic voters who were 

ttached to the Marquis by l!laDY acts of consideration in 

the past . Was it possIble to overthrow this Seresford 

stronghold? The Catholic ASSOCiation dete.rmined. to attempt 

the task. 

Vill1era stuart, a loungeT son or the Marquis ot Buto, 

undertook to disturb the dishonorable tranqu1ll1ty and 

challenged Beresford's seat . There was little bope or his 
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success even among his most ardent supporters. His nomin­

ati on was to be at tnost a det"iance to the Ber esford Inso- ' 

lence; even O'Connell hoped tor l ittle more. FearIng the 

reprisals of the powerful family , more than one prIest 

ref~aed to urge his parlshoners or to lend his chapel tor 

the propaganda. OIConnell threw all his energies into the 

campaign. It the Catholics tal1ed here against auch over­

whelming odds, no one would be unduly dIscouraged. If they 

should win, there would no longer be a safe constituency in 

the whole of I r eland for any opponent of the Catholic 

claims. 

The fIrst day of the voting the excitement in the to,.n 

ws.s intense . Aceol'ding to the C'llstQmary procedure, a show 

of hands was taken. The resul ta were decidedly in favor 

of Stuart . Thereupon Beresford ind.1gnantly ~emanded a poll. 

The polling proceed.ed slowly. On the fir.t day there 

was already a substantial majority against Bere.ford com­

posed almost exclusively of the freeholders of the 

Curraghmore estate-- the Beresford reSi dence . These tenants 

clatmed the privilege ot being the first to record their 

votes tor "s tuart and Emancipation." For six daYS voters, 

bedecked with green ribbons or .. carryi1i~f greAt') branches as 

banners of revolt, singing and cheering as they marched, 

err1 ved in procession to c aat theIr votes ,defiantl y for 

Stuart . Every tenant who thus came wa. rIsk1ng his whole 

livelihood. Thelr freeholds gave them security tor t wenty-
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onE! years so long as they paid their rents . Should the" 

cease to be docile and reliable voters, the role in which­

alone they were of value to the l.andlords, their freeholds 

"/Quld not be renewed; they would again become tenants- at­

will subject to high rents and speedy ejectment. Indeed, 

ven under the freehold system they were not wholly safe­

guarded. In order to nullify the security of the twenty­

one year tenure the landlords allowed the peasants to run 

into heavy arrears of rent. If these were not paid on 

demand there could be immediate eViction. For the sake of 

the1r 1"9112100 the tenants faced all the material risks of' 

their revolt against the landlord. 

Bereat'ord retired from the contest when his rival 

polled 1,3,7 votes against 528 for himselt . '"The Bere·sf'ords 

~re £onel Gone forever! n exulted the i&plln BYen~!1i f!?I! 

when tne news was m.ade public. Suoh __ breach 1n the walla 

ot the ascendancy citadel was completely unexpected. For 

tzurty years the Catholic forty- shilling freehol.ders had 

posse:!sed t!:d vote but never before had they dared to us 

tor their own cause . 

The Assoc1ation lost no time in fol.lowing up the 

amazing :vi-etory. There was stIll time to contest the 

elections at several other constituencies such as Louth, 

ona.ghan, Westmeath. Landlords who resisted the Catholic 

claims were driven fram a seat hitherto considered tmpreu • 

nable. Wi th only a rew days in wh1ch to organize the 
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candidature of one of its OYin Protestant supporters, tb 

Catholic Association carried all betor e it when it entered 

the field . 

As had been foreseen, reprisals against the peasants 

follo •• d. The Association immediately took steps to alle­

viate the hardships of the eVicted tenants . AflNew Rent" 

was arranged for the relief of those eVicted and to provide 

payment of rent tor those Who were balng threatened with 

eviction. Gradually, however, the landl ords themselves at 

last 8.<1m1 tted the jus.tice of this as~ertlon on the part of 

their Irish renteps. hey stopped their persecution and 

frequently tbr oagh the intervention of the priests came to 

terms with their tenants . 4 

4. The organization of O'Connell's revitalized association 
and the Beresford election summarized primarIly from 
D. chrynn! The Struggle (or . Qatholte Emane~RltirmtChap­
tel' XVIII . 

The new Parliament met in November, with Lord Liverpool 

still Prime Minister . S1r Francl.s Burdett brought forward 

a motion in favor of the Catholics; it W88 agalndeteated. 

Early in t .he same year Lord Liverpool died. i'he King 

cOJIDllanded Canning to reconstruct the admln1stX'atlon .. -Cannlng, 

the disciple 'of Pitt a.n4 long the supporter of Catholic 

Emancipation. Canning accepted the invItation and the 

Catholic Question immediately oame to the rore . Peel, the 
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Home Secretary, would not hold of'1'lce under Canning ow~ 

to the conflict between them in l"egard to Etnanclpatlon. 

.. oppos1tion is founded on pr~clple , n he declared. 81 

think the continuance of those bars which prevent· the ac­

quisit10n of polltlotll power l3Y th.e CathQ11es are necessary 

for tile maintenance o.f the Constitution and the Established 

Church." Peel therefore retired f'l"'OJ'Il off1ee and was f0110woo 

by Wellington, Eldon, end other stl'ongAntt-Gstholles . De. 

serted by hie colleagues, CannIng entered into an alliance 

with th Igs . Of the tW'elve members of his cabinet three 

only 1re!'e. op:t,ssd to Catholio claims. aturalll tbe forma-

tion of Cann1nc's ministry gave conf1dence to tile Catholics, 

but ualn they are doomed to dls.appolntment. litter a 

premiershIp of only foul' months Camrlng followe.d Liverpool 

to the grave in August, 1627. 

Wellington subsequently became Prllne :Mlnisterand Peel 

resumed hIs former ot1'1ca . ot 0.11 the stateamen of the 

tinl. these two lIutD •• re the staune.hest opponents ot Catho11c 

re11er . Wi til Peel l eader ·of the Rc>-use or eommems and 

111ngton presidIng over the govermnent , thO're was no 

prospect ot any reliet measure beiIlI intl"odu.eed .. 

It weekatter the tOl"saU.on ot Wellington', ministry 

the Ca tholIc Association lead.? met i n DublIn and pledged 

themselves tOOPPOS8 all1 support.1" of W'elllngton's govern­

ment. Shorti,. after Vesey .FItzgerald, a m.ember or County 

Clare, took oftice in the WellIngton Cabinet and eonsequentJ.y 
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had to retest his constituency. Fitzgerald was a liberal 

landlord and Ii supporter ot the Catholic claims . 'rhe seat ' 

hat! been in tbe family for a genera.t lon; his re- election 

was considered a mere political formality. While writing 

his memoir on the Catholic question several deoades later 

Peel commented on Fitzgerald's candidacy as tollows, IINo 

Protestant candidate could hope to contest a Roman Catholic 

count y 1n Ire·land with greater advantages in his favor . II; 

; . Robert Peel , 
E. Cardwell .. 

liemoi rs, It 106, ed. 1'1 stanhope and 

IUs defeat by the Catholics was therefore all the more 

devastat 1ng. 

The Assoc1ation invited Major McNamara, a Protestant, 

to contest Fitzgerald 's seat, but he refused. It was then 

proposed that O'Connell himself should be nominated. No 

law stood 1n the way of a Catholic'S nom1nation; no law 

f orbade his election, and the tact ot a duly elected repre­

sentative's be1ng refused recognition solely because ot his 

re11g1on would be the most powerful of all arguments against 

the tradI t1on. 

At Clare the scenes that bad two years earlier accompa­

nied the triumph in Watertord were repeated, amid an enthu­

siasm even more 1ntense. Once more arm1es of voters and 

tllelr dependants headed by their pr1ests marched in trom 

every par1sh in the county; once more the amazing orderlines~ 
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the utter absence 01' intemperance and riot; and onee more, 

too, the spectacle of the thousands of soldiery dragged in 

to keep the peace standing by amazed spectators of a 

. d1scipline that overcame their own. 

The nominations were made on the thirtieth of June; 

six days later the polls closed, "the people's Danll an 

easy victor. To his opponents votes ot 982 he had 2,O~7. 

It was thls victory of O'Connell that finally convinced 

Peel and Wellington tha,t a settlement of the Catholic ques­

tion was a political necessity. 

During July and August Wellington gradually became 

convinced that the days of neutrality were over, that 

decision must be 2iven again$t all his traditions and prin­

ciples in tavor of' the Catholic claims, else the same state 

ust contlnue-- tia .dlvlded Cabinet, a divided Parliament, 

the strength of pol.1tical part1esso nicely balanced as 

to preclude any decisive eoura . . ..... -a d1sasterous situation 

for a Par11amentar,- manager. ' 

6. 0. 8. Parker, 9R. c1li. , II; 53. 

The Duke , determined to do his duty by his country, 

and still puzzled as to where his duty lay, was guided Dy 

Peel who wrote to him, August 11, that an attempt shoul.d be 

made by the Government to settle the Catholic question and 

the settlement should be a complete one . Peel hastened to 
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assure his chief that his v1ews had not changed. But 

whatever h1s views were, be preferred the prospe-etlve dange~ 

of CatholIc Re11ef t.o "the actual danger ••• the union and 

organisation of the Roman Catholics and the incessant 

agitation 1n Ireland. "? 

'1. e.8. Parker, .!!Wi., II, ". 

O' Connell, meanwhile, masterly lnacti'YG, made no 

attempt to claim his seat- .and kept the Government wonder1n~. 

September pass.ed and October, and still no sign from 

O'Connell . Wellington was pantckyand "very much perplexed 

what to do about Ireland. " Finally the Prime Minister ad­

mitted his submission to necessity. If something wasn't 

done, they would have to sutfer the consequences of a 

practical democratic reform in I reland.. Concession and 

disfranchisement was the only solution--concesslon, to 

satisfy the Catholics, to scuttle the eatholic question 

once and for all after thirty years ot agitat1on; disfran­

ohisement of the forty-shUl.1ng freeholders, to destroy tb 

arm by wh1eh coneesslonbad been extorted. 

~hu. Peel and Welllngton were practically forced to 

yield principle to expediency. No one doubts that it was 

a painful experience for therl . Peel lost the seat of Oxford 

University which be so h1:&hly prl%ed, and both foresaw the 

alienation ot friends and the rage of the party. However, 
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they maintained that statesmen were boUnd to put asidJ 

. conviotion should tlle welfare ot the nation demand 1 t ~ 

"EmancIpation 1s a great danger, but civil war 1s ttreater 

still-- Peel said to Wellington, and the Dn.ke agreed$ 8 

8.. Of . Robert Peel, Memqirs, I, 184, 187. 

Fear of the consequences in I reland and not the in­

justice to the Irish Catholics wa·s then the reason offered 

for granting Emancipat1on. On March 6 Peel arose as leader 

or the House of commons to explain the situation that 

forced the Government to capitulate ~nd the provisions for 

nc1pation that were to become effective. Since the Bill 

was a Government measure and the oft1cial cPPositlon wa 

wholeheartedly in support, it went rapidly through all Its 

stages. The measure passed t .he House of Commons w1 th a 

vote of three hundred twent7 to one hundred and forty-two. 

ollington, speak1n~ for the Bill in the Houss of 

Lords . made no secret of the tact that it was the conditIon 

of I reland alone that had m.oved him. :rhe Prime :Minister 

reminded the House of Lords that wben the Irish rebeUion 

of 1798 had been suppressed, the legislative union had been 

proposed in the nQxt Tear mainly for the purpose of intro­

ducing this very: measure of concession. Be intimated that 

further refusal might involve a civil war. On the third 

reading the Aot passed with a majority of one hundred nine . 

inally, on April 13, 1829, it received the royal assent. 
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Peel describing the circumstances said, "The Bill has now 

passed its ~ and most 41ff1cylt stage . " 

The Emancipation Act oi' 1829 confer red on Catholios 

their additi onal Civil rights. ne of the most important 

clauses of the bill removed the two obnoxious declarations 

of allegiance and supremacy which had hitherto debarred the 

ntree ot Catholics into either House . Likewise, most of 

the Rreat offices in the sta.te were thrown open to them, tb 

:xoept1oris being that of Chancellor, Viceroy, and Commandsr­

tn. Chief of the armed and naval forces . 

A f ew specific exclusions remained unrepealed. 

Marriage before a priest continued to be 11legal; Catholics 

soldiers and sailors were not yet exempt trom attendance at 

Protestant services; .catholic char ities were still without 

laRal protectiQn. An attempt was made to prevent the ex­

tension of religious and monastic i nstitutions, but in 

praotice these provisions were inoperative . 

In fact, thero seems to be a general consensus ot 

opinion that as tar as ecclesiastical freedom was concerned 

the English and Irish Acts ot 1791 and 1793 granted more 

religious liberty than the Act of 1829. 9 It has been shown 

9. cr. W.J • . Amherst, S. J . ,DJ.totY' ot ·QathqlLQ IilADC1pa.­
~. I, 1~l-182 . 

that Pitt , too, believed that those Acts were really the 

emancipating one~ . ffowever one of O' Connell ' s personal 
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triumphs lay in the tact that the bIll contsiaeci no vete 

or other p~Qv1s1ans for Government interference with the 

Church. 

On the wholetbe Catba11cs welcOillied the Bill wh.ole­

heartedly. To them it signified an uncondItiQnal SUl"l"encier 

to their demand for full po11tieal r1ghte . The recovery ot 

the rIght to s1 t and vote 1n Parllamen.t was the consu.nunat1on 

ot a strucgle that had lasted the lifetime of a whole 

generation. 

127 .. 



COWCLtrSIO, 

Estimate of Pitt 

In retrospect, what was P1tt's role in this struggle 

t hat culminated suocessfully tor the Catholics in 1829$ 

The removal or the penal code insofar as it affected 

religion was mainly his work$ The first Erlglish Cetbol1e 

,_11e1' Act of 1718 lett many grleva.nces unremedled. the 

el11.f ot which was that it .. as still a pu.n1shable ottens 

to practlce the Catholic religion. When tinally a bill was 

romoted in Parliament with the assistance of Pitt, Catho-

1.1c8 became hODelessly dl \'1.4eo among themeel ves as to 1 ts 

terms . Bad Pitt not be .. n «.nulnely fayorable to the Catho­

l1c cause, he could easl1y have taken adVantage of thel'l" 

dlfterences to shelve the whole question. Instead he 

seriously attempted to reconclle thelr a1vergent plans. 

s resulting rellet act was of great advantage to tb 

Itsll Catholics, as thelr ohurches ... re ftOW legal. A 

s:1mllar act tot' Scotland followed . The Irish Relief Jet. 

of 1792 and 1793, wbichPltt practIcally forced the bigoted 

rub11n Parliament to pass, exceeded the others in generosIty 

s it conceded the franchise to CatholIcs and adm1tted th 

to oftiees. 

Pitt took an active part in welcoming the French elergy 



exiled on account of the Revolution. With Wilberforce and 

others the Prime Minister Joined a private Committee that 

undertook relief work for the emigre clergy. Wben the 

violence or 1792 and 1793 caused an unending stream of 

refugees to pour into the country, private relief was un­

able to raise sufficient funds to cope with the demand. 

Consequently, Pitt arose in J>arliament and moved that tb 

indigent retugee clergy be supported by sums taken from the 

national excilequer. The Bouse of Commons accepted h1s 

mot1on w1thout a dissentient vote . This gift was renewed 

nnually-; the clergy received 1 t as long as they remained 

in England anc1 needed the bounty. 

Th.e state of I reland during the last half of the 1'790 

decade made the union seem inevitable . Pitt gave no 

pledge to tbe Irish Catholics in return for their support 

bu.t there definitely was a "gentleman qreeJllent . " Moreover, 

the Pr1me Minister provided that no clause was inaerted in 

the Act or l1n1on which mb:ht preclude the admission ot 

Catholics to the British Parliament. In tact, Article tour 

of the Act of Union provided that the oaths excluding Catho­

lics were retained only f1until the Parliament of the United 

Kingdom Shall otherwise provide . " FUl"thermore, with.1n a tew 

weeks atter the Act of Union he had drawn up his plan for 

Catholic Emancipation. When the King refused his consent 

to the measure, Pitt resi&ned. A knowledge of ?'itt's char­

acter as well a.s available evidence tends to confirm Pitt's 
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ood faith in the matter . 

Although \Ulliam Pitt failed to obtain Catholic Emanci'" 

patlon j the impetus that the movement received from his 

fovorable dispositions could not be checked. Aided and 

neouraged by the gains already made , the Catho11cs pushed 

on until they achieved victory in. 1829 1n an aet that 

probably was better than .P1tt's, for it was free from 

"securities . " But, as Wellington reminded t he Lords, tb 

l egislative union had been proposed for the very purpose 

of introducing this measure ot concessHm which Was finally 

given in 1829. 

130. 



BIBLIOGRAPHY 

PRniARY SOURCES 

Addington succeeded PItt as Prime Minister 
in lBOland formed his ministry on an "Anti .. 
Catholic" basis . Tbe correspondence reveals t he 
support George. II! recei ved in hisoppositlon to 
Emancipation fr:om Addlngtonand his f'olloVlors . 

4!mualaRet:istlr, ad . J . DodsIer, London, Baldwin, 
Cr adoek. an ·. Joy ,1 vol.. . .. 

A digest of the yearts events from 1758-1819. 
It is believed that Burke \Va S the o~rlgina tol' of 
the project, and it 1s certain that he was the 
principal editor and contributor. Each volume con­
tains a chronology of the main happenings, debates, 
and laws of the year. In later years the volumes 
oontain uset'ul. state papers, texts or treat i es, 
copies of addresses , and the llke . 

Auokland Wm . E. , Xi,teiourpil anftCoflesppngeng§ al: 
Wm. Lord AU21s1fltld, London, Bentley, i~61"'1~02, 4 vol . 

Auckland was closely al11ed with the Fitzgib­
bon, Beresford olique . Consequently the tone of' 
the volumes which deal with tbe Fltzwllllamepi .. 
sode and Pltt'sminlsterial crisis on the question 
9f Catholic Emanoipation is Anti-Catholic . 

Beresford! JOhn, seQ_rteJP2i<ienc,o:t nt, Hon. jolla 
B~r~lf9r~; London, Woodtal l , 1 54 , 2 vol . 

For an lnslg11t into tbe strong Protestant 
bias a·nd struggle to retain powaron the part of 
the Irish Ascendancy this work is useful . Beres­
ford , 8S the wield.er of great poli t ical power, was 
the embodiment of this spirit . Bis corre$pondenee 
refers to the last thirty years ot the Irish Par­
liament. The bulk of Volume II conte_ins t_he cor-



I 

respondence relative to Fitzwilliamts attempt to 
retrlove Beresford from office and the subsequent 
developments e 

Berington, Joseph, ~lJ.e state and BehaylQur of 
English QfithQlics t:rolll,the Reformat12lL t Q the Year l'Z.§,Q, 
London , R. Faulder, 17800 

Berlngton waS a seCUlar priest chaplain to 
the Stapletons of Yorkshire . In l7~0 he was can .. 
sidered one of the ablest Catholic writers then 
living and was one of the fef( Catholics who found 
readers outside the handful of his own people. 
This volume remains to the present day one of the 
chief published sources for the status of Cathol­
i cism in England at the tlloment when the rigour of 
the law was first les ~ened in its regard . 

Buckingham, Marquis, iiem9!rs of the Court and 
Q,ah1neta of GeQrge It!, ed. Duke of Buckingham and 
Chandos , London, Hurst and Blackett , 1853-1855, 2 vol . 

'fhese memoirs contaIn the letters exchanged 
between 1782 and 1800 by the brothers , the ~ar­
'luis of BUCkingham! Thomas Grenville, and Lo-rd 
Grenville. These , etters were of interest in 
the study of this paper as the Grenv11les were 
the cousins of Pi tt and were closely associa ted 

th him in ii:overnment at Various times . 

Burke, Edmund. £9J:tespQngenSi, ed. Earl F1tz­
ililamand Slr Richard Bourke, London, RevlngtoD, 

1844 , 4, vol . 

luke's eorit'espondence was partieularly in­
teresting and useful in securing information on 
the op.el'ation of the penal laws in Ireland . Side­
lights on the politIcal activ1ty of the Catholic 
Committee and the Junta were obtained from the let­
ters that passed between Burke and his son when th 
latter was secretary for the Catholic Committee . 

8 vol . 
, ___ , WQrIU, Boston, L1ttle, Brown, 1865, 

The foundation of this compilation 1s Dodsley's 

l.j~. 



edition of Burke ' s works in 1792. The collectlon 
contains the statesman's political tracts, speeches, 
l'/l'itlngs on India and the French Revolution, as 

11 as his literary and philosopbical treatises . 

Volumes III and IV cansti tute a primary source 
In this work. The flxst two vol~~as present the 
h1storical background of Catholioism in England 
from Anglo-Saxon times until the reign at Charles I . 
Volume III begins wt th 1760,surveys the oonditions 
under t he Hanoverian dynasty and conta. ins Butler' 
memories on the subject. Volut1a IV 1s concerned 
'ith the activities of the Catholio Committee of 

wh1ch ,Butler was secretary. 

Castlereagh's lwother published this memoir as 
a r efutation to the hostile Q,ccount of Cast1ereagh 
in Lord Brougham's H1§t2r~$ual Sketch9s . The first 
four volumes are of primary importance for the study 
of Castlereagh 's negotiations with the Irish Catho­
lics in behalf of the Union. 

Colchester, Chas . Abbott. D11l:U and Corr!sn(mgs!V~e if ~~lli. :bbfttg ·tifl. r<\Col~h,gterl SP!al)E!1' . Qt , tbm Bgyse . ii· !!!!!!2xi i £!Q- "' , ed. by his son,. London, Murray t 
·1, 3 vo • 

The diary 1s generally useful for this period. 
Abbott sueceeded Addington to the offiee of s peaker­
shlpand 11ke Addington was opposed to Catholic 
Emancipation. Hence his memoirs present the view 
of the Anti-Catholic ministry that succeeded Pitt . 

Cormrallls, Charles, CorrespODdenC! of ChaI'll'. 
F1Z:8t Marg~1S CCgrnw.al1l.,s, ad. C. Rosj,ondon, MurraY, 
185 , 3 vo • 

This collection presents a large mass of cor ... 
respondence that deals With the period of Corn .. 
wallis' vicer oyalty in Ir~land, 1'189-1801. This 

~J3. 



work is an indispensable source for the study of 
the negotiations for the Union, P~ttts attempt to 
obtain Catholic Emancipation, and his failu.re. 

Fox. Charles James g~mQrialil BAst CorreQPQnd~nce 9t 
coor193 Jam!~ FRI, ed. Lord John Russell, London, Bentley, 
TIS53-l 57, 4 'Vol . 

. Lord Holland, nephew of Fox, eollected anec-
dotes and correspondence referring to his famous 
uncle preparatory to writing a biography. He had 
commenced a chronological arrangement of the ms ... 
terial but Was unable to complete the work before 
his death. Thereupon Bus.sell undertook the task. 
The collection 1s valuable but is awkwardly arranged. 

GrenVille , Wm. Wyndham, Propmorl .Papers, USS of 
J.B. Fortescue, published by the HistDri cal Manuscript 
Commission, London, Eyre and Spott1swoode, 1892-1927, 
lOvnl . . 

Buckingham t s gQu.r~ apod Cab1ni!~§ gf g!orgt II~ 
1s greatly supplemented 'by these papers -of Lord 
Grenville. the manuscripts are of importance and 
interest partleularly tor the per,"od afte%' 1793, 
when Grenville became Secretary of Forei£n Affairs 
under PItt. 

almesbury, Jame, Barris , J21iri«!S «mdCorrespoW1encl 
Qf tn, First hrl. Qr MalmesBury, ad . • third earl of Mal­
.mesbury, London, Bentley, 1 44, 4 vol. 

Malmesbury was one of the ' Portland ?l'll1gs . 
P1tt trustedh1m and sent him to Rolland as an 
ambassador. Henee , mos,t of the letters are con­
cerned with foreign affairs. HQwever, Volume IV 
discusses Pitt's resignation in lSOl. 

otConnell; Daniel, ~S)rrgtcmQngence of I&nl,l o.'H§nnell, 
ed . W.J. Fitzpatrick, New lork, Longmans, Gree.n, IS , 
2 vol . . 

AeoUeot1on of O'ConnelVs letters that possess 
public interest or reveal his private traits . A 
chronological arrangement 1s followed. Usually there 
is Ii brier introduction to the letters and expIana ... 
tory notes are frequent. The family correspondence 
was given to the editor by O'Connell 's daughter. 

134. 



Parker, C. S. , §J.r Robirt ~!el (rQm Hi§ fr1Y1!te 
J:tuma t London, l1urray, 1891-1 99, 3 vol. 

this isa large oollection of Peel's corre­
spondence with a brief note offering sufficient 
narrative and comment to explain the incidents and 
political situations to which reference i s made . 

Par.lamentftrx fShate't 1803-1820-, T.e. Hansard, 112-1 20, 4 vol. 
ries 1, . London, 

This work continues the Cobbett and Wright 
series . It is also known as ~Dsarg' i D~hsrt~s 
from the name of the government printer • 

.th! Parliamentarl Hlst9l'l 9f En&.S~l 1066-180..), 
d. WIn . Cobbett and J . Wright, London, . G. Hansard, 

1806- 1820, 36 vol . 

This serles contains a report of the debates 
in the Bouse of Commons and the House of Lords . It 
was vs.luahle for obtaining the views of the various 
speakers on the Catholic question when relief bills 
were presented. 

Peel, Robert, 1.01r11 ed. Earl Stanhope and Edward 
Cardwell , London, Murray, l8,?, 2 vol. 

Volume I contains Peel's memoir on th.e Ca tho-
11c question. H. describes in detail his relations 
ith the Catholics from the time or his 8peach 

against Emancipation in 1817 until he supported the 
bill in 1829. 

PItt, WIn. , fhe3peech!lo{ th, At. nHoQ. Wm • . P1tt 
in-tb& HOUle or COmm9n11 ed. W. s . .Ha thaway t London, 
LOngman, Hurst, Bees, Itl08 , 3 vol . . 

A col~ection of the more important speeches 
> 

of Pitt garnered tram the Journals of Debret, Wood­
fall t and other authentic public re. ports and col­
lated. Many ot the speeches were presented for 
criticism to individuals who had heard Pitt de­
liver the speeoh and were oonsequently able to 
Judg" the acouracy of the reported speech. 

I3~. 



Rose, George, I2!Qries .And CortespondenSC!i!, ed. L.V. 
Harcourt, London, Bentley, 1860, 2 vol . 

Rose was secretary to the treasury during the 
whole of Pitt's first administration and was very 
intimate with him. A large section of Volume I 
is concerned with the res1gnation of Pitt, the 
King ' s attitude, and other cireumstances connected 
with the fall of the ministry. 

stanh. opel Ph. 11!p He, fleer:: f:rrljondensce . C(nm~st@d 
with Mr. P1~t sReturn to Offlc ... J. ,London, Spot ... 
tlshwoode and Shaw, 1852. 

There is no reference to Catholics or the 
Catholic question in this cQrrespondence. 

Toml1ne, Sir George Pretyman, Melotr • . or ~e hire pt 
lihe Rt, UQn • . !m. fitt, London, Murray,S2l, 5 vol. 

A lite of Pitt by his Cambridge tutor and 11fe­
long triend. It consists largely of letters and ex­
tracts from Pitt's speeches. Tomline differed with 
hts friend on the Catholic question and 1s a reluc­
tant witness to Pitt's endeavors to procure emanci­
pa.tion. 

Tone, Theobald Wolfe,Autob1ogrOpht, edt 01 his son, 
• Theobald Wolfe 'lone, Washington, Gales and Seaton, 

1826, 2 vol . 

Volume ! 1s one of the most important records 
available on t .be Irish Catholic agl ta tion during the 
critical year,s of 1'791-1'793. It contains ~one's 
notes wMle he wa.8 agent to the General and Sub­
Committee 01' the Catho11cs of Ireland and secre­
tary to the delegation that presented the pet! t1.on 
to George III 1n 1'792. 

Ton,e~ TheObald. Wolte, Autt16grlP~1 edt Ses.n 
O'Faolsin, New York, Nelson an Sons , . 9j'l . 

The first edt tioQ of Tone ' ,8 AU:t9b~21:t;.phl 
to be collated with the or1ginal manuscripts 
since 1826. It contains m.aterial suppressed 
by 'lone's son that no other edition htis . How­
ever, the notes on the Catholic. are extremely 
abridged in comparison w1th the 1826 edition. 

136. 



11bel'foree, Wm., Pr1vate Pap~rs9t »'m. Walberror!;i, 
edt A. Wilberforce , London, T. Fisher Unwin, 1 97. 

Wilberforce was an admire.r of Pitt but not a 
part1san. He freq :.lently disagreed with Pitt's 
measures and voted against him. This work contains 
an 1nter esting character sketch of Pitt th.at Wilber ... 
force wrote sixteen years after Pitt's death. Some 
ot the early letters of Pitt are also included in the 
book. 

lndham, Wtn . ~he Win@am i!AperSlh§ Ll§' aug !iQUg'" 
suondanse of the at. Hon • . Wm . W1!:dham, 1750-110, edt 
H. Bar-lng, London, li. Jenkins, 1 13, 2 vol. 

Windham was a friend or the Earl Fitzwilliam 
and one of the Portland Wbigs who entered Pitt's 
Cablnet. Bis J)aperscast an interesting light on 
the Fitzwilliam episode and the attitude toward the 
Earl's actions taken by his supporters. 

SECONDARY SOURCES 

Amherst; W.J., S. J . , llito£l 52! Cgft21tc §1llanCl.12A­
li2n, London, Paul, Trench. and Co., 1 • 2 vol. 

This was one of the first histories of Catho­
lic EmancIpation to come frpm the press. It cover 
the development of the movement from 1774-1820. In 
the text politIcal argwnents and moral eXhortations 
oecupy almost 8S .much space as the narrative of 
events . The study 1s almost ,entIrely eonflned to 
the history of the agItation of the English CatholiCS . 
The chief sources used b7 Amherst were Charles Butler, 
HUtorl;ll i1emo~r' , and .John Milner, ijy,I1{l~pen~~rY 
IjeDlglrs . The author states that he na 
testin~ the opposite conclusions ot the two men. 

Barnes , D. G. , George ~lI and Willian! P'ltt. 1783-
1806, London, Oxford UnIversity Press, 1939. 

'.t'his book purports to be a new interpretation 
of the relations that existed between Wm. PItt and 
George III based on their unpublished correspondence . 
The author wishes to illustrate the fact that the . 

137. 



ucommonl y accepted thes is of the l oss of power by 
the King and of the rise or Pitt to the position 
of a modern prime min15te~ and the h$adship of the 
Tory part y was in accord nei ther with the faots 
nor witb the opini ons t hen held by the ruler and 
his t!en . " The appendix eontains tbe quotations 
f rom o t her his t or ians who as Barnes states, give 
the conventional interpretation. ~he author gives 
as his main authorities tne Clin~Qn Al'ghiyuat 
Ann Arbor, Michigan, and the letter s and manuscripts 
at Windsor . 'llhe mater i al f ound at Ann Ar bor is in 
the works at Newber ry 1101'8.1'Y in Chicago. It seems 
t hat the material at WindsQr i s t he only source not 
hi therto wel l explored. 

Broughham, H.enry, ~1stgrl.ca. §§fiatqhil gt.§l!at@smsm 
~ :tUttiS!' 21: yjgrgelll, London, C. Knight and Co . ,. 
1 45. (; vol. 

13taughhaJll's §~eSgSl.lare general essaYs on the 
leading figure.s of the pol l tieal scene at t he time 
of George III .. 1'h.e essays describe t he oratorical 
abIlities 01 the men and t heir cultural background . 
There is littl e a.nalysis of t he polit i cal acumen 
and activ1ty of t he statesmen. The sketch does not 
att empt t o give a f ul l chronologiCal portrait, but 
does reveal the aut hor ), personal bias t owar d each 
eharacter . 

CurtiS, Edmund, AJJ1s~ot;y 9' Ite1onsi, t ondon. 
'ethuen and Co., 1937. 

The scope of thi s volt.U'l1e eovEI.rs t he history of 
I reland from pr ehis torietimes until the r s tific&. .... 
tlon of t he treaty with Grea t 13ritaln by t he I rish 
Pall on Janu~ry7, 1922. The book is pl easant read­
i ng and at th& same t ime gives evidence or scholar­
ship. Numerous quotations are woven i nto the text, 
but the footnote ref'el'enees are not cited. The 
t enor of t he work 1s f air an4 objective . 

Iltgtio!}arYot U,UsmalBig,tIPAl ed. Leslie Stephen 
and Sir S1dneyLee , London, Oxford crn!versit1 Press, re­
pr 1nt, 1921 ... 1922, 22 vol. 

B1ogra.phies ot all men and women 1'IDO ha.ve made 
notable contributions to the lit e and history of t he 
Br1ti sh peoples ar e i ncluded 1.fl this scholarl y work. 
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At the conclusion of each biographical stud.y 
bibliography 1s l i sted. For statesmen of renown 
su~ as Pitt and Fox the bibliography is qui to 
comprehensive . 

Gjrford, John, A Historz ot the PPl ltiCAg Life o~ 
!b~ Btl !ian, Win , PItt,tondon, Cadell, 1809. vol. 

Giff'ox>d is definItely a Pitt pa.n6!gyrist . 

Grattan, Henry, Memoirs .21' the LlfeaM _Iiwes Qf~ 
ltl ... HQn~ HenrdGGr~tta{h ed. by his son, London, H. Col­
burn, 1 39-1 . , 'l vol . 

The retel'encQ's to Pitt are not too favorable. 
}hen writing ot the Prime ltinlster's negotiations 
with the Irish, Grattan' s son used meaningful italics 
or annotated footnotes call1ng on posterity to judge 
or asking wl'lat opinion they Can form 'of his conduct. 
n-.te m.emoirs are valuable for the sldell€hts they re­
veal on Catholic activities in Ireland, particularly 
af t.ar 179Q.They also portray the pe.rsever1ng ef­
forts of Grattlln in trying to obta1nequal rights 
for Catholics. 

Gwynn, Den1s, ~~e_S~lYgg4.' tQ;: CathQl i <; f#,;ane1"Qatton, 
17,0 ... 1829- , New York, Longmans, Green, 1928. -

The struggle for C'atholie Bmanclpa tion in Eng­
land and Ireland from the climax of the penal syst 
in both countries until the final triumph of O'Con ... 
nell is hore narrated . The book I! good for a read­
er who wisn6S a direot presentation of the problem 
without a survey of the histori.cal sources. ~he 
author's Interpretation 1s based primarily on Ber­
nard Ward', volur.lles on Catholic Emancipation and 
Lecky's Historz of rre-l§Dd. He follows the latter 
particularlY' in the discussion ot the Union in which 
he takes t he attitude tha. t Pi tt pr.actieed duplie1 ty. 

Hughes, Philip, The «atA!211c Q\les ~& on t 1668-1829 , 
IJew York , Benziger, 1929. 

An analysis is g.1ven of the vicissitu.des that 
the movement for Emanolp!lt1on enoountered from one 
British ll.1n1stry to another until it was an ao­
oompl1shed faot. :A formidable array of facts and 
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cited documents exposes the domination of the Govern­
ment by the English landowning oligarchy and its 
Irish counterpart . The book 1s a fine example of 
research and summary but 1s written in a somewhat 
obscure style . 

llunt , Wm., PoU,t2.caJ:. HistorY?f Englan,g, 1760-1801, 
New York, Longmans, Green, 1930. 

This text 1s Volume X of the Hunt and Poole 
Seri es on Engl i sh history. It was serViceable for 
the general politicgl b~ckground . The book is sup ... 
plemented wi t h a briefly annotated bibliography. 

Lecky, W. E. H., !fiJtory of J:relan4..,1n .the Eighteenth 
Century, New York, Appleton. 1893, 5 vol . 

Lecky is considered a standard authority on 
eighteenth century English and Irish history. How­
ever bis interpretation is frequently awry and 1s 
no t always consistent. His work 1s valuable for 
various quotations from unpubl i shed materials in the 
Bri tish and Irish archives . It i$ about the only 
secondary source that gives a detailed discussion 
of the English political activity connected with the 
Irish Relief Acts of 1792 and 1793. 

Uathew, D., C.thol.t2i~m in England, 1535-1935, New 
York, Longmans, Green, 193 • 

FGr those who believe that the Catholics 
played an inconsequential role in the oulture of 
the poat-reformation era 'in England th1s book i s a 
delightful disillu.sionment. It shows that there 
was a continuous tradition and constituent Catholic 
culture that has been largely negleoted . The book 
1s Witt y, vivid, and terse in style. 

Newman, J"ohn H., The Segond Spring! ad. by Francis 
P. Donnelly, S. J . t New York. Longmans, ureen, 1928. . 

Newman 's speech on the · occasfon of the re­
est abl ishment of the Catholic hierarchy in England 
recalls the glories of the pre-l"eformation era, the 
contempt and misery into which Catholios subsequent-
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ly fell, and concludes on a triumphant note that 
indica.tes the vistas egain extendlnp; before the 
Church in England . 

0 '1"80181n, Sean, !UngQf ~the .BegKars, liew York, 
Viking Press, 1938. 

The 11fe 'Of O'Connell is here presented as a 
study in the r1se of modern Irish democracy. O'Fao­
lain 1s a highly skilled litera.ry craftsman.. How­
ever, one fre.quently t akes issue with var10us theses 
the author present.s, particularly when he digresses 
into the .fields 'Of moralIty. 

Plowden, Francis, !i.l;it2fY of Ir§l~nd from the l1h'!ou 
!Q 1819, Dublin, John Boyee, 1811, 3 vol. 

A very partisan account . 

Rose, John H. , Pitt and tl'ang19QQ, London, Bell and 
Sons, 1912. 

The first part of this book consists of a series 
of essayS. The second essay, "PItt and Fltzwilli~," 
was of special interest in this study. In the second 
par t of the volUllle 1s grouped the correspondence of 
Pitt that Rose cons1dered hitherto unpubli shed. 

---.-. ., 
New York, Harcourt, 

New York, Harcourt, 

!U.l1. Pit£ ~nd Nat;tgnal. Rev1val, 
1911. 
Wil118lU Pitt and th§ Great WAr, 
1911. 

These t wo volumes were printed under one tit1.." 
~lte gf Willi,- Pltt , in 1924. The blograpr~ is con­
sidered one 0 the best on Pitt . The first volume 
discusses Pitt's remedial and constructive efforts 
1n his domestic policy. the second volume describes 
his foreign relations .from 1783 to 1806. Rose 1s 
favorable to Pitt but 1s not indiscriminate in his 
support. 
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Rosohery, Archibald P., ~ (Twelve English 
statesmen), London, Macmillan~g9l. . 

A brief appreciation of Pitt's work and char­
acter portrayed mainly in the light of his domestic 
policy. The interpretation 1s not always sound and 
the research indioated is limited. The author's 
style 1s smooth and his de11neations of character 
have a deft, human touch. 

Russell, Lord John, nAe L1f, B6~ times ot Qhiarle~ 
aIame§ F~, London, Bentley, 1859-1 ,3 vol. 

large section or this biography discusses 
the politics of the period. The Interpretation 
1s from a strongly ~thlg point of View. 

Stanhope, PhilIp H., L!!e Qf !me fltt, London, Murray, 
1861-1862, 4 vol. 

stanhope's ~ 1s regarded as the standard 
biography of Pitt, althougb the, book needs to be 
sUpplemented by works based on more modern researoh. 
The work 1s comprehensive and 1s valuable for ex­
tracts from unpublished correspondence and other 
manuscript material . 

frappes-Lomax, Michael , BishQP Cballonet, New York, 
LonRmans, Green, 1936. . 

This book: 1s e biographiea1 study based on 
dwinBurton'sThe Life Ond tlmes Qr~ishQP Chal-

19net --a work that is considered the standard 11f 
but whi ch 1s difficult of aceess at the presento 
The author has adapted the book in an effective 
way. Cha11oner's dates are 1691-1781, a tillle that 
1s called "the dreary desert t hat laY 'between. the 
Red Sea of martyrdom and the Promised Land or tol­
eration." For this period the book 1s valuable . 

erd , Bernard N., %h! Dawn of the ~aibOl!C R,vival 
1DEni;land, 1781-1803, London , tong:ansi ~909, 2 vol . 

fhe Eye at tho · 1~ l$aneipa\1on, 
1803-1829. London, Longmans, 1911, 3 vol. 

These five volumes embody the results of years 
of research among unpubl i shed documents in the Br it­
l sh Museum and. diocesan archives. For a study of 
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Catholic Emancipation they are indispensable . The 
fIrst work deals almost exclusively with England. 
It follows the controversies that developed between 
laity and hierarchy over the content of the Relief 
Aot of 1791. The second set describes the efforts 
made to procure Emancipation atter 1808 when the 
Engl ish oause was gradually overshadowed by the 
Irish struggle. 

Wilberforce, Wm. , Life ~r!m. W!lb~rfotce. ad. Robert 
and Samuel Wilberforce , London, MurraY, 1 ~j~, , vol . 

Like so many of the early ninet eenth century 
biographies of prominent statesmen this 1lli 1s 
composed mainly of a series of letters and extracts 
from pr1vate journals. It is the chief authority 
for information on Wil~errorce . the first three 
volumes contain frequent allusions to Pitt . 

Wilson, P. W., !l.J.liam Pitt , The YO\IDger, New York, 
.Doubleday, Doran, ·1930. 

This book gives en engrossing picture of the 
soclal atmosphere and parliamentary lIfe of England 
in theeigbteenth century. Writing in an engaging 
style, the author makes Pitt's life dr8lllatic and 
absorbing. The statesman is not unduly eulogized; 
his limItations are revealed. Tite main defect of 
the book 1s oversimplification. 

PERIODICAL 

.cDougall, Donald J., "George III Pitt and the 
Irish ,CatholiCS! 1801-180,," C,tbol.c H18torlca:L Rey;le'!', 
'lctober , 1945, 0$1: 2,,-281. 

The main theme of this article 1s that Pitt 
was neVer interested in Catholic E1nancipat1on on 
pr1nciple but that it was a mere t ool in hIs hands 

'to obtain other objects. Upon Pitt's resi gnat10n 
and pledge to the King 1s af'tixed t he ignominy of all 
subsequent pledges and Anti-Catholic administrations . 
Primery sources are used extensively. The main weak­
nesl ot the study 1s lack 0.£ perspective . Pitt's 
dealings with Ireland are distorted by sIgnalling 
out Just this period of his history. No cognizance 
is taken of his relations with the Irish Catholics 
during the early 1790's . 
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